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E d  i t r i a 1 ••• 

11Thorefore be ye al so Ready." 

'tye are all the chil�r�n of light, and the children of the 
day ••• Thnrefore 1 t us not sleer, as do others; but let us watch 
and bo sober. 11 k3 the sea.son of Boly Trinity draws to a close, the 
cry soun�s to wnt.chfulness a:; d prE>pnrntion. Suddenly, as a thief 
in the m.ght, the Son of .man

. 
will come with his anrels, and uron 

the throne of flory He w11l ,:ud e tho natio11s of the earth \'.hon 
mankind sinks back in securi'bJ and peaceful con�lacencv dP-struc
tion will co. e. }iot as the. foolish, but as the wise � �idens, let 
our lar.,ps be tri:mr.'lod and well-filled d.th oil. 

Faith is tho prPparntion for the co�ing of the Lor�. JJ.. rt 
it :vatchos for ever.r o i:,ortuni ty to servP the kingdom of God. It 
awaits tho dny when thl'I Son of ran will come in all ,1is f'"lory. 
Springing fron the love of God, faith lives in selfless c�re for 
fell°', .on. \'/•udnr: er sleeping it is livinf", because it awells in 
Christ, the Lor�. 

Dut to define our preps.ration l: fn.ith in such broad terms 
is not ::rnfficient. For ench Christian watchfulness, activity and 
life take on special me•ninr; for activity, which if not a part of 
fai·h, accruE's to it. For us the seriousness of our calling to the 
service of the Xingdom of God determines certain responsibilities 
for our orePnrntion. We nre charred with the lending and cnre of 
the souls who confess the Christ; we nre, noreover, debtors to all 
men to brin ther:l the Gospel of reconcilintion. 

These years in the semina.ry are for sober preparation and 
development in faith and its expression. They require study, ex
tonsivE> rondinG and r senrch s, that throu h the records and the 
life of the Church the sriri t of the evan{;el mi ht be attained. Be-
yond scientific scholo.rshin wo nust r.:o.ke what we ho.ve learned ur 
very o\·.n. It is not enou�h tho.t v:e acce t the heritage of fni th 
and confe..,sion from our fathers; \•;o roust rtake it vital and renl in 
eur own religious experience. Even nore than this, \·e a.re afforded 
the o F rtuni ty of developinr our th ugh ts and knowledge in papers 
and sermons and articles. n e expression of v.hat we think and be
lieve in crontive writing l�ns vo.luo in th<' Hsci line it requires. 
Tho strniP'.,t thinkin , cleo.r a."lnlysh and or-anization ,•.hich is 
necessary not only nids our o,·.n cor.-, rohcnsion, but cl.so may stimu
late the interest of somebody in the subject. It is bood training, 
for we nust nlv:nys be randy to express our thoughts and ideas 
clearly nnd preeisely. 

This propo.ro.tion truces on importance when we realize that we 
shall be po.stors. But our responsibility &o?s

.
eve� deeper t�an the 

individual parish. Careful o.nd thorour,h training is inperative be
I I cause it is we who will sho.pe and doternine the life of

_ 
the Church. 

1
1 If we do mot know the Word how can it be preo.chod? if "'0 cannot 

I 
- I "I · t � .,, •I -1 � 

1 
see, ,altl h:��'i ;:_ .-!'Ci. ..: l!J} ,. 

.1'� '-t:_ .l."" OJ. .l-:'"u1••.w.. . ..,.c-
' ponds greatly upou those who belong to the Church; we are their 

lenders. 
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Bohold, the L rd hos ona forth int a forPi coontry nnd natlo us . .:s servants to b n,lors ovir>r 1•is r ousenold and to them li'en.t in due season. 11..,lessed is th'\t scrv:mt, :.+.on his 1thcm he coMo-th sl.· 11 f;_ ,.J doin ....... Therefore be ye also • s fo: in sue: nn hour s ye thin': n.:>t tt.<' Son of nnn coneth." 

:·ri th thr>so i lon.s in mind tho Sc!'linarinn ber:ins its el venth 
yenr. It cP0 its tnsk in . rovi in �CUlGl,..o·r t' o expres.:ion of 
idc·'s n.'1'1 l 'tho, ... hts jn , ·. 1ole r:i..'l e of tl r-ol ry. I.. es not 
consid r i t:.;cl (' cim ly ri. "l · t:orary p:.ibli :iti-, ; " •i:1 l y, , :..r fror.. 
bcin · n r of ro ro ci1, t,.oolo�; ou l t to bE • 'l und • � ... tii'ully 
express 1, ·:n short, r-ood li torcture. lt socks to e.'lco�ru e ,.-ri t-_ 
inr;. lt 1,. th·1t, , .. hilo tho timo to I v- bo ·un croo.ti ve thinking 
n.nd CO:"l.1 osition ,.} ould h�ve be£>n lonr. fl� , i.f it hns not, certuinly 
it ohould bo nor. 

The Smnin:i.riu .. 11 rlso sees it trzk in s;i· 1 1l•tir.· ir.terest 
in tho wholoworl i ·- d lifo of th Ur"r. I POS t �·, E ir 
its contents n.r t; · cl:<.s concerning · locerin ; ft;� th· i!ha• nnotl oi:. l: of 
confcs siono.l Chr · s i · Jli ty. It ho,..€ s to pu.:ll · � stutlic. ::.. t.u 01 d 
r.nd Jm. Tost ents, I istor: of 0hristi: . .i.ni .. ,, J1d dovelop::ier.ts _in 
practice. It roul rt fleet tho life of tho Cl 1lrch t.t work in mis
sionr., ocureoni ·.1 't in1 in :uid oct.:vit:,. r,or ,rould it forget the 
ti1:ios of quiet :J1d r.icdit t.:o"! .� n the Ch 1rcL retires \,C' its ro..irca 
of stren th 1�'1d Yit•uity. I is scnrcely nee .... nr., th .... t st..ch n 
vntnos� to tho life of the Chur i. depe.11ds upo!l: t.;tl.e c,11tri. .. 1 tors 
will doter .ino tl.<i tone and spirit of the rublicr i !l e 

T us, with tho:,e ai .. s, '.e Sr>!'\ir,,,_�i"-"" ublishes the first 
of ci ht issues :in its n · zorios. ¥01 ,.,.! 11 notic th•.t sone 
ch·U1 os h·.ve bn n . • do. The cove-rs n.'ld illusi.r:idons arc bcinr- dono 
·.rl th lock rir.ts b · 'ihoodoro C:!s �r. A nO': dosirn for tho title 
pn ·e hns be n •1 lo ... ·cd·, x d • ti 1 of conte..11ts hns een ::.dded. :.ueh 
cr£'di t nust -o to t'ia · .. 1., ' h·.vc hcl nod '1."'1d -n-11 help in the 
publict tion of th [: i·1nri• , ":ld �cl:no\':lecl ent of thom ,·:ill be . -------'"'.T m:. lo in print ·.t t},o c os · o :o• r. 

• 
11 .t->i.' .ycr i3, therefore, 

n. th God, cone i vc as p r on .... l 
v1hich reflects the fon s oi th 
pr Y r in essence. 11 

a 11 vint:; cor.u:.w1ion of the rcligicus T.'!an 
ru,d proser.t in e.:peri nee, a cor:,un:ion 
social r lations o; : l.!?"J �ity. '!'his is 

(Friedrich Heiler., Pr :vcr (S. :cComb, 
trans.) • .o,·: York:Ci:ffo ·d Um. vcrsi ty 

ss, 1932. p. 350.) 



THE OTHERNESS OF GOD 
--------

by 

Robort J. Gooser 

The burninh continental question of the otherness of God per
haps has jo�tod sliehtly the conplecent Artorican Lutheran theological 
mind. rossibly many ,vould prefPr that the fire 1ie down from lack of 
fuel, especially now that Professor Heinecken's article has been an
s·:1 red. For sevl'ral reasons I believ• the question requirPs further dis
cussion. TheJ area firrt, thi:. incorrect presentation of an 'r:-ortc.nt 
idea of K" rl HPi'1; .:;econd, confusion regardin tho nature of the ques
tion of God's othC'rnoss; a.nl thir1, the imnortance of the concept of 
otherness in Christian Theoloey. In this nnper, after a brief rof r�nco 
to !nstor 3orkemoyer's r�ply, my tisk will be n cri Jicism of Professor 
Heinec�en 's ap ro::ich to the question, and second, a sketch of the rener
al lines along which I believe the nroblem should be developed. 

That ?nstor Berkcneyer1 has not given us a more o.dequate reply 
to Professor Heinocken' s '1rticle2 is unfortun�tG. In this reply there 
seem to be three conspicuous 1·1elU01<'.:ises. The writer v:as evidently over
whelmed by the stoter.,ent of the oriir,inol question. He saw in it sheer 
Bnrthic..."'lis. • So ho proceeded to bring into play sevc-rnl oft heard attacks 
on Br.rthionism and assumed that this iinswered the ort"umonts of the arti
cle. He hus not concoroed himself with those nrvuments, but hus attacked 
the general B'l-rthittn concer+- of the absolute otherness of God. This hard
ly seems to be a. fair uporonch a.nd is no reol nnswer. Consequently he has 
fnilcd to evc.lunto tho underlyin1; ideo.s which ore thase of Heim nnd not of 
Bnrth. He has not seen, for ex,�nolo, tho.t Heim doos not use the idea 
of dimonsionnl boyondnocs '\S co,1stitutin� God's otherness. In the third 
place, he hes confused tho a�rthir.n concept of the otherness of God with 
the non-rational. elemon.;, -or to use Otto's terr-- the numinous-in God and 
hos equnteu them. Thus Ot1,o does not say that Islom is the purest modern 
manifestation of tho religion of the d1olly Other, but that there the 
non-rational clement is strong st. 3 

Profe0sor Heinocken's urgul':.ent and aporooch, then, were not 
really evo.lu�ted. ;·that is his position apart from shru�ging it asiee as 
beinr Burthinn1sm? What is its weukness, aside from boin cnlled a ne.me 
And uccused of identi fyinG God with the nor--rntionul? The weakness is 
the result of placing an ideo of Hoim into a different context, and on
sequent confusion �n what is meant by the question of God's rthvrn �s. 
TaJcing Hein' B philosophical concept of dimensions and pll,cin it into a 
different frrune of ref ranee the �uthor still insists that Heim supports 
the new position. 'de mus n�w ask tho question, ,·+int is Heim' s context 
for the ideu? 

Tho Gorman thologllan has dealt with this most fully in Glaube 
und Dcnkon in its first edition and al.so in tho third odition. The 
rntttr �s r-rontly rovisod throuch or.rlssions of lorge sections and nlso 
;hrough cortnin ndditions, nnd is cnllod in Eugllih tronelet16ir God 
(t

rnnsccndcnt. Since it is lntor and mnkos tho context nnd n1m more odnito it may bo considered moro o.uthorntnti vo for our purposes. How-ovor, I hove nl so chookod with tho fuller, o�gino.l odi tion. 



Heim is attempting t e  present a philosophic rationale for the 
belief in God as the groundwork of  his dogmatics. In his prefaoe he 
states clenrly tho.� his task is to establis h God 's Tro.nsoendenoe (God 
Trctnsoondent, p. xviii. ) . This to.sk hi a become impero.tiTo bocnwse many 
Intelligent people c:-.n no longer bel� vo in God. They onnnot becnuse 1br 
them th ere is nothing beyond this world. Here the'n is the si tuaton For 
hundreds of yocrs roligious mnn h�d no trouble with God's trnnscendcnoe 
God wrs simply nbovo nnd beyond. But with tho discoveries of Coperniou; 
and ospocio.lly Giordnno Bruno this wns no lon er possible. The world is 
not within n dofini te spnco beyond which is God, but the world itael.f '  is 
infinito sp"'.cc.. llov. thun to oo nvoivc of God? Or better , whore oo.n . God 
exist? As Heim S "-YS 1 "It is not simply the retlity ot' God beyond tho.t 
is called in question. The shattering is sanething much more serious 
than that. The v.rhole idea of transcendence, so essentie.l for theo
logians o.nd philosophers alike , has become impossible for countless 
people. " (p. 35). A littlo later he Slf s :  ''How is it thl t we who,live in 
tho Copernioo.n age , we , for whom the world has lost ist center and its 
bounds, can still hold to tho idea of the Transcendent? 11 (p. 38 ) 

Tre se stutemonts, representative of Hoim' e approach n.re clear • 
There can bo no doubt as to his aim. But I wns glad to iind that 'I!lY o-wn 
asuuysis wl'ls supported in on ossoy by Chonning•P:i.erce. He sums up 
Heim' s � ns, "In other words, how can tho twenti oth century believe 
in God? "  Hoim 1 s work i s  moro thnn mild apologetic, howe"mr. It is in 
fnot n bold o.nswor to tho philosophic o.nd scientific monism of our day. 
It sots forth tho ror�ity of transcendence in r.n ego l-.hich hns boon con
cornod only with the rv llity of the immnnontnl vicv4 In doing so ho goos 
f'urthor 1.11d points tho wny to n possible philosopher's r".tionale of the 
relationship of trnnsoendence r.nd i.mrnr.nenco. "In the speculntion of Karl 
Heim tho suggestion of such r conception of tr--.nscendence 1n illl:lOJilOC oe 
which mntch es our oxistentio.l oxoorionce end the outline of n new enc.logy 
drmm from psychology, re.thor tho.n physics hnve been seen. 117 Thnt ho ho.a 
attempted to relnte trnnsccndonco nnd imtr4".nence Heim m_nkes appnrent 1n 
hia criticism of di��eoticnl theology. 

lloim's nim is clo�r. It is tho philosophicr� question of the 
relation of God to tho universe. Ho hns formulated his o mcept of dimon• 
sions to ostnblish tho renlity of God's trnnscondcnco nnd tho relntion 
botwoon tro.nsccndonoc nnd immr.nonco. This ho believes is on oesontial 
prologue to a work in dogmatics bocauso of th0 scientific and philosophic 
viows of our age. JlCl apologetics for tho possibility of tho e:xistonoo 
of God must prccedo tho dogmatics. 

•Vith this in mind wo ask tho question, into �hat context has 
Professor Hoincckon placed tho idea of dimensions? Ho has takon it out 
of tho aroa of apologotios and pluood it in tho aroa of dogmatics. Thie 
I boliovo is a fair stntcmont, but I nust review tho author 's appronoh 
moro specifically. Thoro cnn bo no doubt that_ho has. idcntifiod God's 
othornoss with dmonsiono.l boyondnoss. The untiro nrticlo oxoopt the 
last three pages is oonoerned ,vith the introduction nnd exposition of 
thnt thesis. I think: sevornl pnssnges will indicate the genoro.1 direo• 
tion. •ro all these questions I believe there nre nnswere, nnd I think 
they will be contnined in nn explnnntion of what is mennt by the • o.beo• 
1;1 -01.y other. ,  " (p. 244).  "?hnt I wnnt to do now is to define na pr� 

c - �< ��, ns I can ,..nnt i 8 to be under stood by God ' s  nbsol ute othcrnoa e • 
(p � 1,..;; J "Thero ie no other wny out c:£ tho impn.sso into llhioh evory 



--

other nttempte solut i on l eads then to s ny ,  with Knrl Heim , that . Ood • s 

total othorn?ss , �i s  imrnnn?noo :.nd tr c-n scendcnco , condsts of Hi s i,01ng 
of onothor d1nons 1 on , of ,th1ch wo who do not shnro thr.t dimen sion onn form 
no conception ond to which wo con point only in par adox, 11 (p.  251 ) .  

noss o.nd 
docs not 
n ss. 
'"i'ihcro i s  

Th o  nuthor h n s  oqu�ted d inensionnl boyondnoss with God ' s other
then hno nscribod thi s  no , position to Hoi Hoin, however , 
r..rguo th .t God ' s othcr"loss i s  idcntic· 1 ,,ith dimensional b\lyOD.d
'lthv r h o  hns usod tho idon in order to r.nm,cr th questi on , 

God ? "  o r ,  11·-ih ,..t i s  God ' s nnturo ? "  Thi s  i s  not truo to Hoim. 

Th i s  c r i c 1 c 1 sr.1 I h:.vc l vvolod would not be enti rely vrl id , 
(Al though i t  nould sti l l  indic'lto n confusion in torn inolo gy )  i f  Pro f  s sor 
Hcincckl)n ' s 'lim wns tho same :-.s Hcim ' s. his nim rd.ght rl so h"vo b"lcn to 
prov .... God ' s tr nns c�nd ·nc o  inst�rd o f  God ' s oth rnoss , mc.r(.ly c cnfusing 
th, sc. di fftir c.nt , though r el --.l.od , tc.rms . Porhc.ps ho too llLS trying to 
Msvrcr th qu stion , 11\ihnt i :::  Goi? " , Ythich i s  th'-' content of the tc.rm 
God ' s  othc.rn s s. I s  thi s � r r.l possibility ?  Fron tllo pnssngos in tho 
r�ticlo itsel f I bol i �vo not . 

Consid0r first the p"r'lgr nph in which he l i st s  the innl ic�tions 
\'lhioh -.ri se hen God i snot the. r.bsolutoly oth .... r .  "Then either · oono " f)rrn 
of idol atry or panthei sm r csul ts "Jld ;nnn hins l f  i s  doi fiod. Then some 
form of P0l ngi cni 1m inc.vitnbly o re0ps in. Then you get the. sorry nnd di s
h ".rt1..nin� sp1..•ctc.ol of Chr i st i ".ns umr.i ttingly betrr.ving the ir secret bo
liof in n fundr-.rncntnl hwnnn int gri ty , reminding the.Ms cl v s of tho spnrk 
of divinity within th, M vihich needs only to be fr.nnvd to bur st into 
fl r-ncs . Then nr.n ' s l i felong pr, dicr.nent in sin boconcs fini tudc result
ing in wonknoss ::.nd mi str.kvs , foq�ivcnoss i s  l ike humrJ1 pr.rdon , and tho 
kinrdom of God i s  i d  nti fic.d with n stnto o f  hunnn oro so rity • • •  cnd for 
tho r surr1.;ction i s  substitut�d th entirely un- Biblic�i notion of tho 
it:11'\ortC\l i ty of thv soul . 11 (pp. 243-4 ) . 

Pr s sintr by th qu stion of pnnth i sM, ,.hich , o f  courso,  would 
be n l cgitin,..t o  infl l i c ,.tion i f  God ,,. ro not transcendent , n.sk if tho 
other imnlicr.t ion s  would fo l l ow. They obviously postulnte n God tlo i s  
beyond , i'.ho i s  trnnsc ndont , Thoy sOC;'l t o  c.cho thoughts ch".r".ctc. ristic 
ofRonnnisn ( �s1.;mi -Pl 1, �i l.l'l i sn 11 ) "..."ld o f  Rr.tionnli sn r.nd ninct�1..nth-century 
Theology wii;h thC;i r  ''hur.1 '.Il i z  d pictur, o f  God "  "'.s Aulcn onl l s  it . Tho 
c.uthor i s  r.r�uing ngninst thuso riporo"chcs v.hich n--.d7 r,cm c.,s scn�ially 
good 1.nd hUln:-ni zod God ,rnich did not n Jcl rnt.n utterly sinful ru1d W1 th.out 
cl".im upon God. Howov�r , th(. postul t, vcn o f  th sc idcns i s  thr.t th ro 
is c God ., '\ God \fuo i s  trnnsc ndcut , beyond. C1..rtr.inly tho Ronr.n Church , 
and ninc.t cnth century thc..Jlogy , s wel l , insi sted upon God ' s trmsc n
doncc. Sinil rlf , th� in l i c :-.tions l i stud rs conin fron God ' s r.bsoluto 
oth .... rn ss ( p. 24 3) could not con r..eroly from h i s  tr nnsccndoncc , or fron 
his trc-nsccmdonoo ".Ild irnmnnc.;nco. 

Tho s.oond pnssr.r,c constitutes th� l �st throo p:-ges of the r.rt
iolc. Ho be�ins thi s briof concluding section with th� so words : 11Thoro 
is,  however , ono mor e: difficulty to be do�.lt with, The di fference botw?un 
God nnd mnn i s  prim'lri ly rn c.thicn.l one , it i s  the d{ ffe�cnco duo to su:i ; 
it is tho c, ntrnst between God ,  s hol iness nnd mnn s s infuln�s s. It 1 s  
this th'\t cuts r:tnn o ff conolctoly fror.l cor.ununion ,,f.i.th God. (p. 255� . 
Aftor using the fi r st fourtc.on P�bus to introduce rnd develop his thv s l s  
thr.t dimonsionnl boyondnoss consitutcs God ' s  oth rncss ., tho r.uthor sud-



dcnly r cc-.1 1 tcs thr.t such '\ concept •.-oul d  not produco tho irn l ic:-tions 
d scrib:d nt

_
th 

_
bcginr_iing o f

_
th� � :ti cl . Al thour,h thi s  section is not 

intq;rr ..,cd ,ll. tr the m:-.in section , i t  docs not prov1.. thnt his fU."ld-une;ntnl 
ni!;l w .s no� to c s7 bl � sh :od ' s '" r·.nscc:-,dcr.co , but Hi s othc. rn .. s s , fr�m 
wtnch CC;rtnin definite imol l. cr.tions , .. ould �ri se. 

Those P'\SS'.f, ,. l ·wo no doubt th' t  Professor Hcincckc..n I s prob-
lcM has been th'\t o f  Gvd • s oth rn ss  c-.nd not of his trr.nsccnd1..nco Lot 
this di stinction b t , ..__, trn"lsc --dunce :-..nc1 othornoss be questioned lc.t 
us nu so 7o c onsi de r it. Tl

. 
� r:1 r i s  n hiloso ... hic'\l t rn nr.int�inin& 

thnt God i s  :>pr.rt fron tho tmivvr so. Puro tr".nsccndcncc would bu cquiv11-
lctn to dci sn. A god ·;110 i s  both tr"nscondont '\nd inn",n rt , i . o. np'\rt 
fror.l the. univcrso yet :-.ctivo in it , is th God of thoi sn in th nnrrow 
sense. Th i s  the (;Ods o f  tho i sn in th ... nr.rrow s1..nso c-.nd ofthvisn in thl.. 
bro'\dor son so , ,·.lhi ch woul d  include d o i sn 1:rc nll tr nscendcnt r,ods . They 
nr to be d i st inr;ui sht.d from the. 11 ·ods II of r.nthd sr. who nro id(..ntifil,d 
in vnryin� wnys with thL univ r sl... Tho probkn of tr r.nsccndencc c. r of 
trr.n50ondonco ".nd iMr.lr.noncu ( c  ncoivcd in t1..rns of dincn sionnl bcyond
nos s )  i s  simply thnt o f  th rGl�tion o f  Goi to the hysi crl univer se. 
Thooth, rn ... s s  o f  God , ho\lcvcr , i s  n r l i gious tcr Its conc .. rn i s  how 
God i s  di fforcnt frotl rn:'Ul. For pr ... ctic'\l "'U rros s ,  therefor e , hol ine s s  
Md othernes s  m:-y b e  oqu�tcd. 

I f  the nuth r hns i dentified dinonsionnl byondncss with God I s 
othernes s , i f  thi s  i s  r ch:'\l'lgo from Bir.i ' s co . .. cxt , !'Jld i f  trr.nscondcncC; 
nnd othurnos s  c-r � to bo err fully scpnr '\t d, the noxt qu stion must b o t  
Cnn thi s  concept o f  dimunsion�l boyondn ss b .. '\n :- oqu�to cxpl"n�tion o f  
God ' s othcrn � s ?  In other , rds ,  hr.s Professor Hoincckcn o revived � 
signi fic ".nt i don in Heim ,·ihich i s  vnlid in ".nothor context ns w· 1 1 ?  I 
think not . Th o  c cncopt o f  inwnsion:-1 bcyondn ss  tdl s us n'>thinL"; of 
God ' s �r rn s s. Vlh�t 1 � G�J 1 1� , ? :� ro Good , evil ; r ir,hto�u s , lovtnc ; 
pure. wil l ;  r :-.t i on"l o r  i r rnt ion:!l ?  On. c "nnot deduce thn.t from n sinplo 
st'1.tcmont thnt God l ivos in n diff ront dinlnsion , i . o. i s  both trn.nscc..n
dont :-.nd ir:l?'l".Tlont. kly thei stic god, in th more rostrictod definition 
of thoi sr.i, i s  both trru1sc nd..,nt �"ld iru:tr-nc.nt. Our r.uthor hr:s given us n 
definition o f  God ' sotl. rnuss which woul d  fit the Jud i stic Jc-hwo , tho 
Chri sti nnGod tho F:-th r ,  :md tho l!oh".."'ll'!lCdM Al l nh  cqunl ly wol l . Liko
vriso ,�thin Chr i stir.n thoolo(!Y it ,:ould :-ccurrtcly dilin �to the God o f  
Both St. P�ul ''.!ld Or it;on , Aquin"s nnd Occ:-n, Luth r --.nd Cnl vin , Sch loicr
ml'\ch r nnd Ki ... r kOGt-".rd . 

I f  thnt i s  so , whnt o f  those inT'llicntions o f  hi ch the; nuthor 
spoke .,t thv bct;inning f h i s  r.rt i c l o ?  Th1.,1�0 , he sni� , v•or': the. r ... r.son 
th_ question o f  God , soth rn s s  wrs so pr s s1ng � que stion v.lh1ch wns not 
noro quibbl ing. I n,;r O thr.t th.., qu stion i s  b--.sic . I do not

. 
bol ic..vc. , 

howavcr , th�t thc so iranl i c �tio�s could cvor cone from tho oth�r w1th which 
ho postu l �t s . How crn tho "Ch r i stitJ1 cr.tq;oric s ,  cr..,r.tion , rcdcI:lption , 
SMcti fic�tion , r cvol r.tion , s in , guilt , err.co , . f:-.ith, for ivoncs� , res; 
urrcction , et c , in nl l the i r  .... ,·v-insoi rin , l l fo�tr:msfo rmini; mir'clo 
corao fr  ,m God ' s otherne ss cv· luntod in t�rns of d1nonsi on�l boyondn s s ,  
or trnsccndonco nnd inm��onco. I f  so , M1hnnrncd .. ni sm nnd Judr i sm woul d  
"lso h"vo th1..so Chr i sti:'.11 c •.t gor ies . It i s  ir.tpos sibl c to obr!\in tho 
concopts o f  r vd�npt ion , forr,iv ncs s , resurrection from '\ God whose oth�r
noss consi sts only o f  dir.lonsionnl buyondnus s. In the sr.rno wr.y tho� in
r>licr.tions wh i ch the nuthor sr,ys "ri so from r. si tuntion where God i snot 
tho nbsolutoly other could con from the otherness ho postul ".tos. For 



this otherness 1 s  thnism in its restricted meaninl• The theistic God of Romanism , novertholes, , allows a serni-Pelagain theology. And tho theis
tic Go of 

, 
ninet onth cent-1ri theology ns n vory hurno.ni zod God (hardly th? Bnrthian ubGolutoly oth r) �d wns plnced alongside on anthropolo which concoi vctl of mo.n ns o s tinlly good. gy 

. 
I con furth r illus�r�4to tho inndoquncy of this aprronch by roferrin �o ?11othor �ont?nco in tho snrne general pnss ge of the nrticlo. 

After mont1on1nG tho 1mpl1c�tions---tho Christir.n cntegorios , otc. --�t.ich 
r sul t from tho postur4l to of Coil ns tho nbsolutoly othor ho continuos 
"fou t t n position for Christinnity thnt is invunor blo to tho o.tto.ck: 
of all l earnen ond scientific critici sm, no matter how far a mo.n ' s  know
leu e of und control ov r the vorld in space and time may extend. 11 

(p. 24r) . Is thi s truo v;hen God ' s otherness is identified �tith dimen
sional b yondness?  Io such a position invunerable ?  It is  a product 
of t entieth oontury hiloso hy nnd of a particular miliou of philosoph
ic t} inking in rope. l.uy it not be refuted by a succeeding ng , or 
even by our o, 7lO As Chnning-Piorce f onstrntos , Heim hns usod modern 
psychology to ostnbli sh his ooncopt. Tomorrow suoh arguments mny no 
lon,cr bo vol.id, ovon os •.r umcmts for trnnscondcnco in the pre-Coper
nican world ,. oro invulid,,tctl by Brwio ' s disoovori s. Followinr such an 
np: ro�ch wo y,,ould b forced to chon o our concept of God' s othornGss to 
mo t ovory oho.n o in tho psycholo icnl philosophicnl , ond eoiontific 
,,orld. Thi s  'JOuld bo disnstrous for somothing so funrloncnt,u �s God ' s 
othorness. It must bo filled with a reli ious rather than a philosophic 
content. To this degreo Pastor BerkOMoyor • s criticism is  valid, that 
the author erred in goin to philoso hy to ex lain an idoa which is  
basically rel igious. Thi3  inadequacy tho nuthor him lf  seems to s nse 
in the l nst rm� pn es of tho article. After d v lopinr, and maintaining 
his tho sis that God ' s nbGoluto oth rnoss is his dimensional boyondnoss , 
he suddonly chon s his courso. ho snys , "Thoro is , how vor , one moro 
difficulty to d• nl ,.-ith. Tho difforonco bot, .. oon God and mon is  primar
ily and otnicnl ono, it is  th differ oo du, to oin • it  is  t contrast 
botw on God ' s hol iness and rnnn ' s sinfulness. " (p. 255� . This is  n dif
f ront qu stion fron th t of dirnonsionnl b,yondnoss. Tho author ovi
dontly roal i zos thnt u philosophicnl concopt is  inadoqunto to express 
God 1 s othornosG. This i s  tho plnoo \here ho should have bog m the dis
cus ion. This i 5 the roli ious point of depnrture. This nlone produces 
tho signifionnt irnplicntions for our religion \'Fhich he listed. In those 
last fow pn os , ho,·over , he only givos n reorientation. He does not at 
1 st givo a religious intorpr tntion of God ' s othomoss. Ho ndds noth
ing to the interprotation of the contont. This section is  not integrat
ed into the ntdn thesi s. Yet it does indicnte a Lutheran awareness that 
it is  non' s sin , ich sepnr tes }lirn from God. It is  not, then, the Barth
io.n ropnration of the sovoreign-willed Creator fron tho crenturo. 

I think I hnve adoquatolv developed th so criticisms. Profes
sor lioincckon has tnkon o philosophical idea frot:l Heim, and in changing 
its cont xt hns thoroforo invnlid tod hio wholo  thosis. fihat l ines , 
then, should a studv of  God ' s othornoss assume? I do not prosumo to givo 
rnorc- than just tho cmornl lin s . niis  will ooo.n many nps , and of 
courso tho thorough study would find those 6cnornl linos only n stortin 
point at tho nost Likewise I om i orinr, the question of whether God is  
absolutely other. • we neod · rar more atudy 1n -.hot conetituto, LHts 6ther
noss before we posit that question. In forming these general l inos I 
110uld anphosi ie three mnin souroes 1 first .  Biblical theology; seoond, 



comparative religion nnd histo1-y of dootrine; end thi�d,  religious experi
ence. In illus trating the oo, 1tributions of each I w11l  have outlined iin 
port my o-.m ostinntion of th 3 content of God' s holiness or othernoss. 

I ar-reo with Profoss• >r Hoineckon thllt tho question of'.,God, 8 ,  otherness i s. !'undrunC1nt?1 to tJ1 oh1gy. I ogroo. in goncrul Yr.i.th its il:'lplica-
tions uhioh ho _ l i sts . Bocn:so tho question is so i.Mportant I boliovo 
tC'nns must bo d fined. Tho nustaJ: e of . tho article in the Quarterly i 8 
that tho au�hor has confused th philosophical question of tho relation of 
God to tho uni vorsr ,·r.i. th tl.c religious question of God ' s otherness. God , 8 
othornoss  i s  o s s  ntinlly that nhich mnkos God diffor .... nt from man i 0 
thot d1ich mnl'os Him God. It i s  nh:: ys a roli ious concc.ption. It i s  �ot 
something dcv l op< rl by rc.ason, but rather cones from tho intc.lloctuoli �n
tion of rol igious exp ... ricnoc. Thus the term is used in modern theology. 
But moro import •.1at than thnt is  its 1sa e in Biblical theology. Here it 
is tho question of God ' s holfless . This is  the approach of the standard 
Old Testament theologi �s. Hnnel points out tho.t "the holy does not 
simply reprosent one aspect of the di vino, but signifies the whole of the 
di vino" 1 hich insi sts upon boinr the bnsic olenont in ooch divine attrib
ute.. nl.> 

If this is  tho Biblical usngo then tho problem assumos even 
gnnt(r si,;nific:moc. For then we r.re discussing tho problem of tho con
e ,pt of God l!imst lf ,  not philosophically, but ns he, makes His impact in 
rvligious exporiuioo. This is  tho h •.rt which dotorminos tho n�ture of 
all othor elements in our r li ·ion. Professor Hoinockon hns evaluated 
ri htly tho sicnificmoc. of the. question. 1tc nnturo o.nd ch�ncter of a 
r li1;ion or theology nay bo dot1.rminod by tho holiness of its God. This 
is shov.n by such C"xooll ont studi s in co,.,parnti ve religion ns �dorblom' s 
Tho Living God cm 1 Otto ' s Id n of tro holy, nnd in tho hi6tory of doctrine 
Ey Au!en ts , Dus Chri stlicho Gottc sbild. Jny study in the question of tho 
oth••r111 ss of God uust bC'p;in with BP lical thc,olo�. It cannot start in 
philoso hy. r •1t muos Christir.ni ty more thnn moroly nn evolution of o. 
n�turo rrlir;ion, ns  S8dorblom would sny? t«hnt is  ltoses ' contribution if  
i� �s not thut o f  t:Jcin� ru1 nni.rnintic t:�b?-1 god ,.,nd r� sing hi1: to n po
sition entirely apr�rt from mnn ?14 This 1" not mnroly an abstraction or 
object vnich is apart, but a living per�onnlity v:ho is characteri ied by 
nll . .And mut i s  the \rork of tho prophets but to round out en l deepen 
the concept of this nerso:ial ity. Consjder the contribution of Hosea. How 
po.ssio ate1�, he rovol s to us the realit-y of God as a living, lovin per
sonality. 

11.For I run God a.,, i not man, 
Tho holy one in thn J'lidst of you; . " .And I ,·rill  not destroy. 

Combine tho concept of God ' s holiness behind thos lines with the suffer
int; servo..nt passage in Isaiah, and ono is  not for fror.1 tho · christinn pic
ture. 

Tho Old Tostamont concepts l"Or1. then taken over ir to :Ne, Tostn
mont thcolory. Soino woro abandoned, othors de penod, modified or com
bined. Horo tho :;tudont of God , s othcml.SS or holil10ss must ago.in analyze 
individual apostolic approaches. 7chnt of God ' s holiness a�cordin� to the 
Synoptics ? w41at i s  ita content in the cross end resurrection : vnic� must 
�,;o.ys remain supremely the dood where man sees and knows God s holi1:ess? 
hat is the interprotation of this in the Petrino nnd tho Johmmino liter-
aturo? 



It seer.is to me that r<.;scarch in 3iblical thclogy al though nuch rcn in"" to be done, h"l:i shorn God. 1 s th<:.rncss His hol� .... 5! t ,_ u · , , And th . '"' 
' .,, ., 0 ue rl.S .:,1.yo<n 'J. e cm 1est::i.i;

7
nt cch::-1.nity al.?"Y3 sau the cross .:ind the r...,,._ urr�ct1. n .,; the suprcnc :n.t� ss of God • � love o+to ��ys of th - �t� f tl ,. "Th c • • .., � ...  c >0s1. 1.on 

� . 1c c .. o..,.., : . e o ss o � . .... 1.• .. t, th · . ono�r;ui of th \.:i rnal nys�ry, 1.s its oon h.tion� lh..rc �.:11.1, n .:i ,r nfol 1_J �:ith non-r Ati nal clcncnts, 
th_ r. . .venlc . co: u:a1:gled 1:iti t .c unr vcclol, the .ost xru. 1.1etl love ,rith 
thc::iost 

... 
a::c-1 �.s!>7�.tne 1 ,T� h: of the r."n ,1,, .:u:3:i �.1e .. rcf9rc,  in::i..)pl:,i.nr; to 

t�u cro':'s of. C n..,t �h<;- c "':t..,r.( � holy 1 , ..,hnr.t1.-.•1 r ... igious fc ling has 
given b11�h t.o a religious �ntuit1.o. 1 ro"ound ... r and r..or1... vi 1.1al then any to 
c fount! in tJ.c Y.110lc histor-.f of roli ion. 11 15 

Only .s ,re cor c to undcrst _11-i 
th ::.tor.cc.c n:,, nu or-.J.y int1...llectuU:L., , 
rd.11 :c kno.r :}ol I s holin1,,;ss . 

the nt..,1ning of the cross .:ind of 
but in our religious CX) .ric�ce, 

Tile student or Go1 1 s othl.rncss nu.,t also go to the arc� of cor -
p:i.. "tivc religio .• The stu..i sof Otto �11d �tSJ ... rblo. ar signific.:mt .:>Ut 
not final • 'fhcy help u:::; to SCI.? ,m:.t is uniqu in th Christi . con t of 
Go • s  holin ss. By ·.:..i:J of con..,r.:ist ":':i.th c.�.Jh.'.lsc:::; in other rl.:ligions: :c 
;rili bl.: nbll.: to a::.c rtain nor1.- !):'l.:Ciscly th<.: Christion concept. .:iuch 
study ,rill enrich gruutly our un crstandin3 r..,d o:q:>1 .. ricnce. Stldcrblon I s  
T o Livi nr, God illustrnt s hou volu-ihle such con >nrisons can be. 
- --� -

A 1d Stld, ·blon r.1 .k u us 'think of living S,rcdish theologians and 
the �.Jpronch t!1 y rc.prl scn-r. . For no1 c has rJack ,>r "'t r contribution to 
r:i3p i' th1.- uniquunss of C r sti '1Tli ty th.m nod rn contincntcl. Luth1.,r r<.;

SC.::!rch, ,i t'1 its tsi 1L:lus both to ◄iL>licill � tudics and to r sc.,rch in the 
hist ry i do�t�·inc . Ancln � , t ir.1port:mt is the Lund sc 1ocl ·.dth its 
!otj v or:;chunr;. First of "'- , · . inld., g only of Luth .r I s theology, I ,:ould 
c1 Le t-.:o tc.is ul ich I c IiS ,.. o ' vi t:tl. i.J,. ortance in build5.::ig a, und1.:r-
stnndi (; 01 t. e holin .. ss of Go • The l "CC Luth r giv ... " o the ,,r.:ith of 
Goel is 111 1ort. •. nt. Tl •is i s  iill. t.. d atol sc,.n in Lath r r s  substitution of 
ur.1th 1'01· the ll.d� val rl .,. 1tcousnl.S. i  ,dth its vcr. 1 b listic fr�e of 
r ... fc r1..:ncc . '!'hi;, Otto h".s briefly Ul- cril>cd �., onJ nuninou:; or non-r�tion
ul c.l� cnt in Luther. . noth r i. lcn i::; Luti1 :- 1 concept of deus r(.vel.1tus 
end deus obsc0 di tus. This1 usi., be r.olntcJ. t .. tnc. holin-. ss cu 1ccpt iur in 
our cxp(.n.cn�o no<l V u_ +hu:;. In Lutb ... r, of cou::r::h .. , there is a shapp 
en. hsis upon Gol o.., :,yJn1 , llld the. c •o:;s :is its foc'll. nt. 

But in :1 bro"' er ,: y the histor,t oi do�tr�c no.l� ... s a co�tribu
ti ,,1. Hany of the Lund studies n�ke their contribution h<;-rc,  bu .. cs�
c1 J.ly Aulen I s :is Chris lie re uott1... sbild. His k en .:u:i:uys

7
s of the . "pic

ture of God" in3\lcccssivc., Il.�tlh1u Gfo'l.:.tiJ!l th�oloe1.?-11s _ is c:;scn�1.:il . to 
und�rstcndinJ t le LSt tn ro.tiohnl con� nt o t�c noll.J'.l ss of God in 
Chri3ti cn thcoloey. Th n n-r:1tion"'.l l.lcn -:1ts clso r�cc1.v1.: sane . tr ".t-
11 nt--csp ci ••.1ly u Luth r 1 ..., th ology .!nd their � se. �c 1.n rationnll.51"1 end 
the theology of th�. nin "'"-::i h ccntur;. 

'The third u:::ijor cl n nt j n builtlin'"' u , � conc�pt of God� s �oi1-

ncss is tl.e intcll1.-ctu:iliz.:ition of over religious mrJ:) ricncc. • This 7[; ?f 
gr o.tcst .inportnncc . For the holim ss of God . is  not ru1 . ..>str:il.!t pri1:c1.
plo& It i s  r_th-.r the inpo.ct of Cod 1 s pt.rson�l.t;( ';1POn �Ul!rul P� �oncli_tr• 
Ho . docs 00.:.i .: .1,.., , S"" H;· ,,,,lf ·•.nd di::.t is th 1nd1 v1.ducl s r ... spon.., by_ , . .  y 

u..u. pJ." .., ..... ,.,.... • • j cl in h · s v ry "'ct1.on? 
of scnsinl> Gcd? Dous ho sense God o.s right ... ous, u g g l. 1.: ... 



Docs he despair or beca,e fatalistic feeling God to be arbitrary will? 
Or is he ovcrcone by the nystc..ry of God 1 s agape seen in Christ? 

. I bL�il.v the 1 "tttcr is the \/'ly tn1.., Christi·in cxpc..ric..ncc..s God . 
God is a,fapt ,/l.th �l thu dc.pth and brcudth of r:1c..:ming and nystcry ,,hi.ch 
th(; N<;H cs cr.1-.-nt uritt.rs give to it . Th·.t is His holirn.ss for the Neu 
Tcst�1.nt and for Luthur . It is no� a qu stion then of God ' s holiness 
bui�g �ct alon�sidc His love . h1..,n this is done holiness is usu�ly in
� r1)r tLd -:is righteousness, a cor. on nist"tkc., \/hi.ch in .c..di�tely tc.nds to 
int:oduce a lc.gnl frc...11.: of rl.fCrl.ncc . It . ould be. fc.r 10r..: Bibl..:.cal ruid 
Luth1..,ran to speak of thu ,rr�th of God. So it is no� a que stion of love 
and holin .. ss, but Go 1 s holin1.:ss is His �g3pe; . 

This tr,�pc i::; ris 1..,sscncl,-- , it e;;..,"Pr s::; s its lf in His other 
3ttributcs . I is ntrikin_;ly diff1..,rL.nt fror. our love . God is �blc to 
love.. nen �::; they .:!ru--::;inful . His love. is spont�ncous ;  ours i-> stinulat
cd . c. lov.... CJ1 indi vi.dual b-.c �use of .JO.t1.., thine · .i. thin hir... Th1..,rl, is 
son thing th r� , ;l ich "ttr:-.cts . Con ... quL.ntly our lov\, doc.:; not go out to 
nny ,tho do not in !'iCl c ·,ray stinul 1.t our love . ;l. .1rc un·�blc to love. all 
ncn . The .:iin of love i::. ·,o ·.rill tc b� brou:;ht into fLllo·1-:ship . . ith an
oth1�r. And b1.:c .. uL of ur sin, •.re sirt.)ly ar.., un.!blc. to ,.'ill such fc.llo\l
shi.) ,d th all r.11..,n. In '-v1,;ry .r1..- . of lif c thr.:r.. o.rc p1..,oplc ,,hv r. "'Y be 
kind and good t.., us, but ·,re do n-.>t desire · .!1 ..1.ctu:i.l r-..1 '1tion of fcllou
ship ,.-1th th1..,n . •i;., cc.rt1ot say, th rofor0, th:lt \/1.,; lov1,; .'.lll rk n. A dis
tinction betwoc.n liking .,nd loving, ,,hilc. i., eny h.,v.., sonc v-:luc, is not 
J.n .:tdequatc c.:pl�n tiun. ::3,.c �usc r ,:,.n is si. i'ul h i :; un:iblc to l.>vc cll 
ncn. 'l'c h.:i.ve such .:i. sp, nt1.ncous love.. u uld :-1c.,!Il th"'..t "\, , ru either di
vin\,, or in conplcte f(.;l] O\lship ,d th G d. 

For indeed this problc n of li ... t:inction bL.t111.:cn God I s :lf{.,.pe .:ind 
DJl1 1 s love is not sinply th�t of C �tor Vl.r�us crc�turc. . It is not just 
a rur profound r:-..y of na!dn tL.. J:.rt. ian contr3st b1. t,1cu1 Cri:. :.tor and 
cr..,:iturl., or eternity :'.n tinu . For thc.n 1,1.., -.rould h:.vc plunr . ._tl.d into 
the s :ne B :.rthi· n pit of i wntifying our C;vil .:ith th;., f"'.ct th.:t \7e ,:uu 
cr?.:iturc� . Th--.t ,:c d�r not do. This ,..h�t b .. t ,c\,n GoJ� s �a� and � 
still C-Y.J.sts . 1 m is not ag�e• But that do s not constitu c s_ sin
fulness . His sin is his rcls.:il to accl.pt God 1 s ag.:i.p_r-God 1 s �siro for 
fellowship . Lan believes he is an cl>solute miiise �, forgetti1;g that 
there is onl Qne 1bsolute--the absolute Tho\l� If his naturedis t� be 
love, he mus e1cpend co r.tp.Letely upon God. -This fie re1\lses to o. Thus 
our sin i� not th.:i.t we ar.o cre:i.t,cd ;i;; y;e �e1 b1,1t that,

fwe h:ive _refused to 
.:iccopt God' s offer or rc1lm1shl.o Hrucn atone [;ives li e, anct ,rnich Mone 
c� fill our lives ,dth love. OnlJ as our fellouship ,Ii.th . God �s conr
p�eto is there .:i.gape in us-, not ou�s, but .an?thcrs! Th�t i� �an s C?� 
tinual sin ,1hich is vory pll.rl of h:ira even ,mile l'B is a Justified Chns
tian; he docs not trust and accept God ' s love completely, nor allon it to 
vrork through hiJn. 

God t s an-ape is creative. It alone can create the follmrship 
bctuecn God aud m� lian is separated from God until God cones to him. 
Man can not go· to God in his love. Such creative love is God• s alone, 
not man• s. 

In the third place this agape is suffering. T�c contras� with 
our love should be sharpest here. ,;'hen our love is continually roJectcd 



it dries up or freezes up inside of us. :ihy can•t man go out to all 
mer.-dcsiring to establish the closest fcllonship Yd.th thco a camnun
ion-:-as cl�se or c�oser thai:i in �s two or three deepest frieridships? I 
realizo this question conflicts with the likErlove distinction but docs 
our ,,eakncss_ cone _ simJ?ly from our crcaturchood? � think not. ' rs it not 
rather that in his sin nan lees not dare to love aD. men? He does not 
dare b�cause he lmo'.TS the suffe�g it ,:ould cost him-not raere physical, 
-but irnmrd suffering. I re.llize that there is still a sense in "hich 
the lik . love. clisti.1ction i s  v�id, i .e., Y:C naturally have certain clos
er :clation�lnp::., uvcn as Christ had particular friends. But ,ti.th 
Chnst 1 s .friends uas the c�ion close because they had c\Ccepted Him 
more coraplctcly, follO\,cd Hm uorc fully? This lik love distinction, at 
least, must not obscure the truth that r .. an because of his sinfulness not 
because of his crc.aturehood, cannot love sufferingly as God, Who loves 
simply because th.1.t i s  His n:iturc, His vc.ry being. He.. must love-oven so 
su.ffc.ringly that th\., Son emptied Himself of His divinity, lived a life of 
canpl�tc huniliation, and became completely scparat0d from God in order 
that God might love to th c very l.il:li t. 

being: 
Such � God-Ymosc uords by Hosea must surely c:;:prcss His inmost 

11For I .llT1 God and not man, 
The holy one. in the udst of you; 
md I ·,:ill not dGstroy. 11 

-a God �Jho i s  thl.. God of thl.: cross,-is not a doting and dottc..:ring old 
grandfather. He takL.s hold of mn ru1d brings them into fello' rship, to 
accept His love not bL.cat sc of legal rightcousn�s�, but be.cause. of His 
very love. Ikrc is thu .:!bsolutc .f>L.:-Sonnlity--livin!;, loving-:lho gives 
the r.iost profound impetus to a n 'll1 l .; ethical lifc.-bocausc He naves mc'.ln. 

Only such a God c.3.Il cf.Ll!Ct an ethics 1;.i.th tc th in it. A God 
of right�ousn\,ss is c .p:ililc of producinc an ethics of t:>ourgcois pharisa,
ism or puri tnnical lq;ilism. The God of love., ho·.:cv1,.;r, is the c'.lbsolutc 
·iho true s hold 01 u:1 bccnur-c of His snontoncous, suffc.rine love, of ,mi.ch 

\IC arc Cvrt.ri.n in Jl.:SUO Christ. 

,,c .::re :;o s inful th�t we uould not hc.vc such a God ei thc..r bo
C"llSL. uc ucultl like. to co to God in our mm righteousn�ss, or becousc ,ro 
think God would not cLlre be such a God. But let us pause a ma:ient to 
consider our religious experience. »uch eXJ?erience . is  essentially that 
of standing oc.forc God (cor.'.lln deo) • 'l'his wight be in our regular prayer 
life, in our part.:tlci.nc of the Euc!vu-i.'.'t, or in those morn?nts "n:ion we sud-
dcnly seen to feel that vre a.r st.anding b1..;forc Gen. Think first of aJJ. 
in toms of prayer lif t.e T•1erc lTC f ccl � sin most deeply, ,;c. are r.iost 
fully experiencing the inpact of God I s holincs� • Then YIC . arc. 10pr1.,S sod 
not only ,Tith our cl'L.aturehood, but uith a sinfulness ,Jtuch i s  not aloro 
�he result of cr1.;aturehood. ,:c feel that \TC are before an absolute . Thou 
1fuan Y,'C have offended It is  a Thou \,'horn \IC have offcndcd,-not sinply 
� abstract principle: It is  a loving personality, not a righteous 
�udge. Sane place in this contc.>.-t I suppose the •,rr�th of God sho �d play 
its role. This is  a n important non-rational (nur:u.nous) clement in Godb 
holiness. And tho '1on-rational clements nust be prcserv1..;d, although they 
nu.st not surpass the rational claoonte� 4 .:w· Ot.to h.lo tooply_ � porooivode 
Juat hou the elenent of the ,ll'ath of God fits in, I cannot as yet detel'
mine in my O\m theology and religious experience. Nevertheless, Luthe� 



vivid .feeling of it ?annot be igno red, particularly since of all Chri stian thcologiee his is the nost agape ocntcrcd . 

3in to be fol t most deeply must be sensed as the rebuff to 
God I s lovc--to th? absolute _ _?crs?n ,ho has a control over us,- /ho is our 
Crcato: and Su..,ta:i.ncr., yet . , 10 ,a.Us �o come to us only in love . But o
ven 1hilc no arc _mo-,t conVJ.nc-d of s:-n, •,re ar1.; also certain of Godf s 
love. In fact, JU�t bccaus of our SJ.n m arc confid nt. -re bcconc nost 
m:arc of God t s lovl,, Yrhcn ,re rc..di�c our sinfulness :rost deeply. We do 
not have to uorry about our �.:.ehtcousncsG ; nc ar c1..rtain of God I s J.ovc 
There can and 11uct b cord'idcnc antl trust en ,men I cxocricncc Godf ; 
holiness nost <l? ply--,_nri.ch i� anoth?r ,ray of s.JYing ,:hen· I feel my sin 
JilOOt, ITT..llilyc 'fiu.s confidence is no r.uraec; there isnt t only Barthian 
-acrtainty. 

The Eucharist must necessarily be the oxperience ,,nere God, s 
holiness is f cl t most . rofoundl)•. There arc focused the ideas and feel
inas nhich I lnvc attc. apted to describe above. There is ,,yst(..ry, 3 hi 
den God, a certain ,:mcfulncs ... ; �d there is rationnl love, a revealed 
Goel, a confi cncc and thankz ·iving. All of these arc but aspects of the 
divine agape a::; holines.... As I partake of tho c · on service, I re>
alize mo:..t ;,Urcly God r s holiness-His lov 311J. also my sinfulness. yet 
ey spirit is one.. o_' CD nfid n�c and praise. The conr.iunion r.rust al,ta s be 
the focal point of Chri:-ti� uorship .ind life . 

I have tried to indicate th,t there is an ir��ti◄ nil. clement 
to Godt s holiness, but it is simply the nystery of Godt s agape. The 
cros� is the supreme ,,itness of God' s love, but it is ru.so a mystery. 
Though God stands revealed there.., behind it is a God . .ho is also a hi� 
den God . The cross must ever st:1.nd as The sjltibol of God 1 s holincs..,-uith 
ill. its love ancl .il..l its rny:.;tcry • Han before God cries out, "Depart from 
ml, for I .:im o. sinful nan. 11 ;\nd in the sn r:u.; ncr.cnt he knO\ra God' s love 
crosses th ... t ch.ism of si1 • Luthc,rr s sir.tul iustus ct pecc.:itor stands Td.th 
ill. it.s r"tion::u.i ty .:md irro.tion.:ui t.r, tho e:xprcss:lon ol th1.. Christian t s 
cxpcric.nce of God' s holineas . 

God t 3 otherross, Hio holin-as, is not o. philosophicru. qu stion 
of His rcl. ... tion to the univ r3e . It is rcli[;ious question of that 
,:!ti.ch 1l\akcs Gol, God an l different fron na n. Spcculction do... s not gmip 
it; rcligiou5 c.;;:p1..1'icncc do a . A s ua:, of God' s oth rnc�s r.rust c?ncern 
its lf firat � forcnoat ,nth Biblictl t!,eolo�, then ,a.th the history 
of dO?trinc, Luthc..r, .:mcl conparntivc rc.lieion, ".I1d fin:::lly �ti:th religi<;>us 
exp r. nco-cspc ci.:uly as he tr.1 ha of ,h fo:rncr t"o fintl CA-prcssion 
thl. rcil'1. Tnis othc..rness I believe to b Ood.1!) �9c: ... Th�--� of the 
cross ,niich ccncs to us in its rati . iality antl !ii""'Tts 1aystery is truly 
God t s holiness. 

The follarin.,. ".iOrds of Aulcn say succinctly uh.;.it I h:wc been 
attempting to c::q,lro.n:., "From the poi."lt of �icM of basic Ghristinn motifs, 
.my- C<;>np0ti ti vc relationship bctY:ccn holl.nes::; and lov7 is o':t of tho 
cricstion. The mysterious nnd unfo.tha:iablc ;U"c not oo?rdin�tcxha. 'th . t?c 
�Vim love, but this very lc,.rc is unfo.thon.:i,,le • d 1 1.rro.tion� • , it is 
:.tsclf the tholy ' • The unf=.thonaole docs not diso.ppcar acc?rd11_1g to tho 
c. grec uith ,mich ,.-c apprehend t.'ie divine love. Th proportion is rather this: the core fully nc �pprchcntl divine love, in exactly the same de>-



gr�c, th� �ivinc lov1.. _ st.:u:icts ?ut in bold relief .:i.s the unfothonable • • • . • .  
I� th_ Jivin

_ .  
love n .1.:1t�ins its 9u.'.llity ;r.i..thout bdng nat1.. r d do-:m, the 

distnncc b ... t .. _1..n the divin<. and t.11.,; hu."Jon C "'.llnot dis:.pp.,.:ir. ulb 
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( &lit r ' '" Note : TM s I rticlo � s  Hritten both to pre
sent th_ nirns of tho IntLrsGminnry fovonont and to 
. !ll· n report of tho C 1 ·• te - Rochosto r Conf Jrcnce 
hclrt 1 ovombor 1-3 , 1!)11 , . > 

I 

•.1st  mont: s c i·ount Ai ry h vn shO\-m an interesting in rc:lso in 
tho uso of tho T hrus , Int rscninar, ·  .ovcrnont . n thi s  and tho fol l o\•ing 

U'"O S  nn ut' l.'1npt ,:i 1 b mo.do to i vc the 1 hruo ... o. ful l er nouning. 

Tho rucc s o  of  c...,y rr.ovcmont depends to n 1 rge nrt on the 
vi tnlness of tho ur-,oso  for d1ich it exi sts. Does the Ir.tars irnry 
!..!ovcr:iont huv a vitul nurposo? The Int r '"C:minoria.'1 r nrtiull" rn:-··· r s  
this ucstion \·1hcn it  stntcs , "'I'hclr�ol' th 1nt rsominury �ovc�ent i s  
to b n co:npr hcn sivo n:i <l  vital s tud<.;nt :lovcmont in tho thcolo-.icnl scm
innri s , d dicnt to oxolorinr- tho r., ,._ • i; ,  for ser1innr students , of 
tho ocu.-:1cnj ct1l I v l opmont iu. tho c· urc . . •ind to securini; tho dedication 
of stnd nts to it. 11 Coupled ·rith this -1 .. ro to su port th ocu: C'nical 
movl3ment i s  n s ccvn 1 purpo::;e stt tad in n simil:i.r dofiniti • : "Tho Intor
so."1inh1-.r t.ovcr:i nt i s  r.. fel lowship of thoolo ic::il stuclcnt" o.ncl fncul ty 
de .ict.tud to th, bosic•.1 1 ·· mi ssionnry chnro.ctc;r of tho Chri st inn fr.i th 
o.nd to tho c nu s o  of r rthorin unity arnon � th1,; Churches. " .And thus we 
huve boforo us two nims of the movo!:lont ; ap"'roci ation of the ecu.r:icnicul 
r.iovomont , m1d s l!)· o rt of tho r,i t:isio:1 r, cho.rn tor of i;he Christi t.:.n fui th. 
Thero i s  n thi rd d1ich i r  even more im:-1odiotely u! nlico.bl o. 'lhe 1r.ovoment 
hones to s ervo cs c. m diu.'n throu ·h 1 ·hich o dooper spi?"itu".l l i fe in onch 
pnr tici nu tin st'l 'ont m1.y be dovolone • It ' s  pror:r ,J!l brings stud on ts  of 
Chri :n:;i•m ,idc . , concomitcu1ts of no,·. insi t;}lts , end tho sh1.ring of Chris 
ti1.n exporic::ct . The Movm. ent t:1us hr.s three pur oses , ouch of which 
v.urrants our su . .  ort . 

'rho • r innry unnnor of nch.:.ovin these urposec i s  throu r, n 
sorics of conf, ronc cs. .Annually '1 r ionnl confc.·cnco i s  held c.t one of 
tho :.omin r i,r n c.t ,·hich somo tho?:10 of M ocunonic·.l nrturc is ful ly 
dovolopod .-ti.th l octnros n....id se::1innrs . A ronort of tho d l ognt:os to tho 
Rocho::tor Rt:igional Conference i s  to bo found on the succeeding pn es . 
Porh l s oven l:lore vnlu,..blo +hnn re ional co."lfc rencos nro are .  conforonces 
in which tho roxim .tc s ...... inr.rics uni to in di scus sing topics cor.monsuro.to 
to tho ro�ra.� of tho ov �ont itsel f. 

Visiting sponk r s  for 'the individual sa.ni:i. ry i s  nlso ono of 
tho �hru1.."lo l s  throu{;} which those gor:l � c.ro ochio··od. . Ench Intcrscminnry 
Comm1ttoo i s  uq;od to holo brin to its C "J:I u s  non ',"1th c. brond outlook 
O."ld doop , oriti tu: 1 insi vht. Co!lforonces :-Jld uost s :lko rs nro followed 
up with mn.•w tvpos of l i t  r�turc. Tho Int rs�J�i:� i s  tho n11�ionnl 
orgnn which i s  publishod fro::i timo toBno to fruson � confcrcnco. 1nfor
mt!tion C'J'ld notoworth; dntn. Tho liddlo Atlr.nt1c Rog1on nl so publ l shos n 



nonthly NC'\:slcttc..i: · .. hich is und r the J.UO:pices of a different sc.."."lin--.ry 
c"ch •1onth :ind con ta.ins i!'lf or.-.:ition conc1.:rning th:it sc1:u.nary togcthrr 
,,i.th nc,;� of loc cl Int r� ,1in:..ry .::?.ctivit:,r. Au . cnting these tuo publi
C(\th,ns is ..:n cvc:r ch:1nu:i.ng sup )ly of p3.phlcts concerning the novcr.1ont 
J.nd its .1i1..s . 

Of .:>3rticul�r interest �t the present tiuc c'.l.I'e the futur1,.; 
:.cti vi tics of the 1.:ovu:i...nt .ls they concern this c:11 !pus . On Dcc1..1 .bcr 
fifth ,re vill h vc as � luncheon Spl.1ker tir. Ch .rlcs G r..umy of Dr\.,.r 
Scrri.no.ry ,:ho is the fi ld ::iL.c :-ct:ir-J for this r ... gion. H is purpose ,,i.11 be 
to present the aovc.;uunt .:i.n . its )rogr..,·1 ;ind to r.ns ·1..r :my questions th.:i.t 
n:-.:r ari se conc1.rni�1 ... it. On Dccunbc.:r SL.Ve.nth it ,rill be our ploasur.: to 
hav-.. ,.i.th us .:i distin�uishcd c;roup of f:1culty .:md students fron this J.nd 
near by st:it1,;s ·.,ho .:ire rJc .... ting to l:.y the grounduork for the 1947 n.:it ion
al conv'-'nt ion. Sir.1il:!I' pl.:ms .:u-c t>cing n�dc cll over the country in 
order to prl..p:'.rc five. volw�cs ;rhich ·,:ill in turn give the n:ltional con
fc.r nee a b"s io on · .hich to bl..gin fruitful discuss ions . Dr. !!oldc is 
Chaim.'ll'l in ch:irgc of pr..,):-.ring volu:10 four of this scri s. A consc ious 
cf fort on our art to ,:  lco1 c these r en c :in  be both �!1 inspiration to 
then �'rld of v'!J.u_ to us . 

At .., pl�nnin3 r..ecting on ·�ovt.nb1,.;r ninth .1. conference for the 
Philadelphia nrca :�-is dove.loped for , • "'rch of next yunr. The dQt.:dls of 
this confer.:..ncc. Ydll soon "'PPC '.;!.'. 1'his s :Jin�ri hns bc ... n .1skcd to plm 
the nornine dl votions mc.l in cloin� so to use 1 1  "1ti."1:;. This is an inport:mt 
ch:incc to g ive othurs �n opportunity to umh.rstc.ncl our ·,;orship ;ind our 
success dcp-..mls u on the support of !'ount irj stue1 nts. 

In n brief �;-;iy tht.sc: ry.r� t,hc things i:hich st:-.nd behind the 
Int rscnin -:-y hovl.nc.nt. It h:'\s a vi t.l1 purpose =m:1 a n<... ::ns of fulfilling 
thot purpose . Through it this s...r.J.mu ... � h--s :n oppo.-tun.i.ty to u.:i.kc .1. d f
inite contribut ion to other de.no. 1 in".tions �d the Church. At the s:mc 
tine ".:c h:::.vc � o )  ortunity to l'-.1rn f.1�01. o ht.rs. To .. often in the p:ist 
such opportu.:1itics hwc bc ... n ic;norcd; nc c c.n  not �llo-,: sclf-�ntisf ,ction 
to pr v1.nt futu1·c coo cr_tion. 

II 

The Rcgionnl Confcr1..nc 

The Intcrscnin ..... 7 .. ov�.1l.nt in the �ddle ,tl.:ntic region held 
its t\/cnt.y-third an::ucl. c onfcri.;ncc :lt Colg.:!.tl.-Rochcstcr Divinity School 
during the. fir"t thru� doys of this nontl . Th� thcnc of the confl.rcnce 
HJ.s "The Church .-.nd the 'i:hc..rging .iorld Con runi ty. " '.i'hc conference start
ed rr.ith � banquc..t nt ; hich the r\.,prcscnt:itivcs of the visiting s r:tinnrics 
�-"Oro rclcoacd. Aft r the bo.nquct ,.-u h" on op_ -r' unity to tour the vl.)ry 
beautiful :ind insl)iring pl "'Jttof the host scr-..in�: y. During this tour the 
Rc.v rend Professor Eh ... i tus Erb c01.tluc t :i the v.:...,i · ors through t.hc ch.:i.pel 
explaining th1.;: very oxquisit sy'i.tboli., . •  Follo-.:ing this the Reverend 
De� Thor,'1S : t:n.ring 1 d � service of "',r. hip for th1.: dt,;l g:-.:.tcs . 

hl ter ibuscr
'...
c.nbusch 

The c.v'"nine of the opc..ninr; d�y H:.s lo.rgol:r tnkcn up bJ lec
ture nnd discuss ion pc.riod on 11Th-.;. Life, the .Torie, J.nd the Gospel of 
�t?r R ... uschcnbusch . ,, This discussion ,:o.:; led by the R<...v�r1_;nd Professor 

W1U iai.1 Arthur i.ucll....r . The first pnrt of profcs:::;or ucll<...r '  s tclk ,ms 



devoted to ivin tho l i fe and •�rk of ·1nl tor Rnuschenbusch whose father 
w�s a dosc endcn� of �eve1 G� erntions of Lut�eron pas or� in Ger�a.ny. 
His fathor rec eived h i s  t rn in1nb nt hone ond in Gnrmo.n .: •�r ities  Md 
cnno to thi s c ount r,' in 1 1 5 .  Iero ho wo.s a p.ioneor Mi ssionary nnd some 
time l ater becume n Bnpti .. t , 'incl in 1058 joined the faculty of Colgnte
Rochester . 

l ter  Rt,uschenbusch w. :. th � ''born into a Gerr::on Bapti st hom� 
vmere pi ety nnd l ouruinP-" prcv11i lod " c 1 0 ober 4 ,  1861 . He r eceived h i s  
early ed.uc1  t i o n  in Germn.nJ un d  h i s  m v : �ity nnd theologicnl trainin in 
tho United States. Aftor hi s •r o�uution fror. Col nto-Hochos er Divi. ity 
School he becnm I t asto r  in N ,. York City wlun· o his interest in sod nl 
i s sues \/OS orou sud. Durinn: tho noxt fo, .. years of his l i fe ho studied in 
Gorr.t .ny , m r r i ed , nn �oinoll the fr cul ty of Col nto-Rochostor ,·.-hore ho 
tnu �t in th Gorrnnn Dciinr tmont .. The fol lowin yo• r s  ho trnvel l cd , idoly 
in tho intor sts of tho dcmomin•ition and in 1 90 2 joir.od the a,,., .: h 
Dopn rtment of the fncul ty of Col I t  -Rochester ,  Shortly :d'tor thi .. , in 
1907 , h i s  fi rst irnpor · 1t hool , Chr i sti unit · ei.nd tho Social Crisi , , s 
publ i shed. Thi s  mnrkod tho bog1nting of hisToci!or snip in th� social 
gospol . 

Af o r  thi s  tnlk hnd b en dol ivorcd r, l ivoly discussion period 
ensued. I� ·1us into ·  stin� to not thot Fro fos Jor �ol lor rotoctod 
{nl tor Rouschonbusch frou tho h nr ,o of h i r  boinl?: n uto h.n o "Cimist by 

pointinrr out thnt thnt intor nrotr.tion or Ru1::;ch nbusch comos from c rr.i s 
intornr tnti on o f  h i s  works n ,.. .tl d  be corroctvd by n tl.orough study o f  
his per :ionnl conviction s  .�d l i  r • 

Holi ·ion :-'1.d L bor 

Tho second d� • o f  ho confd co stnrtod ,ri th :mornin - devotions 
in the cht nol . }'o l l ovin � th i s  the first ,.ddros s ,  "Roli .. ion and Lnbor �• 
was c;i vun by ,r . John Rrunsov o '  th Con rosn o f  lndustri • 1 Or "ni z1.tions. 
The CT'.1.phns i s  o f  }'r . R:fillsoy ' s t ·uk ,�, n tho noco:- ity nnd tho o ortunity 
for tho Chu r ch to provido �hri sti l ondership in tho l nbor o:rgnni zr. 
tions. Ho cou.'ltor d tho chnrr, thr.t l r  bor J ov no.'1.ts ore nnti- Chr i sti ".Il 
bee• uso o r  th'-i r ""' � r i n l i stic "' hnsi s by point1n out th :1 hnvo cri s on 
out o f  ·1 humru1 nc • 'l'hi s need h f l t • • s tho sin of povorty tunidst the 
God-given pl ont-1 or · .An ricn.:1 cco omic seen � Bccnu::;o oq;rni zod l r.bo r 
fools this rob

0
l � �o i·c nl • h fr nklv ctr.+ o th"' t , 'it \dll fir,ht for 

its no v st:mdnrd .· .. " On th other h·i.nd h c dmi ttcd thnt ono o r  th rcr-t 
dun cr s o f  or " li u_.! l nbor v s th t " · 1 ority loaders strug l in� to ,ot 

control ·, •ore not to bo s l fi sh. :9c..c r-u:; of th i s  ho c ·  1 1  d for Cnristin.n 
lo,.dorship Hhich O raust rovidc , or ) s compromi so uith tho si untion . 
And ho folt ,·o cr.Jl no l ongor ·usti I compro1:ii s bocnuso tho Church hns 
nlre;•,dy dono tni s too rr,uch in r l ntion to l r.bor . 

Fol l o  · ng tho fi rst ::,"in ddrocc tho rnornin· sessions of tho 
sominnr c s n rtou. Thu so , oro r s  fol l ows : "R l ii;j on nnd Lnbor , " b: Mr . 
Rrun:rny which -.ms n rnoro thorou h study o th problem:. ros ntod in h i s  
nddros s. "Tho Ecumen i c ·  1 } ov mont , " by tho Rov rcnrl Doc-cor Sl or.scr , 
Profos sor nt Western Thoolo icnl S minnrv. "Tho tiorld I i s s1on of tho 
Chul'ch , " by tho R voron rl  c nrlos c. Ror.d rrnol , rissionr.ry to Indin. Thi s  
romin"l.r nae 1m oxp".Ils i on o f  the r ddross ,,hich tho R vcrond Rond•irrnol gave 
l a t  r. "Co:mnunity Politics  r.nd the Church , 11 by l'r . T�or:ins K� hn v ns con
corned with cruc i nl pol itic"l i ssuos r.nd tho r l n� ion ,•,�1.ch �ho l o

7
nl 

church hns to the Ono other scminnr in th morning on Roori untr.t ing 



Christinn Evnn�olism, 11 by tho Rcvcr 
pro bl of ,·10rkinr. out · n of• octi vo 

d Or en Hulin,; B,..kcr de ... l t with the 
v n(" lbr.:. for th so dnys. 

After lunch on of tho :;ocond dn:' the nftornoon rr.d fin,.41 sos
sions of tho s -in· rs Her bo un. ..nothor so!"'innr ..... s nddod r.t this timo 
on 'C:.tholici ... , " by tho R •1or1Jnd S1ori tus ?rofossor Conrrdv Henry 
l o  hlnr-.n. t O'l th s, \;crCJ finish d 'l. rocrontio:inl period followed. 

I I I  

Th Churc}, "J'I 1 Politics 

1 :r. Thon .s I:oo!m, diroctor of tho Con rogntionrl Church 's 
Council for Social Action in · :ns.., in to,1 , D. c. op �od tho soc rd r.tcin 
nddros ,. ·. ith tho t , "A ··,orld Comr:unit · n".y not be cm r ,i-i , but 
dis .p ",rinr-J II Spcr king rt tho & cond ovcnin session, rr � Y rJ1 , 
roe ntl:1 ·r • .  du tod from Union Sor in "ry, quot d the Old T strunc. ''" 11. r<· 
th r is  no vision, the po pl .t crish II r.nd , 01.t on to point u .. t-ho No,• 
Tostr.r.i nt toxt of St. P"..tl : 11:i• .,•in{; donu c.11, novortholo .. , I must 
st _nd. 11 

Ro�·.rding tho problem of livinf,; in ".n :.tor.1ic .. - , tho spo ... k r 
ramindod us o f  the r cont st· t n .. n the Neu York Tim .. : 11T} pro bl T"\ 
of ".to·lic on r · is hor to st· -- .10 au stion is nro ? "  A Son�itor 
with uhom Le hr.d tr.lkod just bej or "Ornin - to th conference , 'Jld ,ihoso 
o inion he hi hly r r.· rds, sr.id th t 1 11

··,· c r h r.ding to, · rd Viorld ,;�r 
Ill,  not i.l n m" .. ttor of y · rs, but :--onths, :1:1d th, t �ho cl.urchos hrd 
bot �Qr st,.rt tr inin · m n �o die • � ·in. " 

l '.r. Kc hn sc med to thi:1k th:-t our Forcir,'1 Policy wns nt its 
lo st ebb •\t tho ros n'.. tir� • J: substn."1ti ".t his vi c.·,s by tho fnct 
th:.i.t G nor cl :V•·r shr. ) l ' s report on tho , � r ··· s dofe>1si v in chnuctor , tho 
pl".ns for n ignntic r.rm od· forco in p nco 's  - 11  ns in , r,  t-hc slor.nvss 
of d J'lobiliz" ... ion bee· use o the �c rt"inty of the tirn , +-!'le v:�ph".sis 
upon th . col bration of Hr.vy D·:· , "Jld tho ". itntion for p "C tirno nili
t .. ry tr 1· n1· n .. • G• 

A �o . politicrl force h�s ostnblishod itself in tho nntion's 
cr .. pitnl i' · ho arn"ll ·ro tn of ci ntists .d10 dcvolopod th n-comic b ,__ 
Hystoric 1, bee· usu h y hrvu blood ori th ir h· nds. thoy soeo to bCt tho 
only one ; o hmr s ns d th ro l m of rt,. lishi · a cvnt:-"l co_ is
sion for tho control of rto•1ic m.r�. ' dlc the; House I 1li t r.'{ .. f .. r.irs 
Com.-:iittoc hns p--.s&od bill to ku p th .. control 'lit. 1n 'tho hr.no., c,f tho 
nili t•11·y, tho Son t h·ls ·ono n &to f: rth r ".nd stn. :;..:.shed c. sp c..io.l 
comr.u tto to dcciuo tho noro lo ·ic· l ncrJ1s for control ' ... r. "C · cnt:i: ::;ts 
n roo th, t tho intoruntion· l : s ccts ust be con .. id r 1 •• 1.,ec,..usc thorc is 
no pos:.ibility of koopinr it ,, s er t , n."ld it _:ill l: o· ly n nnttor of 
Ycr-rG boforo othor n:-tions will bo c.s ,: 11  equipped ns : e r.ro to stn c 
tho i;ror .tost C'.rm 111ont rrco in histor '• 

Toe Church rnuzt f· co the problo.m of :itor..ic oner ·:-i th tho srunc 
sonso of rcspo:isibility for r.rousin public op�nion , " S  it dio for .lorld 
ordor. Thoro nro timos in our history ,.h n issues 0l'l nd n�tion by tho 
churchos , s M offici:-d body. Tho Church r.ust not b nfn,i<l to &Ponlc Cl'\ 

thoso issues. There nu:.t bo roups ,··i thin th cl U"chos who r.ct unoffi
ci,.lly r.nd sportk ns 5uch, not onl�,' to the n•.tion but C'.lso to tho church 



members in order to stinulato their action so thnt �hey vill  ru1r1_1 
their indi vidunl resnondbi li ties as true Chris inn ci ti zcns. 
li.r. Keehn restated tho fact that tho Protestant Church hns a 
bil i  ty to tho politic 1 order d1ich it hns not fulfl l lod. It 
us n critic 1md ·uic!c r.1oro off ctivul,, th�., it hns dono in tho 

Tho ,iorld  .. ission of tho Church -- --- ---- - - ---

In cloei v, 
rospo. _ _ 

must scrv� 
past. 

Doctor John Lennox, Lcdic• l · •i � --ionnry nnd Ac;socinte Professor 
of Intcrnol fodicino t U st Chinn Union Uni vorsi ty, cnllcd our :itten icn 
to tho shrinking ,·-orl d in  which w • l ive todul'• As the th.:r and fi ,11 
mui uddrnss s�on.l•cr on  tho third morning of tho confcrenc , Dr. Lonn x, 
,,ho r~'· out of a. vn.st buckgl'our.d of n rr.on, l exncr:io nc on tho mis · on 
fi l • , r.tt-t d thnt th ,·orld ni ssion of tho Church -:is to "est b 1 sh 
J su. C, r i st i n  l v r- ·elk of l ife throu •hout th ,.-orld. " 

A v  � - ... in , u \ orl d  crus,do in vhich nll Christians must take n 
s rilus pur , no pl nd d ,�t� tho futuro mini sters not to hinder •h nro
frr towor · ris r;onl by Cr.l"h si zing our theolo{'.';ico.l difforencf's, but we 
m •  t. er.q ho.s i zo our united "l -: tin.'1 front. In order to solv tho roblems 
thnt stnnd beforo the Chu re , ,e muse l:nov. thcra nnd ndopt o..'1 intensive 
scic tific studv of th . • 

Conclusions 

Aft r a fin!ll reportin sossion o the se!!linnr roups, the 
spirit of the whole conference ,.ns clionxod in tho "Ordino.."lce or H ly 
Corn: unicm 11 '\0,hic.1 v, 'LS administo ·cd by tho fn::ult? of the ho::;t seminary. 
Throur-hout tho entire throe dr..vs, we \ ere !'O!!lindod of the necessity for 
lL'litcd ction on tho TH rt o.. 11 Chri otions a."1d specially the vito.l rol e  
..-hich we as Luther 16 con pb.y in brin ·in, this bout. 

---- ----------

" .1'hore • re throe re t pet i tions . ich tho disciple of Jesus 
sho 111 l rin boforo God I s throne. Io sh uld ask for the co�i.ng of the 
Kin�d , for his daily bread nnd for forgiveness of his sins in the past 
ns 1 1  'l 3  in the .futur • Tho first and tho lnst of th so petitions are 
undcrstnndnblo  in  thc:nsol vcs. tho ti tion for bread ombrnc s tho dis
ci ol ' s l i velihood d --wo 1't . .  dd-- 11 thin -s · l " ll l o needs dur::.n his 
ourthl. oxistonco. fho,, or not to be montionod vorb:il 1. , ,  for ''your hoav
C."lly Futhor kno,·:s !..hut y hnve ne"'d of o.1 1  th s thinP-s� 11 Those ,·ho nro 
oxpoctin� ·h o Kin -don h "., in  th: resent O."'o , during tho timo botw n tho 
ti nus, no other no els thnn the i'1 Jor.1 of l avon, thu earthly l i:fo ond 
God ' s for ·i vil.f; grnco. 11 

liurtin Dibol iu:;, Tho Sort?:on on the 
lfount. r w Yori. : �Scrl.l:inor 'sSons, 

:.1, • p. 7f.. 



PE c ? •• CTIVr, 

by 

A youn , s�minari�n student on the threshold of ordination 
stood JC fore a r tirt,; 1:1ir ister ,mose life worl: had been ver · rich and 
fru.1.tf1.1l . '"o he )"outh ' s r q :c�t for a �.o ... .  of no.vice, the B.3ed 1:1�n re
pl ied, '' l e very title o · ·our calling is the hit;l1est honor you will 
ever :=-ec ivc . If :,; ou ar · :  ·eccl a '· .i."'list 1· 1 , o.1e ·ho goes forlh habit
u ... lly and conf e� . c y, ' not minist.erc .. to, but c minister  1 , • � to give 
our life for the rec every :ind tho r n 1;cl. of :any, :,·ou need as!: for no 

core cxnlted title . 

11Thc spirit 01' service a:-id the ha.bit of rainist.-y arc caught 
and held by m •1y c;reat-nouled rn "1 ir all legitir.late callint;s , hich open 
their doors to co::rpetent cf for' , but yours is p1·c-c11incntly, in the 
min is and in the speech of mer , ' 1e ministry ' • It in your bu sin s 
then to raakw yoursclvP.s a equate to the cicmands OL that suprcnc callin, . 
.:ou wiLL be a sco drcl and a rascal if ·ou do not set yours 1 f · )' h.-.rd . 
ser cus, manly �tudy, ,'lld by high, fine, spiritucl clisciplin , to nal:o 
yourself COr.lJ t1..nt. You must lc,1rn to thinl:, speak, and to 11 v • " 

Such ucr the g ... rns of r:isdom that po reel from the I:'!Out'h of this 
a cd nan of Chrifit. or ,.. that c r ·ie ,,.,.i th th n the conviction � the 
years and tho fruits of a l if c,; of c}�r,c. t·h:ncc nn� sccr:i ficial service . 

It bchoov1;;s each of us h r at sc. Jninar:; occ :.isionally to take 
ti! .c out to thinl-: on thc"c thi., The Chri�ti.:n ninistry can be the 
la�.: S'l:i job in  th •;orlrl or it C"I, the busiest; it is a::; He ,nil have 

• vo17 one o � u shoul c ,;.•;.y t,hc conviction �cc:.p :i.n our he.arts hat 
, in lli a inf in t1.. e;oo c , has • · v n us t .... - cnts that ca11 best be 

r ru.izcd in th<.. Christi� mi... .y. i lc shoul i, hc.r fore, study to lnO\: 
ours1..lvcs "1 to di:covcr .11..r""in lie our t, . nt , that ' ,"C nay t�kc thcr.t 
a."ld fit ha:1 into tl 1w gr1.. ... t pat ,.,cr:1 of t�c mini"t17. 

O. c day motorist pick up a hi tch-hikcr r..n 1 a.,., d, 11,,'herc 
arc you going'! •' 11 ihcr v r :,ou ,rill t..,k me, ·' c::un ... the rcpl/ . In this 
ro ... ponsc ,:as th s 1 in cfintt noss �1::1 rlcpund .... ncy upon th 'lriv-.;r'' in 
,,hich · .'t. fin•l oul'� 1 v"" .i "1:.0d y . � :  f'winarian... ar to a �r ct ch. r,rcc vic
tir.in o accl.) crl!tion. k. h v ... b en r sh1..d throu->h collc6c and scmj nary 
by no ,,'ill of o r orm • nuch of our tira... is ;>laTIDc.:d for us end most of our 
courses of stu y ari.. pr scribe . No.r this �s not .,_ fault, but it d?cs 
place us on the "r ... c ivi · en I r.1ost of t c tmc, a'l be.for ... ,:c kno·.r 1 t, 
,:c. arc gr .. duo.tcd ru,d ac�c.:ptcd into a p •;.sh b fore ;ro hnvu had chnncc 
to mo.turc or fully to rv•_ · zc. th1.. c.�c. t of th .. ri..sponsibilitics · thich 
ar1.. sud 'cnly thrust u�on us . 

A V<-�• young pn:;tor, ;:. c t' i(nt -three, 'inds himsc.lf in a position •,ihc.r , ror the first tim , he must be th C.Gf7"-Ssor. He is  expected to be ru1 : l'icicnt �dministrotor o his paris�; h must h,.wc a knoulod.GC of lm, and fin ;ric h muat }l rvc a s1..n:c of vnlucs in a -.,orld th.,t h s 
con <-conomic-m . . • Th m .. ; paztor nust .ilso b.._ ;1 org�zcr. lie m1:1st b� the lu'.d r 02' . chur�h council o men ,rho h--.vc co: ..... fncc. to fncc. '.tJ.th life, in oth r y:or s, m,wn , no l�ow the •scor ' .  He r.iust h"'\v .... ., thorough-



going 1'.nO\.-lcdg of the ,hole church, its various bo.:,.rds and camnittc .. s ,  
:ind he must be blc to fit thuir pro._,ri!ns into that of his mm loca1 
pari�h. In short, h<.. nu'3t. be a busin ss r.1�'1 D!.'lon3 business r.tcn, a pro
fc::;siana1 rnon e •. n those in the. p1·0 ... ssions, Md he must be .i lcbor nan 
a'iloni:; the: lubor.., Y<..t above all this , end by f.u: the r.:ost inportant, 
he must � ... p-:. -·, n shc,.>h<..rd to nll of his flock �;hich God has cn-
tru!1ted h • In or c.:.. .. to brin� con ol.:,.tion :i... ' --. mfort to the. sick end 
sorro iing, r. mu t f1 r�t kno rb�l sor ·o�: him.., .. 1 � . f he is to be socia
ble 1hon the.. occ-:. ion ,.-�rent ' it, he r.:ust hav \ tal, positive person
ality. But abov cll tM.r , he n •st be. a'J!c to ncltc Christic.nity v.".tal 
in the lives of h · s 1)Copl1.,; end to n.,k the Gospel :-:c .:-.ninuful "'"!d cl);,e. 1 -
ing . In nll hinGS tht. .,-.. .. tor l!!ll"t be .,_ l ' ving <.:):·mnlc of th- Christ-
like ,., of li ·c ! 

· 

"he yoW13 p 1.sto= is ccllcd upon t :u::.fill 11 this on<l nor� 
as he bcGins hi 10::-} Z' "!linis l,erinr; to othc.� Is there on� of us ,rho 
fee.ls cqu .,1 to th ta It is cnsy to sec 1 uc ,.1.11 need ::1ore than 
native int lli1., :1(.;C ,  lmm:luig-.:, a.11d a . lc..,sin3 personality, thc·.igh 
these arc ir.di3.J .. n� .. ble; . Th J on J thing th�t uc Y,1.11 be most sorely in 
nee · of is <.,..-.:::ic.ri nee ! 

It is not r.iy purpos , th rcforc, to nttcm;,t a."1 a.nsrrcr tv the 
afore-mentioned • ro .)lc . .rJs .na . i tu�tions, for l t o f l the s .. r.nn of in• 
o.1cquacy, yes , f .r of he g.· .i.t t., �k th.:it lies cl1 a in th nc�r future . 
But. I hope o brin_, to 11 ht om .ou hts an convictions the.ti ,:ill l, .... vc 
a bearing on our .1.u.tur cf Lctivc minis I"/ if ,.-c till out reflect on them 
fror.1 tin... to t�c ... to '"tand off, as 1 t , ·ere, �'ld g t a clcnrcr pcrs l"JCC•· 
tivc of tho thine" tha uncon. ciously :intid_:,atc durj_?1g the b icf span 
of tine th:it ,. �L. h 

?!ot only nm,.. out many ti s in our ministry, ,·,0 Hill be up 
against .sur.-,oun ., bl obst .clcs d t 1 no o.fJ. '\rent e c nc f ro:n them. In 
such s1 tuations , rust 1 >n rnor .1 ·:i.l ·• up n Gou I s gr ... ce for suf ficien-· 
cy and cuidancc: . rl t mu t uc xi.t until ,:<; nr : 1 • rds of flock be•• 
for... learning a .. His i)O,rcr to su.,tn:in D.l"l(.1 liv :-'": Must uc ,:ait U.."'ltil 
som u , re tim bL.J.Orc � c..._?. c me to feel l.i i, e:r to tr�sfom cur 
feeble c 'forts into ,, nuin · ..1. cs in •?  'i'hc ni·t of cor.1i nming ·:i th God, 
prayer, is �one hinz th--t illl of t s  mLl,.t cultiv3.tc cspec1.o.l.ly here nt 
�1.:-:iinary. Hon o t n ,:c .,un i.::i.r.1 on --n • off like the ra lio, so that ,,c 

�r ... dc,>rivc<l of our -r ... o.tcst sourc of pen 1.r nl1 • st..·cngth 1 Let us re
solve to d vclop our shtllo ·. pr r li ·c to l,he p int ,.hl:rO God is r c>J.ly 
gi vcn n cha'1cc,  :l �;hur.... con� t iint co. 1unio1 ,.1. th Him becomes the 1 le 
rath<.:r thar. the c·�ccpticn . 

Next 1 t us cxx.i . ur de _Jest notivc or purpose. for choosing 
the ministry "S our life ,.oi • t shoull. nbovc 11 things, be ro tee in 
an unquenchable thirrt � uls, a burninc dus:trc to ,tin all :-lcn to 
Christ and Hi3 s �vinr; lov1.; . If y ... ur native is ot. er than this, then you 
had. better sit richt dorn-i "''1d htw<.: it cut bctuc Go and yourself. T�c 
ci-.:1.Lng need of thu Y:orld tad�:,· h .,  not c . .>.r:f;L.d since th t do.y unc.n uc 
cave th� great com 1ission to Hi� folio, · rs . �he onv hing th�t ministers 
l�.ck r • st, y, t nc\.:d r.10s-c de pcratcly is the spi�·it of pc.rsonal cvn.n�c- ·  
h , . Lot I s not kid ou • uJvcs about it · ,n hout it ,:c ce.nnot pos:nbly 
?ff ctive ,ntnc�5 s for Christ ! ! ore th'lll this, t :="-D:.? it or to give 
l.t secondary irn.)orte.ncc, is to dl.ny oul' hiGh c :lli1. · • 



As sumnnry let me list o number f quali i�s or attribu s 
uhich I bclicv c cont ibutc "" o  .:in c.ffcctiv'-= r.iinis :7. Hore they arc 
in short, r vc� ing �la--hcs : 

Consec ration .:m i d vot10:1 is pre.- nin • ; Our t�sk i s  on of 
sclf-dedic 'l ion to the. ,:orl: of Chri nonJ ri i.. fc must submit our 
.il s '1holly o t.11.. ...thc r I s ,.'ill eiv"' ours " •,dthout re. 01-...:,,tion 
in orin ·in� o.l m n to a closer ,:ilk ·_;,1vl f llo· ship 1nth God . ' Tith St . 

rlJlcis o \ _si, nc mi .,.., t  be. o.ol to • an b lic.vc, 'Lord, nnk nc. a., 
ir.strurn nt o ... y ur p cc. ; ,,in.r<. hc.r ... is ho.tr let me sou lov1.- , ,th r<.. 
th re iw inju1y -·· don, m '!'C t . re i doubt --f"" · th, ,m re there is 
d.dpdr --hop(.; , h r thc... darlm s ---li ht, ,n�r thc r :J s ::mess- .. 
joy. 0 Divi.n t r, er it that I :n r.ot so much s�cl: to be. consoled -
as t.o co:1s01 , to o n r too ··-a" to und rstru1d, to be lovo --""s to 
love . or it  i s  in givl.nu thot uc. r ccivc, it i� in p:\raonin.., that ,:c 
�r..:. p oncd, it is in .yir tha · ... ar born to ctcn1:il 11 c . ' 

In s.> r tuo.l r.1..1.nistr.:,,tion 
spirit of m.· hf\lln�s , w �rific , 
the. great ., in w of t . p:ist . 

let !.1S tr· vc to ulat the " C'!:lC 
1."l ! dcvotio: that hns chnractcrizod 

As pr c 
tivcncss, m nt�l v 
c.:ltivD.tc our a .d 
convincing, ... · nc1..rc, 
tion. 

Goe 1 s .rord, ,:o should d v lo sthctic sc .si
SiJ ritun.'l.J y_, a'1d \i. ri ... i 1n charity . i-fe should 
ili y so th t our r :,.chin- i clc.:ir, concise, 
such thnt 1 t c.r.lbodi i n ":1 imaginri-

Bo a vi tine • :i"tor . h � r rai nistr,; is in our per-• 
sonJJ. r lat1.on· ips i In o kr. ,. en undc.rst"..'1 
thct1 ana th1..ir n .;, c mu. t ct to l::nou th t h �., at rork cs 
t:cll o.s at ,or hip on Sund ·s . It is u-ou h :our p rson.u visitations 
tha.t th1 7 pill t o Imo., � to lov you. .fi thou " this ., onw co.'1!1ot hope 
to be. all ��r ctiv . 

n ithcr he 
h ·outh of • ,:ho ,n.11 b 

11ho, tod" �, hold 1:1 ch of t 
r.ust h:iv both . 

youth of he cl u:.-ch nor the. a ed. It is 
the church of to; or ·ow, nd it is he ace 

spintu:il r ... o ccs of the congrcgn:tion. 1fc 

Coop rat ill the 
Tak o.n ctiv int r t in th nin 

ntcr-raci::u. or J1l.� t:ion,. , nnd h 

cncies of your con.lunity. 
a� oci3tl.on, TuC , Boy' s Club , 

ccc.pt vc • op, ortuni ty • ou have to visit in thc.. prisons , 
scools of cor.cc.:.ion, sir.lilnr il titut · ons. It is here tho.t ,. you 

11 co c · cc.  to fac ,. th tho"c l:ho n cd th Gospel r.iost . It is here 
tho. you rrill s thL no d f'or a nuin lti. tncssi for Chris • 

Cultiv.:tt1.- the art o 
s.itionoJ.ist a goo li t n . •  
ti us, but alua c uin .:m 

• n fri nds casi ·· 
l ' _'IS b .,.-our 

re . 

Be a go convcr
sclf, not • rot n-• 

� Seek ever for the of lc"rning, but n vcr f orgct Him rho 
.s tho fountain of �l tru K\,, p your mind:: o en .. m nc:dblc to 
ch ec , follo,r.i.n..., cl,,eys t • re the truth shnll d you . Continually en 
rich your life ., th goo<.l r1.::. in.., �d con c1wntious tu Y . 



Be an cxecuti ve. Lead, don ' t  boss . Al\lays be op n to con-
structive criticism .:md be �ble to �cccpt it for profit . &.. ousincss
likc in ill your dealing , m.'.lint�inin� '1 high st md:ird of cf �icicncy .:md 
t�ct. R�nl.rnber that th .. physic'11 "'Sp1..ct of your church building is D. 
living uitnc::;_ of Christ ,m Hi::; church. Lut it �lH"'YS speak of good 
order ::ind rcpo.ir. 

Do not incur d bts. •'Costly thy h=i.bit ... s thy pur::;c :-.f :ord::; . 11 

Let us th1-r{..for.., liv - �·.,�ys �•ri thin our mo"Jls. 

ilc.vcr forget h"!t clc. ·nliness is n __ xt to go,Uincss . 
clcnn, .;J1c.l Hcll-i;room1,;'i o.t ri.l. time::; . 

Be neat , 

In choosinc ., i,'if1.., let u.., ru:1cnbcr th:1t sh'- is to be .:1 co
lnbort.r ,:ith us in God ' s vi J rd. �y o. cross h:is bcc.n l:iid upon the 
r.iinistc..r ;,'ho i:o.s not C:\r1..ful in the sd'-ction of � h1..lpm::itu. She should 
bJ· s rmp�thctic Hith your uork ns -.:ell =is bL.ing your bl.St critic . She 
should not <lamin�tc.. th-.. org n.:z ... tions of the church for her first cluty is 
in the home. Be D. .::llnily r.t.'.!. 1, nd bl. 3Ul' :,ou tal:... out enough tine. to be 
a r .. d f�th1..r .:-.n 1 husb:-.nd. 

Fi.11-uly, ,:e r.rc fir 
pri.l!l:ir7 functicn is  to bring 
those ,;tio still ,,cl.k in d .rl:n 
of Dr. Uff _r1!14""ln Hhcn he. s -iJ, 
the Gosf)c 1 in it . 11 

t-, 1--st, nnd �·.,ey::; -- 11ninistc.rs I uhosc 
,1 Gospel "'Jld its 1:-:cs 17c.. of s..J.v .tion to 
ss. Let us clito.ys bc.'.lr in mind tho .ror s 

"' ... vor pr ... '1ch � s'-�non th�t do ... s not h".vc 

So, tn!<o time out once in r: ,.1ile to soc. ,:hi.;r., our p�th is le . 1-
inE; us; p ·msc.. to get �! clco.r .... r p .. rsi.,> ctive of the approachinc horizun1 
then ... · out --f.ccsh \fith rom.:r d vi r, str<..ngth, "'Jld co:wiction to :i
chicvc 1.h"!t for ,mich God h�s c.:.llud u::;. In this c�y Ho bl1....,s us �ll ['.nd 
gr:-.nt us l>oth the uisrlc1a ..,nd th1.,; �rill t, lc.!d cl.l nc.n to Hll.1 . 

"In .-.ctutl fact, hi::; S:,.c.·.:,; -..nt go.t .. crs into it
:,clf ell the clc.ncnts \,he Christian G--p 1 ,  ::o other 
act of ,,or:Jhip c01�to.ins thrn:i so co • ' '-1:r. rh7 uork. of 
Christ fo::i.· the s.:ilv tion of the \/orld, -.,r er:i.cious ,till 
of God in .. 'hi.ch tho ·.rork of Jesus 11 .J its source., the 
foq;ivcncss of sin, the hope of the life to con1.., the 
ro·:.lity of the Christinn fcllo�-:ship that h"s grm.n out of 
Christ I s ·,rork --ill of these things ..:one to expression 
in this Sacr.'.ll:ient, .:'.11 D.11 o: thc.'1 �re offered to the 
connunic:mt. In the Lord' s Supper he no.y hc.:..r God S:'ly
ing to hin, ' All this is your:;, if you ,;ill but cl.rln it 
as your O\m. ' 11 

( C. . . Jacobs , in The rinistry 
and the S..,cr.:.:.n nts,"(�J�tor, 
R. Dunkcrh.J. ) London: Student 
Christi:'.ll L.vv 1cnt I'l..:5::; 1937) 


