A Temporal or Ecclesiastical Structure?
It is my contention that the structure of the church now be​ing proposed for the LCMS is detrimental to that which we confess in the Nicene Creed about the church being "one, holy, Christian/Catholic and apostolic." The proposed structure is harmful to the unity, holiness, catholicity and apostolicity of Christ's church and it is a structure that ob​structs gathering and collaborating for the purpose of wit​nessing to the gospel according to our church's confession/theology.1
It appears we are seeking a temporal rather than an ecclesiastical based structure. We are doing this in order to mimic the “Christian” world around us. This has been one of the most common concerns expressed about the crisis facing our church today, i.e. the lack of real theological leadership.
This was noted when the chairman of the Blue Ribbon Committee on Synodical Structure and Governance ad​dressed the Saint Louis seminary. He more or less admit​ted that he did not approach the matter theologically. Structure doesn't seem to be a matter for theology.
The only place in the New Testament where the word "structure" is used with any ecclesiological significance is in Eph 2:21.2 If we today truly desire to restore oneness in our church, what a blessed promise Paul gives us here. He first describes the situation of those who are identified as "Gentiles in the flesh" (Eph 2:11). He reminds them that they...  
12 were at that time separated from Christ, alien​ated from the commonwealth of Israel, and strangers to the covenants of promise, having no hope and without God in the world.
Now he continues with the most beautiful and prolonged expression of the Gospel, which includes an exclusion of the Law.

13 But now in Christ Jesus you who once were far off have been brought near in the blood of Christ.14 For he is our peace, who has made us both one, and has broken down the dividing wall of hostility,15 by abolishing in his flesh the law of commandments and ordinances...
Here we are reminded that the talk of constitutions and by​laws as well as of structures is of the Law. As such it is not the place for us Christians to begin our conversation. To speak in terms of structure is itself a "secular" exercise; in theological terms it is a matter of the Law rather than the Gospel. The church always starts its task from the Gospel, never from the Law. For the Law is the "alien" Word of God, while the Gospel is his "proper" word for us.
The promise continues:

... that he might create in himself one new man in place of the two, so making peace,16 and might reconcile us both to God in one body through the cross, thereby bringing the hostility to an end. "And he came and preached peace to you who were far off and peace to those who were near,18 for through him we both have access in one Spirit to the Father.

Now we hear St. Paul instruct us otherwise:

19 So then you are no longer strangers and sojourners, but you are fellow citizens with the saints and members of the household of God,20 built upon the foundation of the apostles and prophets, Christ Jesus himself being the corner​stone, 21 in whom the whole structure is joined together and grows into a holy temple in the Lord;22 in whom you also are built into it for a dwelling place of God in the Spirit.
The structure of the church, whatever it be, should always serve the marks of the Church—the Word (Gospel) of God, Baptism and the Holy Lord's Supper. It should also be served by them; we will always trust God to be there for His church though these blessed gifts.
What we have found in recent years in our church is an approach to church and ministry which is secularized, almost proudly so. And why should that have such an appeal today? Because it allows us to do our own thing rather than the example of Christ, St. Paul and Dr. C.F.W. Walther, who emphasized otherwise, that the Word of God is the only power or authority that they have.

We hear today-ever so often-that this is not our grandfather's church. That may be correct in some re​spects, but there is a history to what is happening today. In fact our grandfathers also faced much the same question-about the structure of the church. Dr. Walther and Rev. Wilhelm Lohe came to disagree about precisely this matter: Dr. Walther could accept a consistorial or an episcopal constitution, or, perhaps more accurately, a presbyterial-synodical polity; he expressed this clearly in his first synodical address in 1848.3
The 19th century Lutherans were caught with the ques​tion, what is the authentic way of organizing the church, the way prescribed by Christ, the way re​quired by the Bible. Our church was caught in the dan​ger of wanting to give an answer to this question.4
In view of that, how familiar then are these words:

"What does God's Word have to do with such seeming​ly mundane matters as conventions and church boards? More than one might at first think."5 "[W]hat our Synod is, how it is organized, and how it functions."6
Furthermore, note the citation of Missions Affirmations of 1965;7 this was one of the most controversial documents ever to appear before a convention.

There is in our midst the attempt to give all the answers in advance, answers for every conceivable case. That is the Reformed way. Do it in the way of St. Paul: some will be circumcised and others not, but always evangeli​cally. That is doing it the way of the gospel.
Are things really that different today? What then are we to do? This is basically the wrong question: it should rather be "What is our Lord doing for His church today:" He's praying for it, of course. Oh, what a blessing that is for us all.
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