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by the Editor

Elsewhere in this issue you will find a news item
about the withdrawal of postal subsidy for non-profit
publications — including religious publications. For
such publications the sudden withdrawal — as
opposed to the gradual withdrawal originally
programmed — created problems, in some cases
almost insurmountable problems. Typical comments
from editors had the ring of doomsday about them.
“Tt’s the worst thing that ever happened to the
religious press,” said the communications director of a
large denomination.

The Northwestern Lutheran will also have its
problems along with the rest. Each year the magazine
has a fixed subsidy from the Synod’s budget. Since the
Northwestern Lutheran is published on a cost-basis,
mid-fiscal year adjustments are sometimes necessary.
But in the present stringencies in the biennial budget,
there is no way the extra $20,000 it will cost us can be
dumped on the budget.

We will have to ask our good and loyal readers to
pick up the bill for the subsidy which President
Reagan vetoed in the budget sent to him by Congress.
Effective May 1, the yearly subscription price of the
Northwestern Lutheran will be raised 50¢ to $5.50.
Adjustments in other subscription prices will also be
made. We wish it could be otherwise, but we also
recognize that 50¢ additional to subscribers is a small
price to pay for a magazine you need not hide when
company is coming!

This issue begins a new regular feature, called
(temporarily, at least) News around the world.
Normally the news will be printed without
commentary. The printing of a news item does not
imply in any way endorsement of the individual or
organization in the news. It is just news which the
average reader may not have read in his local
newspaper or heard on TV. What makes news is a
subjective business, so you will be at the mercy of my
judgment. I trust that most of the time you will find
my judgment sound.

You will note a few other cosmetic changes. For
example, the use of the three column page, neatly
squared at the bottom to the last line, will diminish.
The pages will have a less black, more open
appearance to them. They will be read more easily. I
hope you will approve of the changes.

I am even inviting you to have your say. If you have
any constructive suggestions in order to make the
Northwestern Lutheran a better magazine, drop me a
line. I need all the help I can get. I have received some
suggestions from my colleagues, but I would like to
give anyone a chance, including the patient readers
whom I will never meet or see.

James P. Schaefer

May the Lord our God be with us
as he was with our fathers;

may he never leave

or forsake us. 1 Kings 8:57
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Fditorials

Rules for dating are
strict at BobJones Uni-
versity in Greenville,
South Carolina. Not only is there no weekday or night
dating, except at special university events; interracial
dating or marriage are grounds for expulsion. That
could spell trouble for our Synod.

That trouble could arise because Bob Jones Univer-
sity bans interracial dating on religious grounds. It
declares that Scripture ordains separation of the races.
The U.S. Justice Department holds that Federal policies
against racial discrimination are violated by the Bob
Jones policy that interracial dating or marriage are
grounds for expulsion. The Department has, therefore,
sought the end of the university’s tax-exempt status.

The issue is whether the Federal Government can or
will penalize a school for its religious policies (even
though certain religious policies, like the Bob Jones ban
oninterracial dating, are mistaken religious policies). If
it decides that Bob Jones’s religious policy regarding
interracial dating is wrong and is subject to penalty
because it violates Federal policy, may the Federal
Government not judge that sex discrimination on the
grounds of religious persuasion is also a violation of
Federal policy?

If Bob Jones University is denied tax exemption
because of its racial discrimination, despite religious
reasons, will Northwestern College and Wisconsin Lu-
theran Seminary be denied tax exemption because of sex
discrimination, despite religious reasons? Will the pol-
icy of amale pastoral ministry in our Synod be adjudged
a violation of Federal policies? Will religious conviction
be set aside in the interest of social policy?

The Bob Jones University ban on interracial dating
for religious reasons may be a time bomb.

Carleton Toppe

Will Religious Principles
Be Honored?

Through Faith
We Understand

Federal District Judge William R.
Overton recently ruled unconstitu-
tional an Arkansas law requiring
that Creationism be given “equal time” with the Theory
of Evolution in science classrooms.

In the wake of this ruling, Harvard University Profes-
sor Stephen Jay Gould unleashed a scathing denuncia-
tion of the term “Scientific Creationism.” According to
him, the term itselfis a “ruse”; the viewpoint it expresses
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is “antediluvian”; it evolves from “utter intellectual
bankruptcy”; itis promulgated by “clever rhetoric” with
“nothing underneath.”

While we do not appreciate the lofty tone of the article,
itisnot our purpose at this time to argue with him, other
than to restate our contention that “Creationism’ is not
in conflict with any known facts of science.

The point is that we do not base our belief in divine
creation on facts discovered by the scientific method.
The Epistle to the Hebrews sums up our position when it
says, “Through faith we understand that the worlds
were framed by the Word of God.” Of ourselves we
simply don’t know; but, incidentally, neither do the evo-
lutionists. With us, it is a matter of faith in God’s Word.

Thereis a grain of truth in Professor Gould’s assertion
that “Creationism can only flourish in an ambiance of
unquestioning authoritarianism.” He is overstating the
case since Creationism can stand on its own merits at
least as much as can Evolutionism; but the factis, as St.
Paul declared, that our faith does “not stand in the
wisdom of men, but in the power of God.” This applies
also to our faith in God as Creator. We can’t prove that
God created the universe, but then we don’t have to.
Through faith we understand.

Immanuel Frey

On a recent lecture tour of this
country the Rev. Dr. Hans
Kung pointed to three related
trends in today’s society as detrimental to the “libera-
tion” it so desperately seeks. The Swiss theologian, repu-
diated by the Vaticanin 1979 as an authorized teacher of
the Roman Church, named these trends:

1) the loosening of morals and mores;

2) the loss of confidence in authority figures;

3) the growing focus on self-gratification.

Hans Kung is always controversial. He is usually
wrong in his emphases, as when in his warfare with
infallibility he lumps on the enemy list the Bible with
the papacy. He is dead right in this instance.

The important point Kung makes is worth pondering
in this Lenten season. It is Lent that most vividly por-
trays the inevitable clash between what the Lord God
wants and what natural man wants. The victim and
victor in the conflict is our Savior. He is our Liberator
from sin and Satan. He breaks our old will and gives us
the desire and strength to do God’s will.

The Savior alone can fully and truly reverse the trends
that lead to destruction, the three cited here and all
others.

Kung Is
Sometimes Right

Edward Fredrich
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Keep Your Eyes on the Lord!

Elijah was afraid and ran for his
life. . . . He came to a broom tree,
sat down under it and prayed that
he might die. “I have had enough,
Lord,” he said. “Take my life; I am
no better than my ancestors.”
Then he lay down under the tree
and fell asleep. All at once an
angel touched him and said, “Get
up and eat.” He looked around,
and there by his head was a cake
of bread baked over hot coals, and
ajar of water. . .. So he got up and
ate and drank (1 Kings 19:3-6,8).

“Keep your eyes on the ball,” the
coach tells the batter. “If you don’t, you
won’t get a hit.” “Keep your eyes on the
road,” the instructor advises the stu-
dent driver. “If you don’t, you may end
up in the ditch.”

Far more important than keeping
our eyes on the ball or on the road is
keeping them focused in faith on the
Lord. From “Elijah — A Prophet Pow-
ered by God” comes a striking remind-
er to Keep Our Eyes on the Lord.

“Faint Not Nor Fear”

Sadly we can understand, though
not condone, unbelieving King Ahab’s
behavior. On Mt. Carmel he had seen
miraclefire from heaven, the people’s
reaction to the true God and the slay-
ing of the 450 prophets of Baal, but he
had viewed the whole scene with blind-
ers on. In unbelief he failed to see the
hand of the Lord, as his report to
Queen Jezebel with its glaring omis-
sion of any reference to the Lord
showed.

Jezebel’s reaction we can also under-
stand. The ruthless and strong-willed
queen had no concern for her people’s
spiritual well-being or gratefulness for
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the rain received. She had only deep-
seated and now newly fanned anger
for the prophet who had dishonored
her by defeating her priests. Quickly
she sat down to pen a threat against
the man responsible, swearing that
within 24 hours he would be dead.

It’s Elijah’s reaction that we have
trouble understanding. We might have
expected that the man who had faced
450 prophets in undaunted faith could
also face a ferocious queen. We might
have expected that the prophet who
had waited for the word of the Lord to
guide him (17:2,8; 18:1) would wait for
it now. Instead, he runs for his life, in
haste putting not only Israel but the
neighboring country of Judah behind
him, not resting till he has gone aday’s
journey into the no-man’s land of the
desert. There he flings himself under
the shade of a broom tree which the
Creator had put there for just such a
purpose.

Under the shade tree he turns to the
Lord, but again not as we might have
expected. There’s no request for help,
no petition for guidance, just words of
defeat. In discouragement he said, “I
have had enough.” In despondency he
said, “Take my life.” In despair he
stated, “I am no better than my ances-
tors.” Elijah was weary of wearing the
prophet’s mantle. Like the fathers be-
fore him, he had toiled among the peo-
ple and seemingly failed. Why should
his painful mission be prolonged? Far
better it appeared to him that death
come and release him from his suf-
fering.

Do we really have trouble under-
standing Elijah’s reaction? Not unless
we have never had desert days of de-
spair of our own, days when like Elijah

we made the mistake of looking only at
our problems instead of at God’s pow-
erful hand. How quickly we, too, can
forget the promise of the Lord’s faith-
fulness! How quickly the heat of to-
day’s troubles can evaporate the memo-
ry of God’s past help! Whether we are
God’s servants facing some situation
in our congregations or God’s children
frazzled by the relentless battle of life,
how quickly we faint and fear, com-
plaining, “I have had enough, Lord.

“His Arms Are Near”

What was God’s reaction to his way-
ward servant? Did the Lord turn away
in disgust, leaving his discouraged
prophet to lie helpless on the desert
sands? No, with tender pity God’s eyes
had followed every step of weary Eli-
jah’s flight. When Elijah prayed in de-
spair, back came no words of rebuke or
threats of dismissal, but tender,
thoughtful care. First came sleep to
knit araveled spirit, then food to fill an
empty stomach. Hot, fresh bread was
there, baked right over the coals, and
water to slake his thirst. Miracle-food
Elijah had received several times
before, but never at the hand of an
angel. The angel told him, “Get up and
eat.” Elijah wanted to lie down and die,
but God had use for him. “The journey
is too much for you,” the angel also
said, indicating that God still had
plans for Elijah and would lead him
along the way. “God still cares,” Elijah
learned that day and with the lesson
must have come also spiritual refresh-
ment for his weary soul.

What would we do if God ever forgot
that we were made out of dust? Or if his
tender mercies ever failed? One thing
is certain, we have a God whose arms
are always near and whose care is
always dear. Even when we despair of
that help because of the extremities of
life or don’t understand the form in
which it comes, yet it is there. “Faint
not nor fear, his arms are near,” Elijah
would remind us.

From God’s loving care for our body
comes a faint picture of what he would
do for our soul. How we need the
reminder this Lenten season of his lov-
ing arms stretched out on the cross in
full payment for our sins and then
stretched out in open invitation to
sinners like us!

God keep our eyes always on him!

Richard E. Lauersdorf
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