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A wise man once said that every man must be three things: an
idealist, a pragmatist, and a realist. An idealist believes in an ideal,
that is, in something that is perfect, which should be pursued. An
idealist sees things as they should be. A realist sees things as they
are, rather than as they should be. And so, realists are often labeled
pessimists or even defeatists. A pragmatist seeks to get things done
as they can possibly can get done. A pragmatist is practical. To be
a pragmatist, you must remember the ideal of how things should
be while also recognizing the reality of how things are. In this way,
you can accomplish work in the real world.

No doubt, the Selbstindige Evangelisch-Lutherische Kirche
(SELK) sought to thread the needle between idealism, pragma-
tism, and realism when they met for their fifteenth General Pas-
toral Convention (GPC) in Hofgeismar in June of this year, where
they voted on the topic of women’s ordination. The ideal is that
Scripture forbids women from being pastors (1 Timothy 2:11-12
and 1 Corinthians 14:34-35). The reality is that many of the pastors
of the SELK and most Germans in Germany believe that women
should be allowed to be pastors anyway. Yet, the pragmatism car-
ried out at the GPC causes one who believes in the ideal to scratch
his head.

After a secret ballot, the Convention learned that the assembly
“do not consider viable any structure that would introduce wom-
en’s ordination as a parallel option for a portion of SELK congre-
gations”" by a 53-28 vote. Ignore for a moment how bizarrely that
statement is worded (why didn’t they vote on what they believed
to be in accordance with God’s Word instead of what is “viable”?).
Also, by secret ballot they learned that the assembly did “not con-
sider it theologically possible for the SELK to have some mem-
bers who practice women'’s ordination while others reject it”* by a
narrower 42-37 margin. In response to these two ballots, the GPC
passed by a strong majority the following resolutions (Credit il-
council.org):

“The 15th General Pastoral Convention of the SELK... concludes,
as a result of its deliberations, that currently viable structures
for the introduction of the ordination of women are not con-
ceivable if this service is only possible in a portion of SELK
congregations. The General Pastoral Convention assures
those who advocate for the ordination of women of brotherly
cooperation, respect for their position, and a willingness to
listen to their concerns.” (66 to 16, with 1 abstention).

“The 15th General Pastoral Convention ascertains that, for theo-
logical reasons, a majority of its members currently consider
it impossible for the practice of the ordination of women and
the rejection of this practice to coexist on equal terms in the
SELK. The General Pastoral Convention assures those who
advocate for the ordination of women of brotherly coopera-

tion, respect for their position, and a willingness to listen to
their concerns.” (62 to 19, with 2 abstentions).

After further discussion, the convention also adopted a third res-
olution:

“The members of the 15th General Pastoral Convention of the
SELK commit themselves to continuing to promote the ser-
vices of women in the SELK as provided for in the church
regulations: pastoral assistants, lectors, church council mem-
bers, church councilors, deacons, catechists, lecturers at the
Lutherischen Theologischen Hochschule, etc” (67 to 9, with
7 abstentions).?

These resolutions rejecting the ordination of women in the
SELK has been touted as a win among International Lutheran
Council (ILC) church bodies, including the LCMS. Yet, the level
of pragmatism exercised in these resolutions is akin to Ukraine
declaring victory over Russia by voting that the Ukrainian gov-
ernment is currently independent of the Russian government, but
assures the occupying Russian forces of their brotherly coopera-
tion, respect for their military position, and willingness to listen
to their concerns and committing themselves to continuing to
promote the onslaught of Russian military aggression in Ukraine.
The SELK in their attempt to be pragmatic and recognize reality
gave only lip service to the ideal by promising that they will not
have women’s ordination until at least the 16th General Pastoral
Convention, while assuring that the proponents of women’s ordi-
nation need not retreat, but may expect their cooperation in their
advance until the next convention.

Notice the wording in these resolutions. “The currently viable
structures for introduction of the ordination of women are not
conceivable if this service is only possible in a portion of SELK
congregations.” “The majority of its members currently consider it
impossible for the practice of the ordination of women and reject
this practice to coexist on equal terms in the SELK” Why did they
include the word currently? Does not God’s Word stand forever?
Is it not unchanging? What we learn is that these resolutions were
not about the Word of God or theology, but a political kicking of
the can down the road. Yet, the inevitable is written right there in
the resolutions. “Currently” women’s ordination doesn’t work. But,
proponents of women’s ordination, be patient. This too shall pass.

And so, the GPC, in an attempt to be realistic and pragmatic,
lost the ideal. They followed the timid course of their father Mel-
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anchthon post 1546 instead of the firebrand example of their fa-
ther Luther. But a time such as this requires Luthers, not Melanch-
thons. Now, I admit, I am an American. I am not a high church
German. I didn’t even know what a chasable was until I was in
my twenties. But as it was wrong for the pope in Rome to look
down on the Lutheran reformers in Germany, so I beg my Luther-
an brethren in Germany to not despise this uncouth Yankee as he
deigns to give advice on a theological matter to residents of the
Lutheran Fatherland.

The GPC committed the SELK to cooperate with those who
promote women’s ordination. How does Scripture speak of this? St.
Paul writes in Romans 16:17, “I appeal to you, brothers, to watch
out for those who cause divisions and create obstacles contrary
to the doctrine that you have been taught; avoid them” Again, he
writes to St. Titus that a bishop “must hold firm to the trustworthy
word as taught, so that he may be able to give instruction in sound
doctrine and also to rebuke those who contradict it” What does
Scripture say about women and the Office of the Ministry? St. Paul
write clearly in 1 Timothy 2, “Let a woman learn quietly with all
submissiveness. I do not permit a woman to teach or to exercise
authority over a man; rather, she is to remain quiet. For Adam was
formed first, then Eve; and Adam was not deceived, but the wom-
an was deceived and became a transgressor.” (vss. 11-14) Again,
in 1 Corinthians 14, St. Paul writes, “As in all the churches of the
saints, the women should keep silent in the churches. For they are
not permitted to speak, but should be in submission, as the Law
also says.” (vss. 33-34)

Scripture is clear that women are prohibited from the Office of
the Ministry. Although, Jesus had many women followers (Mat-
thew 27:55; Luke 8:2-3), He only chose men to be Apostles (Mat-
thew 10:1-4; Acts 9). St. Paul requires bishops and deacons to be
husband of one wife (1 Timothy 3:2, 12). And St. Paul in the verses
above, explicitly prohibits women from doing the primary task of
the Office of the Ministry, which is to teach and publicly speak the
Word in church.

While “theologians” have wrestled with these passages in re-
cent decades by denying their authenticity or Paul’s inspiration
for those particular passages, or more recently, by trying to find
a different meaning in the text than has always been accepted by
the church, the obvious reason for promoting women’s ordination
is because of an adherence to feminism, which is a worldly cult,
which refutes the Word of God. Feminism is an ideology, which
states that women are equal to men and should be afforded equal
rights and opportunities to men in every part of life, in govern-
ment, work, home, and yes, the church. Feminism refutes the dis-
tinction between men and women, which Scripture defines, which
states that a man is the head of his wife and that she should submit
to him (1 Corinthians 11:3; Ephesians 5:22-33). Feminism rejects
the assertion of Scripture that woman is the weaker vessel (1 Peter
3:7). The ideology of feminism is largely responsible for the legal-
ization of abortion, no-fault divorce, same-sex “marriage,” for the
birthrate of Germany along with nearly every other Western na-
tion falling below replacement level (which has also resulted in the
shrinking of the church in those countries), for the transgender
movement, and yes, for women’s ordination, lectors, and seminary
lecturers. Feminism should not be respected or cooperated with

or listened to. It should be rebuked. And Lutheran ministers in the
SELK who promote women’s ordination as well as women carrying
out functions of the preaching office, should be rebuked. That is
the brotherly thing to do. If Feminism is not refuted, it will corrupt
the church with its false doctrine. This is the true realism, not that
the SELK has members who support women’s ordination, but that
the SELK will be consumed by feminism if it does not refute it.

And the 15th GPC is by no means the beginning of the SELK’s
failure to confront and refute the false doctrine of feminism. As
you can read in the July 2025 Lutheran Clarion article by Rev. Gert
Kelter, Dr, Volker Stolle, the same pastor whose congregation in-
troduced a motion to strike out from the SELK’s constitution a
male only ministry in 1973 was soon after called to serve as Pro-
fessor of New Testament at the Lutheran Theological Seminary
in Oberursel (the SELK’s seminary). St. Paul warns that a little
leaven leavens the whole lump (1 Corinthians 5:6). Yet, instead of
removing the promoter of false doctrine, they placed him in the
seminary to form two generations of pastors in the SELK. It is as
surprising that today nearly half of the SELK supports the ordina-
tion of women as it is that sourdough starter mixed in with warm
wet dough and left somewhere warm and dark for a day causes the
entire lump to become bubbly sourdough.

Instead of refuting Feminism, the SELK appears to be doing
what every other member of the ILC, including the LCMS, has
been doing to keep their feminist members happy while not ac-
quiescing to the ordination of women. And as is always the case
when one avoids refuting false doctrine, they do so with even more
false doctrine. This can be seen in the SELK’s commitment to “con-
tinuing to promote the services of women in the SELK... pastoral
assistants, lectors, church council members, church councilors,
deacons, catechists, lecturers at the Lutherischen Theologischen
Hochschule (the SELK’s seminary), etc” This statement seeks to
protect feminism by guaranteeing women’s place in the church as
public teachers and speakers. That seems odd, because the passag-
es for which the Church has always opposed women’s ordination
specifically prohibit women from public teaching, speaking and
exercising authority. And here, we see that the SELK (and they are
not alone) have redefined the Office of the Ministry. The Lutheran
Confessions and Lutherans have always identified the Office of the
Ministry as a preaching office (Predigtamt; see AC V). This means
that the primary function of the office is to preach, to speak words
publicly. However, “conservative” Lutheran church bodies have
given in on this function of the office and have permitted women
to publicly teach and speak in church through the writing of devo-
tions, books, lecturing at seminaries, and even serving as lectors,
who proclaim the holy and authoritative Word of God in the Di-
vine Service. Although this is a clear departure from the historical
Church and in conflict with the very passages for which we do not
have women’s ordination, we have been assured that women’s ordi-
nation is out of the question (in the LCMS at least).

So, how have they redefined the Office of the Ministry to permit
women to publicly teach and speak while also opposing women’s
ordination? They redefine the Office of the Ministry not as a Pre-
digtamt (preaching office), but as a sacerdotal office. Now the ac-
cusation of sacerdotalism is risky, because it causes those accused
of sacerdotalism to raise their haunches with bristled hair at the
insult, and because it has been used incorrectly by most slingers
of the slur, who assume that any claim to authority over the laity
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by one in the Office of the Ministry is a papist claim to Clergy Su-
premacy. Yet, I assure you, my use of the word sacerdotal does not
come from such ignorance nor do I sling it lightly. I even believe
that many promoters of this sacerdotal movement within the min-
istry do so unintentionally, at least here in America.

The word sacerdotal comes from the Latin word for priest (Sac-
erdos) or priestly (sacerdotalis). For the Office of the Ministry to
be redefined as sacerdotal in function rather than as a preaching
office (Predigtamt) means that the main function of office is to of-
fer sacrifice and make intercession for the people rather than to
teach the people. This is how the Roman Catholic Church (RC)
sees the Office of the Ministry, which is why they hold that the
most important function of the priest is to daily sacrifice the Mass.
The RC will never permit the ordination of women into the office
of priest, but they have already permitted women into the office of
lector and regularly have women publicly teach at all levels in the
church.® This doesn’t bother most Catholics, because they see the
Office as sacerdotal. As long as women are not offering the sacri-
fice, the integrity of the office is secured. That is why they will ap-
point women as eucharistic ministers to administer the sacrament
in hospitals and nursing homes, but they will not permit women to
offer the sacrifice of the Mass.* The RC sees the office of priest as a
continuation of the Levitical priesthood.

Ironically, this focus on the sacerdotal rather than the preach-
ing aspect of the office is what caused God to rebuke the priests of
the Old Testament. “My people are destroyed for lack of knowl-
edge; because you have rejected knowledge, I reject you from be-
ing a priest to me. And since you have forgotten the law of your
God, I also will forget your children” (Hosea 4:6) “Bring no more
vain offerings; incense is an abomination to me. New moon and
Sabbath and the calling of convocations— I cannot endure iniq-
uity and solemn assembly. Your new moons and your appointed
feasts my soul hates; they have become a burden to me; I am weary
of bearing them” (Isaiah 1:13-14) While seeking to maintain the
most important function of the priesthood, the papists fall into the
error of the Levitical priests, who neglected the preaching of God’s
Word and so their sacrifices were not accepted.

But Lutheran theology has never held that the Office of the
Ministry is a continuation of the Levitical priesthood, but rath-
er that the Office of the Ministry is primarily a preaching office.
Rather, Luther and the confessions teach that the priesthood of
all believers, that is, the communion of all Christians is the New
Testament realization of the Levitical priesthood, who offer them-
selves as spiritual sacrifices to the Lord every day (Romans 12:1; 1
Peter 2:9). This is seen most clearly in our Divine Service (Gottes-
dienst), which is divided into sacramental and sacrificial actions.
Sacrificial actions are the prayers, praises, hymns, and psalms spo-
ken and sung by the congregation/priesthood (including women
and children) or by the Pastor with the congregation adding their
“Amen” to them. All Sacrificial actions in Divine Worship are sac-
rifices of thanksgiving in contrast to the one and only Sacrifice of
Atonement offered by Christ on the cross. This distinction is cen-
tral in the disagreement between Lutherans and Roman Catholics
regarding worship. When the pastor carries out sacrificial actions,
he always does so on behalf of the entire congregation.

Sacramental actions in Divine Worship are actions carried out
by the pastor, the steward of God’s mysteries (1 Corinthians 4:1),
on behalf of God, which communicate God’s grace to the people

for Christ’s sake to be received through faith. These sacramen-
tal actions include the Absolution, the Salutation, the reading
of Scripture, the sermon, the Words of Institution as well as the
distribution, and the Benediction. All these Sacramental actions
belong to those actions included in the Fourteenth Article of the
Augsburg Confession (AC XIV), “Of Ecclesiastical Order they
teach that no one should publicly teach in the Church or adminis-
ter the Sacraments unless he be regularly called”

These sacramental actions are reserved to the Office of the
Ministry, not because they belong to the Office in contra to the
laity, but rather, as Luther says in the Babylonian Captivity, “what
is common property of all, no individual may arrogate to himself,
unless he is called”® AC XIV logically concludes that when St. Paul
says that no one should preach unless he is sent (Romans 10:15),
that prohibition also included publicly administering the Sacra-
ments, because they all belong to the sacramental action, that is,
they belong to the activity of preaching the Word (Predigtamt). For
without the Word, there is no Sacrament.

Yet, conservative Lutherans today do it backwards. In follow-
ing the example of the Roman Catholics, who have a different un-
derstanding of Divine Worship and a sacerdotal understanding of
the Office of the Ministry, they seek to protect the celebration of
the Mass as the pinnacle function of the priestly office. They only
oppose women publicly preaching if they do it from behind the
pulpit between the Nicene Creed and the Offertory. But we have
given up as archaic the idea that women should not publicly teach,
write devotion books for men, lecture in seminary classrooms,
write seminary textbooks, and read the lessons during the Divine
Service. Just keep them from celebrating the Mass!

And the theological defense for this distinction between public
preaching in the Divine Service and the public reading of Scrip-
ture in the Divine Service (and public teaching outside of the
Divine Service, but in the Church) is so sloppy it is embarrass-
ing. They argue that 1 Corinthians 14:34’s prohibition of women
speaking (AaAeiv) does not prohibit them from the public reading
of Scripture (dvayvwotg, see 1 Timothy 4:13). They say that AaAelv
means to speak authoritatively, akin to preaching, while they ig-
nore that avaywwokw (the verbal cognate of avéayvwoig) is used
in the Septuagint to translate the Hebrew X7, which also means to
proclaim. And it is not simply that the word X1j7 can be translated
as either read or proclaim, but the Old Testament treats the activity
of the public reading of Scripture the same as proclamation. See
Deuteronomy 31:11; Exodus 24:7; and Joshua 8:34-35 and com-
pare them with Jeremiah 3:12; 11:6; 19:2. In 1 Timothy 4, St. Paul
includes public reading of Scripture with exhorting and teaching,
concluding that by paying attention to this, Timothy would save
both himself and his hearers. In Luke 24, Jesus opened His dis-
ciples’ minds to Holy Scripture, and then commanded that they
preach to all nations. Neither in the Old Testament nor in the New
Testament is a distinction made between publicly reading Scrip-
ture and publicly preaching. Neither has the church historically
made a great distinction, except to permit deacons to read the les-
sons. However, deacons in principle are eligible for ordination, 1
Timothy 3 making no requirement for a deacon that it does not
make for a bishop, including being husband of one wife. There is
no biblical argument to permit women to publicly read the Scrip-
tures while prohibiting them to publicly preach. Even less is their
biblical argument for women to lecture men on theology in the
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seminaries, while prohibiting those same women to preach from
the pulpit.

Opponents of women’s ordination who defend women serv-
ing as lectors and seminary lecturers hold an untenable position,
which confuses Scripture and breaks themselves from nineteen
centuries of Church practice. And proponents of women’s ordi-
nation know it is untenable.” So, instead of defending against the
actions which Scripture prohibits women from doing in church,
they seek to defend the Office. Yet, to defend the Office, while still
giving in to the feminist mob, they need to narrow the function
of the office as the Papists do, as a sacerdotal office. Women may
serve in any office of the Church, but don’t let them celebrate the
Mass!

What is funny is that the Bible does not include a prohibition
for women celebrating the Sacrament, or baptizing, or absolving
sins, or even from being ordained. Scripture is almost silent on
these. The reason we know that Scripture does prohibit women
from these activities and from the Office, even without the explicit
prohibition, is because Scripture prohibits women from publicly
teaching and speaking. The same reason AC XIV concludes that no
one should publicly teach, preach, or administer the Sacraments
without a rightly ordered call is the same reason we know Scrip-
ture prohibits women from the Office of the Ministry. Scripture
prohibits anyone without a call from publicly preaching, there-
fore it also prohibits those without a call from administering the
Sacraments. Scripture prohibits women from publicly speaking,
teaching, and exercising authority over a man; therefore, Scripture
prohibits women from the Office of the Ministry, including the
administration of the Sacraments.

The Roman Church can ward off women’s ordination for anoth-
er generation by letting them publicly teach and read the lessons in
the church, because they have a sacerdotal view of the Office of the
Ministry. They are less bothered throwing the crumbs of publicly
proclaiming God’s Word to ladies, just so long as they preserve
the main act of sacrificing the Mass. We will see how long that
lasts. Lutherans cannot do that, because we understand the Office
of the Ministry differently. It is not primarily a sacerdotal office,
but a preaching office. It is a sacramental office, because it is the
office of the Word. And therefore, committing to support women
in carrying out functions of publicly speaking and teaching the
Word means to compromise the heart of the Office of the Ministry.
You can prohibit women’s ordination all you want, but if you give
women the functions of the Office, it is only lip service.

I have joked with my friends that I support women’s ordination.
In fact, I support the ordination of every baby girl and boy. Scrip-
ture says nothing against it. They can wear stoles too! Scripture
is silent against it. They are all priests after all. Ordain them as
soon as they are baptized! 'm in favor of pedo-female-ordination.
Just don’t let them read the lessons, preach, teach, or administer
the Sacraments. I say this halfheartedly, because every time I com-
plain about our synod permitting women to publicly teach in the
church, I receive a scoffing rebuke, “Oh please, this has nothing to
do with women’s ordination.” Okay, fine. Then women’s ordination
has nothing to do with the ministry of the Word, which is what
Scripture is concerned about.

Feminism is a false doctrine, which should be repudiated in
the Church. It denies the order of creation, God’s prescription for
marriage, and God’s prescription for the Office of the Ministry,

which is the preaching office. Those who promote women’s or-
dination or women carrying out any public proclamation of the
Word (that is, a public sacramental function), are promoting the
worldly doctrine of feminism in the Church. We should rebuke
them in the Church. Had the SELK rebuked Dr. Stolle back in 1973
for promoting women’s ordination instead of placing him in their
seminary as a New Testament professor, the rebuke would be less
painful today. But, being a realist, it appears to me that the mo-
ment of rebuke and separating of the schismatic brother from the
congregation has long passed. I foresee a split in the SELK or else a
complete surrender to the cult of feminism, whether that includes
a male only sacerdotal office or not.

Going forward, the SELK as well as the LCMS and every mem-
ber of the ILC needs to recognize three things. First, feminism is
an antichristian cult. Second, defending against women’s ordina-
tion means nothing if you do not defend the preaching office in all
its functions. Third, false doctrine needs to be rebuked, not cod-
dled.

You cannot be more pragmatic than God. God is the ultimate
idealist and realist. He reveals the perfect ideal in Holy Scripture.
And he clearly diagnoses the reality of the situation. This is why
He offered the ideal righteous man as the perfect sacrifice to deal
with the reality of our sin, so that we might be saved. That is why
He instituted the Office of the Ministry, the preaching office, be-
cause God is pragmatic. He gets things done. And so, to address
the issue of women’s ordination, we need the most practical book
in the world, the Holy Bible, which reveals the pragmatism of God.

How does God tell us to deal with proponents of women’s ordi-
nation? God’s Word teaches us to deal with women’s ordination by
rebuking those who cause division in the Church (Romans 16:17)
and to remove the leaven before it spreads (1 Corinthians 5:6). Ev-
ery faithful pastor in the SELK should publicly repudiate women’s
ordination as false doctrine and assert that God has restricted the
preaching office with all its functions to a male only ministerium.
Further, the SELK and every member of the ILC, including the
LCMS, should boldly preach against feminism and positively pres-
ent the biblical teaching of male headship in the Church and home
(Ephesians 5:22-33; 1 Corinthians 11:1-4). Young men should be
taught to lead their wives and children in devotions at home and
to bring them to church (Ephesians 6:4). Men should be called to
take leadership in their congregations, not only in the Office of the
Ministry, but in lay leadership as well. This no doubt is what the
young men (and women) in Germany are starving for, as it is a
great burden to be ruled by women (Isaiah 3:12). Women’s ordina-
tion is only one battle feminism is fighting against Christ’s Church.
Trying to win that battle while giving in to every other onslaught
of feminism is to lose the war for the sake of a lip service victory.
I will pray for my Lutheran brethren in the SELK. I pray for their
boldness and Scriptural integrity. If they act now, they may yet
raise a generation of Lutherans in Germany who walk against the
feminist antichristian culture, a generation where fathers lead in
the home and in church. God grant it.

! https://ilcouncil.org/2025/08/14/selk-pastoral-convention-offers-clarity-on-or-
dination/
2 https://ilcouncil.org/2025/08/14/selk-pastoral-convention-offers-clarity-on-or-
dination/
* https://ilcouncil.org/2025/08/14/selk-pastoral-convention-offers-clarity-on-or-
dination/
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* See Catechism of the Catholic Church 1566.

* https://www.womensordination.org/2021/01/woc-responds-to-canon-law-230-
development-to-include-all-laity/

¢ AE 36:116; cf. St. Lous Ed 19:117

7 https://www.womensordination.org/2021/01/woc-responds-to-canon-law-230-
development-to-include-all-laity/

Charles James Kirk, Martyr

by Rev. Evan Scamman
Posted first on Gottesdienst.org on September 17, 2025

This last week I've seen dozens of posts online saying, in effect,
“If your pastor didn’t talk about Charlie Kirk in his sermon, find a
new church?” This is wrong. Christians (or non-Christians, for that
matter) have no business demanding that the ministers of Jesus
speak about any man other than Jesus. If your pastor did not men-
tion Charlie, yet he preached Christ crucified last Sunday (it was
Holy Cross Day—how could he have done otherwise?), then he
was faithful to his calling. Do not fall prey to the tactics of godless
pagans and misguided Christians by making Charlie Kirk’s name
a shibboleth and tool of division within the church. Charlie is not
the sign appointed for the rise and fall of many in Israel; his Savior
is.

On the other hand, pastors, if you did not talk about Charlie
Kirk last Sunday, you missed a once-in-a-generation opportunity
to teach your people what it means to confess Christ crucified in
this fallen world. Charlie was a martyr. He was murdered because
he spoke of Jesus with eloquence and boldness. Your people are
hurting and confused by the events of last week. They are looking
to you to teach them how to think about these things. And if you
don’t teach them, someone else will.

Some would say that we don’t know the shooters’ motives. That’s
irrelevant. We know Satan’s motives. He is a liar and a murder-
er from the beginning. He murdered Christ. He murders Chris-
tians. He murdered Charlie Kirk. And not content with murder,

the devil now slanders Charlie’s memory and life precisely because
he spoke so clearly of Christ. The satanic rejoicing that followed
Charlie’s murder is proof that he was murdered by demons, not by
men. Our warfare is not against flesh and blood.

Others would counter that though Charlie was a Christian, he
was killed for political reasons, not for the sake of Christ. Thus,
he is not a martyr. It is no surprise that his Wikipedia page lists
him as “American right-wing political activist, entrepreneur, and
media personality”—never mentioning what was most important
to Charlie, that he was a Christian. The devil wants to silence the
witness of faithful Christians both before and after they die. But
one might say the same of John the Baptist, that he too was killed
for political reasons, and is therefore not a martyr. Had he stuck to
preaching about the coming Messiah and not dabbled in political
issues, such as King Herod’s illicit marriage, John would not have
been beheaded.

If you cannot look at the sum of Charlie’s confession and life
and recognize a man hated for the sake of Christ and His gospel,
then it seems apparent that you have been conditioned by Satan
to believe that Christians must live out their faith in the privacy
of their own hearts and homes, never applying the Word of God
to life in this world. Christianity must stay in its lane, content to
let Satan rule and govern in all cultural and political matters. And
what is a political matter? Anything to do with conception, birth,
men and women, marriage, sex, abortion, education, government,
life, and death—in other words, just about everything is political
and out of bounds for Christians.

Charlie was an example of a man who lived out his faith in
Christ in the public sphere. The church needs such examples. That
is precisely why we remember and seek to emulate the faith and
boldness of the martyrs who stood before kings and emperors.
This Christ-hating world would have you remember Charlie only
as a political activist, but I will honor his witness by remembering
him as a Christian martyr.

or rostered members of the LCMS.

borne by the applicant or other organizations.

The Walter Dissen Scholarship for Lay Leadership is established to provide one-time financial
support to Lutheran laity to attend workshops or seminars on the historic confessions of the Evan-
gelical Lutheran Church or in Christian discipleship.

Some examples of eligible programs include but are not limited to training in evangelism, con-
gregational leadership, financial stewardship, Sunday school teaching and similar roles held by

the universal priesthood of believers. It is not infended to support tuition for church work students

Applications for support are requested at least three months in advance and should be sent
electronically to the Lutheran Concerns Association at Icaforwarding@gmail.com. An application
should include information about the seminar or workshop, preferably information published by
the sponsoring organization. It should also provide the applicant’s background in church service
as well as a goal statement which explains how the applicant will use this education to support

the Church. A budget for the program should be provided, including all costs and amounts to be
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The Blood of Jesus Christ our Savior

Tune: Wer nur den lieben Gott
1 Corinthians 11:1-16

Andrew Preus

The blood of Jesus Christ our Savior
Descending from His wounded head
Has won for sinners God’s own favor,
As Christ submitted in our stead.
Obeying God’s authority

He made His shackled body free.

For she was bound by sin and dying,

Her wand’ring heart not free at all;

Blind to all good in vain was trying

To choose her lot since Adam’s fall.

Her will was chained by Satan’s pow'r.

Her fruit was spoiled; her grapes were sour.

But Jesus claimed her as His body.

Into Himself God’s Son assumed

The flesh of men who, lost and haughty,
Were in their sins forever doomed.

He made Himself the Head of man,
Submitting to His Father’s plan.

By cleansing with the Word and water
The Savior’s blood still covers sin.
When sorrow falls on Zion’s daughter
To leave her lost and dead within,

He claims her as His body new

So as her Head is, she is too.

Dear Christians, learn from Christ’s example.
As God He shares the Father’s seat.

And yet, as Lord He does not trample

His fragile bride beneath His feet.

He honors God the Father’s will

To save the weak and poor and ill.

So husbands, imitate such honor

And show it toward the weaker link.
For frailty was God’s saving power
When Christ received the bitter drink.
Blessed is he who finds his wife

To be his glory in this life!

AD GCRUGCEM

At Ad Crucem, we create beautiful things for
the Christian Church and your Lutheran family.

Discover delightful Christian gifts to adorn any home and church:
Banners, certificates, Christmons, books, fine art, greeting cards,
prayer aids, jewelry, and custom wood carvings. Visit us at

www.adcrucem.com



LUTHERAN CONCERNS ASSOCIATION ANNUAL CONFERENCE
Monday, January 19, 2026

“Do not be conformed to this world.” Romans 12:2 (NKJV)
The Conference will be held on Monday, January 19, 2026, on the Concordia Theological Seminary campus at Fort Wayne, Indiana.

Dine with the Speakers and the LCA Board of Directors! On Sunday evening, January 18 at 5:30 pm, Luther Hall will be reserved for a private
dinner for LCA Conference attendees. Be sure to reserve your place right away on the form below. LCA Dinners afford attendees the
opportunity to relax and enjoy fellowship with other participants at the Conference. The Sunday night dinner will consist of Beef Tenderloin
and Chicken Marsala served buffet style with salad, vegetable, potato, dessert, and beverage. A cafeteria lunch is included

for full-day attendees. Half-day attendees may attend the cafeteria lunch by remitting $10, as noted on the registration form below.

Forget about the cold winter and enjoy this warm and cheerful occasion with fellow Christians.

CONFERENCE SCHEDULE Room: Loehe 1

Bldg: Loehe Hall

MORNING SESSION: AFTERNOON SESSION:

06:45 am: Registration Opens
07:30 am — 07:40 am: Opening Devotion DP Rick Stuckwisch

01:30 pm —02:15 pm: The Calling of Lutheran Higher Education and the

Future of Concordia University, Nebraska

and Greetings from the Indiana District

02:15 pm —02:30 pm:

Questions and Answers

07:40 am: Welcome from the LCA (Mr. Mark Franke)

07:50 am —08:35 am:

08:35 am —08:50 am:

Pastoral Formation
Dr. John Bruss
Questions and Answers

02:30 pm —03:15 pm:

03:15 pm —03:30 pm:

Review of Church and Racism
Dr. E. Christian Kopf
Questions and Answers

03:30 pm —03:45 pm:

08:50 am — 09:35 am:

09:35 am —09:50 am:

Christianity in a
Metamodern Age
Benjamin Wessel
Questions and Answers

09:50 am —11:15 am:

Break for Chapel Service/Coffee
with CTSFW Students & Faculty

03:45 pm — 04:25 pm:

Panel Discussion (All Speakers)

04:25 pm — 04:30 pm:

Closing Remarks

04:45 pm —5:15 pm:
5:15 pm — 6:00 pm:

Annual LCA Meeting — for LCA Members-
LCA Board Meeting

06:00 pm: Dinner
11:15 am —12:00 pm: International Academy of Apologetics, Pay at the line in the Dining Hall
Evangelism and Human Rights
Tim Goeglein
12:00 pm —12:15 pm: Questions and Answers
12:15 pm —01:30 pm: *** LUNCH ***
cut here

2026 LCA Conference Registration Form
Concordia Theological Seminary — Fort Wayne, Indiana

Name Annual LCA Membership Fee ($60) enclosed
Paid LCA Member Conference registration fee ($110) encl.
Address Paid LCA Member half-day registration fee ($44) encl.
Non-Member Conference registration fee ($120) encl.
Phone Non-Member half-day registration fee ($49) encl.
Seminary Students & Personnel registration fees waived
Email Cafeteria lunch for half-day attendees if desired ($10) encl.

Dinner, Sunday, January 18, 5:30 pm ($40) encl.
Check box for Dinner on Sunday, January 19. Total Enclosed:
Buffet ($40): beef tenderloin and chicken marsala

(price includes tax)

Even if you pay at the door, please send in your registration form.
Please indicate any dietary restrictions. If your plans change,
email johnflang1000@gmail.com as soon as possible.

Make check payable to the Lutheran Concerns Association. Please detach this registration form and mail to
The Lutheran Concerns Association, 609 W. College Avenue, Woodville, Ohio 43469
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