The Unanswered Question, “Did We Preach a False Gospel?”

By Dr. Lothar Schwabe

Our ELCIC is receiving a “faith transplant”. Some of our bishops use the term “transitioning”. It changes not only our “doing” but also are “being”, the very essence of who we are. The new set of beliefs that is now inserted into our church is incompatible with the faith we held at the time of our merger in 1986 and that we still “officially” hold today. We cannot with integrity confess the faith of the Apostles’ and Nicene Creeds and, at the same time, allow and even promote the teachings of Borg, Spong, and Crossan who deny Jesus’ divinity and that he rose from the dead. One of those “faiths” preaches a false gospel. On behalf of my generation of pastors I asked our bishops, “Did We Preach a False Gospel?”

That question was never answered. I think I know why. Our bishops were in a bind. They could have answered “Yes”. But that would have caused a problem with many pastors and lay people in the ELCIC who, like me, believed and still believe what we confess in the words of the Apostles’ Creed and the Nicene Creed.

They could have answered “No”. But pastors and lay people in our church would have rightly asked, “How does that fit with the new theology that is allowed to be proclaimed in our church?” By our constitution our bishops have the duty to be the guardians of our constitution and the faith of our church. Our bishops did what they thought to be prudent, they kept quiet and ignored my open letter of September 6, 2007.

We have to be transparent. Is our church now accepting the new theology which contradicts our traditional Lutheran Faith? Has our church succumbed to a left brainish theology that just cannot grasp that Jesus is indeed the Word of God but Scriptures are also the true Word of God? Have we jumped on the bandwagon delighting to find faults in Scriptures? Was Jesus misguided in what he believed himself to be?

Left brainish, logical and rational thinking will never understand what Luther, who used his whole brain, understood so well. Rational thinking only by itself fails to reach God’s truth. To believe that Jesus was the Word of God does not have to lead to the logical conclusion that therefore Scriptures are not the Word of God but the words of men. We did not preach a false Gospel when we proclaimed the Bible is the Word of God. Our constitution does not wrongly state, “This church confesses the Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments as the inspired Word of God” (Article II).

Many of us would like to be assured that we did not mislead our people and preached a false gospel. Can we get that assurance? 

I am worried that our church evolves into an organization that welcomes all except those who stay with then faith we held at the time of our merger. We seem to be “transitioning” into a church that is in mission for all others except traditional and confessional Lutherans. I am concerned that seven conservative members of Faith Lutheran Church in Kelowna were excommunicated for what they believed as much as for the actions they took. Our church seems to display great understanding regarding an unconstitutional action taken by our Eastern Synod. What would have been the reaction of our church if a group of Lutherans Concerned members would have been excommunicated for actions very similar to those of the seven conservative members of Faith Kelowna? I am concerned that our church evolves into an organization that acts according to two sets of values.

We have a new theology that is not only quietly condoned but even promoted in our church. A new theology is proclaimed by the “Living the Questions” DVD series. It is openly proclaimed by many pastors of our ELCIC. But it is not compatible with what we confess in Article II of our constitution.

Our ELCIC is in a dilemma. How can we maintain the structure of our church body while changing the heart of it?  How do we manage a theological paradigm shift that contradicts what we have previously confessed to believe? How do we prevent the many faithful members of our ELCIC from becoming alarmed and very upset once they find out what is going on? How do we prevent a mass exodus of members and congregations?  Our church leadership does not have an economic hammer like our Anglican counterpart. Our synods cannot take away the property of any congregation that leaves the ELCIC.

It seems to me that our church has decided on a strategy of gradual change. The clear goal seems to be to embrace same gender union blessings and the ordination of homosexual non-celibate clergy. The first step is to introduce a new policy that replaces our current policy on “Sex, Marriage and the Family”. Such policy will be designed to lay the groundwork to accept the blessing of same gender unions by incorporating the new revisionist theology. It will make every effort to find some statements (although out of context) in our Lutheran Confessions that open the door for new interpretations of Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions. Will it have the effect of abandoning the faith we held at the time of our merger in 1986? The hoped-for outcome will be that the vast majority of our members and congregations will tolerate such changes. 

To achieve their goal it would help if the B.C. Synod would declare itself to be a Reconciled In Christ (RIC) Synod. Those who were shocked by the action of our delegates at the 2007 National Convention of our ELCIC in regards to the blessing of same gender couples would hail this as a courageous act. It does not seem to matter that such action of the B.C. Synod would be in defiance of the will of the last ELCIC convention.

Strategists in our church seem to hope that traditional good Lutheran Theology is not a priority in many congregations and that our people are willing to change anything.  A sociological analysis of our congregations may reveal that the true glue that holds many of our congregations together is not theological but sociological. Many of our members go to church to feel good. They are happy to see their friends on Sunday. Our members are not that interested in traditional Lutheran Theology as long as they have a pastor who has good social skills and is friendly. Most members will rather tolerate such a move toward Revisionist Theology than cause their congregation to be upset. Strategists are banking on our members tolerating such a move toward Revisionist Theology as long as it can be supported with some arguments even if it leads to a change away from the faith of generations before us. 

There still remains one nagging problem that our church has to deal with. What are we to do with the article on “Confession of Faith” in our constitution? There may be a creative solution. Our church may decide to promote a merger with the Anglican Church of Canada. That will require a new constitution and allow our church to get rid of that pesky Article II of our current constitution. It may also allow a new constitution to be drafted that will lead to the transfer of all congregational properties to now become the properties of the new joined synods.

My dear Bishops, please, prove me wrong.

