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“We know in part,” Paul wrote.1 You know that’s right. Yet, I was asked to stand before you and present. My 

mission statement is my prayer as I wrote: “Lord, help me answer the question assigned to me. Help me understand this 

doctrine that’s important to you. Give us insight into its application.” Putting myself in your pew I know my initial 

reaction in receiving papers can be, “Oh, good night. This is going to take forever.” Feel free to get up, check out and 

read it later. I don’t want to be a part of anyone’s misery! 

 

What would be the answer to the question assigned to me if asked in the early portion of our synod’s history? 

Isn’t it ironic the LCMS didn’t recognize WELS as a synod with whom they could extend the hand of fellowship until 

1868?2 The Wauwatosa men started fresh in Scriptures, dug deeply into it as fountainhead and source by which all is to 

be judged.3 This is where I thought I should start. I went back to my dog notes where passages on fellowship are 

compiled. κατα Deutschlander history elective papers, I read hopefully close to 1,000 pages from learned men who 

have wrestled with the Holy Spirit in this arena, particularly the struggles few of us experienced with the breakup of the 

Synodical Conference (1872-1961) over just this issue. Pastor Wayne Mueller: “history is our future…Only by facing the 

challenges of the future as God has led us to meet them in the past, can we be confident that God will continue to bless 

us.”4  

One can make a case the Reformation wouldn’t have happened if the wrong answer was given to this question.5 

Another reason the right answer is important is what’s happening in the LCMS today.6 Professor John Brug: “The conflict 

over this doctrine led to widespread disagreement within our synod, the resignation of the president of our seminaryi, 

and the loss of pastors and congregations, both to the Missouri Synod…and to the CLC…Finally, the unresolved 

agreement concerning fellowship led to the end of our working partnership with the Missouri Synod, which had endured 

for nearly a century, and even to the division of many families.”7 Ironically, it was WELS’ and Missouri’s agreement on 

this doctrine that led to their partnership in the Synodical Conference in 1872 and it was their disagreement on this 

doctrine that led to the breakup of it in 1961!8  

Perhaps the greatest reason the right answer to this question is so important is the Lord’s prayer in John 17. 

Jesus links the unity of the church directly to the purpose of the church.9 “May they be brought to complete unity to let 

the world know that you sent me and have loved them even as you have loved me” (John 17:23). Professor Brug: “A 

careful study of the doctrine of church fellowship is needed today primarily for three reasons: [1 and 2 we hit already. 

The third one is]…Emotional reactions against our practices concerning fellowship often arise as a barrier to our 

outreach efforts and often trouble our own members. The doctrine of church fellowship creates more emotional 

conflicts than almost any other doctrine in Scripture because it must be frequently applied in the day-to-day life of the 

church.”10  

My angle on this question is to share with you my struggles and questions. Pardon me if these aren’t yours or if 

you have already fought these battles and won. If so, you can help me. And, brothers, wherever I’m wrong I literally 

“stand to be corrected.”  

  

How far may we go to celebrate our unity with all true believers in Christ on earth? One answer the Bible gives is 

believersii are already there! The Bible only knows of one church. John 10:16 (“one flock”), Romans 12:5 and I 

Corinthians 12:13 (“one body”), Ephesians 4:3-6 (the famous series of “one”’s), I Peter 2:5 (one temple). Hebrews 12:22-

23 speaks of the church on earth and in heaven as one church: “you have come…to the heavenly Jerusalem.” A quote 

from Quenstedt in Senior Dog slugs: “We do not hold that there are two churches, one true, real, and internal, the other 

nominal and external. But we say that one and the same church is looked at from two points of view” (which two points 

are confessional and spiritual fellowship we’ll define later). The Apology: “But the Church is…originally a fellowship of 

faith and of the Holy Ghost in hearts.”11 

 Professor Adolph Hoenecke has some interesting insights on church and fellowship. He wrote Scripture doesn’t 

distinguish between the visible and invisible church. That’s nonsense because something can’t be visible and invisible.12 I 

see that (pun intended). The church is a community of believers and is invisible. Its head is invisible as its faith and all 

                                                           
i
 Professor Edmund Reim left WELS and became a prominent founder of the CLC which felt WELS was too slow in breaking 

fellowship.  
ii
 Based on Galatians 3:26 and 5:4 a believer is one who abandons works and trusts in the vicarious satisfaction of Christ. Cf. Pieper’s 

Christian Dogmatics, III: 397. 
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that faith is in. It’s all invisible.13 You have particular churches which contain the invisible church.14 We can find the 

invisible church where God’s Word and his sacraments are.15 Professor Pieper writes the marks of the church don’t make 

the church visible because what constitutes church is invisible. We can’t see it. We can only see where it is.16iii Professor 

Brug writes in an essay on the brotherhood of believers (1 Peter 2:17) that “church” in Scripture always refers to 

believers, not brands of believers or buildings they gather but believers.17 

So…how far may we go to celebrate our unity with all true believers in Christ on earth? Based on the Scriptures 

cited above, distance isn’t a concern since we’re already there; we already celebrate a unity with anyone who believes in 

the vicarious atonement of Christ. In Revelation 7:9 John shows me a whole bunch of Anonymous Lutherans that “no 

one could count, from every…tribe.” Whenever I sing “In Christ Alone” by Keith Getty or Psalm 90 by Moses I celebrate 

that unity with all who find their strength and refuge in Christ, too. “There is one body and one Spirit…one hope…one 

Lord, one faith, one baptism” (Ephesians 4:4,5). So Paul says “make every effort to keep”18 not “make every effort to 

create.” Believers already celebrate a unity.19  

 

There are plenty who define “one” as an organizational unity that ignores differences. “Ecumenism is the drive 

to unite all churches into one large organization.”20 (There is a good kind of ecumenism we’ll get to.) But Scripture’s 

definition of “one” is entirely different. To advocate the “bury the hatchet” approach you may hear, “Didn’t Jesus pray 

all believers be one?” (John 17:21). Yes, but he said “as we are one.” How are the Father and Son one?  Do the Father 

and Son have a unity that agrees on certain things and ignores differences? It’s total agreement. This is the unity God 

wants his people to have. Acts 4:32: “one in heart and mind.” Romans 15:5-6: “[May God] give you a spirit of unity…so 

that with one heart and mouth you may glorify….” I Corinthians 1:10: “I appeal…that all of you agree…and that you may 

be perfectly united in mind and thought.” Ephesians 4:13: “unity in the faith and in the knowledge…attaining to the 

whole measure of the fullness of Christ.” Philippians 2:2: “[be] like-minded...being one in spirit and in purpose.” 

 God defines “one” as a unity of spirit, heart, mind, mouth, faith. There is no union without a unity of faith.21 To 

unite with those who don’t have the same spirit, heart, mind, mouth, faith is simply impossible by virtue of God’s 

definition of unity.22 Ironically, ecumenism causes the very problem it claims to solve; it causes disunity because you are 

allowing for people not to say and think the same things which God defines as unity. For that reason unionism promotes 

division.23 The title of Brug’s fellowship book in the People’s Bible Teaching series follows God’s definition of fellowship 

in 3 John 8: “working together for the truth.” Church fellowship is not to separate from other Christians. We don’t want 

that. We want to work together for the truth.
24 Any “unity” that tolerates what isn’t true simply causes disunity; it makes 

“the rupture to increase.”25 Prof. Hoenecke states his case that unionism is the opposite of Scripture’s unionism by the 

very fact that when you warn against error the union collapses!26 That’s telling! 

 

Ephesians 4:3ff, “make every effort to keep the unity…There is one…one faith.” But what happens when one 

comes up with another faith that says we’re part owner (synergismiv)?27 There can’t be two kinds of faith. “There is…one 

baptism.” What happens when someone comes up with a different baptism? The challenge is how do we celebrate unity 

when there is error? 

 We know Jesus isn’t cool with error. We have Christian friends of another brand name who say, “I value your 

friendship. So I just don’t want to get into it.” Does Jesus get into it? Does it matter to him what we say about faith, 

baptism, and the other “one” words? I don’t want people to misunderstand my words. I don’t want people saying I said 

something I didn’t. So Jesus wants all his people to understand clearly, to cling to every word, to treasure every letter he 

says. Isn’t that one application of Matthew 5:17-19? Not just each word. Jesus says the stroke that makes an “O” a “Q” is 

important to him. There are a slew of other passages that teach holding carefully to each individual word of God,28 e.g., 

Jeremiah 26:2 (“do not omit a word”), Matthew 28:20 (“everything”). The Winter 2011 edition of the Quarterly featured 

theological axioms assembled by C.F.W. Walther: “One word of God is all of God’s word and in turn all of God’s word is 

one…so it is certain that when one of them falls to the ground, they all fall, for they all depend on each other and belong 

together.”29 Luther wrote in his commentary on Galatians 5:9 when one doctrine is lost all are eventually because they 

are held together by a common bond; they are one. Pull one, all are pulled.30 Any “little” error is huge to God. 

Prof. J.P. Meyer writes what is striking about Scripture is it is so inclusive (John 1:29) and exclusive (John 14:6). 

Precisely because it is so inclusive it is exclusive. There is salvation for all only through one saving Word and to mix 

                                                           
iii
 Pieper also writes to identify the Una Sancta with the orthodox Lutheran church is to overthrow justification which says by faith in 

Christ alone we are saved and made members of the church (III:424). 
iv
 For any laypeople present synergism says the human will is active in conversion. Ephesians 2:1 and other passages say this isn’t so. 
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something in changes it to another. And that is messing with salvation.31 The Apostle Paul wrote to Timothy, “Watch 

your life and doctrine closely. Persevere in them, because if you do, you will save both yourself and your hearers” (4:16). 

By doctrine you save self and others. Our eternal welfare is on the line. You can’t compromise a life jacket or punch a 

hole in a rescue boat. In the Gospel lesson for Lent 2, Series A, John 4:5-26, Jesus said to the Samaritan woman, “τοὺς 
προσκυνοῦντας αὐτὸν ἐν πνεύματι καὶ ἀληθείᾳ δεῖ προσκυνεῖν.”32 δεῖ  is a big little word. Truth is necessary. Dr. 

Kretzmann comments: “He that rejects any part of the revelation of God will very shortly lose all light.”33 There is no 

insignificant error. Jesus said to Peter, “Get behind me, Satan!” Wow. Error is from…hell. 

 

Who did Jesus say that to again?!  

 

To a guy who might be a WELS member if he lived today! Article VII of the Augsburg Confession says “the church is 

the congregation of saints, in which the Gospel is rightly taught and the sacraments are rightly administered.” I can’t say 

that describes the church or the pastor who serves the church I belong to. Professor Hoenecke says Article VII states the 

ideal, “as God actually wants it, but as it never exists because of the guilt of sinners.”34 It is not just Calvary Baptist. I 

have been and can be very heterodox, too. An examination of this doctrine and how we apply it begins with a sober look 

at and repentance for my own heterodoxy. Like Peter, like the other disciples (e.g., Acts 1:6), like Lot whose 

sanctification was unimpressive to say the least, like the believing Pharisees in Acts 15 who said circumcision was 

necessary35, like the Galatians36, Colossians, Corinthians, Thessalonians37 Paul called brothers though they were guilty of 

some big time errors; like the disciples Jesus called “brothers” Easter Sunday though they were guilty of a huge error on 

the resurrection, like the head elder at a WELS church who blurted out women should vote or they’ll leave the 

congregation, like the other WELS leader who is more in line with LCMS’s current position on prayer fellowship than the 

WELS church he belongs to, and like the WELS pastor standing before you who has his fair share of fouls against this 

passage: “Do your best to present yourself to God as one approved, a workman who does not need to be ashamed and 

who correctly handles the world of truth” (2 Timothy 2:15).  

Prof. Brug: Our duty to warn against error is parallel to our willingness to be warned.38 Test self by same standard 

we test others.39 Jesus tells me I’m not prepared until I first take the plank out of my own eye (Matthew 7:5). To be a 

disciple, to keep the unity of his disciples, is to hold to this teaching, too. I ought not desire to “blow up the Samaritans” 

(Luke 9:55-56), those without the pure doctrine God has graced us with, forgetting it is only by his grace we have it and 

are what we are.40 This gears us for how we should deal with others in error. Error doesn’t break fellowship. It calls for it. 

Jesus didn’t break fellowship with heterodox: with his disciples, with me. He speaks the truth in love and corrects.41 That 

is the answer to the question assigned to me: first address my own heterodoxy, then humbly speak the truth in love. 

 

That’s why I titled the paper Fellowship In 2
nd

’s. It’s the 2nd Commandment and 2nd Greatest Commandment. 

 

Because we love God’s name, his Word, we take any error seriously, whether it belongs to me or someone else. And 

because we love our neighbor we want to say something. But now my question is, “And who is my neighbor?” (Luke 

10:29). Does rebuking error to preserve unity only apply to those already within my fellowship or does it also apply to 

those with whom fellowship is already broken? Though I have developed a tremendous – perhaps even sinful at times – 

disdain for Baptist theology maybe I shouldn’t worry about them. I Corinthians 3:10-15 indicates the work of the 

heterodox won’t survive but they will. So maybe we should devote all our attention to those we know won’t survive. In 

Mark 9 the disciples were peeved about the guy who drove out demons in Jesus’ name because “he was not one of us” 

(v.38). Jesus response: “whoever is not against us is for us…anyone who gives you a cup of water in my name because 

you belong to Christ will certainly not lose his reward” (v.40,41). The 7,000 God reserved in Elijah’s day belonged to what 

we could call the corrupt church yet were saved (I Kings 19:18).42 So do I not seek to talk to the heterodox and just be 

happy they’ll be our roomies43 in heaven? Paul says “make every effort to keep” not “make every effort to restore” a 

broken fellowship. 

 

Since Fellowship is In 2
nd

’s what would the 2nd Commandment and 2nd Greatest Commandment have me do?  

 

I Peter 2:17 says, “Love the brotherhood of believers.” Believers. That would include those currently outside 

confessional fellowship. Isn’t it love for God’s Word and love for my believing neighbor to say something? If we take 

error as seriously as Jesus does, should we not speak to them? Paul wrote, “We demolish arguments and every 

pretension that sets itself up against the knowledge of God” (2 Corinthians 10:5). Paul doesn’t confine the conversation 
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to our current confessional fellowship. But what about proselytizing?  As I studied my dog notes I came across a 

“Brugism”: “You can’t steal sheep from a rustler.” Hoenecke cites I Timothy 3:15: “the church of the living God [is] the 

pillar and foundation of the truth.”44 Those that teach error are not the church because the church is truth. For example, 

those that teach salvation by works are not the “church” because that is not truth. That is “cursed” according to 

Galatians 3:10 and 5:4.45 Those who teach limited atonement are not called the church because that is not truth which is 

Christ atoned for all (I John 2:2). Those who teach decision theology are not called the church because the church owes 

its existence to an act of God’s will not ours.46 So how can you steal sheep from a church that doesn’t exist but only 

contains the one church?v Jude 23: “snatch others from the fire.” Though this could be unbelievers, Jude had just 

mentioned false teachers dividing believers. 

   

From the WELS doctrinal statements: “we can no longer recognize and treat as Christian brethren those who in 

spite of patient admonition persistently adhere to an error in doctrine and practice, demand recognition for their error, 

and make propaganda for it.”47 Doesn’t this imply that we must first admonish before we can label someone a persistent 

errorist? Or do we just go with the confession they are attached to via their membership in a heterodox church and 

assume there’s been admonition somewhere?  

At the beginning of the paper I stated I was going to approach this from my experience. My experience is many 

Christians I run into are not those who by their words or actions say, “I persistently adhere to an error in doctrine and 

practice, demand recognition and produce propaganda for it.” What I tend to meet are those who have no idea. They 

just don’t know. Not unlike a number of people on the WELS roster. Not unlike me, too. 

They may be unaware the confession of their church is in error (cf. 2 Sam 15:11 and the 200 men who went 

along with Absalom48). Or they may think the confession of their church is what Scripture says. C.F.W. Walther: “A 

Christian may be so weak in understanding that he cannot grasp…that an error which he holds is contrary to Scripture. 

Because of his ignorance, he may also continue in this error, without thereby making it necessary for the orthodox 

church to exclude him.”49 The sin that infects us all can do that sort of thing (Jeremiah 17:9vi). Not too long ago a 

genuine, knowledgeable “Fruity Stripes” brandvii of heterodox Christian recited John 8:31 to me. He sincerely feels he 

holds to Jesus’ teaching. I know sincerity doesn’t cut it. I know “almost” is not enough. I’ll get to that part. But for now I 

need to be careful I don’t label one a persistent errorist who may not be aware of their error!  

  “Luther’s words ‘Here I stand, I can do no other. God help me. Amen.’ are characteristic of the position of every 

true Christian.”50 I wrote down Professor Brug saying in Senior Dog class you can’t knowingly persist in error and be a 

Christian. Christians in erring bodies don’t know error because to err knowingly is incompatible with faith51. Perhaps this 

statement was made because of what Jesus said of the one “not one of us” in Mark 9, “‘No one who does a miracle in 

my name can in the next moment say anything bad about me’” (v.39). Either you are an unbeliever and wolf in the 

church, or you are someone who is weak and doesn’t know or are convinced your error is what God teaches.  

Back to my question. Based on the Scriptures that produced our WELS doctrinal statement above, have I first 

patiently admonished the weak in understanding? Brug makes the point if we don’t practice fellowship we must be sure 

all parties are aware of why, aware of God’s commands that make it impossible to “work together for the truth.”52 Are 

they? 2 Thessalonians 3:14-15 says “do not associate” with the one who despite repeated admonition continues to 

disobey God’s teaching.53 Again, doesn’t that mean before I don’t associate I need to say something? But, again, does 

this apply only to those errorists already within our fellowship and not those with whom it is already broken? Or should 

we be talking more to those in heterodox churches?  If we take the 2nd
’s seriously, I would say we should. Jesus talked to 

a Samaritan woman (John 4). This woman in a heterodox church needed instruction. To neglect consideration for the 

weak is just as bad as tolerating an errorist.54 Certainly, Paul rejoiced just that Christ is preached (Philippians 1:18). Jesus 

did not reject the one “not one of us” (Mark 9:38-41). However, I don’t think we are forced to assume Paul and Jesus or 

his disciples didn’t at some point talk to these preachers.  

Christ has a heart for the weak.55 If he didn’t I wouldn’t be here. He tells us in I Thessalonians 5:14 to “help the 

weak.” In his exegesis of Romans 16:17-18 Professor Brug writes, “The Greek verb rendered ‘are causing divisions’ 

describes an action that is continuous and habitual. The people to be avoided are not…naïve or uninformed victims who 

unknowingly follow false doctrine.”56 I Corinthians 9:22 starts, “To the weak I became weak, to win the weak.” Paul 

placed himself in the mind of the weak. He fought their battles in his own heart.57 By this he was able to win the weak.58 

                                                           
v Brug writes we can still call heterodox churches a “church” because of the believers in it (p.17, Church Fellowship). 
vi
 “The heart is deceitful above all things and beyond cure. Who can understand it?” 

vii
 A popular brand in the Deep South: “My mama was babdist, my daddy a Penny-costal, my wife a Catholic.” 
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Fight their battles in your heart first. Then you’re in position to begin the conversation. Maybe begin this way: “I get why 

you think that way (humbly understanding many feel they are honoring God and his Word and that I, too, may have 

ended there in their situation59). I rejoice in the unity we share as believers. Do you mind if we talk about why we aren’t 

expressing that like we want to?” Is this a possible answer to how far may we go to celebrate our unity when there is 

error? 

Walther says there is agreement where there is determination to accept biblical doctrine. Though there is error 

there is an agreement where there is an unconditional willingness to hear the Word.60 Do they show the spirit of David 

who was willing to be corrected?viii This trait is beautifully illustrated in I Samuel 25. Nabal incensed him and he was 

going to tear him up. Yet, in the previous chapter he felt guilty the thought to get back at Saul even grazed his mind. 

Nabal’s wife, Abigail, spoke God’s truth to him and he listened. What a refreshing spirit, one who listens, who 

acknowledges wrong and accepts correction! Is such the spirit of one in error? Weakness calls for fellowship!61 Scripture 

knows of no break in fellowship until after admonition. It is then we say… 

 

“We can no longer recognize and treat as Christian brethren those who in spite of patient admonition 

persistently adhere to an error in doctrine and practice, demand recognition for their error, and make propaganda for 

it.” 

 [Video break!] Assuming this person fits our definition above, I get why I should not practice fellowship with 

him, with a guy like Jesse Duplantis, and others on TV or even down the street who seem to taunt God. My struggle has 

been with how the fellowship passages we use apply to those heterodox Christians of whom you could say, “I wish I had 

one or two of those in our church.” In Mt 16:6 Jesus says watch out for the yeast of the Pharisees and Sadducees 

because their errors were totally against Christ.62 How does that apply to the heterodox member with genuine but 

perhaps misguided faith who is not totally against Christ at all? 2 John 10-11: “If anyone comes to you and does not 

bring this teaching, do not…welcome him. Anyone who welcomes him shares in his wicked work.” The heresy John 

fought was denying “Christ in flesh.” I get separating from that. But how does that passage apply to Mr. Ken who 

currently goes to the Methodist church but who, in all his trials he’s shared with me, embraces “Christ in flesh” as much 

as I do? The errorists in I Timothy 6:3-5ix are those who “think that godliness is a means to financial gain.” That doesn’t 

sound like Roger from the Presbyterian Church who is one of the nicest, gentlest men you’ll ever meet. Do we use 2 

Corinthians 6:14ffx in our separation discussions? I see how this applies to the LDS members in my family. But how does 

it apply to the Christian in a heterodox church? Romans 16:17-18 is one of the more popular passages used to answer 

the question assigned to me. What’s described there just doesn’t seem to fit the “good lookin’” heterodox people 

above. I’m not saying it doesn’t fit nor that the other passages don’t. It is also true that those who are “good lookin’” 

heterodox may not be. It is hard to detect (2 Cor 11:13-15).63 Again, I’m sharing my struggles with how the passages on 

which we base our confession apply to those Christians I’ll enjoy heaven with but whose encouragement in worship I 

don’t enjoy now.  

For answers, let’s take a closer look at the “big kahuna,” Romans 16:17-18. In September of 1945 “A Statement” 

was issued by 44 pastors and professors of the LCMS. This “Statement” was “significant because it marked a radical 

departure from the traditional Missouri and Synodical Conference theology.”64 One of the paragraphs in the statement 

said this passage does not apply to all Christians who differ from us in doctrine.65 Earlier, we read Professor Brug’s 

statement that it does not apply to “naïve or uninformed victims who unknowingly follow false doctrine.”66 The Greek 

supports Professor Brug’s statement. The verb translated “causing” in “causing divisions” is the present tense participle 

of ποιεω indicating these teach/practice/defend error despite admonition. So this verse applies to those who have been 

warned. We can’t bring it out until we’ve done that. Again, if we don’t practice fellowship are all parties aware of why, 

aware of God’s commands that make it impossible to “work together for the truth”67? Back to the question raised 

earlier: do we just assume admonition has happened by virtue of their continued membership in that church? Or should 

we still have the conversation? 

Regarding how this passages fits the “good lookin’” heterodox, perhaps a big hang up are these words in v.18: 

“such people are not serving our Lord Christ but their own appetites.” That makes them sound so villainous and so N/A 

to our “good lookin’” heterodox neighbor. However, the Greek word translated “appetites” is κοιλίᾳ, a synonym for 

                                                           
viii

 God adores this trait which is rare, is it not? Isn’t this willingness what God means by his description of David: “a man after [the 

LORD’s] own heart” (1 Samuel 13:14)?  
ix
 “If anyone teaches false doctrines and does not agree to the sound instruction of our Lord….” 

x
 The “Do Not Be Yoked With Unbelievers” section. However, 7:1 does state a general principle we’ll get to.  
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heart in John 7:38.68 “serving” implies obedience to every word Christ says. So Paul is describing those who listen more 

to what their sinful heart says than what Jesus says; they are not taking orders from the Lord but their own sinful 

heart.69 I’ve done that, too! “By smooth talk and flattery they deceive the minds of naïve people.” Again, the English may 

sound more villainous than the Greek suggests. “smooth talk” is χρηστολογίας, words that are kind, loving, good. 

“flattery” is εὐλογίας, what sounds good. The point is the Greek words indicate those to avoid don’t have to be as 

egregious as the man in the video. It includes those who do serve Christ70 in some areas but in others serve their own 

desires rather than Christ. “The errorist may be a total unbeliever. On the other hand, he may be a Christian whose old 

Adam has led him into unbelief regarding this or that point of scriptural doctrine. In God’s eyes that is self-service.”71  

“In God’s eyes” are key words. Paul does not say they are consciously serving their own sinful heart.72 This is just 

how God sees it whether they see it or not, and whether we see it or not. This is how God perceives any error that any 

person persists in.  Any – even “little” – word that does not agree with the teaching the Apostle Paul brought disrupts 

unity and is dangerous. In v.17 “obstacle” is σκάνδαλα and is connected to “contrary to the teaching you have learned.” 

Jesus uses the same word when he rebuked Peter: ὕπαγε ὀπίσω μου, σατανᾶ· σκάνδαλον εἶ ἐμοῦ.73
 (Matthew 16:23). 

The word σκάνδαλα in the NT refers to what is fatal.74 That is not to say every teaching “contrary” is fatal (I Cor 3:15) 

but every error is that serious, whether it is from Peter, me or the mouth of my “good lookin’” heterodox friend.  

A closer look at 2 John 9-11: “Anyone who runs ahead and does not continue in the teaching of Christ does not 

have God; whoever continues in the teaching has both the Father and the Son. If anyone comes to you and does not 

bring this teaching, do not take him into your house or welcome him. Anyone who welcomes him shares in his wicked 

work.” The phrase “does not have God” leads me to think the genitive “of Christ” is objective (the teaching about Christ, 

namely, who he is contra Cerinthus) rather than subjective (what Christ teaches). So my question is how does this apply 

to those who do have God? Professor Reim notes in his study of unity in Philippians: “while the clause illustrates, it does 

not restrict.”75 In other words, this is not the only condition under which the principle of separation applies. “The 

withholding of fellowship to which St. John exhorts is…not restricted to the type of errorist of whom John had special 

occasion to speak. For the reason [to withhold fellowship is not the nature of the error but the fact that joining makes us 

partakers of it]. By joint expressions of faith with any persistent errorist, we share responsibility for his error, whatever 

the error may be.”76 So the point is not simply the nature of the error nor how egregious it is but what our connection to 

error is doing to the 2
nd

’s. Any little error is that big to God and that bad for my neighbor! 

This addresses my question how this applies to that heterodox person who seems more “Lutheran” at times 

than a fellow WELSer. “Those who follow and support leaders who are false teachers are sharing in the wicked work. 

This principle leads to the conclusion that members and supporters of a church body whose teaching and practice 

includes error have a share in that ‘wicked work.’” 77 “By joining a particular congregation…I am saying, ‘I am in 

agreement with your doctrine and practice’”78 whether I realize it or not. If I am made to realize I am not in agreement 

(after being admonished) I have a debt of love of my own to warn those in error. If the latter persist John says not to be 

a part of it, and many other passages say the same. To remain is to disobey God’s command to separate.79 “Working 

together for the truth excludes us working with false teachers…‘for we cannot do anything against the truth, but only for 

the truth’ (2 Corinthians 13:8).”80  “‘In more than one way will he who fellowships with an adherent of false doctrine be 

sharing in his evil deeds. He sins against the Lord, being indifferent to his Word. He sins against the church, for he gives 

offense to its members by leading them to believe that one doctrine is as good as another, thus making them 

indifferent. He sins against the false teachers by strengthening them in their convictions that they possess the truth, 

instead of helping them by testifying against their error in all meekness.’”81 Fellowship is In 2
nd

’s!  

The “keep away” in Rom 16:17 and other such avoid terminology does not pass judgment on the personal faith 

of an individual in a group. It’s impossible to do that because we can’t judge what we can’t see. It is a testimony to that 

person and all in the group that by their membership they are involved in error in which that group persists.82 By avoid 

terminology God seeks to preserve his Word from spoil.83 And his Word is the basis of unity; unity is created by and 

celebrated on the basis of truth. Error disrupts that unity and, if it doesn’t go away, breaks fellowship. And even the aim 

in breaking fellowship is to restore it. That is the point of 2 Thessalonians 3:14-15xi. The aim in breaking fellowship (here 

excommunication84) with the errorist was to get him back. How far may we go to celebrate our unity with all true 

believers in Christ on earth? The answer may sound strange: we celebrate unity by not practicing fellowship with those 

persisting in error in hopes to restore unity which is formed and retained by truth!85  

 

                                                           
xi
 “If anyone does not obey our instruction in this letter…Do not associate with him, in order that he may feel ashamed. Yet do not 

regard him as an enemy, but warn him as a brother. 
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There are other passages that help me answer my question how fellowship passages we use don’t seem to fit 

the “good lookin’” heterodox we know. The next verse after the big two in Romans 16 maybe doesn’t get enough air 

time in the fellowship discussion: “be…innocent about what is evil.” The Greek word translated “innocent” is ἀκεραίους 

which means “unmixed.” No evil mixed in. Any error is evil. 2 Corinthians 7:1, “let us purify ourselves from everything 

that contaminates body and spirit.” Everything. I Timothy 5:22, “do not share in the sins of others. Keep yourself pure.” 

Again, the point is not whether they are Christian or not. The one church is invisible. We can’t see those who 

belong to it because we can’t see what’s in the heart (I Kings 8:39). Since the church is invisible how can members of it 

find and fellowship with each other as Hebrews 10:25 tells us to do, as we want to do, and as we see it so beautifully 

expressed in Acts 2:42ff? Fellowship can’t be on the basis of faith because we can’t see that.86 We can only go by 

confession (Romans 10:9,10) or practice if the latter is at variance with the confession (Matthew 7:21, Luke 6:46).87 Mt 

12:37, “by your words you will be acquitted, and by your words you will be condemned.” “Confessional fellowship [is] 

defined as activity that includes every joint expression of the common faith in which Christians on the basis of their 

confession find themselves to be united.”
88

 This is the fellowship we are talking about.  It’s not spiritual fellowship we 

share with all believers. There is a unity celebrated there. Confessional fellowship is to reflect spiritual fellowship but it 

can’t be identified with it because89 we just can’t see what it is that makes the one church and church one so we have to 

go by what is said, done, or what is on the paper they signed their name to. It can even go the other way where sharing 

confessional fellowship doesn’t mean we are in spiritual fellowship with each other! Ananias and Sapphira are a prime 

example.90 

 We have other examples in Scripture that guide us. The returning exiles would not let the Samaritans help them 

rebuild the temple though the Samaritans said, “We seek your God” (Ezra 4:2-4). They did…mixed in with plenty of error 

(2 Kings 17:28-40).91 In Mark 12:34 Jesus said to the scribe who made an excellent confession, “You are not far from the 

kingdom of God.” But he didn’t cooperate with him on that basis.92 Almost is not enough. Sincerity doesn’t cut it either. 

Other “Brugisms” from my Senior Dog notes: A cook can be sincere all he wants but is cooking with arsenic okay? Does 

sincerity counter the poison and threat? Or what if a pilot sincerely thinks he can fly? “spirit and truth,” Jesus said (John 

4:24, emphasis mine). When Jesus said this he did not acknowledge the Samaritan church as legitimate (v.22) though he 

acknowledged Samaritans as members of the church in the parable of the Good Samaritan (Luke 17) and the one 

thankful leper (Luke 10).93 

 How far may we go to celebrate our unity with all true believers in Christ on earth? We already have spiritual 

fellowship with every Christian which confessional fellowship is meant to reflect but can’t always because we can’t see 

the faith that comprises the one church.94 God may know us to be united in spiritual fellowship with those we can’t 

practice confessional fellowship with for reasons stated.95 “‘…we thank God…there is a communion of saints which 

embraces both orthodox and unorthodox Christians and unites them, in humble and penitent faith in Jesus Christ, into 

one family…But in its outward appearing and works the orthodox Church is rigidly separate from the unorthodox. And so 

God wills it should be.’”96 Those heterodox neighbors I mentioned who at times seem more WELS than WELSers have set 

up a wall between us and them by their membership in a church body that holds to error, though “not intentionally 

perhaps, but nevertheless a wall.”97 We share spiritual fellowship. And we definitely want confessional fellowship. 

However, they have set up a wall because they “have joined themselves to errorists. They may have done it in the 

simplicity of their heart, yet done it they have. They have closed the door to active fellowship with themselves on our 

part. This is not a happy situation. It is one that fills our hearts with sadness. Why should Satan have such a power to 

separate those who belong together in this world and in eternity? For they are truly one because of the saving faith that 

is theirs in Christ Jesus, their Head.”98  

  

How far may we go to celebrate our unity with all true believers in Christ on earth? The answer is In 2
nd

’s. Do I 

love God’s Word as much as he does who says, “This is the one I esteem: he who is humble and contrite…and trembles 

at my word” (Isaiah 66:2). Do I take error as seriously as God does? Do I see life hangs in the balance (cf. Rev 22:19!)xii? 

Do I love my neighbor enough to withhold confessional fellowship so I don’t give him the impression that error is 

harmless to him, his church, me, my church, all believers? How far may we go to celebrate our unity with all true 

believers in Christ on earth?  If they are in error and may not know it we celebrate unity with them by talking to them 

about it.99 If they have been admonished but persist in error or remain in a group that does we celebrate unity by not 

                                                           
xii

 To those who add and subtract God will do his own subtracting: “take away from him his share in the tree of life.” 
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practicing fellowship in hopes to restore it. Recognizing error is of first importance, more important than my 

fellowship.100 We are condemning not the person but violations of God’s Holy Word101 to save both! Fellowship In 2
nd

’s. 

 Another question I have is how this applies to heterodox bodies. Again, should we just forget it and focus on the 

de-/unchurched, thankful that at some point Christ is preached (Php 1:14-18). Do we just write them off as a church 

whose confession persists in error and not communicate at all assuming admonition has happened somewhere along 

the line? I couldn’t write one church body off because our church lived literally among them. For the last 2 ½ years, due 

to hurricane devastation, we have been worshipping at First Presbyterian who gave us full and free use of their old 

sanctuary (the only church I’ve met with a spare church). The thought has crossed our minds that, humanly speaking, 

would we be here today if God did not move their hearts to open their doors to us after a natural catastrophe that 

wiped us out of property and money? Their words to us and actions for us show hearts compelled by Christ’s love (2 Cor 

5:14). Yet, I know Jesus isn’t cool with errors in their confession. They are a liberal Presbyterian church with a woman 

pastor. Some messages on their sign are unreal (e.g. “If you didn’t get your ash here Wednesday, join us on Sunday.”) 

They’ve asked me to fill their pulpit when they had a vacancy. They asked for joint prayer and joint worship. Is this 

response biblical that shows a love for the 2nd
’s, the 2nd Commandment and 2nd Greatest Commandment: “I’d love to 

work together with you for the truth! I am thankful for what we share. Based on (citing some passages in this paper) 

God seeks a unity of mind and heart. Let’s talk about that….” Or “I want to be one. Let’s go about it the way God does. 

Let’s seek it on the basis of what he says about unity.” I offered to hold a free conference of sorts where we’d discuss 

what Presbyterians are, what Lutherans are, and the so what of it all. It seems in our synod’s history there was more 

discussion between church bodies.102 Luther talked with Zwingli.103 Should we do that more? 

 A couple phrases that come with the question I’m assigned are “unit concept” and “cooperation in externals.” 

The WELS position is complete doctrinal agreement is necessary for confessional fellowship. Don’t the passages we 

looked at earlier on unity (e.g. John 17:22, “as we are one,” and I Cor 1:10, “perfectly united in mind and thought”) 

indicate God seeks complete confessional agreement in all doctrines of Scripture? Granted, because of sin perfect 

agreement isn’t possible104 but the willingness of sinners to be corrected by God is agreement. The theological axiom on 

p.3 explained that Scripture is one indivisible unit because Jesus said so (e.g. John 10:35xiii). So how can you can you have 

levels or degrees of unity, agreement and fellowship? Scripture does not speak of levels of fellowship.105 Romans 16:17 

doesn’t add a joint prayer exception clause, “Keep away…unless it is a joint prayer.”  

 A big reason for the breakup of the Synodical Conference and split with LCMS was just this issue. The LCMS 

changed its long standing position treating fellowship as a unit (all or nothing) and said it is okay to pray with those of a 

different confessional fellowship, “provided that such prayer does not imply denial of truth or support of error.”106 “A 

Statement” of the 44 (44 prominent Missouri people including William Arndt and Theodore Graebner107) said, “two or 

more Christians may pray together to the Triune God in the name of Jesus Christ if the purpose for which they meet and 

pray is right according to the Word of God.”108 If that is the purpose – at least for a corporate meeting – would they not 

already be of the same confessional fellowship? A pamphlet produced by our synod called “Prayer Fellowship” offered 

two tests to such a joint prayer situation: A) Is there agreement of purpose (i.e. do we seek a unity κατα I Cor 1:10) and 

B) does such prayer exhibit unionism which is “characterized by these marks: It fails to confess the whole truth of the 

divine Word; it fails to reject and denounce every opposing error; it assigns error equal right with truth and creates the 

impression of church fellowship and of unity of faith where they do not exist.”109  

“Our Father in heaven…” said around the world each day is a joint prayer even with those we are not in 

confessional fellowship with. In this prayer the Baptist preacher across the lake I (not so affectionately) call “the rev” lifts 

me up before God and I him. “It is a comforting article of our Scripture-based faith that we know that all the children of 

God, though individually known to God alone, are constantly praying with and for us in supplication and thanksgiving.”110 

That’s how we celebrate our unity with all true believers in Christ on earth. But this is distinguished from the prayer Jesus 

speaks of in Matthew 18:19: “if two of you on earth agree about anything you ask for, it will be done for you by my 

Father….” This is confessional fellowship.111 If one who believes in synergism and one who believes in total depravity 

pray together how does that hit God’s ear?!112 

 “They devoted themselves to the apostles’ teaching and to the fellowship, to the breaking of bread and to 

prayer…All the believers were together and had everything in common” (Acts 2:42,44). This tells me prayer is worship. 

“If true prayer is always an act of worship, joint prayer calls for the same unity of doctrine as any other act of 

worship.”113 Since prayer flows from faith joint prayer is an expression of faith114 of which God seeks his people to have 

                                                           
xiii

 “-and the Scripture cannot be broken-” 
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unity so beautifully illustrated in Acts 2. “There is nothing in the Bible to indicate that prayer should be treated 

differently than any other expression of fellowship.”115 

I had conversation on the golf course with a WELS member who thought what the previous LCMS president did 

at Yankee Stadium following 9.11 was a good thing, using an opportunity to proclaim Christ’s name. One might defend 

such an action with Paul’s shipwreck (Acts 27) when he prayed before all those present. However, he did not pray with 

them. “Paul had no hesitance to pray in the presence of heathen…but he did not join their heathen prayers nor ask them 

to join in his.”116 Paul did confess God before heathens117 with his prayer but this situation seems a bit different than the 

LCMS president whose prayer and presence gave a much different impression. The Scriptures also distinguish praying 

“for” and “with.”118 I Timothy 2:1 calls us to pray for everyone, even for those like world leaders we may not even have 

spiritual fellowship with much less confessional fellowship. Praying with is fellowship. Praying for may not be.119 We 

should pray for those whose “doctrine is not pure and their practice is not God-pleasing.”120 Praying for others is another 

way to celebrate our unity with all true believers in Christ on earth. 

Certainly, there may be times we’d pray with those not of our fellowship privately. I was asked by a member to 

see her sister-in-law in the hospital who had twin boys prematurely (9 weeks premature!). That was a stress on the 

family. I went up and shared Isaiah 40:11 and prayed with them. She and her husband are loosely if at all connected to a 

church not of our fellowship. In the room were a committed Pentecostal and Roman Catholic. I hope I didn’t sin against 

God’s doctrine. I think the 2nd
’s would allow me to pray with them. In similar cases, might Romans 14:1 come into play, 

“Accept him whose faith is weak”?121  

What about “cooperation in externals”? Is it too simplistic to answer this with another question: when is 

anything the church does external? Prof. J.P. Meyer says, “We readily admit that there is such a thing.”122 However, 99% 

of the time what is external when it comes to what the church does as a church? In Acts the distribution of food to the 

widows was to be conducted by men full of the Holy Spirit.123 This was spiritual work. According to 2 Corinthians 9:12-

13, the charitable collection for the poor in Jerusalem was seen as worship, as joining together to thank and praise God 

and proclaim his name.124 Isn’t this what all church work does?125 Earlier it was mentioned the returning exiles wouldn’t 

let the Samaritans help rebuild the temple (Ezra 4:2-3).126 Wouldn’t swinging a hammer be an external thing? It 

obviously wasn’t seen as external. Romans 16:17 doesn’t add a cooperation in externals clause either: “Keep 

away…unless it is through Thrivent.” 

The following are a few applications of this doctrine I’ve struggled with. The Thrivent question is one. There are 

thousands more.  Again, pardon me if these aren’t yours or you’ve already wrestled with and won. Then you have been 

equipped by God to help me! 

� In my community, charitable work Thrivent does involves members of the lone WELS and 2 LCMS churches in 

town. Given 2 Cor 9:12-13, could such charity be worship?xiv Even if not, how does such a joint endeavor NOT 

give the impression of unity when it does not exist? Truth be told, I just want some green even if it costs me a 

little orthodoxy. (There’s that heterodox in me again. I accept correction!) 

� When members leave for unscriptural reasons. In my Senior Dog notes I came across another insight from 

Professor Brug that such people made a promise to God when they were confirmed. How are they going to 

answer God if he were to ask, “Why are you leaving?” Will Jesus respond to your answer, “That’s cool.”? Are 

they not renouncing the truth of God for error? That’s serious. Pieper writes you can’t accept the resignation of 

members because we can’t give dispensation from a divine mandate to join a church that holds to his 

teaching.127 I guess we can release you but we can’t release you from God’s commands in this matter. Do we just 

cut them loose or keep talking to them? Would this possibly lead not to a release but excommunication for 

persistently ignoring God’s commands, κατα 2 Thessalonians 3:14-15xv? 

� With said members in the bullet above how do we best handle it when we run into them at Target or Kroger? 

Prof. J.P. Meyer says of “keep away” in Romans 16:17, “He is not speaking about business relations…nor is he 

speaking about social relations of any kind.”128  Maybe this is not his point, but I don’t see how you can associate 

with them on any level without ducking the issue and giving the wrong impression that things aren’t all that 

serious. So my solution is to simply duck into the cereal aisle until they pass! Termination of fellowship doesn’t 

mean total non-contact but certainly, in whatever contact it is, don’t I need to somehow communicate things 

                                                           
xiv

 I know one argument is an individual does this but the impression to me is the individual(s) represent their church. The church’s 

name is on it. 
xv

 Some feel this is not excommunication. For Prof. Brug’s case that it is cf. “Exegetical Brief: 2 Thessalonians 3:6,14,15 – Admonish 

Him As A Brother.” This can be found at wlsessays.net. 
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are not okay with their Lord? Maybe I shouldn’t say “How are you?” but “What’s going on here is not good, not 

God pleasing….”129 

� We had one such member leave for another church for unscriptural reasons. He is a great guy. I hated to see it. I 

think he would have stayed if it wasn’t for his wife. Down the road I learned his wife filed for divorce. A broken 

man. I contacted him. We had lunch. And we joined together in prayer before we ate.  

� Staying in another church’s facility, working with different kinds of people as we fit out a new building, there has 

been any number of “God bless”’s and “we’ll pray for y’all”’s said to me by members of heterodox churches. Is it 

okay to respond with a blessing, too? Or does that give the impression of a unity that doesn’t exist? 

� I mentioned the generosity of the First Presbyterian church who gave us their side chapel to use gratis as long as 

we need it. We gave them $1000 as a small token of our gratitude. Is this a violation of 2 John 10-11, supporting 

the work of errorists? Again, the point of emphasis in 2 John 9-11 is not the degree of error.130  Prof. Brug writes 

in his book, “We…may not provide financial support or any other form of assistance to pastors, missionaries, or 

professors or to any form of church organization that persists in false teaching in spite of admonition.”131 What 

about books from heterodox authors or software from Logos or Outreach Marketing products? I haven’t 

admonished them yet so I guess maybe it’s okay? 

� I have been uncomfortable about letting other churches use our church yet here I find myself comfortable to use 

the church of another! There’s inconsistency somewhere here! Churches in our circles may have a policy not to 

let other churches use their church for a wedding or something like that. But we are okay using the ELCA Christ 

Chapel at Gustavus Adolphus for the National Worship Conference? There’s inconsistency somewhere here! 

 

My intent is not to hammer these out in the time remaining. There are a thousand more application questions the 

church will wrestle with until Jesus returns.xvi My intent is to suggest a possible way to evaluate each application: 

Fellowship In 2
nd

’s. In each application, what best honors the 2nd Commandment and 2nd Greatest Commandment? 

What best shows love for God’s truth and love for my neighbor? Take the specific example of another church using ours 

for a wedding. Consider 99% of those who attend a wedding may never be in church again. To see the gospel treasures 

in your church, art that teaches God’s Word, tracts that apply it…maybe this is an opportunity for the Holy Spirit. In 

addition, the church is not the building or even visible congregation but the latter manifests where the church is. What is 

love for God’s Word? What is love for my neighbor? That may be letting someone else use it. They may mean we don’t.  

Sometimes, principlesxvii may seem to conflict (which is no conflict in God just in us because of sin). If that is the case 

we think in terms of what is merciful to the one in need.132 I Samuel 21:1-6 illustrates this133 which Jesus comments on in 

Matthew 12:1-14. Professor Brug writes, “When we are presented with an opportunity to give a clear testimony and to 

win people for the truth, we should give a greater priority to the opportunity to win those in error than to the possibility 

that someone somewhere might take offense that we spoke there.”134 

Some other questions to ask: What message would I send by fellowshipping with this person?135 Would I be 

confirming them in error, of which any is potentially deadly? “‘How can we give the clearest testimony to the truth, both 

to the weak and to the strong, to the errorists and to the adherents of the truth?’”136 Am I giving the impression of 

tolerance of, indifference toward, compromise with, giving equal status to, or support of error?137 “We must work 

together for the truth. We can do nothing against the truth. These two principles direct us in all the decisions we must 

make concerning the practice of church fellowship.”138xviii Whether it is about a prayer or any other fellowship activity, 

Fellowship is In 2
nd

’s. Does this hurt or help God’s name and my neighbor?139 The answers may vary among the brothers 

at times. I dare not judge a case where I don’t have all the info and facts.140  

I also need to be aware of these words in John: “many even among the leaders believed in him. But because of the 

Pharisees they would not confess their faith for fear they would be put out of the synagogue; for they loved the praise 

from men more than praise from God” (John 12:42-43). That tendency clutches my sinful nature, too. There is in me a 

fear of losing popularity points. This quote about the tough split from Missouri really struck me: “the termination of 

fellowship was an act of love, which we exercised in opposition to our human emotions and affections.”141 Let that one 

bounce around our heart a bit. We have an obligation to God, not to our feelings, emotions, concerns.142 “We act as God 

                                                           
xvi

 Read p.117ff in Brug’s book, Church Fellowship: Working Together for the Truth, a section that deals with hard cases. 
xvii

 There’s always that temptation to make the application the principle. For example, “women can’t vote” isn’t the principle. It’s an 

application in a setting where such a vote occurs among the heads of the congregation, in most cases the voters assembly. In fact, 

one can make the case “women can vote” in the WELS if we use the term the way society does: “have a say.” 
xviii

 P.107-110 in Brug’s book fleshes out some more guidelines in applying the principles. 
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commands, not just so we can have peace, but in order to preserve God’s pure Word…in order to preserve faith”143 and 

fellowship.144  

King Ahab called Elijah the troublemaker (I Kings 18:17). Rome accused Luther of dividing the church.145 Who really 

caused trouble?!146 Who really divided the church?! So we bear on our body this mark of Christ, too (Gal 6:17). The 

WELS doctrine on fellowship hinders Christian unity is the lie. The truth is we seek it with all Christians. As did Luther. 

We seek unity God seeks. We seek not to separate but “work together for the truth” (3 John 8).147 A couple more 

“Brugisms” from my dog notes: If I threw a brick through your window would you be grateful or irritated? Depends if 

there’s a fire. Any false doctrine is a fire. Love is to throw a brick. Hate says nothing. Hate tolerates what hurts others. 

And love and doctrine go together. To choose between either is like flying at 30,000 feet and asking which wing you’d 

rather have fall off. If either is lost the church can’t fly. “Truth and love are partners that dare not be separated.”148 

It may not always be popular. It may be misunderstood and misperceived.149 But it’s µνα σου not µνα µου (Luke 

19:11ff). It’s not my mina. It’s God’s. And so it’s good. It’s good for his name. It’s good for my neighbor. It’s good for me.  

Sometimes we worry this doctrine may push away those we want to draw in. But what is it that produces in the church? 

What is it that makes members? It is the same thing that made me one: the truth. That’s all there is. The truth. Professor 

Franzmann writes on the parable of the minas: “all true, faithful servants of the Lord do not ascribe success in trading 

with the capital of God’s Word to their own hard work or cleverness or persistence or even their own faithfulness. 

Rather, they know and they confess that all the power lies in the gospel Word and that it alone has produced spiritual 

gains…They echo what Luther said in reflecting on the success of the Reformation: ‘I have done nothing, but the Word 

has done it all.’”150 

That is what converts. And this is what creates unity. Since it is the Word that creates unity, our unity is to be based, 

sought, kept, celebrated on the basis of what God says. That’s ecumenical not isolationist.151 That’s evangelical not 

exclusive. To hold to all of God’s teaching is the answer to this paper’s question. To hold to God’s doctrine is to create, 

keep and celebrate true Christian unity.152  

 

“May the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of God, and the fellowship of the Holy Spirit be with you all” (2 

Corinthians 13:14). It is utterly amazing that God would extend the hand of fellowship to me. To me. On Good Friday our 

sins stood out in brilliant red on his body. My errors. My failures. In this doctrine, perhaps my biggest error and failure is 

not letting one “get past the goalie” at communion. It’s letting so many get past the God who seeks a communion, a 

fellowship with every single person. 153 My biggest failure in fellowship perhaps is not praying with someone maybe I 

shouldn’t have as it is falling for the devil’s gross misuse of this doctrine to keep me away from those God wants to 

reach through me. My heart stinks. My hands are either too dirty or too clean.  

 Yet, God somehow, unbelievably, still says to me, “May the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of God, 

and the fellowship of the Holy Spirit be with you all.” The grace of the Lord Jesus took from me these sins, too. The love 

of God still allows us to serve in such a neat way. And the fellowship of the Holy Spirit doesn’t give up on us. Because 

God practices fellowship with you and me, we want to with others. In 2
nd

’s. Fellowship is to love what he says and love 

my neighbor he says it to.  

 

And Jesus’ prayer is answered: “I pray that they may be one as we are one” (John 17:20,22). 
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