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One of t h e  d u t i e s  of  t h e  undersigned, a s  p r e s i -  
dent of Bethany Lutheran Theological Seminary, is 
t o  serve a s  e d i t o r  of t h e  Lutheran Synod Quarterly.  
I t  is with a sense of t r ep ida t ion  t h a t  he assumes 
t h i s  pos i t ion  f o r  he i s  aware of t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  
t h a t  goes with it. Here again he de r ives  courage 
f o r  t h e  task  from t h e  words of Holy W r i t :  "But our 
suff ic iency i s  o f  God? 

A spec ia l  word of appreciat ion i s  i n  order t o  
the  r e s t  of  t h e  s t a f f  of the  Quarterly who ca r r i ed  
on during t h e  i l l n e s s  of former President  Theodore 
A. Aaberg. Our readers  a r e  undoubtedly aware t h a t  
President  Aaberg was c a l l e d  t o  h i s  e t e r n a l  r e s t  on 
January 8, 1980. The undersigned accepted t h e  Call  
t o  serve  a s  pres ident  of  t h e  seminary and assumed 
h i s  d u t i e s  on August 1, 1980. 

The e d i t o r  assumes r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  
a r t i c l e s  t h a t  w i l l  be published i n  t h e  Quarterly.  
He w i l l  keep h i s  ea r  open t o  essays and exeget ica l  
papers t h a t  a r e  del ivered a t  p a s t o r a l  conferences 
and c i r c u i t  meetings. He would a l s o  apprecia te  
receiving sermons del ivered on spec ia l  occasions. 
I n  the  next i s sue ,  f o r  example, t h e r e  w i l l  be t h e  
sermon del ivered by Pas tor  Adolph Harstad a t  t h e  
i n s t a l l a t i o n  se rv ice  o f  t h e  pres ident  of t h e  
seminary and t h e  Rev. Mark Harstad a s  professor  
of  Old Testament. 

In  t h i s  i s sue  we a r e  pleased t o  present  more 
h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  Norwegian Synod, h i s t o r y  t h a t  pre-  
ceded t h e  merger of  1917. Pastor  Harstad has t r ans -  
l a t e d  t h i s  from the  Norwegian and it is  of spec ia l  
i n t e r e s t  t o  us  of t h e  Evangelical Lutheran Synod 
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s i n c e  our r o o t s  go back t o  t h e  o l d  Norwegian Synod. 
There i s  a l s o  a  t imely  exegesis  by Pas to r  Paul  
Haugen on James 5:13-17 regard ing  t h e  anoin t ing  
nf  t he  s i c k  with o i l .  Also of i n t e r e s t  i s  t h e  --  - - 

a r t i c l e  on t h e  Committee of  Ten and Ten by Pas to r  
A. T. Kretzman. This  committee was appointed t o  
dea l  with t h e  A Statement ,  a  s e t  o f  t heses  which 
were oublished i n  t h e  mid-1940's i n  t h e  LCMS which 

A 

quest ioned t h e  o l d  conserva t ive  p o s i t i o n  on church 
fel1ows:rip and p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of  
Romans 16~17-18  t o  Lutherans who e r r e d  i n  d o c t r i n e .  

May t h e  Lord g rac ious ly  d i r e c t  and b l e s s  t h e  
pub l i ca t ion  of  t h i s  journa l  t o  H i s  Glory and t o  
t h e  e d i f i c a t i o n  o f  i t s  r eade r s .  

SHOW YOUR FAITH BY PERSEVERING I N  PUYER 

" A r e  any among you s i c k ?  Let  him c a l l  t h e  
e l d e r s  of t h e  church and l e t  them pray  over him 
a n o i n t i n g  i n  o i l  i n  t h e  name of t h e  Lord and t h e  
p r aye r  of f a i t h  s h a l l  save  t h e  s i c k  and t h e  Lord 
w i l l  r a i s e  him." (James 5:14-15a) 

This  seems t o  be t h e  problem p a r t  of t h i s  
passage  chosen f o r  our  exeges i s .  Yet ,  p a r t  of 
t h e  hermeneut ica l  p roces s  i s  t o  cons ide r  t h e  imme- 
d i a t e  con t ex t  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  broad con t ex t  of t h e  
problem t e x t ,  

The broad con t ex t  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  a s  a whole 
seem a t  f i r s t  t o  add t o  t h e  problem. Passages  t h a t  
a t  l e a s t  s u p e r f i c i a l l y  seem t o  p a r a l l e l  t h i s  passage  
a r e  ones l i k e  Matt .  21:22 - "Whatsoever y e  s h a l l  a s k  
i n  p r a y e r ,  b e l i e v i n g ,  ye s h a l l  r e c e i v e .  " and 
I P e t .  2:24 - "Ye s h a l l  be  healed."  ( r e f e r r i n g  t o  
Is. 5 3 ~ 5 )  On t h e  b a s i s  of t h e s e  and o t h e r  passages  
we hea r  i t  claimed t h a t  God wants h e a l i n g  f o r  t h e  
C h r i s t i a n  -- t h a t  a l l  w e  need do i s  b e l i e v e  and w e  
s h a l l  be  healed.  

Yet t h e  analogy of f a i t h ,  our  broad c o n t e x t ,  
immediately c a l l s  t h i s  i n t o  s e r i o u s  ques t i on .  For 
t h e  analogy of f a i t h  t e aches  u s  t h a t  t h e  t e r m  f a i t h  
does n o t  mean b e l i e v i n g  i n  what we a s k  f o r ,  b u t  be- 
l i e v i n g  i n  what God has  promised. F a i t h  must b e  
accompanied by God's promise.  Our d e s i r e  i s  n o t  
enough i n  and of i t s e l f .  God's promise must accom- 
pany t h e  d e s i r e .  
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L e t ' s  t a k e  one obvious example. Our d e s i r e  f o r  
forg iveness  and any accompanying f a i t h  i s  no t  enough 
t o  be forg iven .  God's promise must be p re sen t  f o r  
our  f a i t h  t o  ga in  u s  forg iveness .  Without t h e  
promise f a i t h  i s  noth ing  and wi thout  f a i t h  t h e  
promise b e n e f i t s  u s  no th ing .  F a i t h  and promise go 
hand i n  hand. 

But i s n ' t  hea l ing  what God has  promised? ~ o e s n ' t :  
I s a i a h  53:5 t e l l  us  t h a t  t h e  Su f f e r ing  Servant  would 
ga in  hea l ing  f o r  us?  I1 Pet .  2:24 c e r t a i n l y  seems 
t o  apply i t  t h a t  way. 

We're a  l i t t l e  shy of accep t ing  t h a t  t h e s i s  -- 
t h a t  C h r i s t  through H i s  atonement gained h e a l t h  and 
hea l ing  f o r  u s ,  W e  s e e  how t h a t  concept i s  misused 
by f a i t h  h e a l e r s .  And s o  w e  don9% want t o  acknowl- 
edge too  loudly  t h a t  w e  b e l i e v e  t h a t  C h r i s t ' s  atone- 
ment bought u s  t h e  r i g h t  t o  h e a l t h .  

Yet w e  shou ldn ' t  throw out  t h e  baby wi th  the 
b a t h  water ,  J u s t  because someone misuses a concept 
does  n o t  mean w e  should avoid t h a t  concept .  A look 
a t  t h i s  passage i n  James w i l l  b r i ng  us  f a c e  t o  f a c e  
w i th  t he se  ques t i ons .  The immediate contex t  seems 
t o  ques t ion  t h e  emphasis t h a t  t h i s  passage i s  an 
o u t l i n e  f o r  how t o  be hea led ,  It i s  r a t h e r  an 
exhor t a t i on  t o  persevere  i n  prayer  i n  t h e  midst  
of good and e v i l ,  But doesn ' t  t h i s  passage a t  
l e a s t  i n d i r e c t l y  o f f e r  an o u t l i n e  f o r  hea l ing?  
Let u s  look a t  t h e s e  v e r s e s  and s e e ,  

The narrow con tex t ,  i . e . ,  t h e  book of James, 
seems t o  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  main t h r u s t  of t h i s  
passage (5~13-18 )  i s  no t  h e a l i n g  bu t  p r aye r ,  The 
main theme of James seems t o  be "Show Your F a i t h  
By Perseverance (Pa t i ence ) , "  See James 1 : 3  - 
"'Faith worketh p a t i e n c e  (perseverance) ."  Also 
compare James 1:12 - "Blessed i s  t h e  man t h a t  en- 
d u r e t h  (pe r seve re th  under)  temptat ion" and 5: 11 - 

"We count them happy which endure (pe r seve re ) ,  " So 
I have chosen t h e  theme f o r  James 5:13-18 t o  be  
"Show Your F a i t h  By Persever ing  i n  Prayer , "  

Verse 13  - "Are any among you exper ienc ing  e v i l ?  
Let him pray.  Are any f e e l i n g  good? Let  him s ing ."  

"Kakopathei" is the  p re sen t  i n d i c a t i v e  form of 
"kakopathew," a  compound of "kakos" and "pathew." 
"Pathew (pa thos ,  paskw)" seems t o  c a r r y  t h e  weight 
of experiencing something. It i s  q u i t e  pas s ive  i n  
t h e  sense  of being a f f e c t e d  i n s t e a d  of a f f e c t i n g  
something. And s o  i t  came t o  mean t o  s u f f e r .  And 
even t h e  Engl i sh  word " su f f e r "  has  a  p a s s i v e  conno- 
t a t i o n .  That i s  ev ident  from some of t h e  uses  of 
t h a t  word i n  t h e  KJV---"Suff e r  t h e  l i t t l e  c h i l d r e n  
t o  come unto  me." ( M k .  10:14) .  

"Kakos" i s  j u s t  pure  baseness  i n  t h e  sense  of 
being animal- l ike o r  t o  be  of i n f e r i o r  n a t u r e .  A 
person becomes "kakos" i f  he  begins  t o  a c t  l i k e  an 
animal,  guided ONLY by h i s  o m  d e s i r e s ,  moral ly  
unresponsive t o  t hose  around him, L i f e  becomes 
"kakos" when i t s  q u a l i t y  i s  i n f e r i o r  t o  what i s  
t h e  ''good l i f e . "  That can happen by i l l n e s s ,  
dep r iva t ion  o r  t h e  a c t i o n s  of "kakos" men. 

James a sks  "Are any i n  your midst  exper ienc ing  
'kakos '?"  And he g ives  h i s  advice  -- "Let him 
Pray 

II 
t t  Proseuxomais' i s  a  ve ry  r e l i g i o u s  term. 

It c a r r i e s  w i t h  i t  t h e  weight of 9'euxa,9' a  vow and 
s o  came t o  mean r e l i g i o u s  p raye r .  I f  you a r e  
exper ienc ing  ''kakos'' i n  any sense ,  p r ay ,  t a l k  t o  
God about i t .  "Proseuxomai" need n o t  be  a r eques t .  
It i s  simply prayer  i n  t h e  broades t  s ense  of ad- 
d r e s s i n g  a d e i t y  o r  f o r  James, t h e  Dei ty .  

I f  any of you a r e  good s p i r i t e d ,  l e t  him s ing .  
v'~uthumew" i s  aga in  a  compound of "eu," good, w e l l ,  
f i n e ,  p roper  and "thumos," s p i r i t ,  emotion, t h a t  
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II 
t t  Proseuxomais' i s  a  ve ry  r e l i g i o u s  term. 
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God about i t .  "Proseuxomai" need n o t  be  a r eques t .  
It i s  simply prayer  i n  t h e  broades t  s ense  of ad- 
d r e s s i n g  a d e i t y  o r  f o r  James, t h e  Dei ty .  

I f  any of you a r e  good s p i r i t e d ,  l e t  him s ing .  
v'~uthumew" i s  aga in  a  compound of "eu," good, w e l l ,  
f i n e ,  p roper  and "thumos," s p i r i t ,  emotion, t h a t  



which w e l l s  up. "Thumos" coming from "thuw" (zove 
qu i ck ly ,  r o a r ,  r age )  h a s  a  suddenness,  a  v i o l e n c e  
about i t ,  It i s  a  f o r c e  t h a t  moves man, b e a s t ,  a i r ,  
wa t e r ,  o r  even ground, We might s ay  Mt, S t ,  Helens 
i s  showing i t s  "thumos." It seems t o  c a r r y  much 
t h e  same weight  our  word emotion c a r r i e s .  For emo- 
t i o n  comes from t h e  same stem a s  mot iva t ion ,  An 
emotion i s  t h a t  which mo t iva t e s ,  moves one t o  a c t i o n ,  

A r e  you f e e l i n g  good -- i n  good s p i r i t s ?  Then 
s i n g .  kJe a l l  recognize  "psal lw,"  from which we g e t  
our  word psalm. "Psallw" comes from "Psaw," t o  
touch,  Tha t ' s  what t h e  Hebrews d i d  f o r  music,  They 
touched -- s t roked  -- t h e i r  s t r i n g e d  i n s t rumen t s ,  
So i f  y o u ' r e  f e e l i n g  good, s i n g ,  make music,  

A l l  t h e  v e r b s  i n  t h i s  v e r s e  a r e  p r e s e n t  t e n s e ,  
The ques t i ons  summarize a  s i t u a t i o n ,  Are you ex- 
pe r i enc ing  e v i l ?  A r e  you f e e l i n g  good? The answers 
are  i n  t h e  impera t ive :  "Let him s i n g ; "  "Let him 
pray."  The p r e s e n t  impera t ives  encourage u s  t o  make 
t h e s e  a c t i o n s  i n t o  habits. These a c t i o n s  should be 
h a b i t u a l ,  When we're exper ienc ing  e v i l  w e  should 
au toma t i ca l l y  speak to God about  it, When we ' r e  
f e e l i n g  good we should h a b i t u a l l y ,  c o n t i n u a l l y  s i n g  
H i s  p r a i s e s .  

Verse 1 4  - " A r e  any of you s i c k ?  Let  him c a l l  
t h e  e l d e r s  of t h e  church and l e t  them p ray  over him 
ano in t i ng  (him) w i t h  o i l  i n  t h e  name of t h e  Lord," 

The t e n s e s  of v e r s e  1 4  change t o  a o r i s t ,  The 
first ve rb  "as thene i"  is presen-t, bu t  t h e  n e x t  three 
a r e  a o r i s t ,  

The a s r i s t s  seem to indicate t h a t  James is addres-  
s i n g  a  s p e c i f i c  type. o r  example of verse 13. "When- 
eve r  you s u f f e r  any e v i l ,  p ray ,  When you are s ick ,  
call t h e  e lders  t o  pray w i t h  and f o r  you, Th i s  i s  

- 4 - 

s t rengthened  by "asthenew," which i s  a  s p e c i e s  o r  
kind of "kakopathew. " 

Thi s  a t  f i r s t  may sound s t r a n g e  t o  u s ,  C a l l  
t h e  e l d e r s  t o  pray over you. Y e t  we o f t e n  p r a c t i c e  
something very  s i m i l a r  t o  t h i s .  W e  o f f e r  s p e c i a l  
p rayer  i n  ou r  s e r v i c e s  f o r  someone who is  s i c k ,  
Th i s  r e a l l y  i s n ' t  s o  d i f f e r e n t  when we remember 
t h a t  t h e  p a s t o r s  a r e  o f t e n  c a l l e d  "p re sbu t e ro i "  
i n  t h e  New Testament* 

But, we d o n ' t  ano in t  w i t h  o i l ,  do we? I n  a  
s e n s e  t h a t  may be  t r u e  -- t h a t  i s  i n  t h e  s t r i c t l y  
l i t e r a l  s ense*  The e l d e r s  of today don ' t  go t o  
t h e  beds ide  of t h e  s i c k  f o r  r ead ing  and p r a y e r .  

Yet what we do today i s n ' t  r e a l l y  s o  d i f f e r e n t ,  
Our s i c k  a r e  anoin ted  w i t h  o i l  t o  p revent  s o r e s ,  
t o  encourage h e a l i n g  and t o  keep o u t  i n f e c t i o n ,  
They a r e  a l s o  anoin ted  with medicine t o  encourage 
hea l i ng .  

But is  t h a t  what James means? Well ,  we c a n ' t  
be  r e a l  d e f i n i t e .  One t h i n g  is  f o r  s u r e  -- w e  
cannot say t h a t  medicine must be r u l e d  ou t  i n  t h i s  
text .  "Aleiphw" i s  used f o r  ve ry  p h y s i c a l  reasons  
b ike  comfort  ( Jn ,  1 % : 3 ) ,  grooming (%t, 6 :  l 7 ) ,  
b u r i a l  (~k. 1 6 : l )  and p o s s i b l y  even medicine 
( M k .  6: 13 ) ,  "riw," t h e  term u s u a l l y  used f o r  r e l i -  
g ious  ano in t i ng ,  i s  n o t  used bewe, 

"Aleiphw" i s  a l s o  used i n  a  r e l i g i o u s  s ense ,  
e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  LYX (Gene 3 : l 3 ,  Nuan* 3 : 3 ,  E s t ,  
2~22; but  a l s o  compare Meb, l : 9 ) ,  '% la lo s "  could 
be  used f o r  e i t h e r  a r e l i g i o u s  consec ra t i on  o r  
pu re ly  p h y s i c a l  comfort  and a i d e  

So, i t  seems, we can r u l e  ou t  n e i t h e r  t h e  medi- 
c i n a l  thesis nor  t h e  r e l i g i o u s ,  miraculous t h e s i s  
j u s t  from t h e  words themselves.  And, I d o n ' t  t h i n k  
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t h e  r e a l  crux of t h e  problem comes he re .  No one 
would complain about being anoin ted  wi th  o i l  any- 
more than they  would complain about  being anoin ted  
w i t h  l o t i o n ,  I f  a  n u r s e  o r  doc tor  t o l d  t h e  p a t i e n t  
t h a t  they  were going t o  rub  o i l  on him t o  make him 
more comfortable ,  very  few would complain. The 
h e s i t a t i o n  begins  when on t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  nex t  
v e r s e ,  some "anoin te rs t '  would claim t o  h e a l  w i t h  
t h i s  o i l  and p raye r ,  Then some begin t o  wonder 
what is  going on* Doubts a r i s e .  Was God promised 
t h i s ?  Dare we hope f o r  hea l ing  by prayer  and o i l ?  
How can t h e s e  mi rac l e  h e a l e r s  b e  s o  su re?  So l e t s  
look a t  v e r s e  15. 

Verse 1 5  - '"d t h e  prayer  of f a i t h  s h a l l  save 
t h e  one being s i c k  and t h e  Lord s h a l l  r a i s e  him up 
and even i f  he  has  committed s i n ,  i t  s h a l l  be  f o r -  
given him, '' 

The jump from pray ing  and ano in t ing  wi th  o i l  i n  
t h i s  v e r s e  i s  where many h e s i t a t e  and s tumble,  It 
would seem James i s  l ay ing  t h e  o u t l i n e  f o r  a  h e a l i n g  
s e r v i c e .  Do t h i s  i n  f a i t h  and you s h a l l  b e  hea led ,  

There ' s  one problem t h a t  a r i s e s  immediately* 
There is no t ime span l a i d  out  i n  t h e  ve r se .  It 
does say t b a t  t h e  Lord s h a l l  s ave  t h e  s i c k  one,  bu t  
i t  does n o t  say  when, 

But, some would s ay ,  i t  means he  s h a l l  be saved 
(hea led)  a t  t h e  t ime of t h e  ano in t ing ,  Yet w e  must 
be  very  c a r e f u l  about  f i n d i n g  a  meaning i n  t h e  
S c r i p t u r e s  i f  i t  i s n ' t  i n d i c a t e d  t h e r e  e x p l i c i t l y  
o r  grammatical ly ,  I f  a miraculous hea l ing  through 
f a i t h  must happen h e r e  and now, then  we have a 
problem of showing t h a t  from t h e  t e x t ,  For t h e  
t e x t  does n o t  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h a t  should be so ,  

NOR does i t  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i t  w i l l  n o t  happen 
here and now. It l eaves  t h e  t i m e  element completely 

open, James i s  n o t  s e t t i n g  up a r e l i g i o u s  form by 
which w e  can work miraculous h e a l i n g s ,  i , e , ,  c a l l  
t h e  e l d e r s ,  ano in t  w i th  o i l ,  p ray ,  a l l  done i n  
f a i t h  and you ' r e  hea led ;  you don ' t  have t o  wa i t  
u n t i l  heaven t o  overcome t h i s  i l l n e s s .  James uses  
t h e  f u t u r e  t ense  w i t h  no accusa t ive  o r  d a t i v e  of 
t ime t o  l i m i t  t h e  t ime element,  Prom t h e  words 
themselves,  t h i s  t ime could extend t o  e t e r n i t y  OR 
it  could happen r i g h t  now. 

Well, what i s  t h e  po in t  James i s  making? The 
same po in t  P e t e r  makes when he  quotes  Is,  53:5 - 
"By H i s  s t r i p e s  y e  a r e  hea led ,  '' (11 P e t .  2 :  24)  
Healing i s  a  f r u F t  of your redemption, It I S  t r u e  - 
God doesn ' t  want us co b e  s i c k  and He is  b r ing ing  
t h e  day when we s h a l l  be healed (saved) ,  The remis- 
s i o n  of some s i cknes s  i n  t h i s  l i f e  -- the f a c t  t h a t  
a l l  s i cknes s  i s  n o t  always f a t a l  -- i s  a l s o  a b l e s s -  
i n g  of t h a t  redemption, 

The prayer  of f a i t h  s h a l l  save  t h e  s i c k ,  God has  
promised us hea l ing  through C h r i s t ,  h d  when w e  
believe i n  t b a t  promise  we have t h a t  hea l ing ,  W e  
may no t  enjoy i t  i n  i t s  t o t a l i t y  now, bu t  i s  i s  ou r s ,  
The prayer  of f a i t h  %ha%% save  us because i t  i s  
f a i t h  in t h e  promise s f  God given i n  C h r i s t ,  

Tha t ' s  why any and a l l  s i n  s h a l l  be  fo rg iven  t h e  
s i c k ,  No fo rg ivenes s  i s  given o u t s i d e  s f  C h r i s t *  
But i f  he prays  i n  f a i t h ,  t r u s t i n g  i n  C h r i s t ,  he  
s h a l l  be fo rg iven  and saved o r  hea l ed ,  

Tha t ' s  why w e  should confess  our  s i n  t o  one 
another  and pray f o r  one ano the r ,  s o  t h a t  we may 
be  hea led ,  For t h e  prayer  of f a i t h  b r i n g s  h e a l i n g  
and fo rg ivenes s ,  Verse 1 6  - "Be confess ing ,  t hen ,  
t h e  s i n s  t o  each o t h e r  and pray over each o t h e r  i n  
o r d e r  t h a t  you might be  hea led ,  Prayer  of a  r igh-  
teous  one might ly  worksgreat  t h i n g s  be ing  energ ized , ' '  
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Tha t ' s  why w e  should confess  our  s i n  t o  one 
another  and pray f o r  one ano the r ,  s o  t h a t  we may 
be  hea led ,  For t h e  prayer  of f a i t h  b r i n g s  h e a l i n g  
and fo rg ivenes s ,  Verse 1 6  - "Be confess ing ,  t hen ,  
t h e  s i n s  t o  each o t h e r  and pray over each o t h e r  i n  
o r d e r  t h a t  you might be  hea led ,  Prayer  of a  r igh-  
teous  one might ly  worksgreat  t h i n g s  be ing  energ ized , ' '  



Confessing your s i n s  t o  one another  does  n o t  
have t o  mean l i s t i n g  your s i n s ,  Confession i s  
s imply t o  ag ree  w i t h  someone. "~ksomologew" means 
t o  speak t h e  same o u t .  So James i s  encouraging us  
t o  admit t h a t  what God says  about us  is  t r u e .  h d  
make t h a t  admission t o  each o t h e r ,  Also admit wha& 
o t h e r  men say  about you i f  i t  is  t r u e ,  Do n o t  b e  
shy of admi t t i ng  t o  o t h e r s  your shortcomings.  
Confess them t o  one ano the r  and pray  f o r  each other  
i n  o rde r  t h a t  you may be hea l ed ,  For t h e  prayer of 
f a i t h  s h a l l  s ave  you, 

The p raye r  of a r i g h t e o u s  man "ava i l e th "  much. 
A ri.p,hteous man i s  none o t h e r  than  a. man of f a i t h ,  
Without f a i t h  i t  i s  i ~ n p o s s i b l e  t o  p l e a s e  God* The 
praye r  of t h e  r i g h t e o u s  elders s h a l l  save because 
i f  t hey  a r e  r i g h t e o u s  they shall pray  i n  f a i t h  -- 
t h a t  i s  t r u s t i n g  t h e  promises  of God as  o f f e red  
and f u l f i l l e d  f o r  u s  i n  C h r i s t ,  

Again, t h e  f i r s t  t w o  verbs i n  verse 16  are 
p r e s e n t ,  emphasizing r e p e t i t i o u s  con fe s s ing  and 
pray ing ,  Hab i tua l l y  confess your sins t o  one 
a n s t h e r  and h a b i t u a l l y  p r ay  f o r  each o the r ,  

The r e s u l t  w i l l  be  %hat  you s h a l l  be  hea l ed ,  
That should be your goa l  a l s o ,  P ray  f o r  each other 
so t h a t  you may b e  hea l ed ,  

Verse 1% and 118 - "E l i a s  was being a man of 
l i k e  pa s s ions  t o  u s  and he prayed a prayer f o r  i t  
t o  n o t  r a i n  and it. d i d  not  r a i n  upon t h e  e a r t h  
t h r e e  y e a r s  aaad six months, And aga in  h e  prayed 
and t h e  heaven gave water  and t h e  e a r t h  sprou ted  
h e r  f r u i t , "  

E l i j z h  i s  used as an  example f o r  u s ,  H e  was a 
=an l i k e  us  -- w i t h  s i m i l a r  pa s s ions ,  P e t  we see 
what h i s  p r aye r  accomplished. 

He is used a s  an example of a r i g h t e o u s  man, 
even though h e  had p a s s i o n s  s i m i l a r  t o  ou r s .  T s  
be  a r i g h t e o u s  man does  n o t  mean hav ing  a c e r t a i n  
s e t  of pass ions .  It means having c h r i s t s s  r i g h t -  
eousness  through f a i t h .  E l i j a h  was a r i gh t eous  
man even though he  was l i k e  u s .  And s o  we can be  
r i g h t e o u s  people  even though we have pas s ions  
l i k e  he had. 

See what h i s  p r aye r  accomplished. He prayed 
and it r a ined  n o t ,  H e  prayed and i t  r a ined  aga in .  

A t  f i r s t  s i g h t ,  it would seem t h a t  E l i j a h ' s  
example c o n t r a d i c t s  t h e  t h e s i s  t h a t  a p r aye r  of 
f a i t h  must b e  b u i l t  on a promise of God, For when 
Eli-jah prayed f o r  i t  n o t  t o  r a i n ,  w e  a r e  no t  t o l d  
t h a t  God had t o l d  E l i j a h  t o  do t h i s ,  Y e t  i f  w e  
read  of h i s  second p r a y e r ,  t h e  p r aye r  f o r  r a i n ,  
we a r e  t o l d  i n  I Kings t h a t  God t o l d  him s p e e i f i -  
c a l l y  t o  p ray  f o r  r a i n  and God would send i t ,  

W e  must remember t h a t  t h e  p rophe t s  d i d n ' t  dda 
t h i n g s  on t h e i r  own i n  t h e  Old Testament.  I n  f a c t ,  
when t hey  d id  t r y  t o  do something on t h e i r  awn, 
i f  i t  happened t o  n o t  conform t o  God's p l a n ,  God 
t o l d  them so ,  Nathan t o l d  David t o  go ahead and 
b u i l d  t h e  temple,  God co r r ec t ed  Nathan, Samuel 
thought  J e s s e ' s  o l d e s t  son  was t h e  k ing  God had 
chosen, God c o r r e c t e d  Samuel, And s o  E l i a s  prayed 
and i t  was a p r aye r  of  f a i t h ,  f o r  i t  r e s t e d  on 
God's word of promise,  h d  because of t h a t  promise,  
i t  accomplished g r e a t  t h i n g s .  

Now t h a t  does n o t  mean we should  pray  on ly  about 
what i s  promised i n  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s .  But what i t  
does mean is t h a t  when we do p ray  f o r  something n o t  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  promised i n  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  w e  a r e  t o  
p ray  " i f  i t  b e  Thy w i l l , "  That i s  a p raye r  of 
f a i t h .  I f  w e  p ray  "Lord, h e a l  m e  today ,"  w e  must 
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add " I f  i t  be  Thy w i l l . "  But i f  we pray  " ~ o r d ,  
h e a l  me" and unders tand t h e  h e a l i n g  may n o t  come 
u n t i l  Judgment Day, w e  need n o t  add " i f  i t  b e  Thy 
w i l l . "  For p e r f e c t  h e a l t h  is  one of God's promises 
t o  us  through C h r i s t .  And a  p r aye r  of f a i t h  i s  t o  
p ray  b e l i e v i n g  i n  t hose  promises.  

-- Paul  Haugen 

--Delivered a t  t h e  C i r c u i t s  5 and 7 j o i n t  P a s t o r a l  
Conference,  May 20 and 21, 1980, 

A t  t h e  r i s k  o f  sounding more mys t i ca l  t h a n  
1 have any r i g h t  t o  c la im,  I b e l i e v e  t h a t  i n  
preaching,  t h e  preacher ,  congrega t ion ,  and Sc r ip -  
t u r e  come t o g e t h e r  i n  a sacramenta l  u n i t y  t h a t  
enables  t h e  S p i r i t  o f  God t o  move, a f f e c t i n g  them 
i n  a v a r i e t y  of ways t h a t  cannot be p r e d i c t e d ,  
commanded, c o n t r o l l e d  o r  judged from t h e  s tand-  
po in t  of  r e s u l t s ,  To be ove r ly  concerned w i t h  
t h e  r e s u l t s  of one ' s  preaching i s  t o  understand 
preaching t o o  much as a form o f  manipulat ion,  
wi th  d i r e c t  cause and e f f e c t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  i n  t h e  
l i v e s  of  i n d i v i d u a l s .  I p r e f e r  t o  view preaching 
as a knock on t h e  door,  an i n v i t a t i o n  t o  a p i l -  
grimage, a ques t i on  asked,  a beckoning. The 
d i r e c t i o n  i s  c l e a r  enough: abundant l i f e ,  J e s u s  
c a l l e d  i t ,  and t h e  Apost le  Paul  s a w  it as C h r i s t  
be ing  formed i n  u s .  Any meaningful t a l k  about  
r e s u l t s  i n  preaching belongs t h e r e  and has  t o  do 
wi th  God's g race  being r e a l  i n  peop le ' s  l i v e s  -- 
and God's forg iveness ,  and God's peace and God's 
freedom 

-- Robert P4. Shel ton ,  "Freed t o  Preach,"  a r t i c l e  
i n  Aust in  Seminary B u l l e t i n ,  Nov. 1 9 7 5 ,  p .  32f. 
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t o  t h e  Convention of t h e  Eas t e rn  D i s t r i c t .  

The Eas t e rn  D i s t r i c t  of t h e  Norwegian Synod 
met f o r  i t s  18 th  r e g u l a r  convent ion i n  S t .  @ a u l g s  
Church, Chicago, I l l i n o i s ,  Rev. 6 .  A ,  Gul l ixson ,  
p a s t o r ,  from Play 2 6  t o  June 1, 1904. It is  s i g n i f -  
i c a n t  t h a t  bo th  Rev, 6 ,  A ,  GulLixson and S t ,  P a u l ' s  
Church l a t e r  became members of t h e  re-organized 
Synod, i n  1918, now c a l l e d  t h e  Evange l ica l  Lutheran 
Synod. Rev. A. K.  Sagen of La Crosse,  Wisconsin,  
had taken  over  t h e  o f f i c e  of p r e s i d e n t  of t h e  
Eas t e rn  D i s t r i c t  the  yea r  p r ev ious ,  having been t h e  
v i ce -p re s iden t  of t h i s  D i s t r i c t  from 1888 t o  1903, 
H e  was a  g r adua t e  of' Concordia Seminary, S t ,  L o u i s ,  
i n  t h e  c l a s s  of 1879. H e  was now of t h e  age of 
53 y e a r s  and h e l d  t h e  o f f i c e  of d i s t r i c t  p r e s i d e n t  
u n t i l  h i s  dea th  i n  1907, We cons ide r  h i s  words t o  
t h e  Convention s o  e x c e l l e n t  t h a t  we have made a  
t r a n s l a t i o n  of them f o r  t h e  b e n e f i t  of t h e  p r e s e n t  
and f u t u r e  gene ra t i ons  of t h e  Lutheran Church, and 
of our  Evange l ica l  Lutheran Synod i n  p a r t i c u l a r .  
I f  P a s t o r  Sagen" words had been heeded and followed 
i n  t h e  f a t e f u l  y e a r s  from 1912 t o  1917 and there -  
a f t e r ,  how d i f f e r e n t  t h e  h i s t o r y  of Lutheranism 
among Norwegians i n  t h e  U . S . A ,  might have been, 

Rev. A. K. Sagen: 
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1904 
The P r e s i d e n t i a l  Address of Rev. A.  K. Sagen 

t o  t h e  Convention of t h e  Eas t e rn  D i s t r i c t .  
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Rev. A. K. Sagen: 



With t h i s  convehtion we begin a new period i n  
our church 's  h i s t o r y .  Last  year  we ce l eb ra t ed  
t h e  50th anniversary ,  We remembered wi th  
g r a t i t u d e  and p r a i s e  what God had worked i n  
and through us  during t h e  50 years  t h a t  were 
pas t .  But we were a l s o  aware of our many and 
g rea t  mistakes whereby we so o f t e n  had hin-  
dered God i n  t h e  b lessed  work which He gave 
u s  t o  do. We a l s o  f e l t  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  
t h e  f u t u r e  and we reminded ourse lves  of t h e  
dangers t h a t  t h r e a t e n  t h e  church. And we 
implored God f o r  deeper acknowLedgment of H i s  
grace toward us  and f o r  g r e a t e r  f a i t h f u l n e s s  
i n  our s e r v i c e  so t h a t  we and our descendants 
might be kept  i n  t h e  f a i t h  and i n  h o l i n e s s  of 
l i f e  unto our  b lessed  end, 

We a r e  now gathered h e r e  t o  bu i ld  t h a t  f u t u r e  
which we l a s t  year  thought about and prayed 
God t o  b l e s s  f o r  us. The r e a l i z a t i o n  of t h i s  
duty ought t o  t u r n  our mind t o  earnes tness  
and anxious concern: To earnes tness ,  because 
the  work i s  God's and has  dec i s ive  meaning f o r  
t h e  e t e r n a l  weal o r  woe of many sou l s ;  t o  
anxious concern a s  regards  how we f u r t h e r  t h e  
work, not  t h e  worry t h a t  has i t s  foundation 
i n  despondency and doubt,  bu t  t h a t  which 
makes us aware of those  th ings  t h a t  would 
hold us back i n  t h e  work and l ead  us  a s t r a y ,  
and t h a t  awakens us t o  a r e a l i z a t i o n  of t h e  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  our s e r v i c e  and of t h e  
requirements t h a t  t h e  work sets before  u s ,  

Three Chief Dangers: 

There a r e  t h r e e  chief  dangers t h a t  t h rea t en  
our Church: Externalism, S a t i e t y ,  and World- 
l i n e s s .  These a r e  f r u i t s  which s tand  t h e r e  
i n  abundance on t h e  t r e e  of our t ime, and 
many l e t  themselves be tempted by them. 

It behooves us now t o  meet t hese  dangers wi th  
f o r t i t u d e  of f a i t h  and earnes tness  i n  t h e  t r u t h ,  
and bu i ld  our church on t h e  o ld  immovable foun- 
da t ion  which s tands  fo reve r ,  and t h i s  by uphold- 
ing  and accept ing  t h e  t r u e ,  sound, and c e r t a i n  
teaching of God's Word f o r  which our f a t h e r s  
have so manfully s t r i v e n  and have su f fe red .  

1. Externalism 

For want of a b e t t e r  word, I have c a l l e d  t h e  
f i r s t  danger t h a t  of Externalism. It i s  t h e  
outcropping of t h e  frame of mind t h a t  l e t s  
i t s e l f  be determined and ru l ed  by t h a t  which 
has  outward show, is a t t r a c t i v e  t o  t h e  eye§, 
and t h a t  t h e  mob gapes a t .  This  kind of 
s p i r i t  has not  only become f i rmly  e s t ab l i shed  
i n  s o c i e t y  round about us ,  but  a l s o  i n  many 
churches, and it  t r i e s  powerfully t o  gain 
e n t r y  l ikewise  i n t o  our church. 

Externalism i n  t h e  domain of t h e  church shows 
i t s e l f  not  only i n  wanting t o  a r range  t h e  
management of t h e  church according t o  the  man- 
ner  of t h e  world and ape t h e  mul t i tude  t h a t  
s e t s  t h e  fashion--as they think--for fu r the r -  
ing  t h e  cause of t h e  church, bu t  a l s o  i n  t h i s  
t h a t  i t  l e t s  t h e  revealed t r u t h s  of s a l v a t i o n ,  
such a s  God has l a i d  them down f o r  u s  i n  H i s  
Word, s t e p  i n t o  t h e  background a s  l e s s  impor- 
t a n t  and a s  something t h a t  can be compromised 
i n  order  t o  a t t a i n  t h a t  which counts  before  
t h e  world, win numbers and g e t  g r e a t  power 
and p r e s t i g e .  External ism i n  t h e  church s e t s  
i t s  s i g h t s  upon being acknowledged a s  something 
he re  i n  t h e  world and e a s i l y  winning t h e  
approval of t h e  crowd. The r e a l  underlying 
thought i n  i t  is  no t  so  much t o  win s o u l s  f o r  
C h r i s t  -- because then one would keep t o  H i s  
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Word, But i t  looks out  f o r  i t s e l f  and i t s  own 
views. It does not  ask  s o  much about what God 
wants a s  i t  does about what men want and d e s i r e  
f o r  themselves. 

The message must t h e r e f o r e  adapt i t s e l f  t o  t h e  
demands of t h e  time. And i n  t h e i r  way of 
speaking t h i s  means t h a t  t h e  t r u t h  of t h e  Word 
s h a l l  no t  be preached s o  t h a t  i t  rebukes t h e  
f a u l t s  of t h e  times and i s  l a i d  upon t h e  con- 
sc ience  of today's  people; but  t h e  teaching  
about ~ o d ' s  essence and H i s  deeds f o r  man's 
s a l v a t i o n  s h a l l  be modified so t h a t  i t ,  a s  
l i t t l e  a s  poss ib l e ,  s h a l l  come t o  awaken t h e  
i l l - w i l l  of unbe l i e f ,  so i t  a t  l e a s t  may be 
t o l e r a t e d  by i t  and maybe win i t s  approval.  
Unbelief must not  be offended by t h e  foo l i sh -  
ness  of t h e  c ross .  

The norm and t h e  r u l e  f o r  t h e  preaching must 
t h e r e f o r e  not  be God's Word, but  t h e  degree of 
cogni t ion  t h a t  t h e  hea'rers have a t t a i n e d  t o  and 
t h a t  quantum of t r u t h  which they a r e  w i l l i n g  t o  
go along wi th .  Not God, but  t h e  people a r e  t o  
be asked what s h a l l  be preached. 

The o ld  Word about s i n  and grace i s  d i s t a s e f u l  
t o  t h e  p resen t  so-cal led men of sc ience  and 
progress ,  and so  one must no t  offend them wi th  
t h e  o ld  Gospel, bu t  g ive  them what they want 
and w i l l  accept .  

This  i s  church external ism. It parades i n  t h e  
garb of C h r i s t i a n i t y ,  wants t o  be very p ious ,  
uses  C h r i s t i a n  phraseology and g ives  i t s e l f  t h e  
t e s t i m o n i a l  of possessing t h e  g r e a t e r  elucida-  
t i o n ,  t h e  broader view and t h e  more cons ide ra t e  
and fo rbea r ing  love.  It i s  conspicuously 
f r i e n d l y  t o  union, but  always upon t h e  founda- 
t i o n  t h a t  i t  i s  accepted and is  given scope. 

It f e e l s  a t  home wi th  everybody except with 
those  who do no t  meet it wi th  acceptance. 

Let us t h e r e f o r e  s e e  w e l l  t o  i t  under a11 t h e  
t a l k  about church union t h a t  now goes on among 
us ,  t h a t  i t  i s  not  t h e  frame of mind which 
externa l i sm f o s t e r s  t h a t  r e a l l y  l i e s  a t  t h e  
bottom of t h e  whole th ing .  The foremost mat te r  
f o r  us  i s  t h a t  we have God and H i s  Word, whether 
t h e r e  a r e  many o r  few who want t o  be wi th  us.  

Division among Our People 

It c e r t a i n l y  i s  sad t o  s e e  t h e  abomination of 
d i v i s i o n  among our people,  and those  who bear  
t h e  blame f o r  i t  have a  grave reckoning t o  make. 
A heavy judgment l i e s  upon those  who have l e d  
our people away from t h e  t r u t h  i n t o  e r r o r .  But 
judgment l i e s  a l s o  over those who have wanted t o  
f i g h t  f o r  t h e  t r u t h ,  but have l e t  t h e  f l e s h  have 
sway i n  t h e  b a t t l e  and thereby have been t h e  
cause t h a t  t h e  e r r o r  has  e s t ab l i shed  i t s e l f  wi th  
those  who indeed went a s t r a y ,  bu t  were not  cogni- 
zant  of i t  -- they stood t h e r e  where they be- 
l i eved  they  had t o  s tand .  Not a l l  go a s t r a y  out  
of wickedness. Many do i t  out  of ignorance and 
l a c k  of deeper comprehension. Many have been l ed  
a s t r a y .  Such must t h e r e f o r e  be r e s t o r e d  " in  t h e  
s p i r i t  of meeknessett  An unwise and c a r n a l  manner 
of f i g h t i n g  o f t e n  c l o s e s  t h e  way t o  t h e  acknowl- 
edgment of t h e  t r u t h  among those  who otherwise 
might be won f o r  t h e  t r u t h .  W e  must s e e  t o  i t  
t h a t  w e  a r e  not  t h e  cause of i t  t h a t  someone 
hardens himself i n  e r r o r .  We do n o t  d r i v e  out  
d e v i l s  by Beelzebul;  we do not  overcome t h e  Old 
Adam by t h e  Old Adam. 

W e  wish t o  God t h a t  we a l l  could s tand  together  
and be e d i f i e d  together .  We t h e r e f o r e  want union 
wi th  our  church opponents and f i r s t  and foremost 
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t h a t  w e  a r e  not  t h e  cause of i t  t h a t  someone 
hardens himself i n  e r r o r .  We do n o t  d r i v e  out  
d e v i l s  by Beelzebul;  we do not  overcome t h e  Old 
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W e  wish t o  God t h a t  we a l l  could s tand  together  
and be e d i f i e d  together .  We t h e r e f o r e  want union 
wi th  our  church opponents and f i r s t  and foremost 



wi th  t hose  who once s tood  wi th  us  i n  t h e  
fe l lowship  of t h e  f a i t h  bu t  separa ted  them- 
s e l v e s  from us .  But we do no t  wish t h e  kind 
of union which ex t e rna l i sm wants.  We do n o t  
want union a t  t h e  expense of t r u t h  and con- 
s c i ence  i n  o rde r  t o  be a  b igger  power w i t h  
g r e a t e r  p r e s t i g e  and in f luence .  We do n o t  
want union i n  o rde r  t o  ge t  p r a i s e  a s  be ing  
men of a  broader  view, of t h e  l i b e r a l  manner 
of t h ink ing  and a s  o r i g i n a t o r s  and champions 
of p rogress .  But w e  want t h a t  kind of union 
which i s  c a r r i e d  along by t h e  t r u t h  and con- 
sists i n  "uni ty  of t h e  S p i r i t  i n  t h e  bond of 
peace": Unity i n  f a i t h ,  u n i t y  i n  confess ion  
of t r u t h  and u n i t y  i n  t h e  b a t t l e  a g a i n s t  e r r o r .  
Without such a  u n i t y  t h e  bond of peace cannot 
bind us  t oge the r .  Our program i s  f i r s t  u n i t y  
and agreement, t hen  union. To me i t  seems t h a t  
a l l  t h i s  t a l k  about union sounds very  s t r a n g e  
e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  mouths of those  who broke t h e  
bond of brotherhood,  d e c l a r i n g  us  t o  be f a l s e  
t eache r s  and hypoc r i t e s  who preached one t h i n g ,  
bu t  meant something else i n  our  h e a r t s ,  If they  
have come s o  f a r  now t h a t  they s e e  t h a t  t hey ,  
a c t i n g  i n  i r r i t a t i o n  and o v e r h a s t i n e s s ,  have 
done t h a t  which they  should n o t ,  then they 
ought t o  acknowledge i t  and ask  God and men 
f o r  fo rg ivenes s ;  because i t  s h a l l  n o t  be  fo r -  
g o t t e n  t h a t  we d id  n o t  fo r sake  them, bu t  they  
forsook us ,  presumably on account of f a l s e  
d o c t r i n e .  

The Controversy on E l e c t i o n  and Conversion 

In  t h e  l a s t  g r e a t  b a t t l e  about E lec t ion  and 
Conversion and t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  connected 
t he rewi th  w e  have -- t h i s  w e  can  s ay  be fo re  
God -- humbly wanted t o  bow be fo re  t h a t  which 
is w r i t t e n  and have n e i t h e r  dared nor  wanted t o  
depa r t  a h a i r b r e a d t h  therefrom because God h a s  

no t  given us  permission t o  have o t h e r  thoughts  
and i d e a s  about t h e s e  t h i n g s  than  H e  Himself 
ha s ,  and because i t  i s  n o t  our  view, bu t  ~ o d ' s  
sav ing  counse l ,  revea led  i n  H i s  Word, which 
a lone  can save  and a c t u a l l y  does save  us .  

I f  those  who have opposed us  i n  t h i s  s t r i f e  can 
now show us  from t h e  passages on which we b u i l d  
our  d o c t r i n e  of man's E l ec t ion  and Regenerat ion 
t h a t  we have been mistaken i n  t h e  understanding 
and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of them, and can f u r t h e r  show 
us  c l e a r  words of God t h a t  a  pe r son ' s  e t e r n a l  
E l ec t ion  and h i s  Regenerat ion h e r e  i n  t ime has  
i t s  exp lana t ion  i n  man9 s " a t t i t u d e "  o r  "choice" 
o r  t h a t  God, when H e  e l e c t s  and r egene ra t e s  a  
person,  ha s  been "determined by" o r  h a s  "taken 
account of"  o r  "has accommodated Himself t o t f  
man's a t t i t u d e ,  then  w e  s h a l l  - and t h a t  i s  our  
C h r i s t i a n  du ty  - bow our se lves  t o  t h a t ;  because 
we n e i t h e r  d e s i r e  nor  d a r e  t o  hold f a s t  t o  any 
d o c t r i n e  which we f i n d  t o  be  i n  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  
t o  God's Word, 

But i f  our  opponents cannot show u s  t h i s ,  s o  
t h a t  we wi th  good conscience can s t and  on t h e i r  
ground, o r  i f  w e  cannot convince them of t h e i r  
g r e a t  e r r o r  which w e  s i n c e r e l y  t h i n k  they a r e  
s teeped  i n ,  then  t h e r e  should be  no t a l k  about 
union between u s ,  because a  union wi thout  u n i t y  
of s p i r i t  on t h e  foundat ion of t h e  f a i t h  would 
no t  p l e a s e  God and would n o t  b r i n g  t h e  church 
any b l e s s i n g .  In s t ead  of making our  church 
s t r o n g ,  i t  would make i t  weak. Indeed,  i t  i s  
n o t  t h i s  t h a t  t h e  church has  l a r g e  numbers and 
i s  honored and wondered a t  t h a t  makes i t  s t r o n g ,  
bu t  t h i s  and t h i s  a lone  t h a t  it i s  f a i t h f u l  t o  
God and t h e  t r u t h .  The church was n o t  l a r g e  i n  
number and w a s  n o t  honored a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  
Apos t les ,  bu t  i t  overcame t h e  world.  The t r u e  



wi th  t hose  who once s tood  wi th  us  i n  t h e  
fe l lowship  of t h e  f a i t h  bu t  separa ted  them- 
s e l v e s  from us .  But we do no t  wish t h e  kind 
of union which ex t e rna l i sm wants.  We do n o t  
want union a t  t h e  expense of t r u t h  and con- 
s c i ence  i n  o rde r  t o  be a  b igger  power w i t h  
g r e a t e r  p r e s t i g e  and in f luence .  We do n o t  
want union i n  o rde r  t o  ge t  p r a i s e  a s  be ing  
men of a  broader  view, of t h e  l i b e r a l  manner 
of t h ink ing  and a s  o r i g i n a t o r s  and champions 
of p rogress .  But w e  want t h a t  kind of union 
which i s  c a r r i e d  along by t h e  t r u t h  and con- 
sists i n  "uni ty  of t h e  S p i r i t  i n  t h e  bond of 
peace": Unity i n  f a i t h ,  u n i t y  i n  confess ion  
of t r u t h  and u n i t y  i n  t h e  b a t t l e  a g a i n s t  e r r o r .  
Without such a  u n i t y  t h e  bond of peace cannot 
bind us  t oge the r .  Our program i s  f i r s t  u n i t y  
and agreement, t hen  union. To me i t  seems t h a t  
a l l  t h i s  t a l k  about union sounds very  s t r a n g e  
e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  mouths of those  who broke t h e  
bond of brotherhood,  d e c l a r i n g  us  t o  be f a l s e  
t eache r s  and hypoc r i t e s  who preached one t h i n g ,  
bu t  meant something else i n  our  h e a r t s ,  If they  
have come s o  f a r  now t h a t  they s e e  t h a t  t hey ,  
a c t i n g  i n  i r r i t a t i o n  and o v e r h a s t i n e s s ,  have 
done t h a t  which they  should n o t ,  then they 
ought t o  acknowledge i t  and ask  God and men 
f o r  fo rg ivenes s ;  because i t  s h a l l  n o t  be  fo r -  
g o t t e n  t h a t  we d id  n o t  fo r sake  them, bu t  they  
forsook us ,  presumably on account of f a l s e  
d o c t r i n e .  

The Controversy on E l e c t i o n  and Conversion 

In  t h e  l a s t  g r e a t  b a t t l e  about E l ec t ion  and 
Conversion and t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  a r e  connected 
t he rewi th  w e  have -- t h i s  w e  can  s ay  be fo re  
God -- humbly wanted t o  bow be fo re  t h a t  which 
is w r i t t e n  and have n e i t h e r  dared nor  wanted t o  
depa r t  a h a i r b r e a d t h  therefrom because God h a s  

no t  given us  permission t o  have o t h e r  thoughts  
and i d e a s  about t h e s e  t h i n g s  than  H e  Himself 
ha s ,  and because i t  i s  n o t  our  view, bu t  ~ o d ' s  
sav ing  counse l ,  revea led  i n  H i s  Word, which 
a lone  can save  and a c t u a l l y  does save  us .  

I f  those  who have opposed us  i n  t h i s  s t r i f e  can 
now show us  from t h e  passages on which we b u i l d  
our  d o c t r i n e  of man's E l ec t ion  and Regenerat ion 
t h a t  we have been mistaken i n  t h e  understanding 
and i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of them, and can f u r t h e r  show 
us  c l e a r  words of God t h a t  a  pe r son ' s  e t e r n a l  
E l ec t ion  and h i s  Regenerat ion h e r e  i n  t ime has  
i t s  exp lana t ion  i n  man9 s " a t t i t u d e "  o r  "choice" 
o r  t h a t  God, when H e  e l e c t s  and r egene ra t e s  a  
person,  ha s  been "determined by" o r  h a s  "taken 
account of"  o r  "has accommodated Himself t o t f  
man's a t t i t u d e ,  then  w e  s h a l l  - and t h a t  i s  our  
C h r i s t i a n  du ty  - bow our se lves  t o  t h a t ;  because 
we n e i t h e r  d e s i r e  nor  d a r e  t o  hold f a s t  t o  any 
d o c t r i n e  which we f i n d  t o  be  i n  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  
t o  God's Word, 

But i f  our  opponents cannot show u s  t h i s ,  s o  
t h a t  we wi th  good conscience can s t and  on t h e i r  
ground, o r  i f  w e  cannot convince them of t h e i r  
g r e a t  e r r o r  which w e  s i n c e r e l y  t h i n k  they a r e  
s teeped  i n ,  then  t h e r e  should be  no t a l k  about 
union between u s ,  because a  union wi thout  u n i t y  
of s p i r i t  on t h e  foundat ion of t h e  f a i t h  would 
no t  p l e a s e  God and would n o t  b r i n g  t h e  church 
any b l e s s i n g .  In s t ead  of making our  church 
s t r o n g ,  i t  would make i t  weak. Indeed,  i t  i s  
n o t  t h i s  t h a t  t h e  church has  l a r g e  numbers and 
i s  honored and wondered a t  t h a t  makes i t  s t r o n g ,  
bu t  t h i s  and t h i s  a lone  t h a t  it i s  f a i t h f u l  t o  
God and t h e  t r u t h .  The church was n o t  l a r g e  i n  
number and w a s  n o t  honored a t  t h e  t i m e  of t h e  
Apos t les ,  bu t  i t  overcame t h e  world.  The t r u e  



confess i snab  church was n o t  l a r g e  nor  marvel led 
a t  i n  ~ u t ~ e r ' s  day, b u t  i t  shook t h e  t h rone  of 
a n t i c h r i s t  and loosened t h e  cha in s  of s l a v e r y .  
When t h e  church makes a l lowance f o r  d e p a r t u r e  
from t h e  t r u t h ,  i t  may become l a r g e  and o b t a i n  
honor and admira t ion  from t h e  world,  bu t  i t  
does n o t  do m i r a c l e s  l i k e  t hose ,  

Whence t h e  Real S t r eng th  of t h e  Church 

Nei ther  was i t  du r ing  t h e  t ime when t h e  u n i t y  
of f a i t h  i n  our  church body was broken,  and 
t h o s e  who have l e f t  us  were s t i l l  i n  our  r a n k s ,  
t h a t  we were s t r o n g  and e n e r g e t i c ,  A t  t h a t  
t i m e  our  church was shaken i n  i t s  ve ry  founda- 
t i o n s  and i t s  power was para lyzed .  But when 
t h e  u n i t y  of f a i t h  was r e s t o r e d  -- even though 
w e  had become a  much sma l l e r  f l o c k  -- then  i t  
was t h a t  w e  became s t r o n g  and began t o  unfo ld  
a  power which i n  t h e s e  las t  15 y e a r s  has  l e f t  
l a s t i n g  marks a f t e r  i t ,  Let  u s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  
watch s o  t h a t  we do n o t  d e p a r t  a  h a i r b r e a d t h  
from t h e  t r u t h  o u t  of c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  which 
e x t e r n a l i s m  may tempt us  t o  fo l low,  

2 ,  S a t i e t y  

The second danger t h a t  t h r e a t e n s  u s  i s  s a t i e t y *  
For a h a l f  hundred y e a r s  now we have been par -  
t a k e r s  of t h e  g r ace  of being s a t i s f i e d  and 
nourished by t h e  unadu l t e r a t ed  mi lk  of t r u t h ,  
Many now t h i n k  t h a t  t hey  a r e  s u r f e i t e d  and 
have a d i s t a s t e  f o r  t h e  sound words. Th i s  shows 
i t s e l f  i n  i n f r e q u e n t  church-at tendance,  n e g l e c t  
of t h e  Lord ' s  Supper, c a r e l e s s n e s s  w i t h  r ega rd  
t o  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  upbr ing ing  of t h e  c h i l d r e n  and 
l i t t l e  i n t e r e s t  f o r  church ly  a c t i v i t i e s  a s  a  
whole. Th i s  danger seems t o  b e  most i n  ev idence  
where t h e  Word h a s  been preached p u b l i c l y  f o r  a 

longer  t i m e .  T h i s  i s  something t h a t  causes  us  
t o  become anxious and a f r a i d ,  because we know 
t h a t  when God's Word has  l e f t  a  p l a c e  i t  does 
n o t  r e t u r n  i n  s e v e r a l  gene ra t i ons ,  Strong 
d e l u s i o n s ,  on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  g e t  ho ld  of t h e  
f i e l d ,  and l i e s  pa s s  f o r  t r u t h *  

That which r e a l l y  l i e s  a t  t h e  bottom both  of 
empty ex t e rna l i sm  and s leep- induc ing  s a t i e t y  
i s  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  w o r l d l i n e s s  t h a t  
r u l e s  t h e  minds of many. "Demas h a t h  forsaken  
me," says  t h e  Apost le  Pau l ,  "having loved t h i s  
p r e s e n t  world." Where w o r l d l i n e s s  h a s  g o t t e n  
an  en t r ance  t o  t h e  h e a r t  t h e  c a r e  f o r  s p i r i t u a l  
and e t e r n a l  b e n e f i t s  d i s appea r s  and t h e  fe l low- 
s h i p  w i th  God and H i s  c h i l d r e n  cea se s .  

This  i s  t h e  t h i r d  ch i e f  danger t h a t  t h r e a t e n s  
our  church,  Wor ld l iness  o b t a i n s  power over 
t h e  h e a r t  l i t t l e  by l i t t l e  u n t i l  i t  f i n a l l y  
t a k e s  over  completely ,  and t h e  f i n a l  r e s u l t  
i s  e t e r n a l  pover ty  and p e r d i t i o n .  May we never  
f o r g e t  t h e  " r i c h  man9' and t h e  " r i c h  farmer ."  

We must r ouse  ou r se lve s  now t o  meet t h e s e  
t h r e a t e n i n g  dangers  t h a t  come s o  c l o s e  t o  us  
a s  w e  beg in  t h e  second ha l f - cen tu ry  of our  
synod 's  ex i s t ence .  There i s  now only  a  l i t t l e  
handfu l  l e f t  of t h o s e  men who founded our  
synod and b u i l t  i t  f a i t h f u l l y ,  and b e f o r e  long  
t h e  Lord w i l l  t a k e  them home t o  Himself ,  Now 
it  devolves  upon us  who have enjoyed t h e  b l e s s -  
i ng  of t h e i r  work t h a t  w e  keep watch over  t h e  
i n h e r i t a n c e  w i th  t h e  same devot ion  of f a i t h  
and w i t h  t h e  same s e l f - s a c r i f i c i n g  and s e l f -  
denying l o v e  t h a t  t hey  showed toward t h e  



confess i snab  church was n o t  l a r g e  nor  marvel led 
a t  i n  ~ u t ~ e r ' s  day, b u t  i t  shook t h e  t h rone  of 
a n t i c h r i s t  and loosened t h e  cha in s  of s l a v e r y .  
When t h e  church makes a l lowance f o r  d e p a r t u r e  
from t h e  t r u t h ,  i t  may become l a r g e  and o b t a i n  
honor and admira t ion  from t h e  world,  bu t  i t  
does n o t  do m i r a c l e s  l i k e  t hose ,  

Whence t h e  Real S t r eng th  of t h e  Church 

Nei ther  was i t  du r ing  t h e  t ime when t h e  u n i t y  
of f a i t h  i n  our  church body was broken,  and 
t h o s e  who have l e f t  us  were s t i l l  i n  our  r a n k s ,  
t h a t  we were s t r o n g  and e n e r g e t i c ,  A t  t h a t  
t i m e  our  church was shaken i n  i t s  ve ry  founda- 
t i o n s  and i t s  power was para lyzed .  But when 
t h e  u n i t y  of f a i t h  was r e s t o r e d  -- even though 
w e  had become a  much sma l l e r  f l o c k  -- then  i t  
was t h a t  w e  became s t r o n g  and began t o  unfo ld  
a  power which i n  t h e s e  las t  15 y e a r s  has  l e f t  
l a s t i n g  marks a f t e r  i t ,  Let  u s ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  
watch s o  t h a t  we do n o t  d e p a r t  a  h a i r b r e a d t h  
from t h e  t r u t h  o u t  of c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  which 
e x t e r n a l i s m  may tempt us  t o  fo l low,  

2 ,  S a t i e t y  

The second danger t h a t  t h r e a t e n s  u s  i s  s a t i e t y *  
For a h a l f  hundred y e a r s  now we have been par -  
t a k e r s  of t h e  g r ace  of being s a t i s f i e d  and 
nourished by t h e  unadu l t e r a t ed  mi lk  of t r u t h ,  
Many now t h i n k  t h a t  t hey  a r e  s u r f e i t e d  and 
have a d i s t a s t e  f o r  t h e  sound words. Th i s  shows 
i t s e l f  i n  i n f r e q u e n t  church-at tendance,  n e g l e c t  
of t h e  Lord ' s  Supper, c a r e l e s s n e s s  w i t h  r ega rd  
t o  t h e  C h r i s t i a n  upbr ing ing  of t h e  c h i l d r e n  and 
l i t t l e  i n t e r e s t  f o r  church ly  a c t i v i t i e s  a s  a  
whole. Th i s  danger seems t o  b e  most i n  ev idence  
where t h e  Word h a s  been preached p u b l i c l y  f o r  a 

longer  t i m e .  T h i s  i s  something t h a t  causes  us  
t o  become anxious and a f r a i d ,  because we know 
t h a t  when God's Word has  l e f t  a  p l a c e  i t  does 
n o t  r e t u r n  i n  s e v e r a l  gene ra t i ons ,  Strong 
d e l u s i o n s ,  on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  g e t  ho ld  of t h e  
f i e l d ,  and l i e s  pa s s  f o r  t r u t h *  

That which r e a l l y  l i e s  a t  t h e  bottom both  of 
empty ex t e rna l i sm  and s leep- induc ing  s a t i e t y  
i s  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  w o r l d l i n e s s  t h a t  
r u l e s  t h e  minds of many. "Demas h a t h  forsaken  
me," says  t h e  Apost le  Pau l ,  "having loved t h i s  
p r e s e n t  world." Where w o r l d l i n e s s  h a s  g o t t e n  
an  en t r ance  t o  t h e  h e a r t  t h e  c a r e  f o r  s p i r i t u a l  
and e t e r n a l  b e n e f i t s  d i s appea r s  and t h e  fe l low- 
s h i p  w i th  God and H i s  c h i l d r e n  cea se s .  

This  i s  t h e  t h i r d  ch i e f  danger t h a t  t h r e a t e n s  
our  church,  Wor ld l iness  o b t a i n s  power over 
t h e  h e a r t  l i t t l e  by l i t t l e  u n t i l  i t  f i n a l l y  
t a k e s  over  completely ,  and t h e  f i n a l  r e s u l t  
i s  e t e r n a l  pover ty  and p e r d i t i o n .  May we never  
f o r g e t  t h e  " r i c h  man9' and t h e  " r i c h  farmer ."  

We must r ouse  ou r se lve s  now t o  meet t h e s e  
t h r e a t e n i n g  dangers  t h a t  come s o  c l o s e  t o  us  
a s  w e  beg in  t h e  second ha l f - cen tu ry  of our  
synod 's  ex i s t ence .  There i s  now only  a  l i t t l e  
handfu l  l e f t  of t h o s e  men who founded our  
synod and b u i l t  i t  f a i t h f u l l y ,  and b e f o r e  long  
t h e  Lord w i l l  t a k e  them home t o  Himself ,  Now 
it  devolves  upon us  who have enjoyed t h e  b l e s s -  
i ng  of t h e i r  work t h a t  w e  keep watch over  t h e  
i n h e r i t a n c e  w i th  t h e  same devot ion  of f a i t h  
and w i t h  t h e  same s e l f - s a c r i f i c i n g  and s e l f -  
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warding-off of e r r o r .  W e  want our people  t o  
s e e  t h e  g lo ry  and t h e  va lue  of our i n h e r i t a n c e  
f o r  t ime and e t e r n i t y ,  

1905 
The Hague Synod C a l l s  f o r  Committees 

t o  Discuss  Union 

A t  i t s  28th General Convention i n  Minneapolis 
i n  June,  1905, t h e  Synod rece ived  t h e  fo l lowing  
le t ter  from t h e  Hauge Synod: 

Red Wing, Minnesota, June 22 ,  1905 
The Hauge Synod g r e e t s  t h e  Norwegian Synod: 
Grace and peace: A t  t h e  Hauge Synod's 60th 
annual convent ion,  j u s t  he ld  i n  Red Wing, 
Minnesota, i t  was reso lved  t h a t  t h e  Hauge 
Synod w i l l  t a k e  up t h e  ma t t e r  of union wi th  
t h e  Norwegian Lutheran church bodies  t h a t  
a r e  w i l l i n g  t o  d e l i b e r a t e  w i th  us  concerning 
union,  I n  keeping wi th  t h i s  r e s o l u t i o n ,  t h e  
Hauge Synod h a s  appointed a committee of f i v e ,  
and i t  i s  our  hope t h a t  t h e  Norwegian Synod 
w i l l  appoin t  a s i m i l a r  committee. 

May t h i s  m a t t e r ,  then ,  be  recommended t o  t h e  
Norwegian Synod i n  t h e  name of t h e  t r i u n e  God. 

On behalf  of t h e  Hauge Synod, 
N.  J .  ~ b h r e ,  s e c r e t a r y  

The committee of t h e  Synod t h a t  was des igna ted  
t o  d e a l  w i th  t h i s  l e t t e r  presen ted  t h e  fo l lowing  
r e p o r t  which was adopted by t h e  Synod: 

The committee recommends t h a t  t h e  Synod appoin t  
a c o m i t t e e  of f i v e  t o  d e l i b e r a t e  concerning 
union wi th  t h e  committee t h a t  t h e  Hauge Synod 
has  e l e c t e d  f o r  t h i s  purpose. 

As members of this comit tee ,  $he earnittee 
propsses: Pro f ,  D r ,  H ,  G ,  Stub;  P r o f *  8 ,  E g  
Brandt, S&, Louis 1883; Pro f ,  A, $Iikkelsen, 
Concsrdia Seminary 1863; and P a s t o r s  He Halvou- 
sen, University of Christiania 1872;  and 0 -  B e  
Vangsp~es, 

Resolved t ha t  the secretary answer the l e t t e r  
from the Hauge Synod, 

(S.jwsdical Bepart ,  19054 pp. 67 & 688 

A t  t h i s  same ~onventisn in 1905, a r e so lu t ion  
was passed in the m a t t e r  of' e l i g i b i l i t y  s f  elee&ion 
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to t he  office of pres ident  of the Synod, Previous 
eo this, e l i g i b i l i t y  fo r  efecei~n to t h i s  office 
was limited to pastors of congregations of the 
Synod, T h i s  w a s  now changed so t h a t  also an or- 
dained prs%essor xd~o was a member of a erangregation 
i n  the  Synsd possesses the essential qualifications 
f o r  election g o  t h e  of f ice  of presidene, All the 
functions of the  o f f i c e  can be delegated to him 
except t ha t  sf casting the  deciding vs$e at the 
csnvenE ion,  

The foliowing voted against this resolution 
and asked ehar t h e i r  names be recorded as pro- 
t es t ing  against it: Professor Joh, Plvisaker, 
Presidenz T, A,  Torgerson, sad Rev, P ,  A ,  Widvey, 
A$ this canvention, Pro f ,  H,  G ,  Stub was execled 
vice-presiden~ o f  the Synod, 

In 1906 D r ,  Roren reported to t h e  Sped t h a t  he 
had recefved a repore from D r ,  S%ub and P r o f ,  Brandt 
concernziing the deliberations w i t h  the cornittees of 
the Hange Synod and the United Norwegian Lutheran 
Church, mey had discussed the  dscerine sf LZbsolu- 
t i on ,  and the s f d  doctrinal position of the Synsd 
had been adopted, It seemed that the Hauge S3msd 
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had now taken  2 d i f f e r e n t  s tand.  The de l%bera%ions  
of the  cornittees were ?G be continued s~ October  16, 
1906, 

DP,  Xoren also r epo r t ed  the  fo l lowing:  

2eopl.e have asked hnw t h e  committee of the S-ynoG 
could al low- i t se l f  to be partaker zn delibera~ions - 
w h s r e  Dr, F, Be S c h ~ r i d t  - ~ s u P d  be a partakzu* irecple 
saw an incsr,sistency '3n t h e  p a r t  af t h e  Synod ia~hen 
i t  d i d  t h i s .  But Br, :<oren d i d  net t h ink  sol 11s 
Formerly had been s ta tad  some y e a r s  ago, s a i d  Cr, 
Roren, we thought t h a t  B r ,  Schmidt night ba%~e 
changed h i s  manner of car ry ing  on c o n t r o ~ i e r s y .  3uc 
z h e ~  a colloquy hed been he ld  vith :he saen of the 
-- 2nited Church and D r ,  Schmidt was @resent among 

77 them, ne i s sued  a r e p o r t  s f  che d s l i b e r a t i o n s  a%- 
zhough the  member of the  j o in2  committee haci agreed 
ghat ,  none should be g c ~ e n .  until the natter linder 
cansidera"%ian w a s  f i n i shed  at ghe text meeting, 
3r, Sehxidt's r e p a r t  acd i t s  coneenzs sh~wed that 
se w a s  car ry ing on contraversy in ehe same rna-v-er 
2s be fo re ,  Then the  Syncd4s Church Council de- 
clared t h a t  they considered h i s  u n f a i r  actisn to 
be a hindranee even to eaaizg zs an underscanding 
an3 thae  khere aught a c t  tc be any more ronferrPn5 
with h i m ,  This w a s  the occasion of an appeal 
Girected to us $ha2 we should deliver p r s o f s  s f  
h i s  dishsneszy, These p roo f s  were ?resented by 
t he  Church Council and t h e  Synodas theologica l  
p r ~ f e s s o r s  i n  a carefully woraed paaphle t  entitled 
B P  ?frai%s o f  Dr, Schmidzt's Conduct" ( " ~ r g l t  af 

Dr. Schmidts ~ g r d " ) .  After a long t i m e  there cane 
an answer from the  co rn i t t e e  sf! che United Church, I 

W e  regarded  this answer as r ea l l y  saying nothing 
except  t h a t  what w e  counted as unfair and no& 
p e r m i s s i b l e ,  t he  United Church's committee called 
permissible, Then t h e r e  came ehe invieation from 
t h e  Hauge Synod t ha t  the three church bodies  should 
confer ,  The Synod wanted these d e l i b e r a t i o n s  s ince  

t h e  Hzuge Synod h ~ a  never taken  p a r t  i n  t h e  d e l i b -  
e r a t i o n s  t h a t  were aimed a t  u n i t y  w i th  o t h e r  church 
bodies ,  Our Synod knew t h a t  i t  was l i k e l y  t h a t  
D r ,  Schmidt would come t o  t a k e  p a r t  i n  t h e  d e l i b -  
e r a t i o n s ,  So t h e  ques t i on  was: Should we on t h i s  
account r e f u s e  t o  be a long .  We knew t h a t  we had 
Seen and were r i g h t  when we r e fu sed  t o  d e l i b e r a t e  
w i th  him, b u t  s i n c e  w e  regarded  it a s  our  duty to 
confer  wi th  t h e  Wauge Synod, we chose rather t o  
l i s t e n  t o  D r ,  Schmidt than  t o  be deprived of t h e  
oppo r tun i t y  t o  l i s t e n  t o  t h e  spokesmen of the 
Hauge Synod, 

This  was a  year  i n  which t h e  D i s t r i c t s  of t h e  
Synod he ld  t h e i r  convent ionsB The Eas t e rn  D i - s t r i c t  
met i n  La Crosse,  Wisconsin,  May 30 t o  June 5 ,  1906. 
P r e s ,  A ,  K, Sagen had d i ed  on February 9 t h a t  y e a r ,  
and t h e  Vice-pres iden t ,  Pa s to r  J ,  Nordby sf Lee, 
I l l i n o i s ,  s tepped  i n t o  t h e  o f % i c e  of D i s t r i c t  P r e s i -  
d e n t ,  He was now 54 y e a r s  of age and bad graduated 
from Concordia Seminary i n  1876, 

P r e s i d e n t  Nordby r epo r t ed  t h a t  from his dea th  
bed P r e s i d e n t  Sagen had s e n t  him this message: 
"Te l l  t h e  p a s t o r s  that they must be d i l i g e n t . "  
In h i s  Report  t h e  p r ev ious  year,  P r e s ,  Sagen had 
given t h e  c l e r g y  t h e  f a l l owing  t e s t i m o n i a l  of 
a p p r e c i a t i o n  : 

Mainta in ing  t h e  r i g h t  v i e w  of t h e  Word a s  t h e  
u n f a i l i n g  and s u r e  founda t ion  f o r  t h e  chu rch ' s  
p r e s e r v a t i o n  and the  s a l v a t i o n  of s o u l s  i s  
due ,  nex t  a f t e r  God, t o  our  p a s t o r s 9  cont inued 
f a i t h f u l  work f o r  t h e  e d i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  cong- 
r e g a t i o n  on t h e  b a s i s  s f  t h e  Prophe ts  and 
Apost%es, J e sus  C h r i s t  be ing  t h e  c h i e f  corner-  
s t o n e ,  This  work tha t  most of ou r  p a s t o r s  do 
under s a c r i f i c e  and ha rd ,  u n t i r i n g  l a b o r  s o  
as t o  b u i l d  up t h e i r  h e a r e r s  un to  t r u e  
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s t i a n i t y  i n  con fe s s ion  and l i f e  and t o  
g  them t o  God dese rves  our  undivided 
e c t  and admira t ion ,  With them i t  i s  n o t  

a  ques t i on  of f avo r  o r  d i s f a v o r ,  of g a i n  o r  
l o s s ,  of a p p r e c i a t i o n  o r  l a c k  of i t ,  b u t  t h e  
t r u t h  of t h e  Word i s  eve ry th ing  t o  them, and 
wi%h wisdom and p a t i e n c e ,  under good r e p o r t  
o r  e v i l ,  t h e y  seek  t o  impress  i t  upon t h e  
h e a r t s  of t h e  people  among whom they  have 
been placed a s  watchmen, Th i s  tes t imony is 
t r u e ;  and i t  ought t o  f i l l  our  h e a r t s  w i t h  
thanks t o  God t h a t  i t  i s  t r u e ,  The more t h a t  
I a s  a  watchman f o r  our  D i s t r i c t  have got ten  
an i n s i g h t  i n t o  t h e  work of our  p a s t o r s  f o r  
t h e  e d i f i c a t i o n  of our  congrega t ion  i n  t h e  
t r u t h  and p r e s e r v a t i o n  from e r r o r  t h e  more 
i t  h a s  become apparen t  t o  me what a  p ious ,  
d i l i g e n t  and f a i t h f u l  c l e r g y  w e  have, 

For us  of t h e  Evange l ica l  Lutheran Synod i t  i s  
i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  n o t e  t h a t  t h e  Report  of t h e  Eas t e rn  
D i s t r i c t  mentions two p a s t o r s  who l a t e r  were a long  
i n  t h e  r e -o rgan i za t i on  s f  t h e  Synod i n  1918, and 
i t  says  of them t h a t  t hey  had been orda ined  t h e  
yea r  p rev ious :  Rev, John Moldstad was orda ined  
i n  Chicago on J u l y  15 ,  1906, by F a s t o r  6 ,  A ,  
Gul l ixson ,  and Rev, Molden PI, OPsen was orda ined  
i n  Madison by P a s t o r  R e  0 ,  Brandt on August 5 ,  1906. 

D e l i b e r a t i o n  w i th  Other  Lutheran Church Bodies 

I n  1907 t h e  d i s t r i c t s  i n  t h e i r  convent ions ,  one 
a f t e r  t h e  o t h e r ,  passed r e s o l u t i o n s  encouraging t h e  
cont inuance  of  t h e  meet ings  of  the committees of 
t h e  Synod, t h e  Mauge Synod, and t h e  United Church, 
Also t h e  P a e i f i e  D i s t r i c t  passed such a r e s o l u t i o n ,  
It r eads  a s  fo l lows:  

A s  t o  t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  w i t h  o t h e r  church  
bodies ,  P a c i f i c  D i s t r i c t  wishes  t o  exp re s s  

i t s  g r a t i f i c a t i o n  a t  t h e  f s c t  t h a t  i t  has  
been poss-ibie t o  c o n t i n u s  t h e s e  del iberarbions,  
and we approve of t h e  d e c i s i o n  of t h e  de le -  
g a t e s  t o  con t inue ,  

However, there developed q u i t e  a d i s c u s s i o n  
about t h i s  a t  t h e  P a c i f i c  D i s t r i c t  Convention, and 
i t  was c a r r i e d  on i n  t h e  Eng l i sh  language,  There 
w a s  one member of t h e  D i s t r i c t  who vo iced  a  word 
of warning. It was Rev. B. Harstad who r e f e r r e d  
t o  t h e  B ib l e  passage ,  T i t u s  3 ,  10: "An h e r e t i c  
person r e j e c t ,  having admonished him once o r  twice."  
He a l s o  quoted Acts  19  where i t  i s  s t a t e d  t h a t  
S t .  Pau l  p a r t e d  h i s  d i s c i p l e s  from t h e  opponents 
when t hey  began t o  speak e v i l  of t h a t  d o c t r i n e .  
The o t h e r  s i d e  of t h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  kep t  r e f e r r i n g  
t o  i t  t h a t  it was t h e  Hauge Synod t h a t  had i s sued  
t h e  i n v i t a t i o n ,  even though t h e  United Church was 
a l s o  t h e r e  w i t h  i t s  committee and D r ,  Schmidt 
among them. D r .  Koren s a i d :  "Our opponents know 
t h a t  they  cannot move us . "  (Page 167)  He a l s o  
s a i d :  "I am a g a i n s t  D r .  Schmidt and w i l l  have 
no th ing  t o  do w i t h  him, and f o r  t h a t  r ea son  I am 
n o t  a  member of t h a t  committee. Now I have t h e  
hope t h a t  h e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  w i l l  n o t  t a k e  p a r t  i n  
t h e  conferences .  But t h e  word t h a t  r u l e s  m e  i n  
t h i s  connec t ion  is  t h i s :  B e  ready  always t o  g ive  
answer t o  every  man t h a t  a sks  of you a  reason  f o r  
t h e  hope t h a t  i s  i n  you w i t h  meekness and f e a r . "  
Then P a s t o r  Marstad asked t h e  ques t i on :  "Do you 
b e l i e v e  t h a t  t hey  a s k  us  t o  con fe r  w i th  them 
because they want t o  l i s t e n  and f i n d  ou t  what 
our  con fe s s ion  i s ? "  And D r ,  Koren answered: 

have no r i g h t  t o  doubt t h a t ,  I f  t h e r e  were 
any danger t h a t  t h o s e  people  would b e l i e v e  w e  
were u n i o n i s t i c ,  t hen  I would s h u t  my mouth, 
bu t  I do n o t  t h i n k  t h e r e  is  any danger of t ha t . " ,  
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Rev, Harstad:  
What i s  t h e  reason  t h a t  our  Church Council. 
passed a r e s o l u t i o n  n o t  t o  meet provided 
B r ,  Schmidt was p r e s e n t  as a d e l e g a t e ,  and 
y e t  they  have m e t ?  Though t h e  United Church 
knew t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t h e  Synod took ,  s t i l l  
they  went t o  work and e l e c t e d  D r ,  Schmidt, 
Do we n o t  p u t  you i n  a  doub t fu l  p o s i t i o n  by 
s a n c t i o n i n g  t h i s ?  And then ,  do you r e a l l y  
meet t h e s e  d e l e g ~ t e s  w i th  t h e  unders tanding  
t h a t  t hey  a r c  meeting t h e r e  a s  such i n  behalf  
of t h e i r  church t o  d i s c u s s  t h i s  d o c t r i n e  be- 
cause they  d e s i r e  y su r  d o c t r i n e ,  o r  a t  least 
d e s i r e  in format ion  from you on t hose  t o p i c s ?  
I f  you can prove t h a t ,  t h e n  I y i e l d ,  But 
you know, o r  a t  l e a s t  I know, t h a t  from tIzeir  
o f f i c i a l  documents they  d e c l a r e  and cons ide r  
us  a s  f a l s e  p rophe ts  t h a t  should be rescued  
f r o x  p e r d i t i o n  by t h e s e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  and 
w e  a r e  c o n s t a n t l y  t r e a t e d  a s  such,  and there- 
f o r e  1 app l i ed  t h e s e  o t h e r  passages  because 
t hey  m e e t  u s  as opponents of  t h e s e  d o c t r i n e s  
you d i s c u s s ,  

Reply of P r o f .  Brandt:  
It appears  t h a t  I have n o t  been a b l e  t o  make 
i t  c l e a r  t h a t  the  i n v i t a t i o n  t h a t  came t o  u s  
was extended by Hauge's Sped, W e  had no 
I"-nvitation from t h e  United Church, On t h i s  
c smi i e t ee  of t h e  United Church was a l s o  
Dr, Schmidt. W e  had t h e  i n v i t a t i o n  f r o r  
HaugePs Synod, and w e  accep ted  t h a t  inviea-  
t i o n ,  and t hen  t h e  United Church was i n v i t e d  
by Mauge's Synod, and we f e l t  t h a t  w e  c cu ld  
n o t  a ccep t  t h e  i n v i t a t i o n  of  Hauge9s Synod 
wi thout  meeting a l s o  t h e  c o r n i t t e e  of the  
United Church, bu% t h e  f a c t  t h a t  we accepted 
t h e  i n v i t a t i o n  extended by Mauge's Synod g u t s  
a d i f f e r e n t  l i g h t  on our  r e l a t i o n  t o  D r ,  Schmidt, 

P r e s i d e n t  KorenBs  Synodical  add re s s  a t  t h e  29th 
Convention of the Norwegian Synod i n  Our S a v i o r ' s  
Church, Chicago, i n  June of 1908, was i n  %he form 
of a t r ea t i se  on THE TNSPSMTION OF HOLY SCRIPTURE, 
H e  wanted t h i s  a d d r e s s  to be cons idered  a s  h i s  
tes tament  t o  t h e  Synod, The e n t i r e  add re s s  has 
been t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  Engl i sh  and i s  p r i n t e d  i n  
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P a s t o r  A,  C ,  Pranck, a  d e l e g a t e  of t he  German 
Missouri  Synod, brought i h e a r t y  b r o t h e r l y  g r e e t i n g  
f-om his church bsdy and expressed t h e  wish f o r  
Gcd's r i c h  grace and b l e s s i n g  upon t h e  Synod. In 
a longe r  communication t o  t h e  Synod ( i n  Norwegian) 
he c a l l e d  t o  mind t h a t  this yea r  it was 50 years 
sirace t h e  Norwegian Synod, through i t s  two de le -  
g a t e s ,  P a s t o r s  B t t e sen  and Icoren, came t o  the  con- 
v e n t i o n  of t h e  Missour i  Synod a t  F t ,  Tdayne and 
entered i n t o  f e l l owsh ip  s f  f a i t h  w i t h  t h e  Geman 
Synod. We spoke of t h e  g r e a t  b l e s s i n g s  t h i s  
f e l l owsh ip  had brought  about  f o r  bo th  church 
bodies ,  D r .  S tub ,  t h e  a c t i n g  chairmila, thanked 
on beha l f  of D r .  Roren and t h e  Synod and the Synod 
expressed i t s  agreemen-l by r i s i n g ,  

From t h e  annual meeting of t h e  United Church 
6 

t h e  Synod r ece ived  the fo l l owing  t e l e g r a p h i c  
g r e e t i n g :  

The annual convent ion of t h e  United Ncrwegian 
Lutheran Church of America sends g r e e t i n g s  t o  
t h e  Synod of t h e  Norwegian Evange l i ca l  Lutheran 
Church of America, W e  thank God f o r  H i s  bless- 
i n g s  upon you i n  t h e  p a s t ,  and w e  p ray  H i m  t o  
cont inue  these b less ings  i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  

J .  C, Roseland, Sec re t a ry  
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The fo l lowing  answer was adopted and s e n t  by 
t h e  Synod : 

The Norwegian Lutheran Synod, i n  convent ion 
assembled, has  r ece ived  your kind g r e e t i n g s ,  
and thanks you h e a r t i l y ,  W e  a l s o  a s k  God f o r  
H i s  r i c h  b l e s s i n g s  upon you, f o r  H i s  honor ,  
and f o r  t h e  w e l f a r e  of H i s  church. With 
b e s t  g r e e t i n g s  i n  beha l f  of t h e  Synod, 

J ,  Nordby, S e c r e t a r y  
\ 

On t h e  occas ion  of t h i s  a c t i o n  of t h e  Synod t h e  
1 

fo l lowing  s ta tement  was d e l i v e r e d  t o  t h e  Synod: 
f 

The unders igned f e e l  ob l i ged  t o  express  t o  t h e  
Synod t h e  r e g r e t  over  i t  t h a t  t h e  answer t o  
t h e  f r i e n d l y  g r e e t i n g  from t h e  United Church 
was accepted wi thout  any oppor tun i t y  be ing  
given f o r  d i s c u s s i o n  e i t h e r  concerning i t s  
c o n t e n t s  o r  t h e  form, and t h a t  t h e  answer,  i n  
t h e  form i t  was s e n t ,  d id  n o t ,  b e s i d e s  t h e  
wish f o r  God" b l e s s i n g  ave r  t h e  United Church, 
g ive  express ion  t o  t h e  hope t h a t  t h e  l a s t  de l i b -  
e r a t i o n s  have awakened i n  us  t h a &  t h e  United 
Church w i l l  no l onge r  f i g h t  a g a i n s t  t h e  t r u t h  
t h a t  we confess  o r  l a y  h indrances  i n  t h e  way 
of our  church work, 

Respec t fu l l y ,  
Laur.  Larsen 

0 ,  M e  Holden V ,  Koren 
G .  A. Gul l ixson  K.  Bjdrgo 
L. P ,  Jensen  L ,  C ,  Foss  
T ,  Rosholdt B e  Harstad 

The Hauge Synad a l s o  s e n t  a  f r i e n d l y  g r e e t i n g  
from i t s  annua l  meeting i n  Red Wing, bu t  i t  a r r i v e d  
t h e  day a f t e r  t h e  c l o s e  of  t h e  convent ion.  The 
s e c r e t a r y  wrote  P re s .  Eastvold and expressed t h e  
Synod's h e a r t y  joy and thanks.  

New D i s t r i c t  Created 

A t  t h i s  convent ion i t  was reso lved  t o  d i v i d e  
t h e  Minnesota D i s t r i c t  i n t o  two d i s t r i c t s ,  t hus  
c r e a t i n g  what came t o  be c a l l e d  the  Northwestern 
D i s t r i c t  i n  a d d i t i o n  t o  t h e  Minnesota D i s t r i c ~ ~  

Speaking b e f a r e  t h e  convent ion of t h e  Minnesota 
D i s t r i c t  a t  Glenwood, Minnesota,  i n  June 1909, 
D i s t r i c t  P r e s i d e n t  K. Bjdrgo s a i d :  

U n i o n i s t i c  t endenc i e s  show themselves  a t  many 
p l a c e s ,  bo th  i n  o l d e r  and younger congrega t ions ,  
and t h a t  most of a l l  in many of  the o l d e r  ones ,  
and e s p e c i a l l y  i n  c i t i e s , , , .  More and more, one 
h e a r s  exp re s s ions  t h a t  i t  i s  n o t  so impor tan t  
what one b e l i e v e s  and con fe s se s  i f  one on ly  
means i t  w e l l ,  'has t h e  B i b l e ,  wants t o  worship 
God and wants  t o  go t o  heaven, One must n o t  
be s o  e n t i r e l y  sure of one ' s  o m  f a i t h  and n o t  
s o  un lov ing  and unne ighbor ly , , , .  A l l  con t ra -  
v e r s y  and tes t imony a g a i n s t  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  
should be  s topped,  o r  a t  l e a s t  be c a r r i e d  on 
so t h a t  no one f e e l s  offended o r  that it hits 
him, e t c , ,  , , Thi s  unionism o f  our t ime and 
c a r e l e s s n e s s  w i th  r ega rd  t o  f a i t h  and confes- 
s i o n  I view a s  one sf t h e  greatest dangers  
t h a t  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  t h r e a t e n s  ou r  Lutheran 
Cburch and a l s o  our Synod and our  congrega- 
t i o n s  and p a s t o r s ,  W e  a r e  c h i l d r e n  of  t h e  
t imes  and we w i l l  t h e r e f o r e  e a s i l y  be  i n f l u -  
enced by t h e  s p i r i t  of t h e  t imes i f  we do n o t  
s t and  on guard by c o n t i n u a l  p r aye r  and c a l l -  
i ng  upon God., . ,  

Le t  us  a l s o  b e  on guard a g a i n s t  s i n f u l  d e s i r e  
f o r  union, A s  r e a l  C h r i s t i a n s  we s h a l l  work 
and pray  f o r  a r i g h t  and God-pleasing u n i t y  
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c a r e l e s s n e s s  w i th  r ega rd  t o  f a i t h  and confes- 
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s t and  on guard by c o n t i n u a l  p r aye r  and c a l l -  
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Le t  us  a l s o  b e  on guard a g a i n s t  s i n f u l  d e s i r e  
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of f a i t h  and c o n f e s s i o n , , . ,  That w i l l  b e  t h e  
ca se  on ly  i f  we s t and  f a s t  and immovabke i n  
t h e  Lord ' s  t r u t h ,  avoid and f l e e  from a l l  
e r r o r ,  even the seeming smal l  e r r o r ,  and i n  
word and deed confess our  f a i t h  and avoid 
church f e l l owsh ip  w i th  t h o s e  who we know de- 
part from t h e  t r u t h  i n  any p o i n t .  I n  t h i s  wzy 
we s h a l l  a l s o  c o n f e s s  our  Sav io r ,  and t hen  He 
w i l l  a l s o  confess  u s  be fo re  m e n , , , ,  Then t h e  
r i g h t  God-pleasing oneness  of s p i r i t  w i l l  
a r i se ,  and fro-in t h a t  w i l l  f l o w  t h e  r i g h t  and 
Pas t i ng  union t h a t  w i l l  n o t  e a s i l y  be broken 
aga in ,  

The d e l i b e r a t i o n s  of t h e  c o m i t t e e s  of our  
Synod, t h e  Bauge Synod and t h e  United Church 
have cont inued  a l s o  t h i s  yea r  and s h a l l  be 
cont inued i n  the f u t u r e ,  May God r u l e  and 
bend t h e i r  h e a r t s  wpm a r e  t o  d e l i b e r a t e  i n  
t h e s e  meet ings  s o  t h a t  t hey ,  w i t h  H i s  help, 
can r each  forward t o  the u n i t y  of s p i r i t  an 
the b a s i s  of t r u t h  wi thout  g iv ing  up anyth ing  
of t h a t  f a i t h  which i s  e n t r u s t e d  t o  the s a i n t s  
and t h a t  is  c l e a r l y  r evea l ed  i n  God's Word, 

The conveneion of t h e  P a c i f i c  D i s t r i c t  w a s  held 
i n  S e a t t l e ,  Washingtan, J u l y  1 t o  7 ,  1909, The 
Report s t a t e s  %he fo l lowing:  

Even though t h e r ~  i e  not  spy p u b l i c  r e p o r t  of 
the r e s u l t s  of &be l a s t  mee t ing  s f  t h e  cornrlit- 
tees of t h e  Hnrlge Synod, United,CI-turch, and 
t h e  Synod, t h e  Pac i f i c  D i s t r i c ~  h e a r t i l y  rec- 
omends  cont inued d e l i b e r a t i o n s ,  

T h i s  recommendation w a s  eccep ted  a f t e r  P a s t o r  
Harstad,  P a s t o r  ~rdsasbel-g and D r ,  Stub had spoken 
i n  t h e  ma t t e r ,  and t h e  deba t e  was c u t  o f f ,  Rev, 
Blaekkan s t a t e d  t h a t  he wanted t o  r e g i s t e r  a pro- 
test  under h i s  name t h a t  t h e  d e b a t e  was c u t  o f f  

be fo re  t h o s e  w i th  whom i t  was a ma t t e r  of conscience 
had g o t t e n  permiss ion  t o  express thernsePves, Pas tor  
Marstad asked that it be added t o  t h e  minutes  t h a t  
h e  voted a g a i n s t  t h e  recornendation of  t h e  cornittee 
and p r o t e s t e d  a g a i n s t  t h e  kind of a c t i o n  t h a t  was 
accorded t h i s  m a t t e r ,  

The d i s t r i c t s  of t h e  Synod had t h e i r  convent ions  
i n  19l.0, Rut t h e  Second P a r t  of t h e  R e p a r t  of 1910 
consists of m a t t e r s  t h a t  p e r t a i n  t o  t h e  entire Synod, 
I n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  P r e s i d e n t  Koren has  a r a t h e r  brief 
Report ,  and we quote  on ly  a  few sen t ences  from it, 

Tc i s  well known. t o  most 0% t he  members a f  t he  
Synod t h a t  1 have been 541 du r ing  this synodi-  
c a l  y e a r ,  My s i c k n e s s  i s  ' ang ina  pectorisPe 
It h a s  h indered  m e  from t a k i n g  p a r t  i n  meet- 
i ngs ,  and a t  these t h e  v i ce -p re s iden t ,  D r ,  
Stub, has func t ioned  f o r  n e e  1 have been 
able ,  however, t o  t a k e  c a r e  of same of my 
correspondence, It had been my d e s i r e  t a  
g r e e t  the  Synod convent ions  w i t h  a symodi- 
eal add re s s ,  I ts  c o n t e n t s  should have been 
an account ing of t h e  meaning of t h e  o f f i c e s  
of t h e  p r e s i d e n t  concerning which, I under- 
s t and ,  there  i s  cons ide rab l e  unc l ea rnes s ,  

Then there i s  a Report  from the  Phion Committees 
of t h e  Norwegian Synod, t h e  Nauge's Synod acd tbe 
Unitcd Church, pages  82 t o  9 4 ,  To t h i s  w e  now 
a d d r e s s  o u r s e l v e s ,  

Repor t  of t h e  Comittees of  t h e  Norwegian Synod, 
Nauge Synod and the United Church, Appointed to 

D e l i b e r a t e  Concerning t h e  M a t t e r  o f  Union 

A t  t h e  meeting of t h e s e  committees cn A p r i l  7 ,  
1908, i t  was agreed  t h a t  they should meet November 
10 t o  13 ,  1968, The matter of d e l i b e r a t i o n  then 
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would be "Electior, ."  A sub-committee, c o n s i s t i n g  
of P r o f ,  Stub,  P ro f .  S ,  N, Ki ldah l ,  and Rev, M e  G 8  
Hanson, was asked t o  p r e s e n t  p o i n t s  concerning t h i s  
ma t t e r  t o  t h i s  meeting. 

The sub -co rn i t t e e  r epo r t ed  t h a t  i t  ha$ n o t  been 
a b l e  t o  ag ree  on a  common s ta tement  and t h e r e f o r e  
p resen ted  two s e t s  of  P o i n t s :  One by D r .  Stub 
( t e n  P o i n t s )  , t h e  o t b e s  by Dr , Ki idah l  (seven 
P o i n t s ) ,  These a r e  p r i n t e d  i n  t h e  1910 Synod 
Report ,  2nd P a r t ,  page 8 2  f .  Besides  t h e s e ,  t h e r e  
a r e  a l s o  fou r  P o i n t s  by P r o f .  ~bckman.  

I n  h i s  P o i n t  No, 18 ,  D r ,  Stub included t h e  
s ta tement  t h a t  t h e  dogmatic ians  of t h e  1 7 t h  Century 
u s e  t h e  Second Form of t h e  d o c t r i n e  of El .ect ion 
which l i m i t s  E l e c t i o n  t o  t h a t  a c t  of God by which 
He h a s  appoin ted  a l l  t h o s e  t o  e t e r n a l  l i f e  i n  whose 
c a s e  H e  ha s  fo r e seen  t h a t  they  would remain s t ead -  
f a s t  i n  f a i t h  unto t h e i r  end,  And D r ,  S tub added: 
!'But t h e r e  can be u n i t y  of f a i t h  when t h i s  is under- 
s t ocd  i n  t h e  way i t  i s  s e t  f o r t h  by John Gerhard." 
Then D r ,  S tub quotes  a  paragraph from John Gerhard,  
Loc. d e  e l e c t i o n e ,  paragraph 61. We h e r e  g ive  a 
t r a n s l a t i o n  of B r ,  S tub ' s  Norwegian r e n d i t i o n  of 
t h e  L a t i n  of Gerhard: 

The m e r i t  of C h r i s t  i s  t h e  cause of ou r  E l e c -  
t i o n ;  b u t  s i n c e  C h r i s t ' s  m e r i t  does n o t  t r u l y  
b e n e f i t  anyone wi thout  f a i t h ,  t h e r e f o r e  w e  
s ay  t h a t  r ega rd  f o r  f a i t h  i s  inc luded  i n  t h e  
dec ree  of e l e c t i o n ,  With loud vo i ce  w e  con- 
f e s s  t h a t  we t each  t h a t  God h a s  n o t  found 
anyth ing  good i n  man t h a t  he should be e l e c t e d  
unto e t e r n a l  l i f e ,  t h a t  He h a s  net  t aken  ref- 
e rence  e i t h e r  t o  good works, o r  t o  t h e  use  of 
f r e e  w i l l ,  y e s ,  what is more, n o t  even to 
f a i t h  i t s e l f  i n  t h i s  way t h a t  H e  t he r eby  has  

been moved o r  t h a t  H e  on account  of i t  has  
e l e c t e d  some; bu t  w e  say t h a t  i t  i s  s o l e l y  
and a l o n e  t h e  mer i t  of C h r i s t  whose worthi-  
ne s s  God h a s  taken  i n t o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  and 
t h a t  H e  o u t  of  pure  g r ace  ha s  made t h e  dec ree  
o f  e l e c t i o n ,  Yet,  s i n c e  C h r i s t ' s  merit h a s  
no p l ace  i n  man except  by f a i t h ,  t h e r e f o r e  
we t each  t h a t  e l e c t i c n  ha s  t aken  p l a c e  i n  
view o f  C h r i s t ' s  merit which is  t o  be ac- 
cep ted  by f a i t h ,  Consequently we say  t h a t  
a l l  t hose ,  and on ly  t h o s e ,  a r e  e l e c t e d  by 
Gad i n  e t e r n i t y  unto s a l v a t i o n  concerning 
whom H e  h a s  fo r e seen  t h a t  t hey ,  by t h e  work- 
i n g  of t h e  Holy S p i r i t  through t h e  m i n i s t r y  
of  t h e  Gospel, w i l l  come t r u l y  t o  b e l i e v e  
i n  C h r i s t  t h e  Savior  and con t inue  s e e a d f a s t  
i n  f a i t h  u n t i l  l i f e ' s  end, 

D r ,  K i l d a h 1 9 s  Po in t  No. 7 inc luded  a  s ta tement  
o f  t h e  Second Form, bu t  s a i d  no th ing  about  under- 
s t and ing  i t  i n  t h e  way John Gerhard exp re s se s  it, 

When they  vo ted  as t o  which l i s t  of P o i n t s  
should be made t h e  b a s i s  of d i s c u s s i o n ,  the v o t e  
was t i e d  between S t a b ' s  and K i l d a h 1 9 s  P o i n t s ,  
The chairman decided the  ques t i on  i n  f avo r  of 
D r ,  s t u b ' s  P o i n t s ,  and t h e s e  came under consid- 
e r a t i o n ,  Not much p rog re s s  w a s  made, and i t  was 
r e so lved  t o  con t inue  t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  a t  t h e  
nex t  meet ing,  - 

Meeting March 30 t o  A p r i l  2 ,  1909 

For two days t hey  d i scussed  D r ,  S tub ' s  P a i n t  
No, 3. I n  t h e  a f t e rnoon  s f  A p r i l  I ,  i t  was decided 
t o  go over  t o  P o i n t  4 ,  and t h i s  was d i s cus sed  t h e  
r e s t  of t h e  meeting. I& Itsas r e so lved  t o  meet aga in  
November 2 - 5 ,  1909 ,  
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Meeting November 2 - 5, 1909 

The committee of the United Church setforth 
the following: "Since it has been seen that we can- 
not come ts agreement on the basis of these Theses, 
we make the motion that we make Question 548 of 
TRUTH UNTO GODLINESS ("Sandhed ti1 ~udfrygtighed") 
the basis for the deliberations at the next meeting, 

It was resolved that a sub-co-magnittee be formed, and 
if this committee comes to agreement, then a 
new meeting will be h e l d ,  

Resolved that the full committee s h a l l  not meet if 
this sub-committee does not come to agreement, 

Resolved that the sub-cornittee consist of three 
members, 

Resolved that each church body's comn~ittee elect 
its representative, 

Resolved that we meet March 29 to April I, 1910, 
Resolved that the Norwegian Synod's representative 

on the sub-committee call the meeting. 

Meetri.ng March 29, 1910 

D r ,  Stub announced that the sub-committee had 
not come to agreement concerning a common set of 
Points but presented three sets, one by Bre Stub, 
one by Dr, Bdckman, and one by Pres, EastvoLd, 

Resolved that Dr, Stub's summoning of the committee 
for a meeting be sanctioned," 

3kPn Kirketidende, 1911, page 342, we have 
Dr, StubP s explanation why he called the 
meeting, It is this: 

Dr. Stub called the cornittee together in 
order that they should come to agreement 
about a report to the annual conventions, 
NOT FOR DOCTRINAL DISCUSSION, The United 
Church committee said the words "for doc- 
trinal disqussisn" are not found in the 
minutes and therefore they denied the 

zorrectness of Dr, Stub" s piesa ; -  t~-~-:i?~_, 

DP,  Stub then asked P x e s ,  Eas~voLo c i  " t i c  
- % nauge Synod about  t h i s ,  Pres, EastvoLo 
declared:  "It was c lear ly  ~nderstocd ~t 
t h e  Noveriiber me2tin.g t h a t  we should ~ o c  
continue w i 6 h  the  d o c t r i n a l  d isccss ions  i f  
rhe  sub-cs~r imi tee~  covLd nse cone i n  with a 

h r i r  ~ o r n r n c s r ~  p s - , s e ~ Z t i c n ,  b ~ e  ~:~~l f . t  ve ~jeve~_rthe- 
- * Less s F ~ o Q ~ ~  meet 23 5 r S e ~  ;o agree  absuc 2 

3 
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* I * - -  - f  Since sn_i.;i; trip3 menber; T;- z 1 - 2  - :- -- 

T L  -,auge o. Synod iaexe p r e s ~ - ~ - ,  --t , -  p , ~ ~ ~ o l d  
a- 7 -* n and P'"aster X"d;~rtveat, t ; A i ~ c  -\;.-. r.~; :L;QL-~.- t i,at it 

. %as n o t a p p r o p r i a t e  n c w  :.%s : 21; , - %F s 2 ~ s i ~ -  old' 5 
P o i n t s  f a r  csnsidewa~io~, 
-. ,- y r o r ,  R j ' l dah l  voiced 2 :-:j-:;;~t:::+; I ,,-% i i : :-, i. 

-- g e t  to \TO~- on ? - r e ~ ,  E ~ = s s ;  ;?<;;;*I ';; !'-:f.;:'~ a 
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Syno2 ho lds  -fast 2~ r ; -n  t * n 1 % y - ~ - - - -  
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so-calle& s~$-egnmitt~e C , i y : ; r - ,  c i v  - ~ ; i  t*? s-: c ; - a y ; : - ~  

deeParat-jon of $sctrine, t--,ere w"":f-:- -- - - -  r e  ZP--  

meeting of the entire  csa~zdt tee  e r ~  f c c :  ~ - - ~ ' - l  
-* ? 2e l ibe ra t ions .  In the meantime irhe ~ i - x  - -r , --  i * A 

r e p o r t  $0 t h e  church bady and await i t s  d:l'--I 2% 2 t2 , - r  

concerning how f a r  it will ask f o r  c o n t i n ~ e d  E E E ~ -  

i ngs  a f t e r   he delibereticns t h a t  now h a e  been 
held  over a Isnger per iod  cf t i ~ e  abo.rlt Electicta 
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and Cer t a in ty  of Salvation,  T h i s  was signed by 

H. G. Stub, Joh. Ylvisaker ,  0 .  E. Brandt, A. Mikkel- 
sen, 0, P ,  Vangsnes, 

Reac$icsn of t h e  D i s t r i c t  Conventions 
of the  Nomegian Synod 

A t  the meeting of the f i v e  d i s t r i c t s  of the 
Synod i n  1910, a l l  agreed t o  the foi lowing resolu- 
t ions  : 

1. The Synod recommends that  the  committee f o r  
church u n i t y  continue i t s  wsrk as l s a g  as 

it can see any hope of u n i t y  on t h e  basis 
sf  the t r u t h  being a t t a i n e d ,  

2, The Synod d e c l a r e s  i t se l f  agreed wi th  t h e  
d o c t r i n e  of E lec t ion  as presented by the 
m e m b e r s  of our cornittee i n  the p r i n t e d  
Theses. 

4 ,  The Synod a l s o  gives express ion  t o  t he  
s tatement  t h a t  the two Fsrns of the Doctrine 
of E lec t ion ,  as se t  f o r t h  i n  the Lutheran 
Church's confess icn  and by John Gerhard, 
should not be d i v i s i v e  of church fe%%swship, 
and w i l l  very much dep lo re  i t  i f  such should 
happen, 

4. The Synod encourages unto prayer  t o  t h e  end 
that  God will b l e s s  the work in beha12 0 2  
church u n i t y  among us, 

F i n a l  Meeting of the Three Committees, Dec. 13, 1910 

The SyrpsdPs c a m i t t e e  asked the comait tee of t h e  
United Church f o r  proofs  that the Synod's n'heses 
contained un-Bibl ical  and m-Lutheran d o c t r i n e ,  as 
Presi. Dah1 had a s s e r t e d  before h i s  church in 9918, 

The Synod's reasons f o r  t h i s  reques t  were dec lared  
t o  be "unchr is t ian ,"  " the most wretched th ing  one 
had ever  heard." And the  Synod's Theses were 
charac ter ized  a s  h id ing  p l aces  f o r  Calvinism. One 
speaker even thanked God t h a t  he had had t h e  oppar- 
t u n i t y  t o  brand our  reasons a s  unchr i s t i an .  

The Synod Convention i n  1911 

The 30th Regular Convention of t h e  Norwegian 
Synod was he ld  i n  Cent ra l  Presbyter ian  Church, 
S t .  Paul ,  Minnesota, beginning on Friday,  June 23, 
1911. Pas to r  0 .  J .  Kvale of Or fo rdv i l l e ,  Wiscon- 
s i n ,  preached t h e  opening sermon. The hymn-singing 
was l e d  by a cho i r  of 1100 voices ,  d i r e c t e d  by 
Prof .  John Dahle and accompanied by Luther College 
Band under t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of Prof .  Carlo Spe ra t i .  
That same af te rnoon Zion Lutheran Church i n  North 
Minneapolis, Rev. Chr i s t i an  Anderson, p a s t o r ,  was 
dedicated.  The preacher  was D r .  H e  G e  Stub,  

Pres ident  U. V .  Koren had d ied  on December 19, 
1910, lacking  only t h r e e  days of being 84 yea r s  of 
age. He had been p res iden t  of t h e  Iowa D i s t r i c t  
from 1876 t i l l  1894, and p res iden t  of t h e  Synod 
from 1894 till  h i s  dea th  i n  1910, 

D r .  H e  G ,  Stub, a s  v ice-pres ident ,  now took 
over a s  p re s iden t  of t h e  Synod. I n  h i s  Report 
D r .  Stub gave a b r i e f  account of Dr,   or en's l i f e  
and work, and a l s o  repor ted  concerning h i s  l a s t  
i l l n e s s ,  dea th ,  and b u r i a l ,  D r ,  Koren's mor ta l  
remains were l a i d  t o  r e s t  i n  t h e  church yard of 
Washington P r a i r i e  Lutheran Church, nea r  Decorah, 
Iowa. Of him, D r .  Stub s a i d :  '%lay our  Synod no t  
f o r g e t  what a g i f t  God gave us i n  him w h ~  a f t e r  
57 yea r s  of t i r e l e s s  work a s  one of our pioneer  
p a s t o r s  and as a champion "in d o c t r i n e ' b n d  " in  



and Cer t a in ty  of Salvation,  T h i s  was signed by 
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F i n a l  Meeting of the Three Committees, Dec. 13, 1910 
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United Church f o r  proofs  that the Synod's n'heses 
contained un-Bibl ical  and m-Lutheran d o c t r i n e ,  as 
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That same af te rnoon Zion Lutheran Church i n  North 
Minneapolis, Rev. Chr i s t i an  Anderson, p a s t o r ,  was 
dedicated.  The preacher  was D r .  H e  G e  Stub,  
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1910, lacking  only t h r e e  days of being 84 yea r s  of 
age. He had been p res iden t  of t h e  Iowa D i s t r i c t  
from 1876 t i l l  1894, and p res iden t  of t h e  Synod 
from 1894 till  h i s  dea th  i n  1910, 

D r .  H e  G ,  Stub, a s  v ice-pres ident ,  now took 
over a s  p re s iden t  of t h e  Synod. I n  h i s  Report 
D r .  Stub gave a b r i e f  account of Dr,   or en's l i f e  
and work, and a l s o  repor ted  concerning h i s  l a s t  
i l l n e s s ,  dea th ,  and b u r i a l ,  D r ,  Koren's mor ta l  
remains were l a i d  t o  r e s t  i n  t h e  church yard of 
Washington P r a i r i e  Lutheran Church, nea r  Decorah, 
Iowa. Of him, D r .  Stub s a i d :  '%lay our  Synod no t  
f o r g e t  what a g i f t  God gave us i n  him w h ~  a f t e r  
57 yea r s  of t i r e l e s s  work a s  one of our pioneer  
p a s t o r s  and as a champion "in d o c t r i n e ' b n d  " in  



t h e  c a r e  f o r  t h e  congrega t ion  and t h e  Synod" was 
gran ted  t o  e n t e r  i n t o  t h e  e t e r n a l  r e s t . "  

I n  t h e  Report  w e  a l s o  read  t h i s  s ta tement :  
"As t h e  Synod's r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  I was p r e sen t  a t  
t h e  g r e a t  Walther F e s t i v a l  i n  S t .  Louis ,  Commemo- 
r a t i n g  t h e  100th ann ive r sa ry  of Wal ther ' s  b i r t h .  
P r o f e s s o r s  Ylv isaker  and C .  K .  P reus  and s e v e r a l  
o t h e r  p a s t o r s  of our  Synod were a l s o  p r e sen t . ' '  

D r .  S tub ' s  Report  concerning t h e  Union Mat te r .  

That which f o r  a  long  t ime  has  t aken  hold of 
our  minds i s  t h e  work t h a t  h a s  a s  i t s  goa l  t o  
b r i n g  about unders tanding  and u n i t y  i n  d o c t r i n e  
between t h e  Hauge Synod, t h e  United Church, and 
t h e  Synod. That i t  would be a g r e a t  t h i n g  i f  
t h e  t h r e e  bod i e s  could come t o  an  unders tanding  
and acknowledge each o t h e r  a s  b r e t h r e n  i n  t h e  
f a i t h ,  even i f  t h e r e  were no outward union. i s  
s e l f - s a i d .  That t h e  committee of t h e  Synod has  
gone a s  f a r  a s  one could expec t  of i t  i s  acknowl- 
edged by t h e  o t h e r  s i d e .  We read  i n  Lutheraneren  
f o r  December 14 ,  1910: "The Norwegian Synod ' s 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  have, wi thout  doubt ,  gone h a l f -  
way i n  o rde r  t o  extend t h e  hand of b r ~ t h e r h o o d . ~ '  
I n  a  longer  s e r i e s  of a r t i c l e s  i n  Ki rke t idende  
under t h e  t i t l e  "What Stands i n  t h e  Way of Work 
toward Church Union among US?" I have e s t ab -  
l i s h e d  t h e  t r u t h  of t h i s  say ing ,  and have a l s o  
shown t h a t  t h e  United Church's committee, by i t s  
conduct ,  h a s  d r i v e n  u s  o u t  of t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s .  
Th i s  i s  s o  because n o t  on ly  d i d  t h e  United 
Church's p r e s i d e n t  Dahl,  i n  h i s  s ta tement  t o  t h e  
annua l  meet ing of t h e  United Church l a s t  y e a r ,  
s a y  t h a t  t h e  t h e s e s  t h a t  w e  had p re sen t ed  and 
cons idered  -- t o  whose d o c t r i n a l  con t en t  a l l  
our  d i s t r i c t s  confessed agreement l a s t  summer -- 
"conta in  c e r t a i n  t e ach ings  about  E l e c t i o n  which 

the United Church's cornnittee could n o t  w i th  
a  good consc ience  accep t  a s  B i b l i c a l  and Lutheran 
d o c t r i n e , ' '  bu t  a t  t h e  co l loquy  t h a t  w a s  he ld  
a f t e r  t h e  annual  meet ings ,  t h e  United Church's 
committee r e fu sed  t o  d e l i v e r  t h e  proof f o r  t h i s  
t h a t  we asked f o r ,  and a l s o  r e f u s e d  t o  make t h e  
c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of t h i s  t h e  f i r s t  o b j e c t  of d e l i b -  
e r a t i o n  b e f o r e  one went over  t o  any th ing  e l s e ,  
I n  a d d i t i o n  ta Pres iden t  Dahl"s judgment now came 
a l s o  s e v e r a l  of t h e  committee memberss judgment 
of them a s  C a l v i n i s t i c  o r  Ca lv in i z ing  d o c t r i n e .  
Our r eques t  f o r  proof f o r  t h i s  a c c u s a t i o n  was 
dec l a r ed  t o  be "unch r i s t i an . "  They thanked God 
f o r  t h e  oppo r tun i t y  they  had had t o  stamp o u r  
s t and  a s  u n c h r i s t i a n .  Our committee l e a v e s  i t  
t o  i m p a r t i a l  men t o  dec ide  whether we were n o t  
d r i v e n  ou t  of t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  by t h e  conduct 
of t h e  United Church toward u s , %  

*In Ki rke t idende  1911, page 374,  D r ,  S tub 
quotes  some competent t heo log i ans  who ex- 
p r e s s  t h e i r  judgment of t h e  Synod's ( ~ r ,  
S tub ' s )  t h e s e s  concerning E l e c t i o n  a s  
fo l lows  : 

D r .  Weidner s f  Chicago Un ive r s i t y  f i n d s  them 
t o  be ,  

" s c r i p t u r a l  and s t r i c t l y  ~ o n f e s s i o n a l . "  

D r ,  Jacobs of ~ h i l a d e l ~ h i a ;  t h e  most renowned 
theo log i an  i n  t h e  Engl i sh  Lutheran Church i n  
America, s ays  of them: 

"They appear  t o  me t o  be  c o r r e c t l y  and 
j u d i c i o u s l y  s t a t e d .  " 

" I f  I were t o  pub l i sh  t h e  t h e s e s  I would 
add a  s en t ence  d i r e c t i n g  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  
t o  t h e  f a c t ,  t h a t  wh i l e  ' i t u i t u  f i d e i ' ,  
as unders tood by Gerhard,  is  n o t  t o  be  
r e p u d i a t e d ,  n e v e r t h e l e s s  on account  of 



t h e  c a r e  f o r  t h e  congrega t ion  and t h e  Synod" was 
gran ted  t o  e n t e r  i n t o  t h e  e t e r n a l  r e s t . "  

I n  t h e  Report  w e  a l s o  read  t h i s  s ta tement :  
"As t h e  Synod's r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  I was p r e sen t  a t  
t h e  g r e a t  Walther F e s t i v a l  i n  S t .  Louis ,  Commemo- 
r a t i n g  t h e  100th ann ive r sa ry  of Wal ther ' s  b i r t h .  
P r o f e s s o r s  Ylv isaker  and C .  K .  P reus  and s e v e r a l  
o t h e r  p a s t o r s  of our  Synod were a l s o  p r e sen t . ' '  

D r .  S tub ' s  Report  concerning t h e  Union Mat te r .  

That which f o r  a  long  t ime  has  t aken  hold of 
our  minds i s  t h e  work t h a t  h a s  a s  i t s  goa l  t o  
b r i n g  about unders tanding  and u n i t y  i n  d o c t r i n e  
between t h e  Hauge Synod, t h e  United Church, and 
t h e  Synod. That i t  would be a g r e a t  t h i n g  i f  
t h e  t h r e e  bod i e s  could come t o  an  unders tanding  
and acknowledge each o t h e r  a s  b r e t h r e n  i n  t h e  
f a i t h ,  even i f  t h e r e  were no outward union. i s  
s e l f - s a i d .  That t h e  committee of t h e  Synod has  
gone a s  f a r  a s  one could expec t  of i t  i s  acknowl- 
edged by t h e  o t h e r  s i d e .  We read  i n  Lutheraneren  
f o r  December 14 ,  1910: "The Norwegian Synod ' s 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  have, wi thout  doubt ,  gone h a l f -  
way i n  o rde r  t o  extend t h e  hand of b r ~ t h e r h o o d . ~ '  
I n  a  longer  s e r i e s  of a r t i c l e s  i n  Ki rke t idende  
under t h e  t i t l e  "What Stands i n  t h e  Way of Work 
toward Church Union among US?" I have e s t ab -  
l i s h e d  t h e  t r u t h  of t h i s  say ing ,  and have a l s o  
shown t h a t  t h e  United Church's committee, by i t s  
conduct ,  h a s  d r i v e n  u s  o u t  of t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s .  
Th i s  i s  s o  because n o t  on ly  d i d  t h e  United 
Church's p r e s i d e n t  Dahl,  i n  h i s  s ta tement  t o  t h e  
annua l  meet ing of t h e  United Church l a s t  y e a r ,  
s a y  t h a t  t h e  t h e s e s  t h a t  w e  had p re sen t ed  and 
cons idered  -- t o  whose d o c t r i n a l  con t en t  a l l  
our  d i s t r i c t s  confessed agreement l a s t  summer -- 
"conta in  c e r t a i n  t e ach ings  about  E l e c t i o n  which 

the United Church's cornnittee could n o t  w i th  
a  good consc ience  accep t  a s  B i b l i c a l  and Lutheran 
d o c t r i n e , ' '  bu t  a t  t h e  co l loquy  t h a t  w a s  he ld  
a f t e r  t h e  annual  meet ings ,  t h e  United Church's 
committee r e fu sed  t o  d e l i v e r  t h e  proof f o r  t h i s  
t h a t  we asked f o r ,  and a l s o  r e f u s e d  t o  make t h e  
c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of t h i s  t h e  f i r s t  o b j e c t  of d e l i b -  
e r a t i o n  b e f o r e  one went over  t o  any th ing  e l s e ,  
I n  a d d i t i o n  ta Pres iden t  Dahl"s judgment now came 
a l s o  s e v e r a l  of t h e  committee memberss judgment 
of them a s  C a l v i n i s t i c  o r  Ca lv in i z ing  d o c t r i n e .  
Our r eques t  f o r  proof f o r  t h i s  a c c u s a t i o n  was 
dec l a r ed  t o  be "unch r i s t i an . "  They thanked God 
f o r  t h e  oppo r tun i t y  they  had had t o  stamp o u r  
s t and  a s  u n c h r i s t i a n .  Our committee l e a v e s  i t  
t o  i m p a r t i a l  men t o  dec ide  whether we were n o t  
d r i v e n  ou t  of t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  by t h e  conduct 
of t h e  United Church toward u s , %  

*In Ki rke t idende  1911, page 374,  D r ,  S tub 
quotes  some competent t heo log i ans  who ex- 
p r e s s  t h e i r  judgment of t h e  Synod's ( ~ r ,  
S tub ' s )  t h e s e s  concerning E l e c t i o n  a s  
fo l lows  : 

D r .  Weidner s f  Chicago Un ive r s i t y  f i n d s  them 
t o  be ,  

" s c r i p t u r a l  and s t r i c t l y  ~ o n f e s s i o n a l . "  

D r ,  Jacobs of ~ h i l a d e l ~ h i a ;  t h e  most renowned 
theo log i an  i n  t h e  Engl i sh  Lutheran Church i n  
America, s ays  of them: 

"They appear  t o  me t o  be  c o r r e c t l y  and 
j u d i c i o u s l y  s t a t e d .  " 

" I f  I were t o  pub l i sh  t h e  t h e s e s  I would 
add a  s en t ence  d i r e c t i n g  t h e  a t t e n t i o n  
t o  t h e  f a c t ,  t h a t  wh i l e  ' i t u i t u  f i d e i ' ,  
as unders tood by Gerhard,  is  n o t  t o  be  
r e p u d i a t e d ,  n e v e r t h e l e s s  on account  of 



t h e  ve ry  s e r i o u s  e r r o r s  t h a t  may h i d e  
beneath i t - - e s p e c i a l l y  from Arminian- 
i s m - - i t  i s  n o t  a  s a t i s f a c t o r y  s t a t e -  
ment, and should be avoided. " 

The document which t h e  United Church's committee 
ha s  p r e sen t ed  a s  proof f o r  i t s  judgment of u s  
is  a  s t r i k i n g  exp re s s ion  of t h e  o l d  f a n a t i c i s m .  
The t h r e e  ch i e f  p o i n t s  a r e  e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e s e :  

1. A l l  b e l i e v e r s ,  whether t hey  cont inue  
s t e a d f a s t  i n  t h e  f a i t h  o r  n o t ,  a r e  
e l e c t  un to  s a l v a t i o n .  

2 .  The mystery i n  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of convers ion 
and e l e c t i o n  w e  have mas te red ,  

3. While w e  formerly accused t h e  Norwegian 
Synod of  making people  s e c u r e  and c e r t a i n  
i n  t h a t  t hey  t augh t  an a b s o l u t e  c e r t a i n t y  
of s a l v a t i o n  and e l e c t i o n ,  w e  have now 
changed our  f r o n t  i n  t h i s  ma t t e r  i n  t h a t  
we d e c l a r e  t h a t  t h e  Norwegian Synod, by 
i t s  d o c t r i n e  of E l e c t i o n ,  makes people  
u n c e r t a i n  w i t h  regard  t o  s a l v a t i o n .  

I n  h i s  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  United Church's annua l  
meet ing,  P re s .  Dahl ha s  had t h e  audac i t y  t o  s ay  
i n  view of t h e  t rea tment  w e  have complained o f :  
"It i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  see how t h e  committee of  
t h e  United Church could show more c o n s i d e r a t i o 2  
over  toward t h e  committee of t h e  Norwegian 
Synod." And i t  is  p e c u l i a r  t h a t  P re s .  T .  H.  
Dahl, a f t e r  such a judgment, was unanimously 
r e e l e c t e d  p r e s i d e n t  of t h e  United Church wi thout  
a r i v a l  c and ida t e .  

But i n  s p i t e  of t h i s ,  we have many t e s t i m o n i e s  
t o  t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  a g r e a t  many bo th  of t h e  
p a s t o r s  and of t h e  l a y  people  i n  r e a l i t y  have 

ove r ru l ed  P r e s .  D a h l v s  judgment. The tes t imony 
17 p a s t o r s  r e c e n t l y  gave shows t h i s .  P a s t o r s  i n  
t h e  United Church have bo th  w r i t t e n  t o  me and 
t o l d  me t h a t  t hey  could s u b s c r i b e  t o  our  Theses.  

And du r ing  t h e  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of t h e  Union ma t t e r  
a t  t h e  convent ion s f  t h e  United Church t h e r e  
were many s t r o n g  t e s t i m o n i a l s  t h a t  bespoke t h e  
need t o  come t o  an unders tanding  w i t h  t h e  Nor- 
wegian Synod, accord ing  t o  r e l i a b l e  w i tne s se s .  
Also,  a new committee was e l e c t e d  t o  confer  w i th  
t h e  synods t h a t  might be w i l l i n g  t o  con fe r  wi th  
them, namely P a s t o r s  Tangjerd of Eau C l a i r e ,  
Wisconsin, Gerhard Rasmussen from Harmony. Minne- 
s o t a ,  S, Gunderson from M t .  Horeb, Wisconsin,  
He Engh from Black River  F a l l s ,  and M. H. Hegge 
from Stoughton. 

On beha l f  of  myself I w i l l  s a y  t h a t  i t  would 
never  occur  t o  me t o  f e e l  s l i g h t e d  i f  t h e  Synod 
would dec ide  t o  con t inue  t h e  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  w i t h  
a  new committee. I know t h a t  none of my f e l l o w  
committee members would view t h i s  s i d e  of  t h e  
ma t t e r  d i f f e r e n t l y  t han  I ,  Both ou t  of concern 
f o r  our  own Synod and f o r  t h e  United Church I 
t h i n k  t h a t  a l s o  our  Synod should e l e c t  a  new 
committee. Pe r sona l l y ,  I am a s su red  of  i t  t h a t  
we, i n  ou r  Synod, have so many competent powers, 
bo th  o l d e r  and younger, t h a t  I would n o t  have 
t h e  l e a s t  s c r u p l e  about  l e t t i n g  them t a k e  up t h e  
d e l i b e r a t i o n s .  It s h a l l  n o t  be  s a i d  t r u t h f u l l y  
concerning t h e  Norwegian Synod t h a t  i t  has  n o t  
been w i l l i n g  t o  t r y  eve ry th ing  i n  o rde r  t o  come 
t o  unders tanding ,  i f  p o s s i b l e .  

* 

Another m a t t e r  i s  t h i s :  How we s h a l l  cons ide r  
t h e  s i t u a t i o n  a s  r ega rds  t h e  Hauge Synod r ep re -  
s e n t a t i v e s .  They have always shown themselves  
a s  "Gentlemen" toward u s ,  and n o t  on ly  t h a t .  
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They have never expressed themselves a s  being 
aga ins t  our Theses. Pas tor  Eastvold dec lared  
express ly  t h a t  h i s  Theses should not  be theses  
i n  oppos i t ion  t o  ou r s .  I n d i r e c t l y ,  one could 
perhaps say t h a t  they had dec lared  themselves 
aga ins t  u s  by dec la r ing  t h a t  a f t e r  t h e  v o t e  on 
Pas tor  E a s t v o l d q s  Theses i t  was s a i d  t h a t  they 
d id  not  consider  themselves disagreed wi th  the  
United Church. Under these  circumstances i t  
might seem b e s t  t o  n e g o t i a t e  sepa ra t e ly  wi th  t h e  
two committees, and t h a t  so much t h e  more a s  t h e  
old committee s t i l l  s t ands  f o r  t h e  Hauge Synod, 
but  without any s p e c i a l  mandate about negot i -  
a t i n g  t h e  d o c t r i n e  wi th  us o r  wi th  t h e  United 
Church's committee. May t h e  Lord g ive  wisdom 
and grace t o  h i t  upon t h a t  which i s  r i g h t .  

Greet ings from t h e  United Church 

The fol lowing message was rece ived  from t h e  United 
Church : 

S t ,  Paul ,  Minn., June 23,  1911 
Highly Honored People: 
It is  witnessed hereby t h a t  Pas to r  A .  Ofstedal  
has  been e l e c t e d  by t h e  annual convention of 
t h e  United Church i n  S t .  Paul ,  Minnesota, 
June 15 - 22,  t o  b r ing  t o  t h e  Norwegian synod's 
annual convention our church 's  b r o t h e r l y  
g ree t ing .  On behalf of t h e  annual convention, 

Jens  C.  Roseland, Sec. 

This  Pas to r  A .  Ofstedal  was of t h e  age  of 55 yea r s ,  
had a t tended Luther  College f o r  four  yea r s ,  and 
had graduated from t h e  Synod's seminary i n  1881. 
He had followed t h e  Anti-Missourians out  of t h e  
Synod and i n t o  t h e  United Church. H i s  g r e e t i n g  is  
a s  fol lows:  

Honored Assembly! My humble person s t ands  
he re  be fo re  you a s  a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  from 
t h e  United Church t o  b r ing  you a s  represen- 
t a t i v e s  of t h e  Norwegian Synod our church ' s  
g ree t ing .  

A s  we a l l  know, t h e r e  has ,  s o r r y  t o  say,  not 
been t h e  most d e s i r a b l e  understanding between 
us. But we a r e  neve r the le s s  come from t h e  
same r o o t ,  from t h e  same church home, and have 
taken wi th  us t h e  same i n h e r i t a n c e ,  which is 
dear  t o  u s  a l l ,  and which we eager ly  have 
wanted t o  keep a s  we l l  a s  we have understood 
i t .  A s  an expression of t h e  fe l low-fee l ing  
t h a t  animates us  and on account of t h e  g r e a t  
b l e s s ings  we have i n  common, t h e r e f o r e  i t  i s  
t h a t  I b r i n g  t h i s  g ree t ing  from my church t o  
you. 

I t  i s  ou r  prayer  t o  t h e  Lord, whom both churches 
eage r ly  want t o  serve ,  t h a t  He by H i s  grace w i l l  
wipe out  t h a t  which might d iv ide  us.  

And so I want t o  thank you f o r  t h e  oppor tuni ty  
you gave me t o  b r ing  t h i s  g ree t ing .  Hearty 
thanks ! 

To t h i s  communication t h e  p res iden t ,  D r .  Stub, 
answered : 

A t  t h e  same time a s  t h e  Norwegian Synod under- 
s tands  how t o  va lue  t h e  f e e l i n g s  t h a t  have 
animated t h e  United Church t h a t  has sen t  Pas to r  
Ofs teda l  a s  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ,  we of t h e  Norwegian 
Synod cannot r e a l l y  understand how the  United 
Church can send a b r o t h e r l y  g r e e t i n g  t o  us  i n  
t h e  r e a l  sense  of t h e  word. I say ,  t h a t  we i n  
t h e  Norwegian Synod understand how t o  va lue  
t h e  f e e l i n g s  t h a t  have e l i c i t e d  t h i s  g ree t ing .  
But I would be u n f a i t h f u l  t o  my p o s i t i o n  and 
u n f a i t h f u l  t o  t h e  t r u t h  we have sought t o  
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a s s e r t  i f  I d i d  not  say t h a t  I cannot understand 
how those  i n  t h e  United Church can send such a 
b r o t h e r l y  g r e e t i n g  t o  such a  church body whose 
doc t r ine  they dec la re  t o  be un-Biblical and 
un-Lutheran . 
W e  hope, i n  t h e  meantime, t h a t  t h i s  g ree t ing  
i s  a testimony and expression of a  deep need 
t o  come t o  an understanding wi th  t h e  Norwegian 
Synod. And t h i s  we a l s o  have proof of i n  t h a t  
they have s e t  up a  new committee t o  dea l  w i th  
us.  And we i n  t h e  Norwegian Synod a r e  a l s o  
animated by t h e  s p i r i t  t h a t  w e  r e a d i l y  want t o  
come t o  an understanding wi th  those  who belong 
t o  o the r  Luthern church bodies  h e r e  i n  t h i s  
land.  And we pray God t h a t  He w i l l  open h e a r t s  
so t h a t  t h e r e  can be a  b e t t e r  approach t o  under- 
s tanding  what is taught  i n  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  bodies ,  
so t h a t  a f t e r  awhile  i t  may succeed so  t h a t  we 
can meet a s  b re th ren  on t h e  foundat ion of t r u t h  
and confession.  And we hope t h a t  Pas tor  
Ofs teda l  w i l l  l e t  t h a t  church body which he 
r e p r e s e n t s  know t h a t  we i n  t h e  Norwegian Synod 
have been w i l l i n g  t o  n e g o t i a t e  wi th  them and 
a r e  so r i g h t  now. And we hope t h a t  a  b e t t e r  
s i t u a t i o n  as regards  our r e l a t i o n s  may come. 

Action Concerning "The Union  at t e r "  

The fol lowing r e s o l u t i o n s  were passed: 

1. Concerning t h e  union mat te r  t h e  Norwegian 
Synod expresses  it a s  i t s  genuine wish 
t h a t  t h e  day may dawn when t h e  Norwegian 
Lutheran Church people he re  i n  t h i s  land  
s tand  uni ted  and s t rong  on t h e  foundat ion 
of God's Word and t h e  Lutheran Church's 
Confessisns,  

2 ,  It expresses i t s  r ecogn i t ion  of t h e  work 
t h a t  our  committee has c a r r i e d  o u t  and i t  
would r a t h e r  s e e  t h i s  c o m i t t e e  continue 
t h e  work; but  i n  o rde r  t o  show a l l  consid- 
e r a t i o n  t h a t  does not  c o n t r a d i c t  ~ o d ' s  Word 
we, neve r the le s s ,  e l e c t  a new c o m i t t e e  f o r  
continued d e l i b e r a t i o n  wi th  t h e  designated 
church body, 

Elec t ion  of O f f i c e r s  

Of t h e  4 4 2  votes  t h a t  were c a s t  f o r  t h e  o f f i c e  
of P res iden t ,  D r .  He G .  Stub received 372. The next 
h ighes t  was Prof .  C .  K.  Preus,  p re s iden t  of Luther 
College,  wi th  22. The s e c r e t a r y  was i n s t r u c t e d  t o  
c a s t  t h e  v o t e  of t h e  assembly f o r  D r .  Stub, and he 
was declared e l e c t e d ,  

On t h e  f i r s t  b a l l o t  f o r  v ice-pres ident ,  412  
vo tes  were c a s t ,  The t h r e e  r ece iv ing  t h e  h ighes t  
number of vo te s  were: Prof .  C .  K. P reus ,  110; 
Rev. 0 .  P. Vangsnes, 78; Prof .  0 .  E.  Brandt, 56. 

The second b a l l o t  was l imi t ed  t o  t h e s e  t h r e e ,  
wi th  t h e  r e s u l t  t h a t  Prof .  Preus r e c e i v e  1 7 6  vo tes ;  
Rev. 0 .  P. Vangsnes, 1L8; Prof ,  Brandt,  67. There 
were some vo tes  a l s o  f o r  o t h e r s ,  

On t h e  f i n a l  b a l l o t  f o r  v ice-pres ident ,  Prof .  
Preus rece ived  206 vo te s  and was dec lared  e l e c t e d ,  

Representa t ive  t o  t h e  100th Anniversary 
of t h e  Univers i ty  of Norway 

It was repor ted  t h a t  i n  September, 1911, t h e  
Univers i ty  of Norway would be c e l e b r a t i n g  i t s  
100th anniversary.  From t h i s  Un ive r s i ty  came t h e  
o rgan ize r s  of t h e  Norwegian Synod and our  s a i n t e d  
p res iden t s :  A .  C. Preus ,  H. A.  Preus,  and V. Koren, 
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b e s i d e s  some of ou r  e a r l i e r  c l e rgy .  Luther  Col lege 
and S t .  Olaf Col lege were i n v i t e d  t o  l e t  themselves 
be r ep re sen t ed  on t h e  occas ion .  The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  
of S t ,  Olaf Col lege  was t o  be  P r o f ,  K i ldah l .  P ro f .  
C .  K .  P reus ,  p r e s i d e n t  of Luther  Col lege ,  was des- 
i gna t ed  by t h e  f a c u l t i e s  of Luther  Col lege  and 
Luther  Seminary, and a l s o  by t h e  Church Counci l ,  
a s  our  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e *  

Luther  Col lege  c e l e b r a t e d  i t s  50 th  ann ive r sa ry  
i n  l g l l ,  Thus i t  was on ly  50 y e a r s  younger than 
t h e  Un ive r s i t y  of  Norway. 

-- Adolph M e  Harstad 

SUBSCRIPTION NOTICE 

By now a l l  our  s u b s c r i b e r s  should have noted t ha t  
t h e  s u b s c r i p t i o n  p r i c e  f o r  t h e  LUTHERAN SYNCD 
QUARTERLY w i l l  be  $5,00 p e r  y e a r ,  e f f e c t i v e  
February 1, 1981. Mul t i p l e  yea r  s u b s c r i p t i o n s  
a r e  a t  t h e  same r a t e ,  

Your add re s s  l a b e l  i n d i c a t e s  when your s u b s c r i p t i o n  
e x p i r e s  

-- The Managing E d i t o r  

TME COWITTEE OF TEN AND TEN* 

(P ro fe s so r  Reichwald, Quest ions  17 and 18  
i n  my opin ion  have been a l r e a d y  covered under 
Ques t i on  15 .  For t h a t  reason  I gave no answer 
t o  t h e s e  two q u e s t i o n s , )  

Ques t i on  18  reads :  "What were t h e  implica-  
t i o n s  of t h e  arguments made, i . e . ,  f e l l owsh ip ,  
t o l e r a n c e  i n  d o c t r i n e ,  e t c , ? "  No s t a t emen t s  were 
made by t h e  s i g n e r s  by which any f a l s e  t e ach ings  
on t h e i r  p a r t  were c l e a r l y  i n d i c a t e d  o r  implied 
o u t s i d e  of t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t hey  maintained t h a t  
n e i t h e r  Romans 16:17-18 nor  any o t h e r  p r o h i b i t i v e  
passage on church f e l l owsh ip  f o r b i d s  f e l l owsh ip  
w i t h  p e r s i s t e n t  e r r o r i s t s  who may b e  cons idered  
C h r i s t i a n s ,  They a l s o  he ld  and maintained t o  t h e  
end t h a t  t h e r e  were t e ach ings  of S c r i p t u r e s ,  
c l e a r l y  r evea l ed  d o c t r i n e s ,  which a r e  n o t  d i v i -  
s i v e  of church f e l l owsh ip .  However, t h e i r  f a l s e  
exeges i s  of Romans %6:L7 and t h e i r  f a i l u r e  t o  
produce any B ib l e  passages  which t e a c h  t h e  Scr ip-  
t u r a l  d o c t r i n e  found i n  t h i s  passage  r e s u l t e d  i n  
t h e  n u l l i f i c a t i o n  sf  t h i s  t e ach ing  on t h e i r  p a r t ,  
It t h u s  became a  d o c t r i n a l  d i f f e r e n c e  bound t o  
r e s u l t  i n  t h e  kind of l i b e r a l  p o s i t i o n  on church 
fe l lowship  maintained and p r a c t i c e d  by t h e  new 
church body c a l l e d  t h e  AELC, which a l l  o r  most 
of i t s  men helped t o  o rgan i ze  i n  r e c e n t  y e a r s .  
The p r i n c i p l e s  expressed i n  A Statement  were t hus  
be ing  pu t  i n t o  p r a c t i c e ,  a s  one of t h e  prominent 
s i g n e r s  of A Statement  who was on t h e i r  Committee 
of Ten s t a t e d  s e v e r a l  y e a r s  ago i n  Chicago a t  a  
mass meeting he ld  p r i o r  t o  t h e  o r g a n i z a t i o n  of 
t h i s  new church body. 

"Continued from Vol. XIX, 4. 
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Quest ion 1 9  r eads :  "Was t h e r e  any d i s ag ree -  
ment among t h e  men on your s i d e ?  I f  s o ,  i n  what 
way?" No disagreement  was expressed ,  t o  my knowl- 
edge,  du r ing  t h e  meet ings  of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  Com- 
m i t t e e  by any members of t h a t  committee and i n  t h e  
s e s s i o n s  of t h e  Ten and Ten. There was j u s t  one 
j a r r i n g  i n c i d e n t  when a  member of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  
Committee suggested a t  a  j o i n t  s e s s i o n  of t h e  two 
committees t h a t ,  s i n c e  w e  had appa ren t l y  reached 
an impasse,  t h e  s i g n e r s  might merely be asked t o  
a p o l o ~ i z e  f o r  t h e  u n r e s t  caused by t h e  appearance - 
of A S ta tement ,  Th i s  sugges t i on  was immediately 
r e j e c t e d  by members of bo th  committees.  

Quest ion 20 r eads :  "Was t h e r e  any d i s ag ree -  
ment among t h e  men on t h e  o t h e r  s i d e ,  o r  d i d  they  
r e p r e s e n t  a  u n i f i e d  p o s i t i o n ? "  No disagreement  
was n o t i c e a b l e ,  though some of t h e  s i g n e r s ,  es -  
p e c i a l l y  such men a s  D r .  Theodore Graebner,  P a s t o r  
Kuechle, and D r .  Oswald Hoffmann ( i n  t h e  course  of 
t h e  d i s c u s s i o n s )  made a  few concess ions  t o  t h e  
or thodox p o s i t i o n  he ld  through t h e  y e a r s  by t h e  
Missour i  Synod. It might a l s o  be mentioned t h a t  
on September 25 one of t h e  s i g n e r s  made t h e  motion 
t o  adopt  Dec l a r a t i on  No. 2  of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  
Committee which, i n  disagreement  w i t h  Thes i s  F i v e  
of A Statement ,  set f o r t h  t h e  S c r i p t u r a l  meaning 
of Romans 16~17-18 ,  Th i s  motion was s t i l l  pending 
a t  t h e  c l o s e  of t h e  last  meeting on November 15. 
Th i s  was no& j u s t  neces sa ry  par l i amentary  proce-  
dure  t o  g e t  t h i s  ma t t e r  on t h e  f l o o r ,  s i n c e  a  
motion t o  p l a c e  t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n  be fo re  t h e  com- 
mittees had a l r e a d y  been made p r e v i o u s l y ,  

The on ly  p o i n t  of agreement ,  and a t r u l y  impor- 
t a n t  p o i n t ,  acknowledged by t h e  j o i n t  committees,  
was i n  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of So la  S c r i p t u r a  as set f o r t h  
i n  t h e  e i g h t h  t h e s i s  of t h e  document known by that 
name, and mentioned p rev ious ly .  A l l  p o i n t s  de- 
c l a r e d  t o  be  p o i n t s  i n  con t rove r sy  by A Statement  

- 48 - 

and t h e  t h i r t e e n  d e c l a r s t i o n s  d i r e c t e d  toward 
them by t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee remained such,  
u n t i l  the end of t h e  j o i n t  s e s s i o n s  on November 15 ,  
1 9 4 6 ,  

Question No, 22  reads: '%s t h e  committees con- 
t inued  t h e i r  j o i n t  meet ings ,  were t h e  p o i n t s  of 
disagreement recognized? What were they?"  Every- 
one on both sides remained conscious t o  t h e  very 
end of the sess ions  that the differences pinpoin ted  
by A Statemenr, as c o n t r a s t e d  w i t h  the  d e c l a r a t i o n s  
by t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee, were n o t  removed i n  
t h e  twenty-three days on which the t w o  committees 
met, It was also r e a l i z e d  that wi th  r e g a r d  t o  the 
efforts made to remove these d i f f e r e n c e s  a t r u e  
impasse had been reached, What these points of 
difference, or disagreement, were i s  set Esrth in 
t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n s  of the  President's Conunittee, I 
just wish t o  add this p o i n t  that i t  was very i m -  
p o r t a n t  to BUT cornittee $bat t h e  mee t ings  of the 
j o i n t  sessions of the two cami t t ees  w e r e  so des- 
c r i b e d ,  Our committee was a committee by i t s e l f ,  
and t h e  committee s f  the  s igners  of A Statemem 
was a committee by i t s e l f ,  h d  the t w o  committees 
therefore m e t  a s  j o i n t  committees from t i m e  t o  
time, It i s  f o r  t h i s  reason t h a t  some f e w  small 
changes i n  the  wording of the q u e s t i o n s  are being 
made by me, 

Question No. 23 reads: "l)a you feel  t h a t  the 
t w o  com~ni t tees  of t h e  Ten and Ten i n  j o i n t  session 
w e r e  making any progress? Were there  meaningful 
c l a r i f i c a t i o n s ,  o r  w a s  there an obvious impasse?" 
The sessions of the two commietees of t h e  Ten and 
Ten served a most ifn~sortant and neces sa ry  purpose 
i n  p inpo in t i ng  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  which had come up,  
and i n  b r ing ing  t o  l i g h t  which s t a t emen t s  and pr in-  
c i p l e s  of S c r i p t u r e  had been v i o l a t e d  by t h e  dec- 

espoused i n  A Statement ,  The s i g n e r s  of 
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t h i s  document o f f e r e d  no c l a r i f i c a t i o n  which might 
have made A Statement more p a l a t a b l e  t o  t h e  t r u l y  
or thodox,  It was c l e a r l y  a  c a s e  i n  which an impasse 
had been reached,  a s  members of t h e  praes id ium em- 
phasized t o  t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  C o m i t t e e  s h o r t l y  b e f o r e  
t h e  "'Agreement" w i t h  t h e  s i g n e r s  was pu t  i n t o  opera- 
t i o n  by which t h i s  document was t o  be withdratm bu t  
no t  r e t r a c t e d .  

Question No, 2 4  r eads :  "How d id  t h e s e  p o i n t s  
of d i f f e r e n c e  c o n t r a s t  w i th  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  theo- 
l o g i c a l  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  Lutheran Church - Missour i  
Synod?" Although t h e  Dec l a r a t i on  of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  
Committee d i d  n o t  u s e  t h e  or thodox d e c l a r a t i o n s  of 
t h e  Missour i  Synod on t h e  p o i n t s  under d i s c u s s i o n  
a s  p roo f ,  b u t  went d i r e c t l y  t o  S c r i p t u r e ,  i t  d i d  
s eek  t o  defend synod a g a i n s t  s e v e r a l  u n j u s t  accu- 
s a t i o n s  on d o c t r i n a l  m a t t e r s  made by t h e  s i g n e r s  
of A S ta tement ,  The P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee cons i s -  
t e n t l y  took a  p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e s e  m a t t e r s  which co- 
i nc ided  w i t h  t h e  one t h a t  synod had always h e l d ,  

Question No, 25 reads::  "What d i d  your s i d e  
of t h e  c o r n i t t e e  do a f t e r  t h e  meet ings  ended?'" 
A f t e r  t h e  '%greementr' was announced by D r ,  Behnken, 
t h i s  committee reques ted  a meeting a t  which they  
p r o t e s t e d  s t r o n g l y  t o  t h i s  procedure a s  a s e r i o u s  
d i s s e r v i c e  done t o  synod and to t h e  cause  s f  or th s -  
doxy, Assuming f u l l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  any harmful 
r e s u l t s  f o r  t h i s  j o i n t  agreement w i t h  t h e  s i g n e r s  
of A S ta tement ,  P r e s iden t  Behnken ve ry  c u r t l y  and 
s h a r p l y  d i smissed  h i s  c a m i t t e e  members, The mem- 
b e r s  s f  t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  C o m i t t e e  c a l l e d  t o  h i s  
a t t e n t i o n  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  Romans 16 : l7  was l i k e  a 
d i v i n e l y  p laced  d i k e  t o  hold back t h e  f o r c e s  sf 
f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  o r  a s s i s t  i n  t h a t  r e s p e c t ,  and t h a t  
now t h a t  we had reached an agreement n o t  t o  re- 
t r a c t  but  on ly  t o  withdraw what he had p rev ious ly  
dec l a r ed  t o  be f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  t h a t  t h i s  would 
open t h e  d i k e s  f o r  a l l  manner of f a l s e  t e ach ing ,  

H i s to ry  has  shown t h a t  t h i s  was t h e  way i n  which 
t h e  ma t t e r  tu rned  o u t ,  I n  f a c t ,  i t  was no t  t o o  
many y e a r s  l a t e r  t h a t  D r .  Behnken himself  d i r e c t e d  
a  s e r i e s  of ques t i ons  t o  t h e  S t ,  Louis  f a c u l t y  
w i t h  regard  t o  t h e  t e ach ings  which had by thag  
t i m e  become much worse and spread  more widely 
than dur ing  t h e  t ime of A Statement ,  H e  r e ce ived  
no s a t i s f a c t i o n  whatsoever from those  t o  whom 
those  ques t i ons  were d i r e c t e d ,  

Quest ion No. 2 6  r eads :  "What conc lus ions  had 
your committee a r r i v e d  a t ? "  We were agreed w i t h  
t h e  praesidium of synod, a s  w e l l  a s  appa ren t l y  
a l s o  w i th  t h e  s i g n e r s  of A Statement ,  t h a t  a  t r u e  
impasse had been reached and t h a t  f u r t h e r  d i scus-  
s i o n s  on t h i s  l e v e l  would ve ry  p o s s i b l y  by f r u i t -  
l e s s ,  

Question No. 27 r eads :   id your committee 
have any o f f i c i a l  r e s u l t s ? "  I f  by " o f f i c i a l "  i s  
meant whether t h e  Missour i  Synod i n  s e s s i o n  de- 
c l a r e d  agreement w i t h  t h e  p o s i t i o n  expressed i n  
t h e  t h i r t e e n  d e c l a r a t i o n s  of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  
Corflmittee, t h e  answer would have t o  be  "No,'? 
However, if by " o f f i c i a l "  were meant t h e  agree-  
ment of t h e  p r a e s s i u s n  a s  e l e c t e d  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  
of synod, t h e  answer would have t o  be " Y e s , "  
s i n c e  t h i s  o f f i c i a l  body ( t h e  praes id ium of t h e  
Missour i  Synod) never  wavered i n  d e c l a r i n g  i t s  
h e a r t y  agreement w i t h  t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n s  of t h e  
P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee and t h e  l a t t e r ' s  r e j e c t i o n  
of A Statement  a s  c s n t a i n i n g  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  
This  remained t r u e  a l s o  a f t e r  t h e  "Agreement" 
had been reached between them and t h e  signers. 

Question NO, 28 r eads :  "Why d i d  P r e s i d e n t  
Behnken no t  con t inue  t h e  work of your c o r n i t t e e ? "  
The '%greementff i t s e l f  s t a t e s  reasons  f o r  i t s  
e x i s t e n c e  and i s s u a n c e ,  It s t a t e s  i n  p a r t :  

e 



t h i s  document o f f e r e d  no c l a r i f i c a t i o n  which might 
have made A Statement more p a l a t a b l e  t o  t h e  t r u l y  
or thodox,  It was c l e a r l y  a  c a s e  i n  which an impasse 
had been reached,  a s  members of t h e  praes id ium em- 
phasized t o  t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  C o m i t t e e  s h o r t l y  b e f o r e  
t h e  "'Agreement" w i t h  t h e  s i g n e r s  was pu t  i n t o  opera- 
t i o n  by which t h i s  document was t o  be withdratm bu t  
no t  r e t r a c t e d .  

Question No, 2 4  r eads :  "How d id  t h e s e  p o i n t s  
of d i f f e r e n c e  c o n t r a s t  w i th  t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  theo- 
l o g i c a l  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  Lutheran Church - Missour i  
Synod?" Although t h e  Dec l a r a t i on  of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  
Committee d i d  n o t  u s e  t h e  or thodox d e c l a r a t i o n s  of 
t h e  Missour i  Synod on t h e  p o i n t s  under d i s c u s s i o n  
a s  p roo f ,  b u t  went d i r e c t l y  t o  S c r i p t u r e ,  i t  d i d  
s eek  t o  defend synod a g a i n s t  s e v e r a l  u n j u s t  accu- 
s a t i o n s  on d o c t r i n a l  m a t t e r s  made by t h e  s i g n e r s  
of A S ta tement ,  The P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee cons i s -  
t e n t l y  took a  p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e s e  m a t t e r s  which co- 
i nc ided  w i t h  t h e  one t h a t  synod had always h e l d ,  

Question No, 25 reads::  "What d i d  your s i d e  
of t h e  c o r n i t t e e  do a f t e r  t h e  meet ings  ended?'" 
A f t e r  t h e  '%greementr' was announced by D r ,  Behnken, 
t h i s  committee reques ted  a meeting a t  which they  
p r o t e s t e d  s t r o n g l y  t o  t h i s  procedure a s  a s e r i o u s  
d i s s e r v i c e  done t o  synod and to t h e  cause  s f  or th s -  
doxy, Assuming f u l l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  any harmful 
r e s u l t s  f o r  t h i s  j o i n t  agreement w i t h  t h e  s i g n e r s  
of A S ta tement ,  P r e s iden t  Behnken ve ry  c u r t l y  and 
s h a r p l y  d i smissed  h i s  c a m i t t e e  members, The mem- 
b e r s  s f  t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  C o m i t t e e  c a l l e d  t o  h i s  
a t t e n t i o n  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  Romans 16 : l7  was l i k e  a 
d i v i n e l y  p laced  d i k e  t o  hold back t h e  f o r c e s  sf 
f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  o r  a s s i s t  i n  t h a t  r e s p e c t ,  and t h a t  
now t h a t  we had reached an agreement n o t  t o  re- 
t r a c t  but  on ly  t o  withdraw what he had p rev ious ly  
dec l a r ed  t o  be f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  t h a t  t h i s  would 
open t h e  d i k e s  f o r  a l l  manner of f a l s e  t e ach ing ,  

H i s to ry  has  shown t h a t  t h i s  was t h e  way i n  which 
t h e  ma t t e r  tu rned  o u t ,  I n  f a c t ,  i t  was no t  t o o  
many y e a r s  l a t e r  t h a t  D r .  Behnken himself  d i r e c t e d  
a  s e r i e s  of ques t i ons  t o  t h e  S t ,  Louis  f a c u l t y  
w i t h  regard  t o  t h e  t e ach ings  which had by thag  
t i m e  become much worse and spread  more widely 
than dur ing  t h e  t ime of A Statement ,  H e  r e ce ived  
no s a t i s f a c t i o n  whatsoever from those  t o  whom 
those  ques t i ons  were d i r e c t e d ,  

Quest ion No. 2 6  r eads :  "What conc lus ions  had 
your committee a r r i v e d  a t ? "  We were agreed w i t h  
t h e  praesidium of synod, a s  w e l l  a s  appa ren t l y  
a l s o  w i th  t h e  s i g n e r s  of A Statement ,  t h a t  a  t r u e  
impasse had been reached and t h a t  f u r t h e r  d i scus-  
s i o n s  on t h i s  l e v e l  would ve ry  p o s s i b l y  by f r u i t -  
l e s s ,  

Question No. 27 r eads :   id your committee 
have any o f f i c i a l  r e s u l t s ? "  I f  by " o f f i c i a l "  i s  
meant whether t h e  Missour i  Synod i n  s e s s i o n  de- 
c l a r e d  agreement w i t h  t h e  p o s i t i o n  expressed i n  
t h e  t h i r t e e n  d e c l a r a t i o n s  of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  
Corflmittee, t h e  answer would have t o  be  "No,'? 
However, if by " o f f i c i a l "  were meant t h e  agree-  
ment of t h e  p r a e s s i u s n  a s  e l e c t e d  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  
of synod, t h e  answer would have t o  be " Y e s , "  
s i n c e  t h i s  o f f i c i a l  body ( t h e  praes id ium of t h e  
Missour i  Synod) never  wavered i n  d e c l a r i n g  i t s  
h e a r t y  agreement w i t h  t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n s  of t h e  
P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee and t h e  l a t t e r ' s  r e j e c t i o n  
of A Statement  a s  c s n t a i n i n g  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  
This  remained t r u e  a l s o  a f t e r  t h e  "Agreement" 
had been reached between them and t h e  signers. 

Question NO, 28 r eads :  "Why d i d  P r e s i d e n t  
Behnken no t  con t inue  t h e  work of your c o r n i t t e e ? "  
The '%greementff i t s e l f  s t a t e s  reasons  f o r  i t s  
e x i s t e n c e  and i s s u a n c e ,  It s t a t e s  i n  p a r t :  

e 



"The longer  d i s c u s s i o n s  of t h i s  ma t t e r  a r e  drawn 
o u t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i f  t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  
is  n o t  unders tood by a l l  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  t h e  
same sense ,  t h e  g r e a t e r  looms t h e  danger of m i s -  
unders tanding  and t h e  i n j e c t i o n  of p e r s o n a l i t i e s ,  
temperaments, p e r s o n a l  expe r i ence ,  and emotions 
where calm judgment should p r e v a i l .  " That t h e s e  
were n o t  in tended  a s  implied c r i t i c i s m s  of t h e  
s e s s i o n s  of t h e  Committee of Ten and Ten t h a t  had 
a l r e a d y  been h e l d  i s  borne ou t  by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
D r ,  Behnken s t a t e d  t o  synod 's  c l e r g y ,  "It should 
be  s a i d  t h a t  a f i n e  b r o t h e r l y  s p i r i t  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  
t h e  meeting." "The meet ings  of t h e  Ten and Ten 
have n o t  been te rmina ted  because  of any c l a s h  of 
p e r s o n a l i t i e s . "  Th i s  i s  from t h e  meeting of t h e  
praes id ium and t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee on 
January 17 ,  1947, 

Question No. 2 9  r eads :  "Had t h e r e  been any 
r e s u l t s  from t h e  work of your committee even 
though i t s  work was c u t  s h o r t ? "  Before  t h e  "Agree- 
ment" was reached ,  t h e  P r e s i d e n t  ' s Commit t e e  had 
asked f o r  and r ece ived  a u t h o r i z a t i o n  t o  p r epa re  
and ma i l  t o  a l l  p a s t o r s  of synod a  summary of t h e  
meet ings  of t h e  Ten and Ten, i t  be ing  suggested 
by them t h a t  t h e  s i g n e r s  of A Statement  should 
be au tho r i zed  t o  do t h e  same, Th i s  r e p o r t ,  w i t h  
t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  on Romans 16:17-98 c a r e f u l l y  de- 
t a i l e d  and summarized, w a s  p repared  a t  F o r t  Wayne 
by D r ,  S I  Bente and t h e  s e c r e t a r y  of t h e  P r e s i -  
d e n t ' s  Committee and l a t e r  on adopted by t h e  e n t i r e  
committee, However, w h i l e  t h e  d e t a i l s  were be ing  
worked ou t  w i t h  t h e  praesidium, t h e  i s suance  of 
t h e  "Agreement" brought t h i s  proposed p r o j e c t  t o  
an end, 

However, s p e c i a l  e f f o r t s  were made by a Large 
group of conse rva t i ve s ,  o r d i n a r i l y  meet ing i n  
Oak Park ,  I l l i n o i s ,  t o  d i s s emina t e  t h e  p e r t i n e n t  
f a c t s ,  i nc lud ing  t h i s  summary of t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  

and meet ings  a s  p repared  by t h e  c o m i t t e e  of t h e  
P r e s i d e n t ,  a s  w e l l  a s  an  i n fo rma t ive  brochure 
e n t i t l e d  "Do you Know?" and o t h e r  p r i n t e d  and 
mimeographed m a t e r i a l ,  A s  a  r e s u l t  many of t h e  
well-informed r e a d e r s  began t o  exp re s s  t h e i r  
orthodox p o s i t i o n  i n  t h e s e  m a t t e r s  at confer-  
ences ,  d i s t r i c t  convent ions ,  and i n  r e l i g i o u s  
magazines and pagers ,  Most impor t an t l y ,  many 
p a s t o r s  were now a b l e  t o  f u l l y  inform t h e i r  
congrega t ions  about  t h e  d o c t r i n a l  s i t u a t i o n  i n  
synod, 

Ques t i on  30 reads::  "When t h e  work of your 
c o m i t t e e  w a s  s topped ,d id  your committee a t tempt  
anyth ing  f u r t h e r  t o  p u b l i c i z e  i t s  e f f o r t s  and 
findings?'"fter t h e  P re s iden t  of synod had d i s -  
missed h i s  c o m i t t e e  on and t h u s  d i s -  
banded i t ,  a  Memorial t o  t h e  General  Convention 
of Synod i n  Chicago, meeting on J u l y  t h e  20-29, 
1 9 4 9 ,  was prepared  and s igned by ten of t h e  t h i r -  
t e e n  members and a l t e r n a t e s  of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  
Committee, It refers t o  t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n  by t h e  
pres idency  and t h e  s i g n e r s  t h a t  s en t ences  i n  
A Statement which i f  unders tood i n  t h e  s e n s e  
which t h e  words o r d i n a r i l y  convey con t a in  poten- 
tially d i v i s i v e  errors, w e p e  n o t  s o  in tended  by 
t h e  s i g n e r s ,  It mentioned f i v e  such s t a t emen t s .  
Thereupon the  Memorial se t  f o r t h  f i v e  b a s i c  dee la -  
r a t i o n s  on Clnurch Fel lowship,  r e q u e s t i n g  synod t o  
exp re s s  agreement,  I f  adopted by Synod t h e s e  doc- 
t r i n a l  pronouncements could have se rved  as t h e  
b a s i s  f o r  d e a l i n g  w i th  In s t ances  of f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  
which might arise i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  The answer g iven  
by synod t o  t h i s  Memorial by-passed t h e s e  re- 
q u e s t s ,  bea r ing  o u t  what w a s  w e l l  known t o  every- 
one; namely, t b a r  A Statement had been w i t h d r a m  
as a b a s i s  f o r  d iScuss ion ,  f a i l i n g  t o  unders tand 
t h a t  t h e  synod was t hus  by-passing t h e  ve ry  reason 
why t h i s  Memorial had been p re sen t ed .  



"The longer  d i s c u s s i o n s  of t h i s  ma t t e r  a r e  drawn 
o u t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i f  t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  
is  n o t  unders tood by a l l  p a r t i c i p a n t s  i n  t h e  
same sense ,  t h e  g r e a t e r  looms t h e  danger of m i s -  
unders tanding  and t h e  i n j e c t i o n  of p e r s o n a l i t i e s ,  
temperaments, p e r s o n a l  expe r i ence ,  and emotions 
where calm judgment should p r e v a i l .  " That t h e s e  
were n o t  in tended  a s  implied c r i t i c i s m s  of t h e  
s e s s i o n s  of t h e  Committee of Ten and Ten t h a t  had 
a l r e a d y  been h e l d  i s  borne ou t  by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
D r ,  Behnken s t a t e d  t o  synod 's  c l e r g y ,  "It should 
be  s a i d  t h a t  a f i n e  b r o t h e r l y  s p i r i t  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  
t h e  meeting." "The meet ings  of t h e  Ten and Ten 
have n o t  been te rmina ted  because  of any c l a s h  of 
p e r s o n a l i t i e s . "  Th i s  i s  from t h e  meeting of t h e  
praes id ium and t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee on 
January 17 ,  1947, 

Question No. 2 9  r eads :  "Had t h e r e  been any 
r e s u l t s  from t h e  work of your committee even 
though i t s  work was c u t  s h o r t ? "  Before  t h e  "Agree- 
ment" was reached ,  t h e  P r e s i d e n t  ' s Commit t e e  had 
asked f o r  and r ece ived  a u t h o r i z a t i o n  t o  p r epa re  
and ma i l  t o  a l l  p a s t o r s  of synod a  summary of t h e  
meet ings  of t h e  Ten and Ten, i t  be ing  suggested 
by them t h a t  t h e  s i g n e r s  of A Statement  should 
be au tho r i zed  t o  do t h e  same, Th i s  r e p o r t ,  w i t h  
t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  on Romans 16:17-98 c a r e f u l l y  de- 
t a i l e d  and summarized, w a s  p repared  a t  F o r t  Wayne 
by D r ,  S I  Bente and t h e  s e c r e t a r y  of t h e  P r e s i -  
d e n t ' s  Committee and l a t e r  on adopted by t h e  e n t i r e  
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I n d i v i d u a l l y ,  t h e  members of t h e  disbanded 
committee a l s o  p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  d i s c u s s i o n s  a t  
P a s t o r a l  Conferences of t h e s e s  which came from 
t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  o f f  i c e  on "The Church ," "~ornans 
16: 19-18, " "The Fel lowship Theses ,I9 and o t h e r s .  
But even a s  t h e  "Sola S c r i p t u r a "  t h e s e s  prepared 
by t h e  Ten and Ten s e t t l e d  no th ing  because of t h e  
r e f u s a l  t o  app ly  t h e s e  p r i n c i p l e s  t o  t h e  b a s i c  
passages  on church f e l l owsh ip ,  s o  a l s o  d id  t h e s e  
o t h e r  g u i d e l i n e s  f a i l  t o  b r i n g  about  d o c t r i n a l  
u n i t y  i n  synod. When a t  t h e  Northern I l l i n o i s  
p a s t o r a l  conference,  a t  which t h e  p r e s i d e n t  of 
synod was p r e s e n t  a s  a  membehthe t h e s e s  s e n t  ou t  
by him were dec l a r ed  by an e s s a y i s t  t o  c o n t a i n  
f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  t h e r e  was no r e p l y  from t h e  pres -  
i d e n t  who had i s sued  t h e  t h e s e s ,  even though he  
was s p e c i f i c a l l y  asked by t h e  chairman whether h e  
had anyth ing  t o  s ay  i n  h i s  own defense .  Also ,  
t h e  g u i d e l i n e  on Romans 1 6 ~ 1 7 - 1 8 ,  prepared a t  
t h e  i n s t i g a t i o n  of t h e  p r e s i d e n t  of synod then  
by t h e  S t .  Louis  Seminary f a c u l t y ,  was found un- 
accep t  a b l e  by t h e  S p r i n g f i e l d  Seminary f a c u l t y  , 
g iv ing  express ion  t o  t h e  d i s u n i t y  a t  Missour i  
Theolog ica l  s emina r i e s  a t  t h a t  t ime.  I n  t h e  d i s -  
cus s ion  t h a t  ensued i n  a l l  p a r t s  of synod, t h e  
former members of  t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  Committee who 
had made such a  c a r e f u l  s t u d y  of a l l  t h e  i s s u e s ,  
were o f t e n  a b l e  t o  t a k e  t h e  l e a d i n g  p a r t .  Thus 
a  former i n i t i a l  co-author of t h e  Sola  S c r i p t u r a  
t h e s e s  i n  c a r r y i n g  ou t  an assignment of h i s  d i s -  
t r i c t  p r e s i d e n t  prepared an essay  i n  which t h e s e  
t h e s e s  were app l i ed  t o  t h e  b a s i c  passages  on church 
f e l l owsh ip  and t h u s  on t h e  t e ach ings  of church 
f e l l owsh ip  i t s e l f .  A f t e r  s e v e r a l  y e a r s  t h e  paper  
was f i n a l l y  "Adopted w i t h  Thanks" bu t  w i t h  an ex- 
p l a n a t i o n  by t h e  l iberal-minded makers and sup- 
p o r t e r s  of t h a t  motion t h a t  t h e y  d i d  n o t  mean t h a t  
t h e  p a s t o r a l  conference  was thereby  accep t ing  t h e  
d o c t r i n a l  con t en t  of t h e  essay .  

Question No. 31 reads :  "While you may hes i -  
t a t e  t o  pa s s  judgment, do you s e e  any r e l a t i o n s h i p  
i n  t h e  problems faced by P r e s i d e n t  J . A . O .  P reuss  
of t h e  Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod today and 
t hose  meetings i n  which you took  p a r t ? "  I n  corn- 
p a r i n g  t h e  two s i t u a t i o n s  30 y e a r s  a p a r t  i t  i s  
p o s s i b l e ,  speaking s u b j e c t i v e l y ,  t o  n o t e  bo th  s i m -  
i l a r i t i e s  and d i f f e r e n c e s .  I f  a t  t h e  end of t h e  
Ten and Ten meet ings ,  having reached an  impasse,  . 

t h e  g u i d e l i n e s  i n  synod 's  handbook had been f o l -  
lowed l o v i n g l y  b u t  f i r m l y ,  t h e r e  i s  a  good pos s i -  
b i l i t y  t h a t  t h i s  l i b e r a l  movement would have been 
h a l t e d .  This  would p o s s i b l y  have made unnecessary 
t h e  a c t i o n  which took p l a c e  30 y e a r s  l a t e r .  The 
l o s s  t o  t h e  synod membership i n  t h e  f i r s t  i n s t a n c e  
would p o s s i b l y  have been minimal s i n c e  t h e  l i b e r a l  
movement was n o t  a s  widespread as l a t e r  on. A l s o ,  
wh i l e  d o c t r i n e s  involved i n  1946 were almost exclu-  
s i v e l y  connected w i th  Church Fel lowship,  many new 
and perhaps more fa r - reach ing  ones were involved 
30 yea r s  l a t e r .  A t  t h e  same t i m e ,  i n  agreement 
w i t h  t h e  s c r i p t u r a l  d e c l a r a t i o n  t h a t  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  
i f  n o t  combated and removed, sp r eads  v e r y  qu i ck ly ,  
t h e  number involved i n  t h e  exodus i n  t h e  s e v e n t i e s  
was comparat ively much l a r g e r  than  might have been 
i nv i s ioned  i f  matters  had been handled p r o p e r l y  
accord ing  t o  s c r i p t u r a l  requ i rements  and t h e  synod ' s  
c o n s t i t u t i o n  t h r e e  decades e a r l i e r .  

The l a s t  q u e s t i o n ,  No. 3 2 ,  r e ads :  "DO you have 
any f u r t h e r  comments you might want t o  make?" While 
s e r v i n g  on t h e  P r e s i d e n t ' s  C o r n i t t e e  was a t  times 
ve ry  d i f f i c u l t  because of p r e s s i n g  o b l i g a t i o n s  t o  
congrega t ion  and synod, and a t  t imes  a l s o  d i scour -  
ag ing ,  y e t  i t  was a  rea l  p r i v i l e g e  f o r  m e  t o  have 
s e rved ,  and it  brought  b l e s s i n g s  t o  m e .  Having 
j u s t  accep ted  a c a l l  t o  a  congrega t ion  of about  
800 communicants and be ing  c a l l e d  upon t o  p reach  
i n  bo th  languages every Sunday and a t  t h e  same 
t i m e  s e r v e  on t h i s  committee of t h e  P r e s i d e n t ,  
i t  was c e r t a i n l y  n o t  easy bu t  i t  made m e  s t u d y  
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S c r i p t u r e  and t h e  r u l e s  of Greek grammar more care -  
f u l l y .  But above a l l  i t  made me a p p r e c i a t e  our  
remarkable B ib l e  and i t s  many t r u t h s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
and above a l l  t h e  Gospel of God's l ove  i n  C h r i s t  
J e s u s  our  Sav ior  revea led  t o  me i n  God's Word. My 
mind and h e a r t  echoes i t s  h e a r t f e l t  a s s e n t  and 
agreement through a  c l o s i n g  s ta tement  made by my 
cous in ,  D r .  8 .  P. Kretzmann, a t  t h e  end of our  
s e s s i o n s ,  t h a t  s i n c e  l e a v i n g  t h e  seminary he had 
never  l ea rned  a s  much a s  a t  t h e s e  meet ings  and t h a t  
i t  was l i k e  a  pos tg r adua t e  cou r se  i n  theology t o  
him. Those were e x a c t l y  my sen t imen t s .  My involv-  
ment i n  t h i s  d o c t r i n a l  con t roversy  ha s  helped t o  
impress  upon m e  a l s o  t h e  importance of heeding t h e  
reminder:  "We Missourians  cons ide r  a  church body, 
a s  a  body, or thodox on ly  when t h e  pure  d o c t r i n e  i s  
proclaimed from a l l  p u l p i t s  and p r o f e s s o r s '  c h a i r s  
and i n  a l l  w r i t i n g s  t h a t  become p u b l i c  w i t h i n  t h e  
communion and when, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, every  e r r o -  
neous t e ach ing  i s  s topped i n  t h e  manner p r e s c r i b e d  
by God a s  soon a s  i t  makes i t  appearance.  I f  i t  
were shown u s  t h a t  even bu t  one p a s t o r  were preach- 
i n g  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  o r  t h a t  even b u t  one p e r i o d i c a l  
were i n  t h e  s e r v i c e  of f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  and we would 
n o t  pu t  a s t o p  t o  t h i s  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  we would 
t he r eby  have been ceased t o  be  an orthodox synod 
and would have been a  u n i o n i s t i c  fe l lowship ."  
D r .  F,  P i epe r  i n  Lehre und Wehre, 36, 261f.  

So a l s o  our  Lutheran Confessions i n  t h e  p r e f i x  
t o  t h e  Book of  Concord, T r i g l o t t a ,  page 25, s tate:  
"we w i l l  a l s o  t a k e  p a i n s ,  i f  e i t h e r  con t rove r sy  
concerning r e l i g i o n  should a r i s e ,  t o  remove and 
s e t t l e  them bet imes (without  de l ay )  f o r  t h e  purpose 
of avo id ing  o f f e n s e ,  wi thout  long  and dangerous 
d ig r e s s ion . "  "Prove a l l  t h i n g s ;  hold t h a t  f a s t  
which i t  would." 1 Theess. 5:21. 

-- A.  T.  Kretzmann t o  
P ro f .  G .  E.  Reichwald 

Vol. XX, No, 2:  

CORRECTIONS 

p. 37: 1st paragraph a f t e r  t i t l e ,  L.5, 

read "s ince"  i n s t e a d  of "in" 

p .  43: Paragraph 3 ,  h . 3 ,  

read "sweat" f o r  "spend" 

bottom l i n e ,  

read  "from" f o r  "than" 

P. 45: Paragraph 3 ,  L.7,  

r e ad  "d i sso lve"  f o r  ' ssolve"  

Vol. X I X ,  N o .  4 ,  p. 43: 

Readers have ve ry  l i k e l y  d i scovered  ano the r  
m i s p r i n t  on t h e i r  own i n  t h e  t op  paragraph  r e l a t i v e  
t o  t h e  q u o t a t i o n  from Jeremiah. 

1.3,  read  "neg l igen t ly"  f o r  "d i l i gen t l y1 '  - 

The s t a f f  r e g r e t s  t h a t  t h e s e  mis takes  were n o t  
d e t e c t e d  b e f o r e  p r e s s  t i m e .  
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f u l l y .  But above a l l  i t  made me a p p r e c i a t e  our  
remarkable B ib l e  and i t s  many t r u t h s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
and above a l l  t h e  Gospel of God's l ove  i n  C h r i s t  
J e s u s  our  Sav ior  revea led  t o  me i n  God's Word. My 
mind and h e a r t  echoes i t s  h e a r t f e l t  a s s e n t  and 
agreement through a  c l o s i n g  s ta tement  made by my 
cous in ,  D r .  8 .  P. Kretzmann, a t  t h e  end of our  
s e s s i o n s ,  t h a t  s i n c e  l e a v i n g  t h e  seminary he had 
never  l ea rned  a s  much a s  a t  t h e s e  meet ings  and t h a t  
i t  was l i k e  a  pos tg r adua t e  cou r se  i n  theology t o  
him. Those were e x a c t l y  my sen t imen t s .  My involv-  
ment i n  t h i s  d o c t r i n a l  con t roversy  ha s  helped t o  
impress  upon m e  a l s o  t h e  importance of heeding t h e  
reminder:  "We Missourians  cons ide r  a  church body, 
a s  a  body, or thodox on ly  when t h e  pure  d o c t r i n e  i s  
proclaimed from a l l  p u l p i t s  and p r o f e s s o r s '  c h a i r s  
and i n  a l l  w r i t i n g s  t h a t  become p u b l i c  w i t h i n  t h e  
communion and when, on t h e  o t h e r  hand, every  e r r o -  
neous t e ach ing  i s  s topped i n  t h e  manner p r e s c r i b e d  
by God a s  soon a s  i t  makes i t  appearance.  I f  i t  
were shown u s  t h a t  even bu t  one p a s t o r  were preach- 
i n g  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  o r  t h a t  even b u t  one p e r i o d i c a l  
were i n  t h e  s e r v i c e  of f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  and we would 
n o t  pu t  a s t o p  t o  t h i s  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e ,  we would 
t he r eby  have been ceased t o  be  an orthodox synod 
and would have been a  u n i o n i s t i c  fe l lowship ."  
D r .  F,  P i epe r  i n  Lehre und Wehre, 36, 261f.  

So a l s o  our  Lutheran Confessions i n  t h e  p r e f i x  
t o  t h e  Book of  Concord, T r i g l o t t a ,  page 25, s tate:  
"we w i l l  a l s o  t a k e  p a i n s ,  i f  e i t h e r  con t rove r sy  
concerning r e l i g i o n  should a r i s e ,  t o  remove and 
s e t t l e  them bet imes (without  de l ay )  f o r  t h e  purpose 
of avo id ing  o f f e n s e ,  wi thout  long  and dangerous 
d ig r e s s ion . "  "Prove a l l  t h i n g s ;  hold t h a t  f a s t  
which i t  would." 1 Theess. 5:21. 

-- A.  T.  Kretzmann t o  
P ro f .  G .  E.  Reichwald 

Vol. XX, No, 2:  

CORRECTIONS 

p. 37: 1st paragraph a f t e r  t i t l e ,  L.5, 

read "s ince"  i n s t e a d  of "in" 

p .  43: Paragraph 3 ,  h . 3 ,  

read "sweat" f o r  "spend" 

bottom l i n e ,  

read  "from" f o r  "than" 

P. 45: Paragraph 3 ,  L.7,  

r e ad  "d i sso lve"  f o r  ' ssolve"  

Vol. X I X ,  N o .  4 ,  p. 43: 

Readers have ve ry  l i k e l y  d i scovered  ano the r  
m i s p r i n t  on t h e i r  own i n  t h e  t op  paragraph  r e l a t i v e  
t o  t h e  q u o t a t i o n  from Jeremiah. 

1.3,  read  "neg l igen t ly"  f o r  "d i l i gen t l y1 '  - 

The s t a f f  r e g r e t s  t h a t  t h e s e  mis takes  were n o t  
d e t e c t e d  b e f o r e  p r e s s  t i m e .  




