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At t h e  University irlospit'ai in Madison, Wiscon- 
sin, there is a doctor who practices chernosurgery 
and has t h e  reputation of being the best chemo- 
surgeon in t he  w o r l d ,  H e  works a"i:remsving cancer- 
o u s  growths from t h e  sk in .  And n o t  on ly  is he a 
master at h i s  work, but he also instructs and t r a in s  
others t o  do similar work, Doctors whom he has 
trained go forth t o  trra$n others, When I q u i t e  
recently became acqiiairited iii-th t h e  excel lent  work 
being  i i o ~ ~ e  by t h i s  man, 1 thought  of the work which 
--r-3 3 y , ~ ,  Wilhelm, and you, Mark, are called to do here 
at our seminary,  though in a much higher sphere-- 
t h e  one of you t o  be p r e s i d e n t  of our  seniinary and 
teacher sf C i ~ r i s t f a n  doctrine, and the a t h e r  t o  be 
an instructor p a r t i c u l a r i y  i n  Old Testament studies 
and in church history. And all t h i s  is t o  t h e  end 
t h a t  yoil may instruct and tr3i.n men t o  be ambassa- 
d o r s  f o r  Chrisl>llc shall be able to go ou t  and 
instruct znd t r a i n  o t h e r s ,  

This a work which God w a n t s  done* We r e a d  in .  
our  text: 

Thou therefore, my son, be strong I n  t h e  grace 
t h a t  is in C h r i s t  Jesus, And ehe t h i n g s  t h a t  
thou hast  heard af me among many witnesses, 
the  same commit thou t o  f a i t h f u l  nen who s h a l l  
be ab le  t o  teach others also, 

%Sermon at t he  Installation of M i l h e l m  W e  Petersen 
as Pres ident  and 14ark 0 ,  Earstad a s  Professor a t  
Betbany Lutheran Theological  Seminary, Mankato, 
Minnesota, November 11, 1980, 
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You may n o t  ga in  the world-wide r e c o g n i t i o n  
t h a t  t h e  chemosurgeon h a s  gained.  That does n o t  
m a t t e r ,  But t h a t  which counts  most i s  t h a t  you be 
found f a i t h f u l ,  and,  we would a l s o  add,  humble. 

I n  speaking of t h e s e  t h ings  I want t o  p o i n t  
ou t  t h e  examples of two p r o f e s s o r s  of theology i n  
our  Lutheran Church who c e r t a i n l y  have t h e  reputa -  
t i o n  among u s  a s  having been f a i t h f u l .  And they  
were a l s o  humble, The f i r s t  one of t h e s e  i s  
D r ,  C a r l  Ferdinand Wilhelm Walther.  Th i s  is  the 
man, Wilhelm Wal-ther, a f t e r  whom you were named. 
Your f a t h e r  was an admirer  of D r ,  ThJalt3lter and h i s  
w r i t i n g s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  his "Proper  DistincLion between 
Law and Gospel," bilk also hjs sernnns, h d  i n  your  
case ,  Mark O l i v e r ,  your grandfa ther  was a student of  
D r ,  W a l t h e r P s  and thought  extramely highly of him* 
W e  have i n  our  family a l e t t e r ,  written t o  h i s  
b r o t h e r ,  when my f a t h e r  was a student a t  Concord ia  
Seminary i n  S t ,  L a i ~ i s -  T h i s  was the semi.n=iry back 
t h e r e  i n  the  3 6 ' s  of the  l a s t  century t o  which t h e  
Norwegian Synod t hen  sent i t s  students of theo logy ,  
The l e t t e r  i s  b a t e d  i n  t h e  manth s f  March, 4843, and 
i t  shows ?he h u m i l i t y  of B r ,  Walther as w e l l  a s  the 
esteem i n  which he  w a s  h e l d  by his s t u d e n t s ,  In 
t r a n s l a t i e n ,  p a r t  of the  l e t t e r  reads l i k e  t h i s :  

Our t e a c h e r ,  P r o f ,  Wal ther ,  has  been very ill 
f o r  a t ime,  so t h a t  f o r  t h r e e  weeks ws have 
missed many s f  our most  i-srportant hours  of 
i n s t r u c t i o n ,  But Gad caused i t  a l l  2s come 
o u t  s o  t h a t  we rece ived  h i m  back again* Last 
week he r e t u r n e d *  It w a s  a f e s e i v e  occas ion  
when he t h a t  morning en t e r ed  t h e  c h a s s r o ~ m  t o  
resume h i s  i n s t r u c t i o n  accord ing  t o  Baierss 
L a t i n  tex tbook  which we u s e ,  m e n  he had come 
i n  a t  t h e  door we a l l  r a s e  and sang w i t h  s t r o n g  
v o i c e s ,  ''BOW thank w e  a l l  our  God, With h e a r t  
and hands and v a i e e s , "  Then one of t h e  Germn 
s t u d e n t s  made a b e a u t i f u l  speech i n  L a t i n s  

He f i r s t ,  on beha l f  of u s  a l l ,  expressed  our  
joy over  s ee ing  him back w i th  us a g a i n ,  Then 
he  spoke of how our  hands had been bound, s o  
t o  speak,  du r ing  h i s  i l l n e s s ,  We cou1d only 
send our  p r aye r s  and s i g h s  t o  our  heavenly 
Fa the r ,  Then another  sgudent made a speech 
i n  German welcoming him back. Thereupon 
P r o f ,  Walther answered i n  h i s  u s u a l  humble 
manner and con fe s s ing  h i s  unworthiness ,  

Note t h e  express ion  concerning B r ,  Wal ther ' s  
humi l i t y  and h i s  con fe s s ion  of unworthiness .  

The o t h e r  example I want t o  b r i n g  i s  " t a t o f  
D r ,  Wal.therPs successor  a t  Concordia Seminary, 
D r ,  F r anc i s  P i e p e r ,  I was p r i v i l e g e d  t o  be  pres -  
e n t  a& the c e l e b r a t i o n  s f  t h e  50th ann ive r sa ry  of 
t h e  o r d i n a t i o n  of D r ,  P i epe r  i n  1925, The s e r v i c e  
was he ld  i n  Holy Cross Church i n  S t ,  Louis ,  A t  
t h i s  s e r v i c e  t h e  work of D r ,  P i e p e r  was e x t o l l e d  
by t h e  speake r s ,  And a t  t h e  c l o s e  of t h e  service 
D r ,  P i epe r  r o s e  t o  speak, Outstanding among the 
t h i n g s  which he  s a i d  were words which expressed 
h i s  humi l i t y .  He  s a i d :  "I must c a s t  myself i n t o  
t h e  d u s t  be fo re  my Lord."  A t  our  g r adua t i on  i n  
1926 &his  same D r .  P i e p e r  spoke sn t h e  b a s i s  of 
J e sus  ' words i n  Matthew 28:20: "LO, I a m  w i th  
you alway, even unto t h e  end sf t h e  workdeU and 
h i s  theme was expressed i n  two words: " H i e  a l l e i n , "  
"Never a lone ."  Jesus is  always w i t h  you. H e  s t a n d s  
by you, and may We be  your i n s p i r a t i o n  and H i s  
Spirit your Teacher ,  

Then you w i l l  c e r t a i n l y  remember t h a t  which t h e  
Apos t le  P a u l  i n  our  text  t e l l s  as t o  remember:: 

Remember t h a t  Jesus C h r i s t ,  of t h e  seed s f  
David, was r a i s e d  from the  dead accord ing  
t o  my Gospel,  
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The Gospel i s  summed up i n  t h i s  t h a t  Jesus 
Chr i s t ,  t r u e  God from e v e r l a s t i n g  and a l s o  t r u e  
Man, of t h e  seed of David and born of t h e  V i rg in  
Mary, was c r u c i f i e d  f o r  our  s i n s  and was r a i s e d  
aga in  f o r  our  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  There is fo rg ivenes s  
0% s i n s  and a  welcome w i t h  God through J e s u s  C h r i s t  
whose r e s u r r e c t i o n  from t h e  dead i s  God's pronounce- 
ment of t h e  completion of t h e  work of redemption, 
and i t  is  God's j u s t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  whole world.  
~ h r i s t ' s  r e s u r r e c t i o n  from the  dead i s  t h e  F a t h e r ' s  
h e n  t o  t h e  words of C h r i s t  on t h e  c r o s s ,  "It is 
f i n i s h e d . "  This  needs only t o  b e  accepted by f a i t h  
i n  o rde r  t h a t  t h e  s i n n e r  may s t and  t h e r e  j u s t i f i e d  
pe r sona l ly ,  f r e e d  from s i n ,  v i c t o r i o u s  over t h e  
d e v i l  and dea th ,  and an h e i r  of e v e r l a s t i n g  l i f e .  
This  g l o r i o u s  Gospel you arc t o  keep i n  mind i n  a l l  
your work. This  i t  i s  that  you a r e  t o  preach and 
t each ,  s o  t h a t  your d i s c i p l e s  may go out  t o  make 
t h i s  b l e s sed  Gospel known unto  o t h e r s  a l s o .  

And as r ega rds  devotion and commitment t o  t h i s  
~ o s p e l  w e  have t h e  example of Pau l  i n  our  t e x t :  

Wherein I s u f f e r  trotbh%e as an e v i l  d o e r ,  even 
unto bonds. But t h e  IJard of God is no t  bound. 

Paul  w a s  ready t o  s u f f e r  anyth ing  t h a t  might 
be l a i d  upon him on account of t h e  Gospel, even 
death.  You could bind Paul ,  b u t  t h e  Word remains 
unbound. To t h i s  b l e s sed  Word of t h e  Gospel you 
want t o  d e d i c a t e  your l i f e  and a l l  tha t  God has 
given you. Remember t h e  words of Moses t o  t h e  
people of God i n  t h e  Old Testament. Speaking of 
t h e  Word of God which h e  had taught: them Moses 
wr i t e s :  "It is not a v a l n  t h i n g  f o r  you, because 
i t  i s  your l i fe ."  Deut. 3 2 ~ 4 7 .  

And as r ega rds  t h e  f i n a l  end and purpose of 
it a l l  w e  have t h e  words of t h e  Apos t le  i n  our  t e x t :  

Therefore  endure a l l  t h i n g s  f o r  t h e  elect's 
sake ,  that they may 2 l s o  o b t a i n  t h e  salva- 
t i o n  which i s  i n  Chr i s t  J e s u s  w i th  eternal 
g lo ry ,  

Think of t h e  glorious aim of a l l  your in s t ruc -  
t i o n :  The e ternal  salvation i n  g l o r y ,  C h r i s t  
wants all men t a  bel ieve and o b t a i n  t h a t  everlast- 
i n g  g l o r y ,  I n  t h e  Eoak of the Prophet  Daniel  we 
r e a d :  "They t h a t  be w i s e  shall .  shrirle as the b r i g h t -  
ness of  the  firmament, and they that t u r n  many t o  
r ig 'r t teousness as  the s tars  fcrever and ever,' ' 
Chap, ;2:3, Wlat a g l o r i o u s  promise t u  those  whose 
crust i s  in Christ end who t u r n  many to r igh teous-  
ness,  L e t  these t h i n g s  be sa id  for ysu r  comfort 
on t h i s  ocess isn  of ysur i n s t a l l a t i o n  i n t o  your 
of f  ice, and may the  I-Jsrd bless your  going ou t  and 
ysu r  csming in from t h l s  time f o r t h  and even f o r -  
evermore, 

And in c2hssir%gs let me speak a f e w  words t o  
t h e  students o f  theology: Appreciate t ha t  which 
these men do fsr yolzr  i -ns t ruc t ion  and graining, 
They a r e  no t  men who are per fec t  as regzrds their 

life, bu t  they  are celled t o  do t h i s  work of 
God over toward you, Your ~ e m i n a r y  i s  a sckosl o f  
t h e  p rophe t s  where the  Word of Cod i s  taught  you, 
L e t  yourselves be l e d  by t h a t  Worde Apprec i a t e  it 
that these men lead p ~ u  i n t o  t h e  sanctuary of ~sd's 
Word. And i n  your t i n e ,  g o  f o r t h  t o  proclaim it, 
-p L ~ u s ~  when we o l d e r  ones l i e  r e se ing  in our graves 
you may s t i l l  b e  standing there proclaiming the 
Gospel, And t h i s  s h a l l  ga on from gene ra t i on  t o  
generat ion u n t i l  w e  a l l  s t a n d  i n  t h e  e ternal  g lo ry  
which i s  ours  i n  Jesus C h r i s t ,  h e n ,  

Adolph M ,  Earstad 
Madison, Wisconsin 
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Adolph M ,  Earstad 
Madison, Wisconsin 



THE PROPER INTERPRETATION 
OF OLD TESTMENT WSSINIC PROPHECY' 

A survey af  the history of Messianic  interpreta- 
t i o n  r e v e a l s  that one may distinguish five different 
schoo l s  s f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  They arc the fo l lowing:  

1, .--- The Rationalistic S c h o ~ k  

The rationalistic school denies predictive 
prophecy per s e f e  Members of t h i s  school d r a w  
e n t i r e l y  upon h i s t o r y  in their i n t e r p x e t a t i s n  o f  
passages which th2 New Testarncxlt. writers c o n s i d e r e d  
and adduced a s  Messianic, The p r o p h e t s  of %he Gid 
Testa~ent are porTrayed as nothing bu t  good p a t r i -  
o t s ,  who very often had &rr~:ms which were never 
realized. FreejueratPy they had iLlr%sJons about the 
future. However,  eve^ through t h s i r  illusions God 
i s  said to have educa ted  H i s  p e o p l e ,  The Messiah 
whom they expected w a s  nothing but an earthly king, 
This p w i t i o n  has; been enunciated by J ,  R ,  Dnmme~uw 
in h i s  chzapter on "The Messianic  Hope" in h i s  one- 
volume B ib l e  ~ o r n x ~ e a r ~ .  1 I n  h i s  book, b 6 i i ~ ~ o v e r -  

Bernard Anderson of Princeton Thes- 
hogiea% Seminary w r i t e :  

For  t h o s e  who take seriously a c r i t i c a l  
study of the Bible, i t  is imposs ib le  t o  
use arguments from prophecy as i t  is  used 
by t h e  early C h r i s t i a n s  and by many theo- 
l o g i c a l  l e a d e r s  of t h e  p a s t ,  Today w e  have 

*Delivered at Bethany Lutheran Theolog ica l  Seminary 
on November 21, 1980, 

a fuller meaning of t h e  o r i g i n a l ,  h i s t o r i c  
sense of t h e  Old Testament prophec ies  . . . 
We must remember t h a t  early C h r i s t i a n s ,  who 
were c h i l d r e n  of t h e i r  t i m e s ,  1-note under 
l i m i t a t i o n s  of knowledge f o r  which they can- 
not  b e  h e l d  r e s p o n s i b l e ,  It would be just 
as much a mistake go fo l l ow  e a r l y  C h r i s t i a n s  
i n  t h e i r  bel ief  t h a t  Moses wrote Pentateuch 
and the early C h r i s t i a n s  believing i t e 2  

In h i s  Understanqing t h e  Old Testament t h e  
same s c h o l a r  d e p i c t e d  the  Old Testament prophets 
as E~wthtellers and not foretellers when he wrote:  

The r e a l  difference between the Yahweh 
puopi te t s  a d  t h e  Canaanite pxophets  was 
tha t  thc fcrrner were active primarily in 
the p o l i t i c a l  sphere, They were not 
soothsayers  o r  clairvoyants, b u t  spokes-  
men for Yai~we!: in rile arena o f  history.3 

E ,  F,  S c o t t ,  a l i b e r a l  New Testament scholar ,  
in his bonk, The King$lom o f  God - -- and t h e  >fessiah, 
clasmed t h a t  when t h e  Old Testasnent is examined 
acccrding t o  s t r i c z  historical methods, that 
exagates are compelled to assign an altogether 
secornclary place to tBle Messianic idea. Accord Jng 
ta Scott, the  dominang i d e a  of the  Old Testament 
is not  t he  promise sf a coming Messiah b u t  the  
klngdam which is t o  be e s t a b l i s h e d  jan t h e  l a t t e r  
days,  In t h e i r  t h o u g h t  concerning t h i s  f u t u r e  
kingdam the prophe t s  were influenced by the 
e x i s t i n g  h i s t o r i c a l  c o n d i t i o n s ,  and assoelated 
the  f u t u r e  kingdom w i t h  a p o l i t i c a l  r e s t o r a t i o n  
o f  t he  house of Davide4 

Hermeneutlca% p r i n c i p l e s  employed by t h i s  
schasP are: a t e x t  must make sense in i t s  
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h i s t o r i c a l  s i t u a t i o n  and a  passage  cannot  have a  
m u l t i p l e  s ense .  So-called double  f u l f i l l m e n t  of 
prophecy, advocated and defended by t h e  typolog i -  
c a l  s choo l ,  i s  unacceptab le  t o  t h e  g e n e r a l i z i n g  
proponents .  Psalm 22 ,  which t r a d i t i o n a l l y  has 
been cons idered  i n  i t s  f i r s t  p a r t  as g iv ing  a 
d e s c r i p t i o n  of t h e  s u f f e r i n g  and dea th  of t h e  
Messiah, is expla ined  a s  simply s e t t i n g  f o r t h  i n  
poignant  words t h e  s u f f e r i n g s  of an Old Testament 
s a i n t  of God, The theme of t h i s  Psalm might be 
s a i d :  "Through S u f f e r i n g  t o  Glory." This psalm 
might be a p p l i e d  to C h r i s t ,  because He also went 
through g r e a t  s u f f e r i n g s  t o  great  glouy.5 

3 .  The I d e a l i s t i c  Tnt erqret 2 t i o n  S c l ~ o c l  o f  --------- ---- --- -- 

According t o  advocates of t h i s  school c f  dealing 
with  Messianic  p r o p h e c i e s ,  it i s  held that t h e  
people  of t h e  Old Testnmcnc cc-renact had no knowl- 
edge of t h e  coming Messiah. However, many Old 
Testament w r i t e r s ,  especially i s a i r h ,  dreamed t h a t  
i n  t h e  f u t u r e  t k e r r ?  might  come an. iderr$ p e r s o n ,  
A s  an example t h e  Fourth Servant Passage of Isa iah 
(52:13-53 :12) i s  c i t e d e 6  I n  t h e  days  of the New 
Testament as the d i s c i p l e s  observed t h e  life, 
t e ach ing ,  su f f e r i r j g ,  death and resurrect ion G E  
Jesus of Nazareth t h e y  noted a remarkable similar- 
i t y  between t h e  Old Testament description of this 
i d e a l  person and r u l e r  and Jesus and reached the 
conc lus ion  t h a t  Jesus f u l f i l l e d  the  d e s c r i p e i s n  
and s o  they  concluded that J e s u s  of Nazareth was 
that i d e a l  i n d i v i d u a l .  However, t h e  d i s c i p l e s s  
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  was no t  t h e  o r i g i n a l  i n t e n t  of t h e  
Old Testament passages:  the  Old Testament writers  
d i d  no t  have J e s u s  in view. Those s c h o l a r s  shar-- 
i n g  t h i s  t y p e  of t h i n k i n g  are i n  actuality denying 
and r e j e c t i n g  Old Testament p r e d i c t i v e  Messianic  
prophecy. The i r  p o s i t i o n  c o n t r a d i c t s  t h e  a s s e r t i o n  
of t h e  i n s p i r e d  a p o s t l e  P e t e r ,  who i n  w r i t i n g  t o  

t h e  congrega t ions  of Asia Minor s t a t e d :  

Concerning t h i s  s a l v a t i o n ,  t h e  prophe ts  who 
spoke s f  t h e  g r ace  t h a t  was t o  come t o  you, 
searched i n t e n t l y  and w i t h  t h e  g r e a t e s t  c a r e ,  
t r y i n g  t o  f i n d  ou t  t h e  t i m e  and t h e  circum- 
s t a n c e s  t o  which t h e  S p i r i t  of C h r i s t  i n  them 
was p o i n t i n g  when he p r e d i c t e d  t h e  s u f f e r i n g s  
of C h r i s t  and t h e  g l o r i e s  t h a t  would fo l low,  
It was revea led  t o  them t h a t  t hey  were not  
s e r v i n g  themselves b u t  you, when they  spoke 
of t h e  t h i n g s  t h a t  have now been t o l d  you by 
t h o s e  who have preached t h e  gospe l  to you by 
t h e  Holy S p i r i t  sent from heaven ( 1  P e t e r  I: 
l o - a a > ,  

4 * 
I n t  e r ~ r e t a t i o n  

The t y p o l o g i c a l  s choo l  of Messianic  i n t e r p r e -  
t a t i o n  has found proponents  i n  most C h r i s t i a n  
churches;  i n  t h e  Reformed, t h e  Axminian, t h e  Roman 
Catho l i c  and Lutheran churches, There have been 
s c h o l a r s  of great  t h e o l o g i c a l  s t a t u r e  who have 
expla ined  many Old Testament passages  i n  a typo- 
E s g i c a l  manner, Many of t h e s e  i n t e r p r e t e r s  be- 
l i e v e  and h91d a c o r r e c t  d o s ~ r i n e  of r e v e l a t i a n  
and i n s p i r a t i o n  of Hsly W r i t ;  they defend t h e  h is-  
t o r i c a l  character s f  B i b l i c a l  miracles and believe 
i n  p r e d i c t i v e  B i b l i c a l  prophecy. 

A review of  the  e x e g e t i c a l  13 - t e r a tu r e  unforku- 
n a t d y  r e v e a l s  t h e  fact  t h a t  among exege tes  s f  
both t h e  Old and New Testaments t h e r e  i s  a d i f f e r -  
ence of op in ion  about  a number of passages, which 
l i b e r a l i s m ,  neo-orthodoxy and neo- l ibera l i sm,  have 
rejected as Messianic passages ,  I s a i a h  7 ~ 3 4 ;  
I1 Samuel 7:l2-14, I s a i a h  4O:l-8; Hosea l l : 4 ;  
Jeremiah 31:15; Psa lms  2 ,  8, 1 6 ,  40 ,  45 ,  69, 7 2 ,  
89, l 1 0 ,  118 and others are exaq les  of Messianic  
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passages concerning which a d i f fe rence  of herme- 
n e u t i c a l  op in ion  ex is t s ,  as to t h e i r  p roper  
explanation. 

For some Lutheran and Protes tant  B i b l i c a l  in te r -  
preters the cor rec t  conception of Messianic prophecy 
i s  t h a t  there are prophecies r e f e r r i n g  s p e c i f i c a l l y  
t o  Chr is t ,  and t h a t  these references a r e  d i r e c t .  
What Chr i s t  says i n  the  synagogue at Capernaum of 
Isaiah 61:1-2: "This day i s  t h i s  S c r i p t u r e  fulfilled 
in your ears," applies to every Messianic .8 
In. a Christmas sermon, published in The F F ~ d 2 c g x  
C h r i s t ,  Walter A. Maier, S r .  clsined tbai- t h e r e  were  
333 prophecies which p r e d i c t e d  t h e  l i f e ,  d e z t h ,  end 
r e s u r r e c t i o n  of the  C h r i s t i a n ' s  Lord .  9 

ANa4_lYsI% OF THE GHp,LSTOLGCICAL TEACWTNGS 
OF THE OLD TESTAiaMT 

I. The Angel of t h e  Lord as _ a _ ~ ~ - B e t h I e h . e m ~ t - ~  
A ~ ~ e a r a n c e  of Christ  

Bath P r o t e s t s n t  and Lutheran theslogi.a-ns of  he 
past have i d e n t i f i e d  t he  "Angel o f  the  LORD" w i t h  
the Second P e r s o n  s f  the  T r i n i t y ,  an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  
i-ej ected by liberal scholars ,  Jewish Old Testamezt 
savants and a l s o  a n u d e r  of conservative Old Testa-- 
rnent scholars  * The  essayis t  believes that there  
are three d i f f e r e n t  kinds s f  data in the  6kd T ~ s t a -  
ment that are e b r i s t s l o g i c a l  in character, Both 

- 

of 192710 and the Lutheran -- 

d t ha t  of 1 9 7 5 , ~ ~  have 
l i s t e d  a series of 01d Testament pagsages thac are 
unique i n  t h a t  " t he  Angel of t he  LORD" is dep ic t ed  
as a special  untreated Angel. The Angel of the LORD 
i s  twice desc r i bed  as appear ing  t o  Hagar,  Gen. 1 6 : 7 f f .  

and 2%:17. The same Angel i s  found Ln ehe company 
of two created ange l s  who v i s i t e d  Abraham at Mamre, 
Genesis 18, The Angel of the LORD appears t o  
Abraham as he is about t s  s a c r i f i c e  Isaac,  Gene 
22:1%; t o  Jacob We appears  as a man, Gen, 31:11-13, 
L a t e r  Jacob asks t h e  P a g e 1  o f   he LORD $0 bless ",he 

sans of Joseph, Gen, 4 8 l I . 6 ;  t h e  same of t h e  
LORD appeared t o  Moses in the burning bush, Exodus 3 ;  
He goes b e f o r e  t h e  carrip o f  Israel, ExF=. 1 4 : L 9 .  Yahweh 
warned Is rae l  no t  t o  provoke H i m ,  Ex, 23:20f, The 
same Angel of t h e  LORD l e d  Israel to Kadesh; We 
a p p e a r s  to Balaam, Num,  22:22%f , ;  He appears  t o  
 josh^:^ as t h e  Captain o f  t h e  LORD'S H o s t ,  J o s h ,  
5:L3--6:2, The same Angel comes $0 BschPn, J u d g e s  
2: 1-4, iI-ie appeared to Hanoah and his wife, Judges 
13:2ff. In Is, Qfbz:9 Isaiah c a l l s  t he  Angel  of t h e  
LORD the k-mgel sf God's presence, He appeared  t o  
Zcehari;ik-n, who mentions H i s  name, Z e c h ,  1:8s"f,; 
3 i . l f f e ;  4.2:8, Mal_aci?i c a l l e d  H i m  the k-hgeL of t h e  
Covenant, NaJ,  3 ~ 1 ,  

There have been Chose who have c h a l l e n g e d  t h e  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  that t h e  Axge l  sf t he  LORD is no% 
j u s t  another angel.13 While it i s  t r u e  t h a t  t h e  
Nalakh Yahweh rn2y refer to any QE @@idB% created 
ange l s ,  b u t  in ce r t a i n  passages, thsugh t h e  Angel  
of Yahweh may be seen initially ts be no mare than 
any of Gad's angels ( Judges  6 : L 1 ) ,  ehLs Ange l  soon 
-&uanscends t h e  aqgelic category in terms which are 
a a l y  s u i - t a b l e  t o  a distinct Person af t h e  Godhead, 
Exodus 3 r l - 6  clearly shows t h a t  the angel af t h e  
Lord who appeared c s  kiisses was Yahweh H i m s e l f ,  

2, 
New Testapent. A u t h o r s  

The ffact that ce r t a i n  persons, %ns t i tu t i . ans ,  
and h i s t o r i c a l  occurrences were i n t e n d e d  to be 
types  of Chris t  and H i s  kingdom i s  c l e a r l y  taught  
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by t h e  New Testament.  The person  who is f a i t h f u l  
s o  the i n s ~ i p t u r a t e d  revela t ion o f  God bel ieves  
t h a t  t h e  Old Testament conta ins  t y p o l o g i c a l  Messianic 
teachings and data .  In exeget ing the Old Testament 
t h e  person who accepts  t h e  hermeneutical p r i n c i p l e ,  
t h a t  S c r i p t u r e  in te rpre t s  S c r i p t u r e ,  w i l l  accept t h e  
H2t4 Testament interpretation t h a t  Adam in S B I C L ~  -re=- 
spec t s  was a t y p e  of C h r i s t ,  t h a t  Melchizedek, Aaron, 
Y x e s ,  Joshua., David,  So%amon, Zerubbabel were t y p e s  
;iZ C h r i s t ,  t h a t  e h ~  p a s s a v e r  iamb was a t y p e  o f  t he  

k f i c i s l  dea th  5_:f C : . z _ r i s t ,  t1;a"s:thrt. k i l 4 i r ; g  of .he 
2 ~ s ~ v e r  ia-ar-,;ig and sprii?:;ling of i t s  bZ;jc;cCi on ,he 

t:sno;pcsts \$a:; tyce o f  Gh.rjsi-., jrbn as the LaiA of 
t.;ck n:~q t h e  sill 05 t i i s  wnri6. Cn chi. s i x - c ~ g r h  

e f  JahnBs f-aac%.,ing i s ? ,  cllapt,:c 3~24-1'; ",he c?d T ' r - ~ ~ ; ~ a ~  

,->cr)t_ c;;egetc w-i 1.1 $o ld  i t - ~  fi {-Ti5g I I C .  A" : - !.I, - t;:ar ; ~1~ 
, a J ; >  7 c:,*:& k,fl ~ 1 2 ~  i , i - L C ' ; -  Ps-T?fDZ irL S3;~in_f>er9 2i l';-i: I - - - -  

r o  e 1 03 ~f al-c~u --ged &?-:z ~f tl'r;? < e s k , ~ :  

i-:l&i: t h e  swa"iii.t~jing O f  Jc5- 1:  ,y ?,? gre;a%: f-is;l: and 
J0rIz';?, '6 stay i n  j-1-j~ bO:?-~ j; 1_;:3 fJ;R x i i ;a~  a - ? 7 3 ~  L ~ I  0: 

~ l - y ~ i s t "  d~lf,a-fzb and ctaay. j'n t ' !~z i;cscri: of t h e  caytb, 
and j u s t  as Jonah was spu& ai;ont by  t h e  fi-l?l S O  

Ci:~:is$ arose from r!:e grave, .Jestls H i m s e l f  ~ e l i i  
!-?LIE Nexia TesWarnej~~ ::readers 6';;ai: J"i3'12h was a k -  yid- T3r- of 
h i s  d e a t h  and r e s u r r e c t i o n ,  The ktekiever ' s ~ ~ c E ~ E -  

ncu t i c s  is no2 determined by man % % g t  e r p ~ c ~ z t - $ - ~ e  
~rLn.c-ip%.es but by those  t h e  Bsly S p i r i t  bas 3 z i d  
$..is . 1 I t b e -  The crowning of Josh;a ii: 
"+,zhariah 6 was a eypicab a c t i o ~  designed to ~ c ~ c 2  
~ 2 2 ~  t r u t h  that  Christ was both  p r 5 s s t  and k i n g  in 
une person, a t r u t h  earlier set f o r t h  in t h z  p e r s o n  
of Melchizedek, k i n g  and prisst o f  Salean, 

The Books of Exodus, ZevitFcus, and Numbers 
( w i t h  r epeZi t f sns  in Deute~onomy) are r i c k  i n  
ritual o r  ceremonial types,l5 A New T e s t a m c i ~ t  
commentary on the x i t u 2 1  and types  s f  the Old T e s -  
tament i s  t h e  E p i s t l e  ts t h e  Hebrews, The writer 
of Hebrews shsws a t  every pa in t  t h e  irmcnse super- 
i o r i t y  af  t h e  Christian antitype,lG t o  t h e  type .  

The reader s f  Hebrews will f i n d  i n  the tabernacle 
and i t s  f u r n i t u r e  a prefigurement o f  the  permanent 
r ea l i t i e s  of she Christian r e l i g i o n ,  The Old T e s -  
tament taught wi.t%a. clearness the  tratb. eaE the vk- 
car ious  and substitutionary atonement and prepared  
t h e  way f o r  t h e  ~each+-ng  sf the  B a p t i s t :  "Behold 
ithe Lamb o f  605 that kaketh away t h e  sins o f  t h e  
wc~ r2d  . '" 

3!Qses, 3 - = * - ; ~  ~ i - ~ .  prophet  w i t h  w.[-!om God s p 2 . k ~  face 
to face, was fist-& - -- t o  be a t y p e  of @hrj-s t  th:cough 
T~l- n, 3GLIP r - m  ~ 0 ~ 1 ~ 1 -  ~ 1 3 % ~  ;I ^ ; t p r f e s . g  - p p V a l q f - % ~ ~ - :  ZT-I.'; T T  ' 

p-- d .L .-.*-a C * b  A.*. - 7 . " -  n3.s 
v b 3  b : - - L z 2 ~ c  - 3.4.-,- ar1$ %lie C Q ~ ~ Z P  sf %he Great Prcp:ke tp  

, - 
il 

t h e  Me~:s$a&, p ~ 9 ~ l - d  cjg: l i k e  >30ses ( D ~ E ,  18 115-18) , 
3;ii-:>se!s bfes a Q~pe  cf i--ki2 n { z - F $ r ; ~  --, .,- .- . - -- -+a. of C';"s.r%ef- 21 .. ii i e IIAl jegC)Cj 
^\ - 

7 1 1 * t  \] i;: $* -jF 2 %- +" + >.v, a "z: *- 3 -- gli':~chxs delive;-E$$ a --,----- ail ,,,- ,* ,, ,, arlg and hel-tg f .ill 
*- . ezsay on "The 'Q,rpal,sg2-ea';. .{Jse :-JX t:kle 01d &es$-'as1i2nt 

-jI-i $:he New "-s- + 6-- 
y q  1 7 --. 

1 ts :> &, i ~ ~ i  e-j:j. c + .r--* t iP$s  ~ ~ ~ p ~ e n ~ a t ~ ~ ) ~  K ~ e h r ~  
(lj-gc2ussed 1 core - 4 { ] : 1 m 0 { - 2 e  .smd < ~ N - ~ . - ~ S - - ~ ~ -  i%,ti  L~~~ l -r  s 3 : 12-19 al><I ~ < - j ~ - [ ~ a n ~  ; 
1- Co;--, 15: 33-21, 4&45.i3a ./, 601, 2 : I&---' .. 7 s annd Gal, ig : 21-28, 

The w h o l e  r iver  s f  MezsJanic p~:sphecv, which in 
t h z  cou:cse of it:s f l ~ : ~ ~  chrsugh $hc times of the  Old 
$es%am~~a6 ree~:ived ztliaa7y rj:rt~lets 2nd streams, b e g i n s  
w%@h a d e c i a r ~ e B ~ ~ 2  s::~tpzaerat, t h s t  from &"sa seed of 
the woman ia  he futux-2 there  ~ 0 u l . d  come a desce-n-d- 
ant. of vornen wi;o would dest roy  C ~ F I  Serpent" head. 18 
The New Testament clearly shsws from a number of 
passages t h a t  the Devil 3~as the  Evil Personali ty 
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who brought about Eve and Adam's fall through s i n .  
Beginning w i t h  Genesis 3:15 and continuing through 
the  Old Testamew and ending with lalalachi (last 
book in European B i b l a )  there are a t  least some 
s i x t y  passages t h a t  are prophetic of the Messiah's 
conception, b i r t h ,  b i r t h p l a c e ,  Bis person ,  the 
na tu re  of His s f f f c e s  and nature  of His kingdom, 
7TG ~ . - s  9 r;amiliatifon and exaltation which t h e  New Tes- 

tamt2nt shows were predictions  hat were ful.,fi%le$ 
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c l e  tha t  dea l t  w i t h  t h e  interpretation of 'ftfessianic 
prophecy as debated i n  the  literature appearing in 
organs and books connected with t h e  Synodical Con- 
ference wrote: 

One approach regards a P I  Messianic prophecy 
as rectilinear, paint ing d i r e c t l y  t o  Jesus 

sf Nazareth as t h e  on ly  fulfillment of a 
particular prophecy, This approach has i n  
t h e  past been c h i e f l y  associated w i t h  
exegetes of' t h e  Lutheran Church-f"1:issouri 
Synod, The sther approach recognizes t h e  
existence aE both types and antitypes, I n  
C- ~ n e  9 words o f  one ~f the advocates sf t h i s  

I S  - approach, A prophecy tha . t  is Messianic by 
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ject  of prophecy and f ~ E f i l l . ~ e f i t  (nine a~tia-,:l.es, 
coverizg t h e  years Lgf jL; ,  1835122- and 3-4 axt ic ies  - 
d e a l i n g  w i th  Messianic Prophecy as used in Matthew's 
~ o s ~ e ~ , ~ ~  which appeared in the gears 1.890-1892. In 
1879 There appeared an a r t i c l e  e n t i t l e d  "Eber messi- 
anische Weissagung," written by a person s ign ing  
himself H.F .24 
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N,F,  c r i t i c i z e d  Franz ~ e l i t z s c h ' s  Kom2ntar  
zber  d i e  Psalmen. In i t  Delitzsch took the  pos i -  
t i o n  t h a t  Psa lm 72 f i r s t  s f  a l l  spoke t o  the  people 
s h o r t l y  a f t e r  ~ o l o m o n ' s  ascension t o  the  throne as 
a prayer  i n  beha l f  of a new r u l e r ,  25 Neve r the l e s s ,  
Delltzsch argued t ha t  it was a Messianic p s a l m  and 
that .  the church had acted p r o p e r l y  when it- selected 
Psalm 72 f o r  the  Ascension festival* In j u s t i f i c a -  
tion of &his  view annd t h i s  typ01ogica1 in terpre tam 
Cfon Delitzsch argues as follows: Solomon was a 
rr3ghteanas9 God-fearing soy~ea~eign,  Re es t ab l i shed  
and extended ehe Kingdom of I s r ae l ,  Solomon ruled 
4- J V C : ~  - - 5 large number of people  znd was renowned i n  
the  Near East f o r  h i s  wisdom, The t i m e  o f  Solomon 
was that: of the  golden age  of Israel" hhis"sory, an 
age characterized by p r s s ~ e r i 5 y  and peace, However, 
?;%s d e s c r i p t i o n  e n i y  a p p l i e d  t.i; chc Erst  p a r t  of 
Solomon's re ign.  Unfo r t i~na t e ly  t h e  splerrdcr o f  Cod's 
c;,~einice$ d i d  not  last, E ~ T  S s l s i n s ~ . , ' ~  r e i g n  ended in 
.:?arne and d i sg r&ce ,  T h i s  lertex f a c t ,  i n  t h e  o p i n i o n  
c f  M,F, r n j - l i t a t ~ d  against making Solomon an adequate 
type o f  Chris t  ia Zds  kingdom, 

Delitzsch argued aga ins t  the rectilinear i n t e r -  
r- FJ IS- -"&,tisa - + " s f  Psalin 72 f o r  t h e  fs lPowing reason: 

In orde r  r i g h t l y  ts estimate el l is ,  w e  I P ~ S ~  

free o ~ ~ r s e l v e s  from the prejtrndieete that the 
center s f  the  Old Testament proclamation s f  
salvation l i e s  i n  t h e  p-copheey of t h e  Hes- 
ciah.  Is the  Messiah, thez, anywhere set 
f o r t h  as the Redeemer of the nor ld?  The 
Redeemer o f  t he  world  is Pahxgeha, The par- 
ous ia  o f  Yahweh is t he  center of the Old 
Testament proclamation o f  salvationB 26 

T h e  author,  B.F, ,  objected t o  ~ e l i t m c h ' s  typo- 
l o g i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  on t h e  f o l l o w h g  g r o ~ n d s :  
(1) It imposed upon S c r i p t u r e  mare than one s ing le  
meaning, It viola ted the  s i q 1 e  sense of t he  Word 

of God, ( 2 )  There are  statements i n  Psalm 72 t h a t  
go beyond what would be truthful, f a c t u a l  or pes-  
s i b l e  re la t ive  to ~ o l n i n o n . ~ ~  To t h i s  might a l s o  
be added t h a t  Del i . tzsch cont radic ted  S t ,  P a u l  who 
clearly stated what the purpose  sf t he  Old T e s t a -  
ment was, namely, t o  make people  wise unto  salva- 
t i o ~  by f a i t h  i n  Christ Jesus (2 T h o t w  3 :  lS -=L7) ,  
Eelftzsch f a i l ed .  to a p p r e ~ i a t s  the New Testament- 
statements t h a t  the CsspeJ eeneerning God 's San 
was fo%a,sold  f r j  t h e  O l d  T e s t a ~ e r ~ t  and t h a ~  t h e  
dO , , L  P "-3 L L - , ~  o f  just-iflcst:Fr,.n w a s  knot<sr~ to \b rz l~an ,  
t --lac ;- *-? Caqjd ~ 2 s  j u s t i Q i z J  by f a i t h ,  as is pvidcn? 

-s 'ee~~ i )~al ia-~ 32, The saq:E ~iar j .  sf  sal%a-pjarr: T ~ ~ s  
- / z s 2 ~ n e i x - ~ l y  22 v-ai-k.ab2~ to t k i e  01-d Testarnect sai*2 r s  

as t h e  p lan  e-C salvati~rrz which c m s t i t u t - . 3  j^i~tl: 

:iijgc;. of  rhe New ';esj-ament. s tzckhardt ti,doub:- 
ezdly influe13sed t h e  pas  t o r s ,  ~ t - ~ d  cn t s ,  a-pd ---". P A  , .LC ;- 
sass and l a i t y  o f  h i s  0%- time ans3 f0-j: d e c a d ~ s  aLl-c:r 
h i s  d e a t h ,  In t h e  f i r s t  a-ct icle c f  ~ h c  ser ies  3sy3.1- 
ino, wit:? "%opphecy and FillfilLinilr?tW ~ t : ; c k h a r d " ~ : ; ; - n ~ ~ :  

In th.-ir lriew t he  tr-arrth of t h e  O l d  Tes"k+icent 
rests 01: the t y p i c a l  character of sacred 
i t :  FrcThecy  i s  a l s o ,  according to  

- -4 t11i s au8i.,asn cyprce2a approaci2, t h e  (prophet  ' s) _ e e E % e c e i ~ n  on hf b6: f>ry ,  The prophe ts  medi- 
t a t ed  an b+-"- ->abkt.:~sy O F  t h e i r  people, both  
pase and p r ~ s e ; a & ,  a ~ j d  zhrorrgh sseiash m e d i t a t  icjxt 
discovered t h e  ge12er-l r u l e s  and p r i n c i p l e s  
sf historical develsp-&z;k, also deter- 
-**- r:t$ne 6he L U ~ U ~ C ~  t h e  e i " , t ~ ~ r r e ~ ~ c ~ s  ~f t h e  

B B past, t h ~ - y  d~*~x+~,w c s n c i u s i s ~ ~ s  ac to sln~:~l.a-r 
developments in the f u t u r e ,  The i r  sharp 
eyes see throagh the purposes God had f o r  
1 i i ~ ~  people  .2' 

The t y p l o g i c a l  understanding of 81.d Testament 
-L ~dst-,o.,-y was develap~d especially by vsn :30fmann, t h e  
main v a p s n e n t  sf the hef%sgeschichte approach to 
the Old Testax~ent azzd ta Biblical. history, This w a s  
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t h e  ob jec t ion  of W.F., who wrote: 

Delitzsch proves by h i s  example only that 
anyone who denies the  d i r e c t  prophecy of 
t h e  Messiah and accepts on ly  a t y p i c a l  
prophecy, which i s  r e a l i z e d  by means of a 

development, must o f  
necessity g ive  up the pu re  Messianic doc- 
trine s f  the Old  Testament, 29 

The "heilsgeschichte school" of B i b l i c a l  in te r -  
p r e t a t i o n  contended tha: certain themes reoccurred 
i n  the  Old Testament. E s p e c i a l l y  pzominmt  was that 
of redemption; the f i r s t  great example was t h e  Ecee- 
i n g  of Israel from the  Egypt ian bondage. The theme 

of bondage delivcrsrrce occurs  a numSer o f  times in 
the  O l d  'listament. Tile  same m o t i f  is found i n  the 
prophecies that d ~ a l  with h i s t o r i c a l  s i t u a t i o n s .  
According to t h i s  p o s i t i o n  prophecy is no th ing  bu t  
history. The histaory if Israel i s  t y p o l o g i c a l  
throughcut.  Accoz~d-i.~g ';n this stance history auto- 
aatically 2rogresses toward God's predetermined 
goal .  The propoilents of Beil.sgescilichte claimed 
that  since t h r o u g h o u ~  all p e r i o d s  o f  holy  h i s t o r y  
ehe same and similar events occur, and t h a ~  which 
follows is i n t e r p r e t e d  by what went before ,  step- 
by-step prophecy is changed i n t o  fulfillment, and 
every fulfillment i s  again a prophecy which will 
experience a f u t u r e  f g q $ f i l l m e n % g ,  30 Tbus  t h e  p-rophr- 

ecy o f  Israel's deliverance was f i rs t  f u l f i l l e d  
when Joshua and Zerubbabel led the Jews back from 
the  Babylonian cap t iv i ty ;  it was later f u l f i l l e d  
by the  redemption achieved by Jesus Chr i s t ;  and in 
terms of a t h i r d  EulSf$Lment w i l l  consis t  in t he  
convers f~n  of 'Israel when Christ r e tu rns  at the  end 
of the age t o  judge all mankind. I n  t h i s  in terpre-  
t a t i on  of t h e  New Testament, h i s t o r y  is only a csn- 
t i n u a t i o n  of the h i s t o r y  of t he  Old Testament. Every 
Old Testament prophecy has accordingly a multitude or' 
meanings. This  would make prophecy connplex i n  

character, O w e  might add t h a t  t h e r e  i s  not  too much 
difference between t h i s  hermeneut ica l  approach and 
t h e  use  of a l l egory ,  a method which a l s o  permits  
g iv ing  a text a t  least f o u r  d i f f e r en t  meanings. 

Von Hofmann sponsored an i n d i r e c t  view o f  proph- 
ecy and thereby rejected d i rec t  rec t i l inear  prophecy 
and thus played i n t o  t h e  hands s f  l i be ra l  B i b l i c a l  
c r i t i c s  who also rejected d i r ec t  rectilinear prophecy. 
Von Nofmaan's hermeneutics n i g h t  be labeled  a com- 
px-smise betwee11 the  p o s i t i o n  of l i be ra l  Biblical e r i t i  
c i s m  and t h e  her~aenehsties o f  Luther  and t h e  Lutheran 
Csnf essisns , 31 

C,F.W. WaEther as a p a r t  of Thesis XVI, D of 
The Lutheran Church t h e  True  V i s i b l e  Church, asserted: 

. - = - = - -  
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L.:& CJV, Euthsran- Church holds the  l i t e r a l  sense has 
but  one intended meaning. "32  Exegetes and scholars  
such as F,  Pieper, R e  P i e p e r ,  L. Graebner, J . T .  
Mueller, ~ t b ' c k h a r d t ,  Carl Manthey Zorn, Pardiecl i ,  
Lae ts rh  and msny o t h e r s  he ld  t o  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e  which 
mean2 tha t  a t e x t  l i k e  Isaiah 7:14 could  no t  f irst  
refer to a wewan of Ahaz8 t ine,  and then t h i s  woman 
fur t l re r  was a t y p e  of t h e  Vi rg in  Mary. The intended 
meaning was s taced  hy the Iioly S p i r i t  i n  Matthew 9 ~ 2 3 %  
which clear ly  asqeces t h a t  Isaiah had p red ic t ed  t he  
virgin concepticn and v i r g i n  b i r t h  o f  Jesus, wlio was 
601 and mzn in one ~ E - C S G Y ?  (God-with-us). L. Faer- 
br iage r ,  author 02 a mzri,aaL on t heo log ica l  hermeneu- 
tics, claimed the  exegete rnust adhere f;.rmiy t o  t w o  
faceors $<hen d e a l i n g  with p4essianic Texts: (I) To 
the fulf i l . lment  of Gcd's preorda ined  p l a n  bei-ng car- 
ried ou t  in Old Testament: t i m e s ;  (2)  t o  t h e  record 
sf the  fuIfi%lmezr%t as determinative f o r  khe i n t e r -  
pretation o f  t h i s  p r i n c i p l e .  H e  called special  a t t e  
t i o n  t o  Hosea 11:1 and Matt. 2 : 1 5 ;  Jer. 31~15 and 
Matt, 2~17; and I s ,  1l:P and Hat%, 2 : 2 3 , 3 3  
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interpretation of Genesis 3:15 and 9~25-27 and i n  
t he  Book of Psa lms  he r epud i a t ed  the  t y p o l o g i c a l  
i n t e r p r e t a t i on  of Psa lms  2, 8 ,  1 6 ,  22, 40 ,  45,  72, 
and ll.0 and has defended t h e  ia-ectilj-near exegesis 
o f  these Nessianic psa lms ,  

Theodore Laetsch who con t r iku t ad  two csmnen- 
t a x i e s  t o  the  abor ted  g ~ - r d i a  . ------ B i b l e  Corrn~esitarg ------ 
series on t h e  o r i g i n a l  t e x r ,  has in h i s  Twelve ------ - 
Milnor ~ ~ - o - - I ~ ~ + - a  and commenmrv Jerekniah de-- --- ---e**- ----- d -- ----- 
fended i:h~ r;>ct j.linear i n ~ e r p r e t a a ~ f  on espijcs ed i % ~ s  us  
a l l  cr: t i c a l  ~cklslars a s  t,g-jl 45 ~ ~ n s e r v a ~ i ~ e  ~ X ~ O S - -  - a- 

~ Z Q J - ~ .  Laei-sclP oppose$ [ke p o s i t i o n  i-gi;pia DY j - -  f ; _  

- 
${*,rekznnai-l,~s r ? [ ~  e l l e~e  passag.;% ; 2 ~ r j _  k - ~  5s F c p ~  Lbl <c~la;r;i.t?i~- 

34 --------- - * -  - --,- - -- 
t a x v .  

~- 
Sehol.aJ+s in ehe IW-Js@sns -ffi Synod 2:spsa-ise the  
___--.-.-_ .< _- --*-- ,--A,*-&_ _. . ---- .-, -. r̂ --l ,-r--,.--rx- ""G I;-""- -- -- 
,-- e * 
ijipoi,ogj.::a2- &i>i,i.c3ai;?; ~0 (Jid yes tamel i t  Mes:;~-;s-n-~.- 

-- .-a: --- -,*- "- . * .: .- ,- , ̂ --,. .. . ,- - --.---" - - - -  , --^--- 

i* i?assages 
-.---- ------- 

In  Volume 1% o f  
August P i e p e r  Pn a s 
the  question rqhethe-k t h i s  was a Psa lm t h a t  spoke 
d i r e c t l y  o r  typo log ica l ly  about  t h e  Messiah, While 
he favored the  rectilinear in te rpre ta t ion  he d i d  
not  exclude t he  typo log ica l  in te rpre ta t ion .  37 

P a u l  Peters, seminary p r o f e s s o r  at Mequon, i n  an 
a r t i c l e  c m e  out  f o r  t he  t y p o l o g i c a l  in te rpre ta t ion  
of Old Testament Messianic t e x t s  and a l s o  c r i t i c i z e d  
Laetsch's rec t i l inear  understanding of Hosea 11:1 
and Jeremiah 31: 1 . 5 , ~ ~  

In t he  20th century there have appeared a number 
of scholars who have turned t h e i r  backs on the  rec- 
t i l i n e a r  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  sf Messianic Old Testament 
tex&s held f o r  about seventy years i n  the Missouri 
Synod. William A r n d t ,  i n  an a r t i c l e  appearing in 
Lehre und WeZrre, a t i t l e d  '9ypische  MessLanisckre ----- 
We-issagmgen" espoused a d i f fe rence  stance on a number 
of prophec ies  once he ld  t o  be  rectilinear by former 
eeachers at Coraccsrdia Seminary, S t .  Louis ,  1x1 lais 
presentation he sugges ted  the following ber;.neaeu$leaI 
r u l e s  t o  he employed when deal ing  w i t h  Old Testament 
TYTessianic passages. They were: (1) The  ent ire  01d 
Testament has a t y p i c a l  character; (2) mere Scrip-  
t u r e  i tself  i,x?.dica&es that a type  e x i s t s ,  t he  reader 
possesses the correct In te rp re ta t ion ;  ( 3 )  men t h e  
New Testament poines ant  t h a t  there are types  i n  the 
OPd Testament, the  Blblj.ca.1 exegete mast search them 
ou t ;  ( 4 )  The r u l e  that one cannot go beyond making 
those passages typslsgical %hich are se indica ted  i s  
t o  go too  f a r ;  (5) It. is not p r o p e r  t o  claim a t y p i -  
cal meaning where she t e x t ,  esntexe, and the  New 
Testament i nd i - ca t e s  a verbal prophecy. Psalm 22, 
t h e  Great Good F r i d a y  Psalm, i s  wrongly in te rp re ted  
when i t  i s  trsated t y p o l o g i c a l l y  in A m d t ' s  op in ion ;  
( 6 )  The in te rpre te r  should observe w i t h  exact i tude 
how Chr i s t  and t h e  Apos t les  c a l l  a t ten t ion  ts Old 
Testament t ypes  and then follow these p r i n c i p l e s  i n  
the i r  pract ice  o f  exegesis; and ( 7 )  However, f u r  a 
t y p o l o g i c a l  interpretation not  expressly stated i n  
t h e  B i b l e  t h e  exegete cannot demand uacsnditiona1 
acceptance. Under these circumstances t he  typo log ica l  
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can on ly  be advanced a s  a p o s s i b l e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n . 3 9  

Paul  E ,  Kretzmann, a f e l l o w  f a c u l t y  member of 
A m d t s s ,  dur ing  t h e  nineteen twent ies  and t h i r t i e s ,  
i n  h i s  adapted a t y p o l o g i c a l  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of Hosea LZ:l and Jeremiah 31:P5, 
d i f f e r en t  from tha t  advocated by ~ tgc ld ia rd t  and t h e  
e a r l i e r  fa thers  of ~ i s s o u r i . 4 ~  However, Kretzmam 
left a 350 page book d e a l i n g  with Messianic proph-- 
ecf,es, a n~anusc r ip t  McLaughZisrr consul ted and used ir: 
wrrjt tng a series of ar"Llses on Messia.nie prophecy 
e n s i t l e d  $'The i4essianic P r e d i e t i o q s  ir; t h e  Old  Tes - ,  
t a m e r t "  i~ h ~ - i s ~ > e r a n  -922.41- 

A 

passages .42 -fn 'his r:i:,':2nation of Isaiah 7 : 14, tile 
almah verse, he a,2mpf:eJ ,iae t y p o l o g i c a l  understand- --- - 
Ing ,  h o l d i n g  f i r s t  a wolna;.; of. Ahaz' t i m e  i s  rn~gret, 
then secondar i ly  the  wonIan i s  n t y p e  of Mary.43 H e  

- 1 %  
thus rejected Stdckhardtss exegesis of t h i s  verse 
as a rectilinear p ~ ~ a p h e c y  announcing t h e  Virgin 
Conception and Vi rg in  B i r th .  44 

Testa~qeal: section, of pp Gorzc~rdia '  . s . S e l f - S t  --------- ~ : d y C ~ : ~ ~ 2 ' - -  -- 
supparte8 the typolsg$ca% i-cete~ preC'rttisn ~i 

Nosea 11:; and Jerw!i.ah 3 1 : ~ 5 , 4 6  b u t  3a.s i r ~ c l l n ~ b  
to hold that  Isaiah 7 :  14 was a rec t j i lnear  p r ~ L > h c ~ y  .h7 

Alfred van Robs Sauer, ano&her S t ,  L o u i s  prc- 
fessor,  in a sermon study on I sa iah  48:1-8 d i d  not 
accept Ma&$heb~% skatement t h a t  t h e  preaching sf John 
t he  B a p t i s t  had been specifically fsretcld by Isaiah, 
b u t  in te rpreged t h e  t e x t  a s  primarily r e f e r r i ng  t o  
t he  prk~cIama~io-6, o f  Isaiah and only typo%-ogiCaS-'ty as 
speaking of John t he  ~ a ~ t i s t . ~ ~  That was i n  1950. 
Pni I944 Wohr %uer published an a r t i c le ,  e n t i t l e d  

"Problems o f  Messianic  I n t e r p r e t a t i o n , "  i n  which 
he d i scussed  Old Testament Messianic  m a t e r i a l s  and 
t h e  manner they  were unders tood by New Testament 
writers. 49 He d i s t i n g u i s h e d  t h r e e  t ypes  of Messi- 
a n i c  m a t e r i a l s ,  According t o  hi119 t h e y  a r e :  
(1 )  d i r e c t  Messianic  p r e d i c t i o n s ;  ( 2 )  t ypo log ica l  
p rophec ies ;  and (3) a p p l i c a t i o n s  of OPd Testament 
m a t e r i a l s .  This  t h r e e f o l d  c l a s s i f i c a t i o n  was pro- 
posed by t h e  German 1 9 t h  cen tu ry  s c h o l a r  Tholuck. 
The r eade r  of Sauer ' s  a r t i c l e  w i l l  f i n d  t h a t  proph- 
e c i e s  formerly unde-m~stood i n  Missour i  a s  r e c t i l i n e a r  
are p l aced  i n t o  t h e  t y p o l o g i c a l  c l a s s .  Trea ted  
t y p o l o g i c a l l y  a r e :  Psalm 8,  I s a i a h  4 0 : 1 - 8 ,  Hosea 
11:1, Jeremiah 3 1 ~ 1 5 ;  Psalm 6 9 ~ 4 ;  35:19. Other 
t e x t s  formerly considered r e c t i l i n e a r  were s imply 
unders tood as a p p l i c a t i o n s  by New Testament w r i t e r s ,  
t h e i r  Old Testament bases  i n  no way were in tended  t o  
b e  Messianic .  By 1964 von Rohr Sauer  had undergone 
a  t h e o l o g i c a l  convers ion i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of t h e  
h i s t o r i c a l - c r i t i c a l  method and had worked ou t  a  new 
system of hermescnt ics  f o r  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of Old 
Testament Messianic  d a t a  and t h e i r  u s e  i n  t h e  New 
Testament. 

Von Rohr Sauer suggested t h e  fo l l owing  herme- 
n e u t i c a l  g u i d e l i n e s  f o r  the  unders tanding  of Old 
Testament t e x t s  used i n  some manner Mess i an i ca l l y  
i n  t h e  New. Thus he  proposed: 

How do  1 know whether I a m  d e a l i n g  w i th  a 
d i r e c t  prophecy, a t y p i c a l  prophecy, o r  t h e  
New Testamew a p p l i c a t i o n ?  The answer is 
that t h e  o r i g i n a l  Old Testament t e x t  and 
i t s  con t ex t  must de te rmine  what the  t e x t  
meant at t h a t  t i m e ,  I f  t h e  l i be ra l  s e n s e  
of t h e  passage  c l e a r l y  refers t o  an i d e a l  
d e l i v e r e r  of t h e  f u t u r e  

3 t h  hecy 
may w e l l  be  involved, I f  t h e  l i t e r a l  s e n s e  
pe rmi t s  an i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t he  deliverer 
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with  a l e a d e r  of t h a t  day a s  w e l l  as w i th  
an i d e a l  f i g u r e  of t h e  f u t u r e ,  t h i s  may 
sugges t  a  t y p i c a l  prophecy. I f  t h e  l i t e r a l  
sense h a s  t o  do w i th  an i n c i d e n t  o r  circum- 
s t a n c e  which i s  r e l e v a n t  f o r  t h e  people  of 
t h a t  day and which h a s  no th ing  about  i t  t h a t  
i s  i n h e r e n t l y  p r e d i c t i v e  o r  p r o p h e t i c ,  bue 
which i s  i n t e r p r e t e d  Messianicaliy i n  the  
New Testament,  then  the i n t e r p r e t e r  may 
r e g a r d  t h i s  as t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  of an Old 
Testament ssage t o  a New Testament 
s itmatton, 55 
Horace Humel's Typological e r p r e t a ~ i o n  
sf t he  Old Testajnent _----------- 

Fiuiia~el, in h i s  voluminous i n t r o d u c t i o n  t o  t h e  
Old Testament, cal led ----_-- The Word Becoming ---- Flesh, 
presents a defsnse c f  a F o r m  of t y p o l o g i c a l  in te r -  
p r e t a t i o n  of Mess5 m i c  p r o p h e c i e s ,  which appears to 

e r 

have been xn?:luenced by L ,  Coppel t ,  : d i e  
-he Deucung des Alten Testa~xents .  T h e  
-w*--=_____-_l_P___ 

t y p o l o p i c a l  approach dominates H~lmel's E* 
zs-e5'1 lie bas  devoted a number o f  pages in the  
car1-y p a r t  of h i s  book to h i s  concept o f  typology. 
?+xrnel d i s c  inguished between Overt i c a l  and h o r i -  
z o n t a l  typology." "Vertical typo logy ,"  s a i d  by 
him t o  be advocated by scholars who derive sal-va-= 
tion primarily from h i s t o r y ,  a p o s i t i o n  -ii:~inmei re- 
jects .  The o ther  kind, "ho r i zon ta l  typo?upyu he 
clafms is t h e  Bible's kind sf typo logy ,  one which  
l l u ~ m e l  sees as going toward t he  f u t u r e  (saluati.on 
incarnationally tIlrough history) , arid thus f o r  
Hummel all typology is  b o t h  e s c h a t o l o g i c a l l y  and 
C h r i s t o l o g i c a l l y  o r i en ted .  52 

In d e s c r i b i n g  t.he r e l a t i o n s h i p  of t h e  v e r t i c a l  
and the  h o r i z o n t a l  Numek wrote as fo l l ows :  

Never the less ,  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  may be aver- 
done as l ibe ra l i sm g e n e r d l y  does .  It i s  

more a  m a t t e r  of a ccen t  t han  of mutual  
exc lu s ivenes s .  T h u s  t h e  e a r t h l y  t a b e r a a c l e /  
temple is  a l s o  a type  s f  t h e  heavenly temple,  
i t s  " r e f l e c t i o n ' h o  mina tu re ,  The holy w a r  
of B i b l i c a l  h i s t o r y  i s  fought  bo th  and o f t e n  
sirnlnltaneously i n  heaven and e a r t h ,  Cod chose 
t o  come down t o  deal with  man, as C h r i s t  d id  
cPimatica%ly, Only e s c h a t o l o g i c a l l y ,  a t  t h e  
end s f  our sinful t i m e ,  w i l l  bo th  t h e  v e r t i c a l  
and h o r i z o n t a l  types b e  t o t a l l y  fulfilled o r  
c snsuma ted  i n  t h e  new heavens and a new e a r t h  
i n  which r i gh t eousnes s  d w e l l s  (2  P e t e r  3:13) .53 

Bummel a v e r s  t h a t  bo th  l i b e r a l s  ( p o s i t i v i s t s ,  
historicists) as w e l l  as conse rva t i ve s  have at tacked 
%yps.l.agye The author of The Word Becoming Flesh  ad- 
mits tha t  conse rva t i ve s  have been cor rec t  i n  t h e i r  
c r i t i c i sm tha t  u n l i k e  a l l egory ,  t y p o l o g i c a l  eorres- 
psndenees must be  real, and must be roo ted  i n  r e a l  
and genuine history.5' But,  asserts Humel ,  t h e  
matter cannot s t o p  there ,  It 1s Hummel's content ion 
t h a t  typology,  as w e  understand i t ,  imp l i e s  much more 
than mere eor respondeace , analogy o r  s p b o l . ,  Luth- 
erans esgeelakly have no o r  little dif5iculty w i t h  
t h e  use  8f the word. ' e~sc ramentBP in t h i s  connection, 
The e x t e r n a l  history (ar elements) must be real 
enough, bu t  'Yn, with, and underg'  it l i e s  t h e  u l t i -  
mate meaning, There is an i n t e g r a l  connection be- 
tween type  and z n t i t y p e . 5 5  

It is Hummel's f u r t h e r  contenZion t ha t  it is 
wrong $0 d i s t i n g u i s h  o r  p l a c e  i n  oppos i t i on  20 each 
o t h e r  typology and "propiiecy-f u l f  f IIrnent . '' No, so  
argues the S t ,  Louis  p r o f e s s o r ,  they  are two s i d e s  
of t h e  same co in ,  and thus  u l t i m a t e l y  are asserting 
t h e  same t h i n g ,  I n  desc r ib ing  the r e l a t i o n s h i p  of 
prophecy t o  f u l f i l l m e n t  $0 t p e - a n t i t y p e ,  Humel  
has advanced t h e  fo l lowing  p ropos t i on :  

Prophecy-EuLfilLment is to type-antitype 
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wrong $0 d i s t i n g u i s h  o r  p l a c e  i n  oppos i t i on  20 each 
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a s  Word i s  t o  Sacrament, Ne i the r  p a r t  of 
t h e  p ropo r t i on  is  complete wi thout  i t s  mate.  
Prophecy and preach ing  would be only words 
about words ,  g r e a t  ideas and i d e a l s ,  i f  t h e  
" v i s i b % e  Word" d i d  not. accompany it. Simi- 
l a r l y ,  mere h i s t o r y  o r  sacramenta l  e lements  
are mute wi thout  t h e  i n s p i r e d  word t o  ex- 
p l a i n  and apply.56 

Humel  conceives  s f  Old Testament h i s t o r y  as 
be ing  our  h i s t o r y  v i a  C h r i s t .  The h i s t o r y  of t h e  

Old Testament was a l s o  accomplished f o r  us  and f o r  
our  s a l v a t i o n ,  and i n t o  i t  we too  were b a p t i z e d .  
According t o  Hume l  C h r i s t  i s  Israel  reduced t o  
one; fu r thermore  since Is rae l ' s  inner  h i s t o r y  was 
a l l  r e c a p i t u l a t e d  end consummated in Christ, "the 
new Is rae l , "  the church, expressed its i d e n t i t y  and 
miss ion  i n  terms of promise  given t h e  o l d  Israel. 
The r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  the Old  Testament and t h e  New 
i s  n o t  t h e o l o g i c a l  a t  211, bu t  b a s i c a l l y  on ly  t h a t  
the  first  I s r a e l  w a s  i,oth "church" and s ta te ,  w h i l e  
i n  t h e  a g e  of the antitype o r  f u l f i l l m e n t  the p o l i t -  
i c a l  (and accompanying ceremonial)  s c a f f o l d i n g  f e l l  
away, 57 

Hummel's views on typology are s u i  generis. 
They are unique. Besides  pages 16-18, h e r e  he sets 
f o r t h  his unique t y p o l o g i c a l  views, he  i n t e rp re t s  
and a p p l i e s  h i s  unique theor ie s  at f i f ty- t ruo places 
i n  Mis in ter -penet ra t ion  
of typology and prophecy i s  overdone. B e  p r ac t i c a l l y  

wipes ou t  the  d i f f e r e n c e  between prophecy and f u l -  
f i l l m e n t ,  Be  denotes  p r e d i c t i v e  prophecy, even 
though he claims he does n o t .  H i s  view of p r e d i c -  

t i v e  prophecy s l i d e s  i n t o  i m a n e n t a l l s t i c  d i r e c t i o n s .  
The essayist does no t  see t h e  v i a b i l i t y  of t h e  d i s -  
t i n c t i o n  between ver t ica l  and hor izon ta l  typology, 
Hume l  and a l l  t h o s e  make d i r e c t  p r e d i c t i v e  

Messianic  p rophec ies  t y p o l o g i c a l  v i o l a t e  t h e  herme- 
n e u t i c a l  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  a t e x t  has on ly  one intended 
sense and does n o t  have m u l t i p l e  meanings. Liebe r  
i n  h i s  asserted: 

No sen t ence  o r  form of words can have more 
than one t r u e  sense ,  and t h i s  i s  only t h e  
one we have t o  inquire for. This is the 
very basis of a l l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  In te r -  
p r e t a t i o n  wi thout  i t  ha s  no meaning. Every 
man o r  body of persons making u s e  of words 
does so i n  order t o  convey a c e r t a i n  mean- 
ing ,  and t o  find this precise meaning in 
t h e  object of i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  To have two 
meanings i n  view i s  equ iva l en t  t o  having 
no meaning, The i n t e rp r e t a t i on  of two mean- 
i ngs  i.mplies a b s u r d i t y .  55 

Luther wrote:  W e  should n o t  say t h a t  Scripture, 
o r  God's Word, has more than one sense." 

In  h i s  discussion of the  Book of Isaiah,  Hume l  
refers t o  the  three passages t h a t  occur  i n  the  
lmanue l  segment o f  chapters  7-12; namely, 7:14; 
9:1-7; and 11. T h u s  t h i s  scholar wrote: 

The distinction hetween Messianism and the 
more general eschatology is u l t i m a t e l y  arti- 
fici .al ,  as we noted  ear l ier ,  b u t  at the  
moment we p i n p o i n t  the Former, Both a t smis -  
t i c  cr i rLcs  and r~ell-meaning conservatives 
are o f t e n  g u i l t y  o f  i s o l a t i n g  these oracles 
from their t o t a l  Isaianic  con t ex t .  Involved 
are n o t  on ly  some of the  best-known proph- 
ec ies  in. t he  Old Testament (Is. 7 ,  9 ,  11), 
but  others that  are  no t  so well known ( e . g .  
chapters 32  and 3 3 ) .  It i s  especially nuga- 
t s r y  to t r y  to d i s t i n g u i s k  h i s t o r i c a l  and 
e s c h a t o l o g i c a l  con t en t  of t h e s e  pericopes . 59 
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t h e r e  were no c l e a r  p r e d i c t i v e  s en t ences  about  Him? 
On page 203 he d i s cus sed  t h e s e  major I s a i a n i c  pas-  
sages  and s t a t e d  tha t  i n  c h a p t e r s  7 ,  9 ,  11 a member 
of t h e  house of David i s  meant, p o s s i b l y  Hezekiah. 
H e  claims tha t  these three passages formerly always 
considered t o  be rec t i l inear  p r e d i c t i o n s  are simply 
passages about a  Sudean king. Relat ive t o  7 : 1 4  and 
i t s  almah word, he asserts t h a t  almah technically 
means "a young woman" of marriageable age, who may 
or may no t  be a v i rg in .  While Humel  prefers the  
translation "virgin" he avers t h a t  it would n o t  be 
wrong f o r  those conservatives t o  understand almai, 
as re fe r r ing  t o  Isaiah" ( ( fu ture)  w i f e  and son. 
Thus he a l l o w s  the  t ex t  i-.o have a multiple meaninglbO 
What does such an i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  which pieases t w o  
d i f ferenr  schools of i n t e rp r e t a t i on ,  dc to the  Luth- 
eran be l i e f  of t he  p e r s p i c u i t y  o f  Hcly i d r i t ?  

Te rassfg-n a i:ypslssgical InterpretaCion t o  ?re- 
dictix-re t e x t s  t h i t  r,?.~carky assert some f a c t  about 
t h e   messiah'^ 1 $ f { 4  arl+:j wo 2 1 ~  ccesntraveaes t h e  La thsrarr 
p r i n c i p l e  of k!arixeneutics that doctrines must be 
based on 5 & z - ~ ~ ~ ~ & p ~ ~  t h s t  c lear ly  enunciate a 
truth or doc t r ine ,  Cert;aka:lgr t h e  C'nristol.ogic;zP 
teachings of the  O l d  Tes tment  ought t o  b;. clear3.y 
s tcced  and not only taught  by means of types  and 
symbols. Christology is t h e  h e a r t  and ce~ter of 
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about tF.c life, person ,  a r d  ministry or' the  ?:! :_:biah, 
w i t h  $&om Jesus i t l e n t i f  ied I I imse lS ,  must h a w  been 
available %a t h e  Old Testameat f o r  the O M  T e s t a ~ r c n t  
believer, Otherwise Jesus could n o t  have rebuked 
Cleophas and his f r i end  on t he  Emmaus road on Cnzcer 
afternoon,  Jesus chided and rebuked t h e m  For t h e i r  
f a i l u r e  t o  have known f ro% t h e  Old Testament t h e  
per t inent  truths t ha t  t h e  Messiah had to s u f f e r ,  die 
and be raised up again. Luke repor t s :  "Then H e  
explained t o  them, starting w i t h  Moses and a l l  the 
prophets ,  what they s a i d  about H i m  all the i r  wr i t -  
ingsW(24:27, Beck). How csttld J e sus  prsve H i s  assex- 
t ions ,  t ha t  the  Old Testament spoke about H i m ,  i f  

An examination s f  t he  preaching of Peter and 
Pau l  as given i n  Acts c lea r ly  shows t h a t  these 
q o s t l e s  quaked passages  t h a t  in t h e i r  opinion 
c lea r ly  s t a t e d  t h e  great t r u t h s  about  Christ's 
life, which they he ld  had been fu l f i l l -men t  i n  t h e  
l i f e  and m i n i s t r y  o f  Jesus, They use  %he method og 
"prophecy and fulfillment," and d i d  n o t  merely cite 
t y p o l o g i c a l  verses. The New Testament had no t  ye t  
o r i g i n a t e d  at &he time when P e k e r  and P a u l  were 
svangelizing t h e  Jewish  and Roman worlds, Those 
S c r i p t u r a l  books, l i k e  Romans, Corinthians, Colas- 
sians, Hebrews w h i c h  contain t h e  t y p i c a l  Christolog- 
ical interpretations had not y e t  been w r i t t e n  before 
P s ~ i l ,  Peter ,  and Stephen were q-ctot-iag passages from 
t h e  Ol-d Testament that t r a d i t i o n a l l y  were unders t sad  
t o  be c lear ly  speaking about Jesus Christ, 

The ve9-h which oecuus i n  Matthew b1-1 t h e  
f o l l o w i r ~ g  passages 1:22; 2:15, 17, 23; 4 : 1 4 ;  8:17; 
12~17; 13t35; 2134; 26:54, 56 and 23:9 i n  m o s ~  cases 
cites verses E r c m  t h e  Old Testament t h a t  c e r t a i n ly  
must be rect i i i l i rar .  There i s  no reason why Hosea 
11: 1 and Jererniah 3i: 15 a l s o  quoted b y  Matthew can- 
not be a predictive pro2heey, bl Christim scholars  
accept the f ac t  t h a t  crrrain persons,  i n s t i t u t i o r j s ,  
and events w e r e  typologically p u e d j c t i v e  because 
the  New Testament teaches such  a meaning. Reading 
Genesis 14 no gerssn would be s b i ~ ?  E s  f i n d  t h e  ex-- 
plan2t%sns given i n  Nebuev~s 7 a b o u t  3Melch-Ezedek, 
No persen reading t h e  Book of Jonak would be aPi3.r; 
to dedllce from i t s  f o u r  chapters  t h a t  t h e  experiences 
oE Jonah were tgpoLogica1 s f  ~ h r i s t %  b u r i a l  and 
r e su r rec t ion ,  Y e t  on t h e  s t r e n g t h  of t h e  statements 
i n  Pbae-ca and Luke we accept t h f s ,  I f  one can 
accept t he  New Testament hemeneu t i c s  sn  t h e  whole 
range of typology, why then should it be considered 
inadmissable t o  accept Matthew's in te rpre ta t ion  t ha t  
when Hosea spoke about c a l l i n g  my son ou t  o f  Egypt,  
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accept the f ac t  t h a t  crrrain persons,  i n s t i t u t i o r j s ,  
and events w e r e  typologically p u e d j c t i v e  because 
the  New Testament teaches such  a meaning. Reading 
Genesis 14 no gerssn would be s b i ~ ?  E s  f i n d  t h e  ex-- 
plan2t%sns given i n  Nebuev~s 7 a b o u t  3Melch-Ezedek, 
No persen reading t h e  Book of Jonak would be aPi3.r; 
to dedllce from i t s  f o u r  chapters  t h a t  t h e  experiences 
oE Jonah were tgpoLogica1 s f  ~ h r i s t %  b u r i a l  and 
r e su r rec t ion ,  Y e t  on t h e  s t r e n g t h  of t h e  statements 
i n  Pbae-ca and Luke we accept t h f s ,  I f  one can 
accept t he  New Testament hemeneu t i c s  sn  t h e  whole 
range of typology, why then should it be considered 
inadmissable t o  accept Matthew's in te rpre ta t ion  t ha t  
when Hosea spoke about c a l l i n g  my son ou t  o f  Egypt,  



t h a t  t h e  prophe t  had t h e  c a l l i n g  ou t  of Egypt of 
J e s u s  i n  mind o r  t h a t  t h e  Prophecy i n  Jeremiah 31:15 
had t h e  weeping of t h e  mothers i n  wind whose i n f a n t s  
had been k i l l e d  by Herod? 

Hassold has po in t ed  ou t  t h a t  whi le  t h e  theo lo-  
g i ans  and exege t e s  w i t h i n  t h e  Synodical  Conference 
d i s a g r e e  on Messianic  Old T e s t a m e n t  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  
the  r e s p e c t i v e  s choo l s  sf i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  d i d  n o t  
ques t i on  each o t h e r ' s  orthodoxy. fi2 The advoca tes  
of r e c t i l i n e a r  prophecy a n d  the  advocates of typo-  
l o g i c a l  prophecy wanted t o  be f a i t h f u l  t o  t h e  mezn- 
iltg of S c r i p t u r e ,  Von Rohr Saucr expressed the  same 
v i e w s  re la t ive  t u  h i s  "Ln-ee differem categories of 
Messianic c l - a s ~ i f i c a t i o n . ~ ~  In t h e  o p i n i o n  of the 
essayis t  t-he arguxnents f o r  t h e  rertilinrar c a r r y  
f o r  him greater coiavictlcn and are m3re faithful. 
to t h e  Pfcssianic ~ e n n i n g  o f  Old Testament passages 
and pe r i copes  t h a t  were hr tended  Ercm the beginning 
to set f a r e h  t h a 2  -5aehi~g which is t he  hear t  o f  
t h e  Old Tescanent, 
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I b i d  
A PASTOME CONFERENCE DEVOTION* 

L i e b e r ,  
p, 74 as c i t e d  by Mennicke, 2 
Ward, OJ. Gat P a  5.5, 

Text: Gal.at.rHans 3:16 Knowing ]that a man is n o t  
j u s t i f i e d  hy t h e  works or' the 3 . a ~ ~  b u t  by 
the f a i t h  of .Jesus Christ, even we have 
Z>el : i~ i ;ed  in Jesus Chr,'.st, ;:hat we m i g h - ~  
b e  j~st-f:.e$ by fali_cb bof C h r i s t ,  sr j6  
n o t  by the works o f  t h e  law: f o r  by 'i:Tie 

works <?f -chp_ laIt? s'hal:i.. nc fy12sh be --izs..tj.fi,cd, 

_ ., 
. L - --- 'i he  sPien'iie-;.rkis, "&de known a b u ~ x d  rhc saq, jc ;: 

. 
.. i=k T'i__i,3. j .  +, oe . - j  ,-I-* T J ~ Q  a>i-... t ~ l d  2hea.i ci:rir.e-.ni,ng f ~ m s  -, a ch5.j.d ; " P' * i- - ~ - 

\-L!l-Ii<i? 

2~47). Wii:h -ci.;ose l~;-sj ;ds,  the ~ T b l c ?  Ej;esen<-.s 33 

6he pj .a in  :;$ate.ner;.rt that-, s ~ - l e ~ ~ - - p L d : -  -jf;cum iihcL 
t ~ i l l ; ~  i ~ f  j;Et\r'i.ebe?n w:~-J-E ~~~~f~~~~~~ G f  ~+~l:lat "Ihlze 

a -  ^* s * aage l  ha,d i.;e--ihTed t - ~  thenil, "'[into .yoc 2 51-j;jy~-l t:j7 : ~2 . ., A L* 

day ,  i a  t l ~ g ?  c i t ?  David ,  a Sav2ijr-, i3.rj3--j,~jP .i-s 
e c -  C h r i s  t:b,e l"!r:-z d , " has oi3-t: r-j ~ 7 _ i ~ p r .  - *.:< t c> 

[lear those  { ~ r ~ n $ ; . ~ ~ ~ ,  f : ~  g re~c !  -5-+ ~ b o s e  j:rrrt:'hs, ~fii j  t h u s  
" - 

$z(-J caj,).fe-ss +-b.?=.:*p pys:.3;".-Lf; %--i"?.: 
LL:~t.~s3- . >..A d k, our zsngrega$-~~~;~ ij>. 

.&A E - L I ~ L  I ,  , ;;recent Ch7r-i ~ t ~ ~ a s  .:'e.ri,::.;x,..~.a~ " - $low won~~el;fu-~ -j t: ts 

t:0 90 on frcJm C t ~ r f s t n r ~ ~ . ;  -. . t:c !$i>iphany ce;ebraj;,j.hm E 

q d n  the fa,nt f-kai;l the grt-at  gsapel o f  Jesus Cklric.f  .* -2 ,*- 

has been confessed by m a  of o the r  l a n d s ,  that as 
the  a n g e l  sa2.d the  Gcod News 5~a. i~  for 211 people, 
we have been p r i v i l e g e d  to d i scove r  and contemplate 
t h e  b r ing ing  of t h a t  message t n  a , l l  people in ~ p i p h -  
any, It i s  also a grea t  joy f o r  11.8 $0 enter i n t o  
the 1980 New Year. This i s  a year o f  exceptional 
j u b i l a t i o n  f o r  our Lutheran Church, the 450th Anni- 
versary of the Book o f  Concord, For f o u r  and a h a l f  

"ELS General P a s t o r a l  Conference, January 8, 1980 
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centuries, we have been confessing the t r u t h s  of 
Chrisenas, the  t r u t h s  of' Epiphany, the t r u t h s  of 
the universal Grace o f  God having appeared unto 
US in the person of Jesus Christ  our Savior ,  

~et's go back t o  the statement  about the shep- 
d f l e  shepherds made known herds f of 8- ~1:iomeiZt, tlmq 

abroad, ' V j - c j  you t h a t ?  Tkey confessed,  
- .  ; iP.v stltrij their gold it the way- had c s l d  -. z. 
- j:nej. % apalir i t  same wa7.i that  God ",a d-evea!ed 
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only b e g o t t c ~  Ss3i-r 22 the ~ p ~ r l  of 6erl^,iehe:ri, .;he 
S a v i ~ r  sf t h e  \doylda This T E V ~ I - ~ ~ ~ P O G  was indeed 
the  work af God from s t a r& es finish, EL d i d  nae 
orf  g ina te  ~ i e h  t h e  mind o r  imaginatfon of man )au% 
came from God's pure  heare to the  worLd: t h e  Savior 
had appeared, The shepherds simply t s l d  i t  as they 
had heard it, and that's what confessing i s ,  t e l l i n g  

it as God has said i t ,  say ing  i t  back t o  God as H e  
has s a i d  it to us i n  t he  f i r s t  place. 

T h e  f a i e h f u l  church of which we are by grace  
members confesses  i t  i n  this way. Indeed our ances- 
t o r s  i n  the f a i t h  taught  us  t o  say what God has 
said, namely, t h a t  Gad has come seek ing  l o s t  mankind, 
T t  was not  t he  o ther  way around,  Mankind has no@ 
sought God an its OWEX, Nankind has n o t  looked f o r  
God on its OTV~I, o r  4n any way drawn near unto H i m  
on i t s  o m .  But Gad has dram back t h e  c u r t a i n s  of  
Heaven and revealed it khrsug4-1 His words:: A Savior ,  
i n  Bethlehem, which is  Chr i s t  t h e  Lord ,  God has set 
?he circumst.anees by which H e  w i l l  g r ac ious ly  receive 
and we%came t he  f a l l e n  race back i n t o  H i s  presence 
and f avo r .  T h e  A p o s t l e s  beard t h i s  message and 
taught  i t  cor rec t ly  as S t .  Peter i n  H i s  preaching 
ministry d i d  say ing ,  "geitker i s  there sa lvat ion in 
any o t h e r ,  %or there i s  none o t h e r  name under Heaven 
given among men whereby w e  must be  saved, ' '  God sets 
t h e  basis f o r  His absolving t h e  world  sf its s i n s  
and restoring i t  zdsrto "be fel j_swshi .p of H i s  Son, 
h d  t h a t  b a a i s  is i n  t h e  Babe of Bethlehem, who has 
come to take our  place under t h e  law and t o  f u l f i l l  
it i n  atax beha l f .  For our  text says t h a t  t o  t h e  
fallen wor ld  %here i s  no chance t ha t  men can, by 
themselves, restore t h e i r  s t a t u s  with God. "Knowing 
t h a t  a man i s  not  j u s t i f i e d  by t h e  works of t h e  law, 
but  by the  f a i t h  o f  Jesus Chr i s t . "  T o  many p e o p l e ,  
t h i s  is  terrible news. LC. deflates their ego, f o r  
many th ink  t h a t  they  can, by ehenselves, earn God's 
favor, deserve God's blessings, and reap H i s  ever- 
lasting good w i l l .  T h i s  t e x t  t o t a l l y  negates any 
such human. fantas ies  a r  imagination, T h e  basis f o r  
forgiveness and r e s t o r a t i o n  l i e s  n o t  w i t h  man and 
h i s  a b i l i t i e s  $a perform God's services but  l i e s  i n  
t h e  heart of God reaching out  with I l i s  Son unto 
mankind, 

Our ancestors i n  the  f a i t h  t r u l y  confessed t h e  
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Doctrine of Justification as t h e  work of God t o t a l l y  
through Jesus Christ our  Savior.  They put t h e  spo t -  
l i g h t  on God and H i s  gracious work, no t  oa man and 
on h i s  deeds .  They beEd up the  Christ o f  Betlnlehem 

< - 
to t h e  world, saying as ckhe angels  had iJar4a4 and as 
a- 9- $3 

+ - 
L;l,gr_ shepherds $e fe re  cor-fee 5 ea ta>.at: (:hrj-s t has 
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would confess , t a m.an i s  not jus 
works of the  l a w  b u t  by the  f a i t h  o f  Jesus ~hrist." 

t aught  and confessed  458 years ago, For the world  
has not  changed, It s t i l l  l i k e s  t o  go on its o m .  
16 s t i l l  propsses  i t s  sm ideas, it s t i l l  suggests 
i t s  o m  s o l u t i o n s  to its needs, But t h e  f a i t h f u l  
shepherds and t h e  f a i t h f u l  church say tha t  God a l o n e  
has addressed and solved t h e  needs and problems 0% 

man in t h e  person and t h e  work o f  Jesus C h r i s t ,  For 
a l l  men, f o r  a l l  generat ions,  f o r  31% t i m e ,  we must 
ever csnfess Ehis  pure o b j e c t i v i t y  of t h e  Doctrine 
of Justification by Grace through C h r i s t  ou r  Savior ,  

We must a l so  e ~ n f e s s  the Doctr ine  of Justifi- 
cation i n  a l l  of i t s  subject ive  s i g n i f i c a n c e ,  The 
shepherds o f  Be"b1ehem cer ta tn ly  d i d  t h i s ,  They 
heard t h e  objective message which t h e  angels pro- 
claimed unto them. But it d i d  not  end there. They 
personal ly  took that message to heart and  a p p l i e d  
uweo th~mseXves,  For they 9efe t h e i r  sheep and 
went t o  see, they went t o  worship, they went t o  
benef i t ,  they went t o  confess this C h r i s t ,  In so  
doing ,  they were exactly responding as God would 
have them: t o  believe the promises  t h a t  H e  had 
revealed ants them, rejsi ,ce i n  the  declara t ion 
which H e  had made unto  them, and t o  be s a t i s f i e d  
with t h e  message t h a t  $hey had heard,  

The faithful Church of which w e  are by grace 
ministers o r  shepherds a lso confesses t h i s  subject ive  
blessedness o f  Justification by Grace through f a i t h  
in Chr i s t .  No, we are not  subjective in our decla- 
r a t i o n  I n  teaching o f  t he  Gospel,  Our ancestors i n  
t h e  f a i t h  have t aught  us  t h a t  we must teach it and 
confess it  object ively ,  bu t  they taught  that we are 
also to believe it and t o  rejoice i n  i t  pe r sona l ly .  
Our confessional documents, cate~bisms, h p n s ,  
p raye r s ,  l i t u r g i e s  and worship Eoms must keep the 

This  objective confessing, preaching, and 
s p o t l i g h t  on Jesus  Chris t ,  We are never t o  d i v e r t  

teashing must go on today,  as our ancestors preached, 
a t t en t ion  from w%aat God has revealed, taught and 
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This  objective confessing, preaching, and 
s p o t l i g h t  on Jesus  Chris t ,  We are never t o  d i v e r t  

teashing must go on today,  as our ancestors preached, 
a t t en t ion  from w%aat God has revealed, taught and 



urged us t o  preach  and f a i t h f u l l y  t o  confess .  

Y e t  w e  must ever  s i n c e r e l y  con fe s s  t h a t  w e  a r e  
pe r sona l ly  sa t i s f ied  and conten t  w i th  t h i s  Gospel. 
Look again at t h e  t ex t .  Notice t h e  l i t t l e  ph ra se ,  
" k e z x  have believed i n  Jesus C h r i s t ,  t ha t  we 
might be j u s t i f i e d  by t h e  Eaith of C h r i s t ,  and n o t  
by t he  works of t h e  l a w . "  That " E v m  we," inc ludes  
S t ,  P a u l ,  Tba$ includes :he c l e r g y  of t h e  chsreh,  
That iincilades you and m e ,  We c l e r g y  must be satis- 
f i e d  w i t h  Ght-ist, We c le rgy  must be csnient  w i t h .  
C!i 5 j-st. 3e i e r g y  must be happy and s ecu re  w i t h  
ChX. i s t  @ 

? Y YU T3a-y ask ,  %jej.X js it, lle@essa;:-j; &:I sav z.'i.rai:'{ 
" - . ,  - *  * -  , ~ , ~ d e e d  IF l a ~ :  Pa;- t21ds seclcBrld @k!~apter of saj-aeians 
.?- > -q  - " ,  

i . f - L ~ ~  ' ;1~ 2f ;;cme ;: j-i5ygyma,n th2:*e iI3,i7, ;; 12rhjble.m j;.arb. 
sub j  eii.i;;i-,.;~;? bf th;-i C:;sr4ex of 2e::us 

* - Christ, :-ti Pr:-;-t-.-.- - .- .-- *. :̂.>*;5 J tc. .a- 3 pxs$]-.e~n, 'T!ie ~<~~~~~~ c.$la,p- 
pe.l* sf l; *. - -  . - = -  

.* * - 
%. - - - s . .  : l r t - - ~  l i<:<i:  ; ,~T;.I-c~% ~3.9.r i . 5  ta.ken9 ~ j p l i ) \ r ~ ~  

?Is s t  -pFBF4_fzsX y.d".-.h ,.?iLLi -L. 5ti7se2 .'- ) . + - -  - <-> .- and :c-~-ef~.;ses ;:a fellowship 
-. tnd , ; f % B  o e n k i L e  ~ ~ " r - h r ~ - ~ $ i a a s  An, t-he p?:ese.flce of Jeb~isS, _- Y * -  0 

~ k s ~ s % ~ ~ n s .  If P e t e r  c-;~ll&j, ha~qe 2. problem 05 sub- 
iec:.i-i~e!-y a.ppiyi22-g - tile :;cIL;~F~. to himself, you and 1 
~ ? a y  :^rfr.cz-prjl~r h;-.ve t h n t  saa!:. ppsblern, Sa  we &ep-- 

h e r d s  niust t&.e tile Gospel t o  heart geysi-jnall_y, i n  
of i t - s  sweej-ness - - in all of i t s  heavenly  cum- 

pleterness, i~ aI.3. of i t s  sou?--strenatber%ing L" si?i ' f j  -- 
cier.ey, 

Thank God f o r  t h e  Doctrine of Justbf?-c-a$-ioxr%, 
Thank H i m  because there is no s t h e r  Doetrfne, by 
which tpie world is jus"sPfied than By the  d ix t r - i na  
that t he  wop%d IS j u s t i f i e d  through the  s;avlag 
merits s f  Jesus C h r i s t ,  This i s  the on ly  Doc t r ine  
which Gad a l lows ,  f o r  M e  states c l e a r l y  i n  the  t e x t ,  
"By works of t h e  l a w  sha l l  no f l e s h  be juseifiede8' 
God himself  f o r b i d s  any o ther  f o m  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  

Thank God f o r  t he  nature  of t h i s  

- 42 - 

j u s t i f i c a t i o n ;  t h a t  t h e  whole world is  t h e  o b j e c t  
of H i s  sav ing  g race  and mercy. The whole world is  
t o  be the  audience  of God's message. "I b r ing  you 
good t i d i n g s  of great joy which shal l  b e  t o  a l l  
people ,  f o r  unto you is born t h i s  day i n  t h e  c i t y  
of David, a Sav io r ,  which is  Chr i s t  t h e  Lord," 
Thank God f o r  this when you s t e p  up i n t o  your pu l -  
pits. For you, God's chosen s e r v a n t  and shepherd 
t o  those people i n  t ha t  place where you serve, are 
a b l e  t o  tell them without  d i s t i n c t i o n  and without: 
h e s i t a t i o n  t h a t  God cares f o r  and loves each and 
every one of them and in, t h e  person o f Je sus  C h r i s t  
has  t r u l y  rescued them and pa id  f o r  t h e i r  s i n s .  

Thank God f o r  t h e  sub jec t iv?  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  
when you s t e p  down from t h e  pulpit, conclude t h e  
s e r v i c e  and withdraw r o  your home, be ing  mindful 
t h a t  you are  a l s o  inc luded  in t h a t  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  
"Even -- we." Therefore ,  we re jo ice  to confess  with 
t he  A p o s t l ~  F a u l ,  "Being j u s t i f i e d  by faith, we 
have peace w i t h  God through our  Lord, Jesus ~hrist." 
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OUT OF HER PAST - - THE EVmGELICAL LUTHE 

THE NORUEGPBPS SYNOD I N  1912 

A dead-lack had been reached i n  the  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  
between t h e  cornittees of the Synod and the  Uni ted  
Church i n  19108 There w a s  no t  agreement i n  t h e  
d o c t r i n e  of E%ect isn ,  The Synod's coa~mrittee s a i d  
t h a t  i k  had been fo r ced  ou t  of t h e  deliberations 
by t l in staad which t h e  United Church conlmittee tool< 
when it branded the  Synsd's theses as c s a t ~ i n i n g  
un-Biblical and. un--2uthexzlpr d o c t r i n e ,  T h i s  jzadg- 
îi;en.t o f  tlee presideni,  o f  t he  United Glzi~rc'ra, Reve 

'7 ,  R, nshl., azd -eke orXt~x members of tihe United 
Church c s ~ m i ' i . t e 2  ,gas aa?.r;raun.c~d p u b l i c l y  be fo re  the 
convention of z h ~  Ua-Lted Ch:iarch and in t 2 s  church  
paper  L u t h e r a ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  

Kowever, a t  i -ks  i?,ei%ve~,L i s m  i n  1911, the Uni ted  
~liau-s~ch e%,ected a new eornafteea to conr'er with t h e  
N o r w e 3 L a r i  Synod, And the S;?aod in t he  same year 
recipraceted b y  doirLg likevise, though it said i t  

.;irou1tc2 ha;ie preferred t o  :lave %he o l d  c e n ~ m i C ~ e e  
c~>stinue, The fs$iowxng were elect  zd nernbers of 
the  Syaed ' 8  new c o n x ~ i t t e e s  

1, Pastor Jsrgen Nsrdby: 
Born Decelaber g9, 1852, in N @ r b ? a y  A~ter id .&d 
Luther  College 1864-73; Concmdia Seminary 
1873-7 6 ,  P a s t o r  in Io~ipa,? l i ? i . i r : ~ i ~  and. 
Wiccsnsin, P re s iden t  of the Eastern D i s -  
t r i c t ,  1908-17, Died i n  1926, 

2 ,  P a s t o r  Rasmus Malmin: 
Born October 2 ,  $865 in Noway, Candidate 
of Theology from Christiania University i n  

1891. Immigrated i n  1892, Pas%or a t  
Yankton, S.D, and Thompson, Iowa, E d i t o r  
of Kirketidende 19l6-L7, 

3 ,  Pas to r  Jaksb E ,  Jorgenssn: 
Born January 4,  1860 i n  Norway, L m i g r a t e d  
in 1.866, Graduate of Luther Col lege  i n  1886 
and of Luther  Seminary i n  1888, P a s t o r  at 
Our Savior's Church i n  Madison, 1888-91; 
Bode, Iowa, 1899-1 918, 

4 ,  P a s t o r  Gusta-tg '1, Lee:  
Born October  2, 1865 i n  Minnesota, Graduate 
of Luther  College in 1888 and of Luther 
Seminary i n  1891, Pas tar  i n  Wisconsin, Min- 
nesota, and Iowa, and teacher at Glenwood 
Academy, E d i t o r  sf Lutheran Hera ld  2913=-17, ------- 

5,  P a s t o r  Iver D ,  Yhisaker:  
B o r ~  :May 26, 1868 in Norl~ay, Imnigrated in 
h86:3, Graduate of Luther Col lege  i n  1888 
and of 1,uther Seminary 18891, Pas to r  i n  
Montana and Xscth  Dakota, Died i n  1926, 

'The Mauge Synod cl~cse t o  remain. o a ~ s i d e  c f  Phe de1i.b~- 
e ra t ions  that w e r e  c c  t a k e  place between the  Norwe- 
g ian  Synod and the IdiLl te-2 Chcrch beca~nse Xt had not 
been involved i a  t h e  crniEict  ot the 1888" a 

P 0 
BPGJOR I S  BRQUGFT 2"liTO BEING -- 

The f j r s t  meeting o f  t h e  new j o i n t  conmittee w a s  held 
at t h e  YMCA i n  S t ,  Pau l ,  Minnesota, b e g k i n g  on 
Nsve~nber 21, I.Ei3.1, The t w o  cornittees met separa te ly  
j u s t  before t h e  ~2aT-n  meetinr.g, Both cornittees agreed 
on making c s r ~ c e t e d  effort:  t o  demonstrate ;a s p i r i ~  of 
friendliness fregn t h e  o u t s e t ,  The United Church 
committee decided t h a t  each member should elect a 
member sf the Synod earnittee and bef r iend  him i n  a 
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s p e c i a l  way. The Synod committee a g r ~ J  t h a t  t h e  
m i t e d  Church men should be t h e i r  g u e s t s  a t  lunch. 

This  mee t ing  i n  S t ,  P a u l ,  November 21-24, was 
f r u i t l e s s  of theo1ogica l  agreement,  A. comon under- 
s t and ing  of E lec t ion  could no t  be achieved i n  t h e  
c o m i t t e e  a s  a whole, 

Af t e r  t h e  meeting s e v e r a l  s f  t h e  committee members 
from the  Norwegian Synod expressed themselves t o  
t h e  e f f e c t  t h a t  they had never  suspected t h a t  there 
was such a great  d o c t r i n a l  d i f f e r e n c e  between t h e  
United Church and t h e i r  o m  Synod. (ELS Repor t  
1936,  p e  4 6 )  

A subcommittee, consisting a f  Malrnin? Lee, Gwderson 
and Tangjerd ,  was a p p ~ i n t e d  t o  d r a f t  p roposa l s ,  
B a t  time did. not  pe rmi t  tRe preparation of a skate- 
ment, s o  the  subconmittee was made a s t and ing  com- 
m i t t e e  ts continue i t s  work, 

The subcommittee met i n  DecePnber, 1911, i n  Minne- 
a p o l i s .  A document: embracing t h e  consensus of the 
four  men was pre.pa,red, 

The second meeting was held in Madison, Wisconsin, 
s t a r t i n g  on February 1 4 ,  1912, and con t inu ing  u n t i l  
Sebvuary 22. The f irst  p o i n t  i n  t h e  r e p o r t  of the 
s u b c s m i t ~ e e  read as foP%ows: 

The union committees o f  the  Synod and the 
United Church, u.jlaniarsr;slg and w i t h o u t  res- 
e rva t ion ,  accept t h a t  d o c t r i n e  s f  E l e c t i o n  
which i s  set f o r t h  i n  the  Formula of Concord, 
P a r t  11, Article XI, a d  kn ~ontoppidan's 

Question 548 ,  

And i t  was reso lved  t o  add t h e  fo l lowing  two paren- 
t h e t i c a l  phrases: Af t e r  A r t .  X I ,  "the co-called 
F i r s t  Form," and af ter  Question 548, "the so-ca l led  
Second Form." The next i t e m  i n  t h e  repor t  of t h e  

subcommittee was to be a s ta tement  of t h e  r e l a t i o n  
between t h e  t w o  forms of d o c t r i n e ,  And a t  t h i s  
po in t  t h e r e  was disagreement ,  and i t  looked l i k e  
a dead-lock had been reached*  So,  t h e  problem w a s  
placed i n  t h e  hands of a c o m i t t e e  of two, P a s t o r s  
Ylvisaker  and Gunderssn, " to  t h r a s h  t h i s  t h i n g  ou t . "  
The joint committee said: "We are going to lock  
you i n  a room and w i l l  n o t  open t h e  door u n t i l  ysu 
have found t h e  r i g h t  way of s t a t i n g  this matter,'' 
(The Lutheran Church --- 
Nelson, Vol, 2, pages 3-77 and 178,) 

The r epor t  of the two-man committee was f i n a l l y  
presented, It read as fol%s%ss: 

S ince  ba th  t h e  c o n f e r r i n g  bodies  acknowledge 
t h a t  Ar t ic le  X I  of t h e  Formula of Concord 
presents t h e  pure  and c o r r e c t  doetrine sf 
t h e  e lec t ion  of t h e  ch i ld ren  of God unto 
s a l v a t i o n  as taught  i n  t h e  Word of God and 
the  Confessions of the Lutheran Church, i t  
i s  deemed unnecessary f o r  church u n i t y  t o  
set  up new and more e l a b o r a t e  theses on 
t h i s  a r t i c l e  of f a i t h ,  

However, s ince i i r :  is wela h o r n  t h a t  i n  p re -  
s e n t i n g  t h e  doctrine of e lec t ion  two  forms 
of d o c t r i n e  have been used,  bo th  of which 
have won acceptance and recogniti.on wi th in  
the or thodox Lutheran Church, some, i n  accord- 
ance w i t h  t he  Formula s f  Concord, include 
under t h e  d o c t r i n e  s f  electlan t h e  whole 
ordew of salvation of t h e  elect  from the  c a l l  
t o  t h e  glorification, and teach an e l e c t i o n  
8 t unto s a l v a t i o n  through t h e  s a n c t i f i c a t i o n  of 

the  Spirit and be14e.f of the  t r u t h , "  while 
o the r s ,  with Jokan Gerhard,  Scriver, Pont- 
opgidan and other  recognized t e a c h e r s  o f  the  
Church, de f ine  election wore spec i f ica l ly  
as the  decree concerning t he  f i n a l  g l o r i f i -  
ca t ion,  w i t h  f a i t h  and perseverance  wrought 
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have found t h e  r i g h t  way of s t a t i n g  this matter,'' 
(The Lutheran Church --- 
Nelson, Vol, 2, pages 3-77 and 178,) 

The r epor t  of the two-man committee was f i n a l l y  
presented, It read as fol%s%ss: 

S ince  ba th  t h e  c o n f e r r i n g  bodies  acknowledge 
t h a t  Ar t ic le  X I  of t h e  Formula of Concord 
presents t h e  pure  and c o r r e c t  doetrine sf 
t h e  e lec t ion  of t h e  ch i ld ren  of God unto 
s a l v a t i o n  as taught  i n  t h e  Word of God and 
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by t h e  Holy S p i r i t  as i t s  neces sa ry  presup- 
p o s i t i o n ,  and t e a c h  t h a t  "God has  appointed 
a19 t h o s e  t o  e t e r n a l  l i f e  who We from e t e r -  
n i t y  has fo r e seen  would accep t  t h e  o f f e r e d  
g r ace ,  b e l i e v e  i n  C h r i s t  and remain cons t an t  
i n  this f a i t h  un to  t h e  end''; and s i n c e  n e i t h e r  
s f  t h e s e  two forms of d o c t r i n e ,  t hus  p r e s e n t e d ,  
c o n t r a d i c t s  any d o c t r i n e  r evea l ed  i n  t h e  Word 
of God, b u t  does f u l l  j u s t i c e  t o  t h e  o rde r  of 
sa lva t ion  as p re sen t ed  i n  t h e  Word of God and 
t h e  con fe s s ions  of t h e  Church, t h e r e f o r e ,  . 

The above statement t o g e t h e r  with t h e  appended 
phrase, 

we f i n d  tha t  t h i s  should not  be a cause f o r  
schism w i t h i n  the Church o r  d i s t u r b  t h a z  unity 
of t h e  s p i r i t  i n  the  bond of peace which God 
wills should prevail among us 

'became paragraphs and. three of t h e  Madison 
( N e l s n n ,  Val. L ,  p .  178.) 

T h e  r e p o r t  consisted of t w o  par t s :  1. The ac tua l  
doctrinal settlement ( " ) and 2 .  A committee 
Resolution based on t he  settlement, There were 
s i x  paragraphs in t h e  d o c t r i n a l  p o r t i o n .  The  

Resolu t ion  s ta ted tha t  f o r  the  unity of the  church 
agreement in t h e  doc t r ine  of t h e  Gospel  and t h e  
administration of the sacraments was necessarye 
Aad so the joint committee decl-ared 

that the  essential  agreement concerning these 
doct r ines  which has been a t ta ined i s  s u f f i -  
c i e n t  f o r  church union, 

The ten men s igned  the  document and approved a 
r e p o r t  f o r  t he  church press, and concluded the  
h i s to r i c  meeting w i t h  a d e v o t i o n a l  service conduc- 
t e d  by P a s t o r  Tangjerd. 

D r ,  S tub ' s  React ion 

In h i s  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  d i s t r i c t  convent ions  of the  
Synod i n  1912, D r ,  S tub said: 

To me a ~ d  others t h e  result seemed almost  
like a miracle, I wrote,  therefore, i n  o u r  
Ki rke t idende  imediately after the message 
from Madison, Febrilary 2 2 ,  that "the cornlit-- 
tees have reached f u l l  u n i t y  ," and af ter  I 
had t h e  r e p o r t  i n  hard ,  ' 'This i s  done by t h e  
Lord,"  And 1 repeat i t  here ,  Thousands i n  
both church bodies  c o u l d  n o t  do stherwise 
than  t o  see the Lord's finger in this r e s u l t ,  
They found i n  it t h e  fulfillment sf the many 
burning prayers that had been uplif~ed t o  the 
throne of grace f o r  a f o r t u n a t e  outcome, 

HOid THE DISTRICTS DEALT WIT9 O P G J ~ R  IN 1912 

1, The Minnesota Dis t r i c t  

Concerning ch-ae ?~Iin.~~.esc;ta D i s t r i c t ,  the  book GRACE 
-- 

FOR GRACE s a y s  (page 102): --- 
Unfortuna~eiy, t h c  Mirmesota District Esr t h e  
first t i m e  met in advance  of t h e  r e s t .  T h i s  
d i s t r i c ~  more ~ h a n  any u f  the o t h e r s  was corn 
by i n t e r n a l  d i s s ~ n s 5 s n s  sn a ther  i s s ~ ~ e s ,  It 
was urfortunate, e s o  ;%at- - a  - ail t h i s  meeting 
t w o  representatives o f  the %hureh of Norway, 
Bishop I?. W. K. ~fickrnan agd Fastor Hans Nielsen 
Hauge, appeared w i t h  s pec i a l  greetings from the 
king and t h e  church 05 t h e i r  borneland, This 
being t h e  f i r s t  t i m e  that t h e r e  had been such 
afficial c o n t a c t  with t h e  f a t h e r l a n d ,  i t  was 
self-evident  t h a t  much enthusiasm was aroused, 
tahich carraid not  f a i l  t o  awaken and strengthen 
i n  many a d e s i r e  f o r  a merging s f  a l l  Luzherrans 
of Norwegian extraction i n  t h i s  country. 



by t h e  Holy S p i r i t  as i t s  neces sa ry  presup- 
p o s i t i o n ,  and t e a c h  t h a t  "God has  appointed 
a19 t h o s e  t o  e t e r n a l  l i f e  who We from e t e r -  
n i t y  has fo r e seen  would accep t  t h e  o f f e r e d  
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i n  this f a i t h  un to  t h e  end''; and s i n c e  n e i t h e r  
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of God, b u t  does f u l l  j u s t i c e  t o  t h e  o rde r  of 
sa lva t ion  as p re sen t ed  i n  t h e  Word of God and 
t h e  con fe s s ions  of t h e  Church, t h e r e f o r e ,  . 

The above statement t o g e t h e r  with t h e  appended 
phrase, 

we f i n d  tha t  t h i s  should not  be a cause f o r  
schism w i t h i n  the Church o r  d i s t u r b  t h a z  unity 
of t h e  s p i r i t  i n  the  bond of peace which God 
wills should prevail among us 

'became paragraphs and. three of t h e  Madison 
( N e l s n n ,  Val. L ,  p .  178.) 

T h e  r e p o r t  consisted of t w o  par t s :  1. The ac tua l  
doctrinal settlement ( " ) and 2 .  A committee 
Resolution based on t he  settlement, There were 
s i x  paragraphs in t h e  d o c t r i n a l  p o r t i o n .  The  

Resolu t ion  s ta ted tha t  f o r  the  unity of the  church 
agreement in t h e  doc t r ine  of t h e  Gospel  and t h e  
administration of the sacraments was necessarye 
Aad so the joint committee decl-ared 

that the  essential  agreement concerning these 
doct r ines  which has been a t ta ined i s  s u f f i -  
c i e n t  f o r  church union, 

The ten men s igned  the  document and approved a 
r e p o r t  f o r  t he  church press, and concluded the  
h i s to r i c  meeting w i t h  a d e v o t i o n a l  service conduc- 
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To me a ~ d  others t h e  result seemed almost  
like a miracle, I wrote,  therefore, i n  o u r  
Ki rke t idende  imediately after the message 
from Madison, Febrilary 2 2 ,  that "the cornlit-- 
tees have reached f u l l  u n i t y  ," and af ter  I 
had t h e  r e p o r t  i n  hard ,  ' 'This i s  done by t h e  
Lord,"  And 1 repeat i t  here ,  Thousands i n  
both church bodies  c o u l d  n o t  do stherwise 
than  t o  see the Lord's finger in this r e s u l t ,  
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afficial c o n t a c t  with t h e  f a t h e r l a n d ,  i t  was 
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I n  h i s  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  Minnesota D i s t r i c t ,  a s  w e l l  a s  
t o  a l l  t h e  o t h e r  d i s t r i c t s ,  D r .  S tub s a i d :  

The p o i n t  which has  caused some misgiving on 
account of i t s  form i s  P o i n t  1 i n  ClpgjSr 
where i t  speaks about  accep t ing  unanimously 
and wi thout  r e s e r v a t i o n  t h a t  d o c t r i n e  of 
e l e c t i o n  which i s  s e t  f o r t h  i n  Art ic le  XI of 
t h e  Formula of Concord ( t h e  so-ca l led  F i r s t  
f i r m )  and PontoppidanPs  
tighed-, Quest ion 548 ( t h e  so-ca l led  Second 
Form) , 

The misgiving has i t s  cause  i n  t h i s  t h a t  t h e  
p o i n t  seems t o  speak both  of "docts.inesV and 
"form of doc t r i ne"  - though t h e  l a t t e r  i s  on ly  
i n  pa ren these s  and could seem t o  r e q u i r e  of 
everyone an unreserved accep tance  of bo th  
forms of t h e  d o c t r i n e ,  s o  t h a t  consequent ly  
t h e  same person  should equa l l y  and w i thou t  
r e s e r v a t i o n  be able t o  accep t  bo th  forms o r  
concepts  of t h e  d o c t r i n e  of E l e c t i o n ,  But 
i t  i s  a psycholog ica l  i m p o s s i b i l i t y ,  . . , 
1 have been ve ry  much concerned about  g e t t i n g  
an exp l ana t i on  of t h i s  f i r s t  p o i n t  t h a t  would 
b e  s a t i s f a c t o r y  f o r  everyone. Therefore  1 
have tu rned  t o  t h e  members of t h e  unisn  commit- 
t e e ,  Seve ra l  of them gave t h e  fo l lowing  dee l a -  
r a t i o n  i n  t h e  form of a c o m u n i c a t i o n  t o  t h e  
members sf t h e  union cornplaittee, s igned by 
J .  Nordby and P ,  Tangjerd: 

"Since i t  has  'been i n t ima ted  by members of both  
p a r t i e s  t h a t  t h e  exp re s s ion  'unreserved '  i n  
Sec t i on  1 and i n  t h e  conc%usion of t h e  r e so lu -  
t i on  may cause  consc i en t i ous  t e n s i o n s ,  since 
one would not  b e  a b l e  i n  the  same sense to v o t e  
f o r  t h e  one f o m  (of d o c t r i n e )  a s  w e l l  as the 
o t h e r ,  w e  sugges t  t h a t  under t h e  d i s c u s s i o n  af 
t h i s  p o i n t  t h e  C o r n i t t e e  agree t o  explain as 
fo l lows:  F i r s t ,  t h a t  t h e  e q r e s s i o n  does not 

speak of accep t ing  two forms (of d o c t r i n e ) ,  
b u t  t h e  accep tance  of t h a t  d o c t r i n e  which i s  
expressed i n  t h e  t w o  forms, Secondly,  t h a t  
the  meaning s f  t h e  sec t ion  is, t h a t  in s p i t e  
of t h e  dil"fe+n%ces i n  p resen ta t ion ,  everyone 

* s h a l l  be f ree  t o  use  the  form which h i s  own 
convict  i o n  d ic ta tes  w i k h i n  t h e  frame f ixed  
by t h e  'kLgreemeilt' i t s e l i ,  wilrhoilt any stri-c- 
tares on f e l l o w s l ~ i p  o r  -recognition as a good 
L ~ ~ t l ~ e 3 : ~ x l  e l 2  

Dr, Jahay~aes Ylvisaker d i z ~ c t e d  t h e  Lro l lowing quca- 
t l s n s  t o  t h e  three members of t h e  u n i s n  c ~ r n ~ ~ i t t a ~  
kfho were p r e s e n t ,  and t h e i r  answers were made p a r t  
c.F t h e  record  to b e  submitted t o  t h e  s t h e r  district 

P- Il c o ~ x ~ ~ n t i s n s ,  Lnese ques t i ons  and answ~i<s read : 

1, Is theye anything said in Sect iag  I which 
f s essentially d i f  f eren"~, f~-om what i s  
statea in Section 3? 

2, lf one zceepts SectLon I as it r e a d s ,  does  
one ;hen also unconditionally accept t h e  
second form s f  d o c t r i n e  as t h e  teaching o f  
t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  and the Conf c s a i c - _ r  ~.t?r c o ~ ~ c e r n -  
ing Electi~n? 

A-nswer : 
Tu t h e  f i r s t  g u e s t i ~ n  we answer, No, 
f-l lo t h e  spcalld q;$psb-j"dgn w&: &n~wer: We m e s n b e ~ s  

s f  the Csfrm' l t tee  6i41 I ? E ~ O C  I he Norwegjan 
Synod present declare: By  he f i r s t  sentence 
no form OF doctrine i s  aceeptee ,  but t h e  doc- 
trlrie I n  the  t w o  farms, The Synod's Connittee 
uncond%tiaa.ial9_y accepts t h e  f i.rs k f sx-errj o f  doc- 
t r i n e  as %hat s f  the Sc~:igtures  aud the Cenfes-  
sions, bus can nevertheless recognize  as bre th-  
r e n  i n  the  f a i t h  those  who hold the second fo-m 
of doc t r ine  construed i n  t h e  l i g h t  o f  t h e  
following sect ions  o f  t h i s  'Agreement,' 

J, Nsrdby, 1, D ,  Ylvisaker, 6 ,  T, L e e  

The v o t e  was unanimous, 289 votes, 
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I n  h i s  r e p o r t  t o  t h e  Minnesota D i s t r i c t ,  a s  w e l l  a s  
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2 ,  The Eas tern  D i s t r i c t  

Pas to r  Nordby, p r e s i d e n t  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  and a l s o  a 
member of t h e  Union committee, s a i d  tha t  when t h e  
c o r n i t t e e  came t o g e t h e r  i n  Madison they came with 
the  wish and with t h e  prayer  t h a t  they might erne 
t o  an understanding, "We s a i d  t h i s  to each o t h e r  
and we l e t  our  church p e o p l e  understand and urged 
them t o  pray f o r  help so as t o  confer with one 
another ts t h e  end t h a t  w e  might b r i n g  about a 
fortunate resu l t  f o r  our  church,'" 

There was much d i scuss ion ,  Among o the r s ,  Pastar  
6 ,  A* Gullixson s a i d  t h a t  he could not  be s a t i s f i e d  
e s p e c i a l l y  w i t h  t h e  first p o i n t  in H e  sa id  
t h a t  he c o n s i d e r e d  i.& to be unclear ,  

%he vote: P I 6  fa-. none opposed ; 32 n o t  vat  ing , 

3* 'Ih-: Tswa -- Distr ict  

P r o f .  C .  K. P r eus ,  t he  head of Luther  College and 
a lso t h e  vice-president of t h e  Synod, said:  

They have said concerning : The second 
form of  the doctrine i s  indeed rescued, Those 
who say- t h i s ,  what interest  have they? Reinem- 
b e r ,  t h a t  ha rd ly  a year ago they declared tha t  
Stub" aand our com~ittee's theses contained 
I B un-Biblical and un-Eutlleran doc t r i n e ,  '' And 
our pres ident  therefore w o u l d  no t  accept t he  
hand of brotherhood at t h e  synod meeting l a s t  
year when Pas to r  Ofs t eda l  brought greetings 
from t h e  Unieed Church. In 1911 they wrote 
t ha t  they had superabundantly proved t h a t  our 
theses contained un-Biblical and un-Lutheran 
doct r ine .  See Lutheraneren of March, 1911. 
This  was undersigned by P r e s ,  Dahl, KIEdahI, 
Bochan,  a t e ,  There i& say-s: "As t h e  reader 
sees, t he  di f ference is not  a difference i n  
t he  f o m ,  but i n  the  doct r ine ,  Here i t  is not  

a quest ion o f  farm, bu t  doctrine, and it per- 
t a in s  to God's counsel  of sa lva t ion , "  In  1 9 P 1 ,  
a f ter  P r e s ,  DahL had r e p o r t e d  t o  h i s  church 
body, our p r e s i d e n t  s a i d  a t  our  Synod eonvea- 
t i o n :  "A t  t h e  same time as t h e  Norwegian Synod 
will understand k s  evaluate t h e  f e e l i n g s ,  so 
nevertheless we cannot rea l ly  unders tand how 
they can send u s  s Src the r ly  g r e e t i n g ,  I would 
be unfai~hful , '>be said, "to t h e  & r u t h  which we 
haye s~ught t i .4  S ~ L  f$jp:tI~ i f  1 d i d  not  say  Slag  
7- canosk ~ 1 a 6 e s s t e n d  how they  in the Units6 
3-<- Lnwcii celn  end. L brc11her1-y gsseei-i~g to a syn~d 
v-~hose d o c t r J ~ e  tk-,f"y ; , ~ ~ C I E I Y P  K O  be un-Bib4icsc21 
znd uf i - ls~$herac,  '" Synodica l  Repc rk ,  993 J, p, 87, 
. ~ n i s  I-i7 was d e c l ~ r e d  p ~ b l i c l y  in ~ u r  synod e yea r  
% - i I , ~ e  :-r T h a t  me4ns ~m~,thiara ,g ,  ar.d it means 3 gyeat  
i ~ 4 % ,  xd~erl one goes a long  with 3 form : ~ ~ ~ e ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ $ ~ i ~  
f rtk;se who condemn 12s can gcg: tbe4r Gastr ine 4n2 

B D -  y ii8j:hi~ j-6 ~ T Q E ~  i;he LordfP -- has 
-- jjr, st& received some reve 1 s t  " - 

--tr,..x~n about t h i s ?  

P r o f ,  Preus spcke agaja and said: 

S t  is not r i g h t  t o  ssy  t ha t  w e  do no t  wish znisn 
because we ds no t  a c c e p t  w i t h ~ u t  resemat j -~n this 

W e  want union ,  but  there musk first be 
n t ,  and tha t  there i s  n o t ,  The a t t i t u d e  

to Paragraph 1 s b w s  thae ,  I f  there was agree- 
ment i n  both church bodies  about t h i s ,  then i t  
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would not  be d i f f i c u l t  t o  g e t  i t  corrected s o  
everyone could understand it, 

I had not intended i n  t h i s  connection t o  quo t e  
samething from the l a t e  D r ,  Koren, Be  is  gone, 

r has not  been placed  before R i m ,  But when. 
f h i s  are here quoted i n  favor sf 9 

then B believe that it is r i g h t  t a  quote t h e  
l a s t  words of h i s  t o  t h e  Synod concerning t h e  
nztter o f  union, T h i s  was i n  1910, From t h i s  
s ~ s  w i 2 i  see tha t  he cannet be quoted i n  favor 
5f - -  0- The deceased P r e s ,  Karen s a i d ,  

among o the r  th ings :  

Zh.3 d s c t r i w a l  di cussisns which have been 
czaried oz; w L t 5  i,ther Norwegia~l Lut:",heran 

r i ~ r t ;  ;$ LC, -ta-ve not  it is my convic C Lon, 
l r a  to 3-nv c a b l e  resul t s ,  The disagree-- 
EEX$ x h j  G.'I asp1:c3 ced in the  d i scuss ion  o f  ehe 
Laze acl. .it, 7 :  : - r 3  - c%i w e  f ellaw t h e  Book sf 

- 
C C ~ Y ~ G C ; L * ~  I$:- i s  :; xca-$d s u r e l y  rests on $is- 
B - e-- e';;n~r?i- L;B- d o c t r i n e  of conversion, 
P1 

.i.  at a se-:ie~i 0. theses on t h i s  d s c t r b e  
is a d s p * ~ f i  dees n o t  prove t h a t  there i s  
~2 ~i-xc>~r~ugh a g l - e ~ ~ ? ~  :t. T h i s  we %lave exper- 
ienceci b$efore wl-1.3n a l l  our p o s i t i v e  theses 
xhra=e ~ s e c e p b e d  xii!ji%_e violent obj  eetlesns w e r e  

3 
Ilie2LLt: EO t h e  eat j - f ieses  although these were 
o~;%-y inevf t ab le  csnclusisns sf t k e  f armc:r,  
IE on ly  fnsjgaificant t h ings  were 2-t stake, 
then  i t s  would n?t be r i g h t  $0 sopa ra t e ;  buz 
when tI12 qzesf:ian. i s  raised wRe%her God 
alone i s  o c r  S a v i s r ,  then we cannot be t o o  
careful, Perhaps the  necessary antitheses 
aay pet be submitted. I f  agreement csncerrk- 
I n g  such t h i n g s  could be attained, then 
t h ~ r e  -~.ssuld be  reax re jo ic ing ,  , 

Election %ia$uitu f f d e f '  zests upon a de f in i -  
t%on s f  eleekion ehat stands i n  sharp con- 
t r a d i c t i o n  ts t he  FsmmuJa o f  Concord, So l id  
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Declaration X I ,  7,10.20. Also,  see & 
I n 9  l 3 *  

The above quota t ion  from D r .  Xoren was included i n  
h i s  Report  to t h e  q i s t r i c t  Convention of the  Synod 
i n  19I.Q. Dr. Karen was 11nabEe t o  a t tend these 
meetings; h e  passed away Lace in t h e  year. D r .  S tub ,  

t h e  vice-president a t  that time, took  his place and, 
i n  reading D r .  Koren's R e p o r t ,  D r .  S tub o m i t t e d  read- 
i n g  t h e  above quo ta t i on ,  (See Grace f o r  Grace, pages 
98 and 9 9 , )  

Br, StuSTs  answer 60 Rev, Tcrrisonrs words, quoted 
2 b ~ j ~ e ,  W ~ S :  

Pa s to r  Ts r r i son  doubts  t h e  t r u t h  of my words 
t h a t  t h e  r e s u l t  tha$ has  been won in t h e  d i rec-  
4- ~ z c n  o f  oneness of f a i t h  comes from the  L o r d ,  
Sear, to whom do we owe i t ,  then? i s  t h e  r e s u l t  
from beneath? Prom the e v i l  one? 1 sag tha t  
t"ra one who cax~a~k~lt see t he  finger or' "a,e Lord 
here muse be b l i n d  in t h i s  matter, That mani- 
f o l d  %ksueands who befo re  have been suspicious 
o f  each ~ k k i e r  f9-r f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  and have not  
dared  t o  go ~ g e e ~ h e r  now can gather about t h i s  
0 ~ 1 $ c  a d  these inutual. r e p o r t s ,  i s  tha t  not - 
-;he Lord's work? k.11 synergism and a l l  Calvin- 
2-sm i s  rejected,  and t11z.y gather theinselves 
together about the  tru:hz tha t  the  Lutheran 
Church csl.;.enfesses, 1s noc ~ E i s  f ro=  t h e  Lord?  

Rev, M ,  R, Bleken said: 

Dr, D a l a l  o f  thhe Cnfked Church says t h a t  
has not c,3-:>sed the  door t o  different undexstand- 
i n g  i n  doe t r ine  - there are h i d i n g  plzces there. 

i s  not  s tr ; ; igi i t - talk,  b u t  i t  should be, 
so t h a ~  we would be able t a  adapt it. Therefore, 
I cannot u.a%derstand why we g e t  no spportunigy $0 

correct t ha t  which i s  mange 

The vote: 161 fo r ,  17  opposed, 
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then  i t s  would n?t be r i g h t  $0 sopa ra t e ;  buz 
when tI12 qzesf:ian. i s  raised wRe%her God 
alone i s  o c r  S a v i s r ,  then we cannot be t o o  
careful, Perhaps the  necessary antitheses 
aay pet be submitted. I f  agreement csncerrk- 
I n g  such t h i n g s  could be attained, then 
t h ~ r e  -~.ssuld be  reax re jo ic ing ,  , 

Election %ia$uitu f f d e f '  zests upon a de f in i -  
t%on s f  eleekion ehat stands i n  sharp con- 
t r a d i c t i o n  ts t he  FsmmuJa o f  Concord, So l id  
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Declaration X I ,  7,10.20. Also,  see & 
I n 9  l 3 *  

The above quota t ion  from D r .  Xoren was included i n  
h i s  Report  to t h e  q i s t r i c t  Convention of the  Synod 
i n  19I.Q. Dr. Karen was 11nabEe t o  a t tend these 
meetings; h e  passed away Lace in t h e  year. D r .  S tub ,  

t h e  vice-president a t  that time, took  his place and, 
i n  reading D r .  Koren's R e p o r t ,  D r .  S tub o m i t t e d  read- 
i n g  t h e  above quo ta t i on ,  (See Grace f o r  Grace, pages 
98 and 9 9 , )  

Br, StuSTs  answer 60 Rev, Tcrrisonrs words, quoted 
2 b ~ j ~ e ,  W ~ S :  

Pa s to r  Ts r r i son  doubts  t h e  t r u t h  of my words 
t h a t  t h e  r e s u l t  tha$ has  been won in t h e  d i rec-  
4- ~ z c n  o f  oneness of f a i t h  comes from the  L o r d ,  
Sear, to whom do we owe i t ,  then? i s  t h e  r e s u l t  
from beneath? Prom the e v i l  one? 1 sag tha t  
t"ra one who cax~a~k~lt see t he  finger or' "a,e Lord 
here muse be b l i n d  in t h i s  matter, That mani- 
f o l d  %ksueands who befo re  have been suspicious 
o f  each ~ k k i e r  f9-r f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  and have not  
dared  t o  go ~ g e e ~ h e r  now can gather about t h i s  
0 ~ 1 $ c  a d  these inutual. r e p o r t s ,  i s  tha t  not - 
-;he Lord's work? k.11 synergism and a l l  Calvin- 
2-sm i s  rejected,  and t11z.y gather theinselves 
together about the  tru:hz tha t  the  Lutheran 
Church csl.;.enfesses, 1s noc ~ E i s  f ro=  t h e  Lord?  

Rev, M ,  R, Bleken said: 

Dr, D a l a l  o f  thhe Cnfked Church says t h a t  
has not c,3-:>sed the  door t o  different undexstand- 
i n g  i n  doe t r ine  - there are h i d i n g  plzces there. 

i s  not  s tr ; ; igi i t - talk,  b u t  i t  should be, 
so t h a ~  we would be able t a  adapt it. Therefore, 
I cannot u.a%derstand why we g e t  no spportunigy $0 

correct t ha t  which i s  mange 

The vote: 161 fo r ,  17  opposed, 



4 ,  T h e  Northwestern Dis t r i c t  

Ev iden t l y  there was very l i t t l e  debate about  
at t h i s  convention. 

The vo te :  Unanimous, 122 votes ,  

5# The P a c i f i c  ?J&str-ict 

The committee o f  the  D i s t r i c t  on Union Matters csn- 
s i s t e d  of Dr, S t u b ,  chairman, Prof Miklcelsen, 
Pas to r  0, ~ r $ ~ ~ s b e r ~ ,  Mepresentati-4.e 8 ,  K, Berg and 
Pas+ - ,or Warstad, ~ e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ y ,  eomf i i t$ee h r ~ > u z h t  

i1- 7. rfiajar--ty r e p o r t  arid a r n i n c j r i t ~ p  -r:.cp:irt, 'I'h. 
maj 0 c i t - y  r e p o r t  advocpbtec- a>cceptm.-e of - cugj  - &-a?--e :ir iiic:; 
the explanations C.l pfven by mz~~bex:s of tile cop71"a-7 .rL :."il@ee, 
na.i-lre$y, P a s t ~ r  J ,  Ns~fj,b.c; s:f the Nsrwc.g,i"ail Synot. 2nd 
Pastor Peder Ilangjerd the  lJfn,iged ~~i-II-~~,rrr;f~, Tl;,is 
was s igned by .El:, S t ~ b ,  Px:aE, Mikkel-sea ,: P a s t o r s  
~ r b n s  berg and Iia:rs ?::ad, 

The major f ty  rc;pesrr was taken up for c c x ~ s l d e r a t i ~ ~ a  
and was ::ceep$ed, One negative v o t e  wss cast %fi the 
case o f  each o f  t h e  p o i n t s ,  

But there  was a lengthy debate on $his matter f x 2  

t h i s  Dist r ic t ,  

This ~naaj-mous ~e$"rl,~~:,ment 0% t h e  rk:3ti-er -:r; t l-5 
Minnessea Dis t r i c t  should t:esgainly a]-sc be L 

s t r o n g  appea l  ~hi.2 sister cifnt:ric;s t o  ge t'I :- 
same way. The r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  will fa3 1 h e a ~ i l i y  
an the cne that shsu%d t r y  to frustrate cr kin- 
d e r  $he realizatian of t h i s  m a t k e u ,  Therefore 
I cry  t o  rthe p a s t e n  and representatives in. zke 
Paci f f  e Distr ict :  Place y o u r ~ e l ~ ~ e s  i~ baothe-cly 
manner at the s i d e  of your h e t h x c r ~  i~ the Miarie- 
sata Distr ict ,  and thereby do your p a r k  so that 
t h i s  cause may be  crowned with success! The 
natter is of God and carnot be s topped*  

I n  t h e  course s f  t h e  debate  B r ,  S tub s a i d :  

P a s t o r  Warstad will not admit  t h a t  there i s  a 
great d i f ference between doc t r ine  and form af  
doct r fne .  A p a s t o r  i n  t h e  Iowa Dlstrl-ct s a i d  
that he d i d  nut know t ha t  there was any d i f - -  
fereace i n  doctr ine  and fo-rn sf d o c t r i n e ,  
Then a Layman s a j d  t ha t  he could not under- 
stand how one ciacld have bean a p a s t e x  f o r  
30 years and not  know that, There i s  a great 
difference between d s c t r l n e  an$ form of doc- 
t i n  The d o c t r i n e  is oE Gc,iS, -cbe feras are 
o f  men, Dr, 'i$akther, Br, Hcrgn, and khe 
r.-ii jrch's  sach hers as a whole have c a r e f u l l y  
3 \ f f  g--enz-s- 
a %--- d L ~ e &  b~C=deen dsck r ine  and form of 
jnr :  rLl:z, a d  t t i e  ;io-j-i;.regian 5yllod bas, down 
- ~ k r o r ~ h  - L ime,  l;llaineaiaed f t  has not wanted 

to break fe.';.lowshi-g with those  vbo EoTlc;wed t h e  
second for.r;~ o? doctrine where khey otherxqise 
w2re correcz in t h e  d ~ c k g - j n e ,  Thereby it has ,  
a:; strongly as prssible ,  ~ n ~ i n t a i n e d  the d i f f e r -  
ence between d s c t r i n e  and form of d o c t r i n e ,  

3astcr Narstad ple2ded fox j-" a,&ite f o r  t h i s  very b 1 ~ 6 1 -  

"an's, ma%ter t o  be tksroughly zxamfned aad di.scusse$ 
2% the  Synod. Fie said therr  w e r e  many th ings  t h a t  
xeaZild to be cons iderzd ,  n o t  o i ; l j  as regards 
and t h e  meanin3 of saxe, the grriced Char 
ilnderstoild it:, whether t!!c jr:ij,;;riler-t t hz t  the  Ijnii:ed 
Cbiirch had d i r e c t e d  r;gaillst t h e  3y-5-i.d sti:il s t o o d ,  
and also th ings  ecac e::nlng oti-lex Joc ?Tina1 matters 
in ::he Val i ted Ch~ti-ck: TSle dactrl;e ~f i n s p i r a t i o n ,  
L ?  Lne ottieude toxgar9 t h e  lodge, akc, We said he 

deaa2ed thae the  second form has found acceptance 
and acknowied~~c:ni"_ in t he  Lutheran Ckureh, 

1 have no cOnEro48ersy with t h e  second form i n  
t h e  mot-~th o f  the o ld  clrnu~ck teachers, but  t o  
say t h a t  i t  is looked upon as t he  r i g h t  one 
in t h e  Lutheran Church -- that  thought is 
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e n t i r e l y  strange f o r  the  Lutheran Church. We 

hold  t o  t he  first form and acknowledge no o the r  
form, least of a l l  according t o  t h a t  which has 
taken. place between us and those we now are 
dea l ing  w i t h .  They have used i t  i n  order t o  
hide t h e i r  synergism under it, 

1 do net understalzd how our own conaxlittee could 
:jj.rst ~ c c e p t  t he  11th A r t i c l e  of the  'Fo-nilula of 
i;~acord sad ~ o ~ t o p ~ _ i d ~ ~ ' s  explanation, of' Ques- 
t i o n  5l;8, naming bo th  of the forms, and +h--- L e r e &  t=- 

one styoke axso decl.are tila2 c;l-ie 
, .* 
%- , .- -.- z. - docs no; s-cept 3~;.  for^ of t i i p  2-c t y L i p  - - J  b ->.-  4 La*,, A -"A;  .,.%> e 

1 am f i e r r i f i e d  at :such use of c+rords, 

-:- ,,, .c i -- ,--" , - * -  - ai-tj-,, j;rotheri;ocd ;q-!-';? a E~I ;  who %; A13 

op;n - ..-. t h ie f  and yot3bere 3r;t 1 de ;2i,c c;~.-J an.y"il:.rirr 

al, 1 o.l ,- z*-+‘ i-t, a,- h-r - gzk; of? : - k p * g i l  - %a <A&.? c:il i s  c ; Q ~ ;  aii' 
- - -T i.: ,ell. i;aUld p T 3 2 t  --.- - 5% - . ; - f ~ : ~ , ~ $ b ! . ~ ' ~  .R .-, Then jlc:q.; 11, 

say to Ma: 46g5,- d $ ~  - 3 ~  :;:,;2; st,s-z>d %~i-,eh ::[> 
"i- 

tjlnt %hich you f > ;  d 3 ,  P Q ~  reach i.ut t ' i c ?  

kra2d of  frl'Jow~~l;.13, - .- bllt 1 < ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ , Q ~  ~~~~~~ 1i.c x , ~ I ~ E ~ - ~ L  

xr-,i"l- ?&%it v c  ?.*re a, t'ij,ef a,n& a robber  l" We+ A ~ ~ 5 1 .  a 
i i 

tc t he  way szand with regayd to t h a t  c h u r c i ~  
.fhich :-as robbetj t h e  coagregai:ians, (22 pi.?.?-- 

- , - , ? ecl-r-Lllf i  ,%,, that j . s n g ~  m c h  t o  talk. 2bg~i t  Xiii: 
+a .+i,,ii. 3% .-. h-s grieved my Savior  by s w i n g  t h a t  t b ~ ? ) ~  
:j (--<-. -2 2j .- .,,, P - , . ~ ~ A t ~  their own, safvat ion,  . 
: ;+a; c i y i n g  t o  save ray ronscieilce. Tbac 2s %t: 
i do n;,t 1qz.i:t t o  g e t  a misei.&ie cnnsci&i.c&. 
i - ,.& are t o l d  g h a t  ehe man af the Synod ha-%;~* 
-..:cepted the ----- ~ ~ ~ - j g r  w i t h .  2 gres;: inajori!.y aiili 
ghat they have spoken varmly and a d v o c a f d  
acceptsnce. Arid t h i s  1 would do r i g h t  ax -~ t iy~  
t co ,  i f  1 can be shcm from God':; Word t h a t  x d l e n  
I, i n  a few years, o r  it may be days, sha l l  give 
account of my s tewardship,  t ha t  I then could 
c e l l  my God that I acted l i k e  t he  big major i ty ,  
and so I couldn't be responsible  f o r  t h i s  o r  
that .  But when I meet my God, then I know that 
there I am not  protected by the  b i g  major i ty .  

1 can ' t  h ide  behind t h a t ,  Then I must stand 
alsne,  In  t h e  l a s t  ( s e t t l e ~ ~ e n t )  I $0 

not  expect t o  hide myself behind the  big major- 
i t i e s ,  Then L shall meet my Savior, and 1 know 
t h a t  H e  will T r o t e c t  me. 9e i s  my b e s t  F r i e n d ,  
b o t h  now a ~ d  in e t e r n i t y ,  and 1 expect t h a t  Be 
 rill take  csre  o f  my cdse bcLore God's Judgment 
szac ,  a ~ d  I do r iot  want t~ g i v e  aven t h e  appear-  
aiicb of want ing 2s tarape; : g i c t !  arly c f  Iiis honcr, 

~4 2.  ?- G3 - * a #  +-> - -. =a c\ -- enta+v-ve f yopir Norway had saj.$ ~ 1 : ~ ~  +- 
+*.- the: Synod - 3Jt11̂ a - r; c3 $l . lL~y , 1. - 7  ~ q ~ ~ p ~ ~  It; Wad to (ja orr ly  .yf%h ssmal.1 ~ r - j - ~ y ~ ,  

71 111 "-, 2.e~:ajr g?..,ey ha$ $sic  e~y3.7-c .c,j @ p : : , r 1 ~ p y q p j - -  
Cs *- - .4 s.4- & -- b+ a-A * 

A. bhi Pa ,L LLlhs  ?- 2 i ~ o r  0 t c a  ~ f ~ f ~ & > c p -  -6;:" a 

2r,-.-.->,!.J DC';*LLi- 

heen t a l k  a%ou-c +'La p r a  - ~ ~ - - - p ~ ~ ~ - - - -  ' 
k s i ~ , #  i i ~ # i ~ u a -  . i --:_:s ~ ; y  

- -a R t", 7 5 L i  , ..,,, ".:*:bzty , ,.- s - ~ ~ I  -*-. *- ! - -+-  i -LLa-L .a** i;ae congyp----* a - - ~ -  " A  

~ g \ * &  3$ Lfiat %Jg 11Fjaxze 
?ar-d qp.i-t ., -j _. rla.ng compared E kl(3.t , i2per1 

ag23<asr G e d v s  Word and t.iTuth 3-s .sot 
.r.,early 2s x3angeyo~s  as ehe "fine" "-----Ie, 

. i 
"l;aj-b- - - -3  ---. .-. %i-Le&t ?:,-e ' L - - - 4 - ~ d  : .,ca . ,_, L$e i f i  t h e  cj-itl.r~$" 2.n 

;\!-J1-1>;f3,~7 . -. as %-?c3i-73-t -.<.----- 
A<.*r *---  3-11 .,,A < i-ji13gg?ir!& ,\<5.%h the  kat t2-e 

Ci 

. f -  tias = + -  . - "- ;"l ..+ - 8" s. u. b* - =-- * ' ' .,. *=- & J, %. s~ 5 L- , .L YJ K G: .*i~ c!;j-l 
ii 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ 3  and the ;Tn41-ai; c;hu:rl;-, 1 wsqle: (1 kook _ 

*A - -*, 
~ 1 2 ; .  3fi j- e as e-yc p 0 ."-L c; --, <-; . ;:-. 'i : : -;- - i- 

v- s- ~J -:.a,& i- t -1- v . .L - . % 3 _ iz,%.e $2 &he 
-3 ,\ rl 1 .' ,- 
L i 3 z a ~  fll7at tile >Jn~::jegiafi C:-<~pn-: < grmer,!-y k-a~ 
3- .kd0+;f8 - -% c% - $351.31E1 iv" 'b8%kZk5 -fcI:y i:u2:e d r ; ~ c t r - j ' ~ ~  

should fa 8-3:~ ~ ~ j i 2 . q  ;;'Ec2 b~';:;I^i~c~,, "'k.z'p+ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 2 3  a-'rC 
",-* &iie,&iy i- ... - th-j~=q?? .;--,h2:c s;;2<>TfJ tk2.c .ci:v-q . e  2s - ph.. 
WboTl 60 --*----- ' 

r Z b -  -:: \,. 4_"1#3'* Q?l"h I*r-:-* i.- ""<al- %, vv &* <. 6,- A = i s i ~ ~ c f .  5,.~2! ej--icE 
. * 

i n  dea l ing  vLj:h t l 2 - e ~ ~  t h e s e s  3 - ~ $  do ],-lot 
Lo hear a'bou& k12e s%-Jfo, r e g a ~ d i , ~ g  :fe as h X  -' 

d u ~ a a n e C e s ~ a ,  .- *- -,- ~t c . 1 3-rn werr:jed a b o r t  t h i s  

P a s t o r  Barstad: 

Cur duty  i s  to witness t o  the t r u t h ,  and one 
eaa prave -CO me t ha t  t h e  Lard has commanded me 
as a necessary th ing  tha t  1 must j o i n  an outward 
church body, o r  that  congregations should j o i n  



e n t i r e l y  strange f o r  the  Lutheran Church. We 
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%- , .- -.- z. - docs no; s-cept 3~;.  for^ of t i i p  2-c t y L i p  - - J  b ->.-  4 La*,, A -"A;  .,.%> e 

1 am f i e r r i f i e d  at :such use of c+rords, 

-:- ,,, .c i -- ,--" , - * -  - ai-tj-,, j;rotheri;ocd ;q-!-';? a E~I ;  who %; A13 

op;n - ..-. t h ie f  and yot3bere 3r;t 1 de ;2i,c c;~.-J an.y"il:.rirr 

al, 1 o.l ,- z*-+‘ i-t, a,- h-r - gzk; of? : - k p * g i l  - %a <A&.? c:il i s  c ; Q ~ ;  aii' 
- - -T i.: ,ell. i;aUld p T 3 2 t  --.- - 5% - . ; - f ~ : ~ , ~ $ b ! . ~ ' ~  .R .-, Then jlc:q.; 11, 

say to Ma: 46g5,- d $ ~  - 3 ~  :;:,;2; st,s-z>d %~i-,eh ::[> 
"i- 

tjlnt %hich you f > ;  d 3 ,  P Q ~  reach i.ut t ' i c ?  

kra2d of  frl'Jow~~l;.13, - .- bllt 1 < ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ , Q ~  ~~~~~~ 1i.c x , ~ I ~ E ~ - ~ L  

xr-,i"l- ?&%it v c  ?.*re a, t'ij,ef a,n& a robber  l" We+ A ~ ~ 5 1 .  a 
i i 

tc t he  way szand with regayd to t h a t  c h u r c i ~  
.fhich :-as robbetj t h e  coagregai:ians, (22 pi.?.?-- 
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. i 
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ii 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ 3  and the ;Tn41-ai; c;hu:rl;-, 1 wsqle: (1 kook _ 

*A - -*, 
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i n  dea l ing  vLj:h t l 2 - e ~ ~  t h e s e s  3 - ~ $  do ],-lot 
Lo hear a'bou& k12e s%-Jfo, r e g a ~ d i , ~ g  :fe as h X  -' 

d u ~ a a n e C e s ~ a ,  .- *- -,- ~t c . 1 3-rn werr:jed a b o r t  t h i s  

P a s t o r  Barstad: 

Cur duty  i s  to witness t o  the t r u t h ,  and one 
eaa prave -CO me t ha t  t h e  Lard has commanded me 
as a necessary th ing  tha t  1 must j o i n  an outward 
church body, o r  that  congregations should j o i n  



together  in a synod. There i s  no d iv ine  command 
f o r  t h i s .  In  t h i s  respect w e  have l i b e r t y  t o  
arrange th ings  as we f i n d  b e s t .  Therefore, I 
t h ink  i t  strange t o  hear that a union with t h o s e  
who have done us more harm than a l l  o t h e r  church 
bodies  i s  such an exceedingly important mat ter , , .  

Before I give them the hand of fellowship, I 
xould  w a n t  t o  know what they teach with regard 
t o  Law and Gospel .  1 must p u b l i c l y  maintain 
tIrra$ here811 lies ~ k e  chief error i n  t h a t  the 

Gospel is  mad^ i.rito a Law; also that  can be 
dofie in such a. f iqe manner t h a t  t h e  large  croixyd 
~f hearers does n o r  n o t i c e  i e  much, 

'i; 
.- - - 

t: ls, Snl;lb a:Llj, ~ r ,  Joha.nnes il,!.-a*:is,ii;~r agte-zded the 
~anv~n~-on ef tibe sy-t3.0dicaB Conf:2rr.lnce Saginaw9 
gi-,;.Xigaa, in igL3-2 3m.d 3.ai.d t h e  matter be fo re  t h i s  

r-- 13i:dy j.hoq$~ iir. S t u b  exhausted a i l  h i s  energy to 
>;hcjw that .ci2c3 Sctt]-ement repressx~.ted t h e  pos i t i on  
a?.;rags held by the Norwegian Synod and t he  fathems, 
espec-jallv of the, &j"ssouri Synod, t h e  Synodical 
<;o,l-iferenc:c cou ld  persuaded t o  take h-3.~ ~ i ~ 4 7 ,  

~ $ ' -  Synodical  conference elected a committee of 
+,; ---., -. to advise wl-cb. t he  Synod on this matters 
t.. :;,;;"g:h.i.s q . c n m r n l t t e e  va.s rrcver given an. o f f f c i ~ l  
t i  ,,,,1 '-, e v-l ing .  (See Grace f o r  Grace, pages 105 and 106. ) 

- -.7-- 

AZter coming ou t  of tire l a s t  sescicn o f  t h e  t w o  
union committees in Madison, one o f  t h e  members of 
the  Norwegian Synod unicn conunittee w a s  asked by 3 
f r i end ,  "Well, di& you get w h a ~  you w a r ~ t e d ? "  lie 
answered: "Hot exact ly ,  but  we pressed them p r ~ t b y  
hard,"  Our 1936 Synodical R 
A better characterization o f  
remark has probably never been given, 

s Rev. S .  Gunderson, one of t h e  a u t h o r s  of opgjdr ,  
declared b e f o r e  t h e  Chicago-Madison pastoral con- 
ference in 1913: "The United. Church baas not changed 
a t i t t l e  o f  i t s  doc t r ine ,  n e i t h e r  has  the Synod, 
opgj;r i s  a compronise." (Repor t  of 1924 convention 
of the EES, p, 62,) 

The wr i t e r  ~f these l i ne s  must say tT:~at he knows of 
no be t t e r  presentation of t h ~ :  o 'a jeet ions  that we 
have to the opgj& than t h a t  wil;i:k icas p r e r ; - n t ~ d  ------ - 
before  t h e  9924  Co~:rent ion of i 31~1  g=e--~r '~~,-r : i~ed C3hd. - S v r l ~ d  *, - 
2.t Jr+--!.c-o, Tctr.;a uclleTm, the 2~93-13e: The Obj ecc i rs rn  0-f 

<-----------.------ *-- 

t h e  N j - r , a ~ q ~ ~ a : >  Svng2d f-n *... -- the Fir:~; :  Para:siar>$ of o p G 3 :  
---2-.--- - . --A .-.-.-I "?? - ;_. A . L  _---___.. ~ 3 

f '  rrif by ys-ct?;:; J, I!-, iiroen a { P ~ T U ~  \ h -. 47--65 a--> 

pages  30 t~ S i , c %  

-------&---*A 

*This w a s  l a t s ~ :  p u b l i s h e d  in pamphlet form,  
,- E d i t o r  
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SQPiE OBSERVATIONS 

D r .  Stub s a i d  t h a t  t h e  Second Form of t h e  d o c t r i n e  
of E l e c t i o n ,  namely t h e  " i n t u i t u  f i d e i "  d o c t r i n e ,  
when expla ined  i n  the manner t h a t  John C-erhard ex- 
p l a i n s  i t ,  should n o t  be divisive of church fellow- 
s h i p ,  

Then the ques t ion  becomes: How did the United 
Church's committee understand t h e  " i n t u i t u  f i d e i "  
docmline? We ha-qe an answer in an a r t i c l e  in 
Kirketidende, 1-9L1, p. 208E, where t h e  e d i t o r  
__I___C-- 

quotes P r o f .  Kildahl's statement in. L u t h ~ r a ~ ~ ~  

X f  one who i s  Sound to ";s M i a s o u r i a i ~  ur~%c~:.- 
standing of Elec t ion  uzes  such Liitfierzn ex-- 
pressions as, f .  ex., t h a t  God has e ipc te~!  
those  who remain stez ' f -sx in Eaikh imt.iI Lhc 
end, then he does  n o t  wen by :hat expression 
t h a t  the  foreseen f a i t h  in  he elect  KX%TTB 
why God has elected these ahead of o t h e r s ;  
bu t  he means o n l y  t ha t  those whorr, God has 
predestined t o  receive the  f a i t h  that endures  
unto t h e i r  end, these He has also p r e d e s t i n e d  
t o  e ternal  sa lva t ion ,  

The e d i t o r  continues: 

Nere P r o f .  K i l d a h l  ccrnes into evident c o n f l i c t  
with the Lutheran Confession that cal l s  i t  

9 8 
"Ea.lae cl.clie"~T~e" wk~en  it is taught  that nsrt: 
God's mercy and Christ's most holy m e r i t  alone 
are t h e  cause of our e lec t ion ,  bu t  t ha t  there 
i s  a l so  i n  us a cause on account of which God 
has e l e c t e d  us  t o  eternal l i f e . "  The Lutheran 
confess ion  g ives  t w c  causes - -  n o t  more -- f o r  
E l e c t i o n ,  nemely, Gcd's rnorcy and Chr i s t ' s  
m e r i t ,  and it declares  i t  t o  be "error" t o  
hold that " the re  a l s o  i~ us is a cause on 
account o f  which God has e l e c t e d  us t o  eternal 

l i f e . ' '  P ro f .  K i ldah l ,  on t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  s ays  
t h a t  t h a t  "whice why God h a s  e l e c t e d  
t h e s e  ahead of o t h e r s  i s  t h e  fo r e seen  f a i t h  i n  
t h e  e l e c t , ' @  t h a t  i s ,  something i n  them, and 
n o t  on ly  as a cause  a longs ide  of t h e  o t h e r  
causes ,  b u t  as fhe cause  and t h e  explana t ion  
of i t ,  But then he  cannst hold csmpPeteSy 
that we cannot by our  own reason and s t r e n g t h  
believe i n  C h r i s t  and t h a t  i t  i s  %he work of 
the Holy Ghest who brings it about  t h a t  w e  
b e l i e v e ,  I f  i t  i s  God's o m  work t ha t  H e  h a s  
fo r e seen  i n  our  f a i t h ,  then t h i s  cannot be the 
cause exp l a in ing  why H a  has elected us ,  

The cause is such chat God has ast given us any 
e x p k n a t i o ~  why He has e lec ted some ahead of 
o thers ,  On t h e  cor%"r;rary, Ee has tol-d us chat 
He wants a11 t o  be saved, and tha t  t h o s ~  
are saved are saved only by His power, w h i l e  
those  who are not  saved are l o s t  only by their  
oam f a u l t ,  . . The confessisns refer t~ Hosea 
1 3 ~ 9 :  "0  Israel, ekou hast  des t royed  thyself; 
bu t  in Ne is th ine  h e l p , "  If we, i n  this m a t -  
t e r ,  want t~ go beyand these bounds, then we 
must l a y  the  f i n g e r  on t h e  mouth and t h i n k  and 
s a y  0 man, who a r t  th su  that thou w i l t  gain- 
szy Gnd? Kirke"Lidende, 591.1, -p, 209, -------- 

If we don't want $:a keep within these bounds 
that have been set .:up for u s ,  $lien we must 
explain the  salvatica o f  those wlzo are saved as 
coning from something i n  themselves, their o m  
'good attitude,' and then. w e  beesme synergists- 
And likewise, i f  we t o  explain the condem- 
na t ion  of the  l o s t  by saying t h a t  God has passed 
us  by with His grace, then we become Calvin- 
ists,  Th i s  they  accuse us o f ;  bu t  we awe n o t ,  
have never been, and shall by God's grac ious  
he lp  never be, But P r o f .  K Z l d a h l  -- how w i l l .  
he w s i d  the p i t f a l l  of synergism w i t h  h i s  
explaining cause? Rlrke t idende ,  1911, p . 218. 
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THE INVOLVEMENT OF THE SYNODICAL CONFERENCE IN 

THE UNION MATTER OF THE NOR'CJEGIAN SYNOD 

I n  t h e  Report  of t h e  24th Convention of t h e  Evan- 
g e l i c a l  Lutheran Synodical  Conference of North 
America i n  Saginaw, Michigan, i n  1 9 1 2 ,  we f i n d  t h e  
fo l lowing  r e p o r t  

Concerning Our R e l a t i a n  t o  t h e  Honorable 
Ev, Luth,  Norwegian Synod 

( P *  1 4  Ef .) 

The fo l lowing  were elected t o  the c o m i t t e e  t o  deal 
w i th  t h i s  m a t t e r :  P r o f ,  Aug, P i e p e r ,  P r o f ,  W ,  B, T, 
Dau, Pas to r  I?, Luessenhop, D r .  F o  P i e p e r ,  Dir, J, 
Schalber ,  D r ,  G ,  S t o e c k k a r d ~  and P r o f ,  E ,  Pue rb r inge r ,  
T h i s  committee was t o  p re sen t  t o  the  convent ion cer- 
t a i n  p o i n t s  f o r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ,  The committee recom- 
mended t h a t  t h e  -- opgj;r be  made t h e  s u b j e c t  of d i s -  
cus s ion ,  and a f t e r  several s e s s i o n s  i n  which tho%-- 
ougb c o n s i d e r a t i o n  of the same w a s  c a r r i e d  on,  the  
c o m i t t e e  r epo r t ed  t h e  fo l lowing  to be accep ted :  

The church p r e s s  of the Norwegian Lutheran 
church bodies  of  A ~ e r i c a  has  now f o r  two 
y e a r s  brought  many a c s s u n t s  concerning a 
movement t h a t  ha s  as i t s  goa l  t h e  e s t a b l i s h -  
ment of b r o t h e r l y  r e l a t i o n s  and church f e l -  
lowship between these church bodies, Thi s  
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movement, accord ing  t o  the  l a s t  r e p o r t s ,  
ha s  come s o  f a r  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  the  p rospec t  
of r each ing  t h i s  goa l ,  

I n  t h i s  movement, such Nsrwegian Lutherans  
have taken  p a r t  who i n  d o c t r i n e  and p r a c t i c e  
a r e  agreed w i th  t h e  E v ,  Luth,  Synodica l  Con- 
f e r ence ,  and w e  stand i n  church f e l l owsh ip  
w i t h  them. But sn the o ther  hand, t h e r e  a r e  

such Norwegian Lutherans  who t h i r t y  years ago 
and eve r  a f t e r  have dec l a r ed  t h a t  they  are  n o t  
i n  agreement w i th  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  Synodi- 
c a l  Conference,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of 
Conversion and E l e c t i o n ,  and f o r  t h i s  reason  
have a t t a c k e z  u s ,  These,  t h e r e f o r e ,  do n o t  
s t and  i n  f e l l owsh ip  w i th  t h e  Ev, Luth,  Synod- 
i c a l  Conference,  

It i s  t h e r e f o r e  a p p a r e n t  t h a t  any union between 
Norwegian Lutherans  who are  o u r  brethren in 
f a i t h  and sarch who are not  our brethren. in 
f a i t h  concerns  u s ,  t h e  members of  t h e  E v e  Zuth,  
Synodica l  Conference,  and compels us to be 
clear  as ts what p o s i t i o n  w e  should take toward 
such a un ion  accord ing  t o  God's Word and the 
Csnfessisns of t h e  E v e  Euth.  Church. 

The Synodica l  Conference was induced t o  take up 
t h i s  matter s f  the union of t h e  Norwegian synods 
by t h e  appearance i n  our  m i d s t  of P r o f ,  Dr* H e  
G ,  Stub and P r o f ,  B r ,  Soh, YLvisaker who, as 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  a f  t h e i r  Synod, presented t h e i r  
matter and asked for fraternal. discussione 

Therefore the eommiteee recommends the following as 
the subject of consideration: 

1. The so-ca l led  to be read and that 
we enter i n t o  a d i scuss ion  o f  i t .  

2, I n  t h i s  connect ion w e  mast h e a r t i l y  and 
urgently ask the Norwegian Sis te r  Synod 
t h a t ,  f o r  the  s ake  of  confession, i t  do 
the following; and w e  ask t h i s  bo th  
through a de l ega t ion  which we w i l l  send 
t o  them as well a s  through a f r a t e r n a l  
l e t t e r ,  Our r e q u e s t  i s  t h i s :  

a, I n  Theses 1-3 concerning E l e c t i o n  t o  
remove the  coo rd ina t i on  of the so-ca l led  
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f i r s t  and second form of  t h e  d o c t r i n e ,  
s i n c e  on ly  t h e  f i r s t  i s  t h e  t r u t h  of 
S c r i p t u r e  and t h e  Confess ions ,  w h i l e  
t h e  second h a s  no founda t ion  i n  God's 
Word o r  i n  t h e  Confessions ~f  t h e  Luth- 
e r a n  Church; 

b. I n  t h e  Theses t o  i n c l u d e  a r e j e c t i o n  of 
human a t t i t u d e ,  e s p e c i a l l y  a l s o  t h e  
omission of the  so-ca l led  w i l l f u l  r e s i s -  
t a n c e  on t h e  basis e i t h e r  of n a t u r a l  
powers o r  by powers conferred by divine 
grace  as the  exp l ana t i on  of why God has 
converted and elected the one  ahead of 
the o t h e r ,  as it i s  t aught  by o u r  oppa- 
n e n t s  i n  the American Lutheran Church .  
The preserlt cond i t i ons  in t h e  church 
r e q u i r e  such a n  antithesis; 

c ,  T o  c a r r y  on w i t h  us a f r a t e r n a l  d i scus-  
s i o n  sf t h e  e a r l i e r  theses concerning 
t h e  Call  and Conversion, and t h e  p r e s e n t  
eoncernj-ng E l e c t i o n ,  t h i s  ta be  done 
accord ing  t o  the Scriptures and Confns-- 
sisns in tllputlt~ and loveY 

There foll^otas, then, a Ger~an and an English truens-A- 
!ation of opgjgr_ and the Resclution connected r.ri t h  
i-t e 

Thereupon appears  the l e t t e r  of the Synodical  Con-- 
Fenence t o  t h e  Norwegian Synad, bo th  in German and 
i n  Engl ish.  The Engl i sh  v e r s i o n  reads as follows: 

s9qThe Venerable Synod of t h e  Norwegiar~ Evan-- 
g e l i c a l .  Lutheran Church s f  h e r i c a ,  i n  care 
of i t s  P r e s i d e n t ,  t h e  Reverend P r o f e s s o r  
H ,  G e  S tub3  B . D B ,  S t ,  Paul ,  Minn. 

" ' ~ s t e e m e d  and belaved f a t h e r s  and b r e t h r e n  i n  C h r i s t ,  

t s T I t  i s  j u s t  f o r t y  years ago since t h e  Evange l i ca l  
Lutheran Synodical  Conference of North America was 

organ i zed ,  Your venerab le  Synod was a  p a r t y  t o  
t h i s  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  and t he r eby  e n t e r e d  i n t o  t h e  
most i n t i m a t e  f r a t e r n a l  union w i t h  t h e  o t h e r  Synods 
of t he  Synodical  Conference,  About t e n  y e a r s  l a t e r  
your vene rab l e  Synod severed i t s  o rgan i c  connect ion 
w i th ,  b u t  d id  n o t  c ea se  i t s  f r a t e r n a l  r e l a t i o n  t o ,  
t h e  Synodical  Conference, On t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  t h i s  
r e l a t i o n  w a s  cont inued and c u l t i v a t e d  i n  a  t r u e  
and p l e a s a n t  manner by your sending  d e l e g a t e s  t o  
the  Synodical Conference,  by joint eonferen~es of 
your pastors w i t h  o u r s ,  by pulpit and altar fe l low- 
s h i p ,  and by your coopera t ing  with u s  i n  missionary 
and cha r j t abLe  endeavors. Even a d  the last meeting 
of t h e  Synodical  Conference, which w a s  convened at 
Saginaw, Michigan, August 14 t o  1 9 ,  1912, w e  re- 
j o i ced  g r e a t l y  to have w i t h  u s  as ysur  r ep re sen t a -  
t ives t w o  members of ysur venerable Synod, the  
Reverend P ro fes so r s  Di, B,  G ,  S t u b  and D r ,  d, 
Ylvisaker, who gave expression t o  the f r a t e r n a l  
r e l a t i o n  existing between u s ,  The f a c t  t h a t  t h i s  
r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  t h i s  intimate fellowship, which unites 
your venerable Synod w i t h  t h e  Synods of the  Synod- 
l e a %  Conference,  exists  despite the e x i s t i n g  d i f -  
f e r ences  sf nationality and language, moves u s  t o  
add re s s  this Letter to you, which emanates f rom 
c o r d i a l  brotherly lave; and we request you, es- 
teemed fat .hers  and b r e t h r e n ,  t o  receive i t  i n  the 
same s p i r i t ,  

"'The 2rzaternal relatican e x i s t i n g  between u s  
i m p l i e s  solemn d u t i e s ,  among them the  du ty  of 
b r o t h e r l y  admonition and appea l ,  T h i s  Js proved 
by express d i r e c t i o n s  of God" VWoud and by the 
b e a u t i f u l  example sf t h e  a n c i e n t  C h r i s t i a n  eongre- 
g a t i o n s ,  The Synodical  Conference has taken no t i ce  
of t he  union movement among t h e  Norwegian Synods s f  
our  count ry  t o  which your vene rab l e  Synod i s  a 
p a r t y ,  For t w o  days,  dur ing  one of which your 
venerab le  d e l e g a t e s  were present, t h e  Synodical  
Conference was engaged i n  a thorough d i s c u s s i o n  
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p a r t y ,  For t w o  days,  dur ing  one of which your 
venerab le  d e l e g a t e s  were present, t h e  Synodical  
Conference was engaged i n  a thorough d i s c u s s i o n  



of t h e  union t h e s e s ,  t h e  so -ca l l ed  "Opgjoer," 
which you have publ i shed ;  we have c a r e f u l l y  ex- 
amined t h e  "Opgjoer" by t h e  r u l e  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  
and t h e  Confessions,  Th i s  was done because the 
union i n  ques t i on  a f f e c t s  Norwegian church bodies  
which t h i r t y  y e a r s  ago ,  and a t  sundry times since 
t hen ,  have con t rove r t ed  and r e j e c t e d  t h e  d o c t r i n a l  
p o s i t i o n  of t h e  Synodical  Conference,  e s p e c i a l l y  
as r ega rds  t h e  d o c t r i n e  of Conversion and Election. 
Siie are moved, reverend fathers and b r e t h r e n ,  by an 
examination o f t h e  "Opgjoer , '' t o  r eques t  you cor- 
d i a l l y  and urgently t o  heed the  three exceptions 
t o  the "Opgjoerq' which a r e  herewi th  s u b m i t t e d ,  t o  
t he  end t h a t  bock on your s i d e  and  on o u r s  the sole 
and pure  t r u t h  of the  d i v i n e  iJord and the Lutheran 
Corzfessions may be confessed  i~ firm, clear, and 
d e f i n i t e  terms, and maintained and defended against 
all e r r o r ,  i n  o rde r  t h a ~  cconscienccs which are box-~nd 
by- God's Word and the Lutheran Confessions may be 
s e t  a t  r e s t ,  and i n  o rde r  t h a t  &he u n i t y  sf f a i t h  
existing among us nay Re preserved, 

I I  B Accordingly,  we pray your venerable Synod, 
f o r  t h e  sake of OUT Csn fe s s i cns ,  

'"a) To eliminate from Theses 1-3 s f  t h e  
"sBpgjoerJ9 t h e  c ~ o r d i n a t i o n  of the so-ca l led  f i rs t  
and second forms of doctrine, because only the 
f i r s t  form represents t h e  t r u t h  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  
and of t h e  Confessions,  wh i l e  the  second form is 
n o t  founded i n  God's Word and t h e  con fe s s iona l  
w r i t i n g s  sf  t h e  Lutheran Church, and hence is  not  
e n t i t l e d  t o  such  r e c o g n i t i o n  i n  t he  Church, 

" 'b) Inasmuch as t h e  presene s t a t e  of a f f a i r s  
i n  our  American Lutheran Church demands a proper  
a n t i t h e s i s  t o  s y n e r g i s t i c  d o c t r i n e ,  we pray  you 
t o  t a k e  s t e p s  t o  b r i n g  about a r e j e c t i o n  of  t h e  
t e ach ing  t h a t  man's conduct ,  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  h i s  
omission of t h e  so-ca l led  w i l l f u l  r e s i s t a n c e ,  

e i t h e r  by h i s  n a t u r a l  powers o r  by powers confer red  
by d i v i n e  g r ace ,  i s  t h e  reason  by which we may 
e x p l a i n  why some a r e  converted and e l e c t e d  r a t h e r  
than  o t h e r s ,  a s  our opponents i n  t h e  American Luth- 
e r an  Church t e a c h ,  

'"c) W e  p ray  you t o  e n t e r  i n t o  a f r a t e r n a l  d i s -  
cus s ion  w i th  u s 9  accord ing  t o  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  and 
Confessions and i n  the  s p i r L t  of t r u t h  and l o v e ,  
of your former t h e s e s  on t h e  C a l l  and Conversion 
and your p r e s e n t  t h e s e s  on E l e c t i o n ,  

"'We ask and pray  God, t h e  Fa the r  of our Lord 
Je sus  C h ~ i s t ,  t h e  g r e a t  and on ly  Lord of t h e  Church, 
t h a t  He may g r a n t  t h a t  t h i s  f r a t e r n a l  l e t t e r  which 
was demanded of us  by our  sense  of d u t y  and our  
consc ience  may f i n d  a w i l l i n g  ear i n  your vene rab l e  
Synod, and t h a t  H e  may d i r e c t  t h i s  e n t i r e  a f f a i r  
s o  a s  t o  make it  redound t o  t h e  g l o r y  s f  H i s  name 
and t h e  s a l v a t i o n  @f many s o u l s ,  We have ,  more- 
over ,  e l e c t e d  t h r e e  d e l e g a t e s  who a r e  t o  p r e sen t  
o r a l l y  what we have s t a t e d  i n  t h o s e  p r e s e n t s .  

" ' In  t h e  name and by t h e  o rde r  of  t h e  Evangel- 
i c a l  Lutheran Synod Conference i n  America, 

'" '(Signed. ) C, Gausewitz, P r e s i d e n t .  
John Meyex, S e c r e t a r y ,  

0 9  IT Saginzw, Mich, , August 19 ,  19x2 ' "  

The d e l e g a t e s  who were e l e c t e d  t o  p r e s e n t  t h i s  mat- 
$er a lso o r a l l y  b e f o r e  the  Norwegian Synod were: 
P r o f ,  W e  H. T. Dau, P r o f ,  F ,  P i e p e r ,  and D i r e c t o r  
J, S c h a l l e r ,  

Some S ta tements  i n  Per iod&saLs s f  the 

I n  t h e  Theologische Q u a r t a l s c h r i f t  (WELS) of 
October,  1912, p, 269 f f ,  w e  f i n d  a d i s c u s s i o n  by 
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D i r .  John S c h a l l e r  of "THE NORWEGIAN MATTER AT THE 
SYNODICAL CONFERENCE. " He w r i t e s  a s  fo l lows  : 

The u n i t y  of s p i r i t  t h a t  pervades  t h e  Synodical  
Conference showed i t s e l f  i n  t h i s  way t h a t ,  i rre-  
s p e c t i v e  of what synod a  person belonged t o ,  t h e r e  
was agreement t h a t  under no c o n d i t i o n s  i s  i t  pos- 
s i b l e  t o  u n i t e  t h e  f i r s t  and t h e  second t r o p u s  i n  
t h e  d o c t r i n e  of E l e c t i o n ,  so t h a t  one p l a c e s  them 
a longs ide  of  each o t h e r  as e q u a l l y  v a l i d .  " I n t u i t u  
f i d e i v '  n o t  on ly  ha s  no S c r i p t u r a l  b a s i s ,  b u t  it i s  
a c t u a l l y  a n t i - S c r i p t u r a l .  

Also,  t h e r e  i s  n e c e s s i t y  of r e j e c t i ng  the error  
which t h e  opponents s t ubbo rn ly  c l i n g  t o  when they 
say  t h a t  God g i v e s  every  man that i s  c a l l e d  by the  
Gospel enough power t o  omit w i l l f u l  resistance 
a g a i n s t  t h e  working of conve r t i ng  grace. T h e  nppo- 
n e n t s  t e ach  t h a t  some of t h e  c a l l e d  are n o t  con- 
v e r t e d  because they do not  leave o f f  the w i l l f u l  
r e s i s t a n c e  wh i l e  others overcome i t  and thereby  
g i v e  t h e  S p i r i t  t h e  oppo r tun i t y  also t o  overcome 
t h e  n a t u r a l  r e s i s t a n c e .  And t h i s  Is their expla-  
na t ion  of ' ?", i , e ,  "Why some 
and n o t  others?" '  Th i s  p l a c e s  t h e  cause f o r  conver- 
s i o n  i n  man. D r .  S t e l l h o r n  (Ohio Synod) w r i t e s  
t h a t  man's convers ion  comes n o t  only from God's 
g r ace ,  bu t  a l s o  from man's a t t i t u d e .  Th i s  i s  
synergism, 

D i r e c t o r  S c h a l l e r  a l s o  s a i d  that i n  a l l  t h e  e a r n e s t -  
ness w i t h  which t h e  del iberat i .ons  were carried on 
a t  t h e  convent ion,  t h e r e  was, n e v e r t h e l e s s ,  t h e  
s p i r i t  of b r o t h e r l y  Love toward t he  Norwegian Synod. 
Even when s h a r p  words f e l l ,  as t hey  d i d  now and 
then ,  i t  was ev iden t  t h a t  a l l  p r e s e n t  wanted t o  
p r e s e r v e  the f r a t e r n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p  w i t h  t h e  Nor~ge- 
g i an  b r e t h r e n  which h a s  cont inued  u n t i l  now; indeed,  
n o t  a t  any p r i c e ,  bu t  n e v e r t h e l e s s  e a r n e s t l y  and 
u p r i g h t l y .  Every expression t h a t  might appear  t o  
be an ul t imatum w a s  avoided,  

Lehre und Wehre (Missour i  Synod) ,  1 9 1 2 ,  p. 3 6 7 ,  
under t h e  i n i t i a l s  E, P,, quotes  D r ,  S t e l%horn  of 
t h e  Ohio Synod a s  fo l lows:  

Our r e a d e r s  w i l l  a t  once s e e  t h a t  t h e s e  
Norwegian A r t i c l e s  of Union t a k e  our s t and  
i n  e v e ~ y t h i n g  e s s e n t i a l .  Only a couple  of 
t imes would we change t h e  exp re s s ion  some, 
nevertheless without  changing t h e  gene ra l  
meaning, 

Liket t~ise ,  the same t h e s l a g i c a l  j ourna l  , 1912, 
page 512, under t h e  i n i t j a l s  F ,  B,, quo%es the 
Norwegian p a p e r ,  a as follows : 

We hue seen opgjblr and b e l i e v e  that much i n  
i t  needs c o r r e c t i o n ,  A s  far as  the chief  
ques t i on  goes ,  namely Election, there r u l e s  
i n  accord ing  t o  o u r  i d e a ,  gr ievous 
unclearness; indeed ,  it c o n t a i n s  apparen t  
s e l f - c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  and i t  battles a g a i n s t  
the o l d  Lutheran d o c t r i n e ,  W e  are no ~ h e o -  
Sogian and therefore wou1d r a t h e r  leave t h e  
matter t o  experts, we would wish  t h a t  this 
m a t t e r  tsould be considered i n  t h e  Norwegian 
Synod and i n  t he  o the r  synods, The l u r e  
t h a t  is o f f e r e d  i s :  The " t ru th- lov ing"  
P r e s i d e n t  Stub i s  t o  b e  the  p r e s i d e n t  a f t e r  
the  union,  But we believe t h a t  one ought 
t o  bethink himself  b e f o r e  one swallows t h e  
l u r e ,  Union i s  n o t  urgent;  bu t  one s h o u l d  
do eve ry th ing  t h a t  can be done i n  order t o  
b r i n g  about  u n i t y  sn t h e  unshakable faunda- 
k ion  of t h e  t r u t h *  That i s  t h e  well-meant 
coaransel of " h e r  ika ,  '' 

And on page 513, Srfnerika i s  aga in  quoted as 
f a l l ows  : 

When. God does H i s  p a r t  and we do o u r s ,  t hen  
't come ou t  s h s r t ,  ThBs is t h e  d o c t r i n e  
accepted i n  Madison, 
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P r e s i d e n t  Stub i s  t o  b e  the  p r e s i d e n t  a f t e r  
the  union,  But we believe t h a t  one ought 
t o  bethink himself  b e f o r e  one swallows t h e  
l u r e ,  Union i s  n o t  urgent;  bu t  one s h o u l d  
do eve ry th ing  t h a t  can be done i n  order t o  
b r i n g  about  u n i t y  sn t h e  unshakable faunda- 
k ion  of t h e  t r u t h *  That i s  t h e  well-meant 
coaransel of " h e r  ika ,  '' 

And on page 513, Srfnerika i s  aga in  quoted as 
f a l l ows  : 

When. God does H i s  p a r t  and we do o u r s ,  t hen  
't come ou t  s h s r t ,  ThBs is t h e  d o c t r i n e  
accepted i n  Madison, 



Recent ly  t h e  Synodical  Conference m e t  i n  
Saginawe . . The union t h e s e s  of t h e  Norwe- 
gian synods were thoroughly considered. It 
was reso lved  t h a t  t h e  Synodical Conference 
could not  agree wi th  these  t h e s e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
no t  the  f i r s t  t h r e e .  A de l ega t ion ,  c o n s i s t i n g  
s f  P ro fe s so r s  Dau, P i e p e r ,  and S c h a l l e r ,  was 
e l e c t e d  who are to visit the  nex t  meeting of 
the Norwegian Synod and cons ide r  t h i s  matter 
with i t ,  From t h i s  i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  the  
Synodical Conference i s  of t h e  same op in ion  
i n  t h i s  matter as "Amerika," 

And F ,  B ,  adds :  

It is obvious t h a t  we re joice over these ex- 
pressions of "Amerilcn." They hit the  n a i l  on 
the  head. I f  only t h e  rest o f  t h e  p e r i o d i c a l s  
of t h e  Norwegian Synod ~ ~ o u l d  sound the same 
tone ,  then the a i r  wocld 'be cleared soon f o r  
the  r i g h t  judgment and we3.l.--grounded action 
w i t h i n  the  Norwegian Synod, 

T,ehre und W e h ~ ,  1912, p. 564, under the i n i t i a l s  ---- 
E. P ,  , states the  Eellocsing: 

We have s a i d  Ersm t h e  very f i r s t  t h a t  
i s  not  s u i t e d  f o r  a union i n  the  t r u t h ,  True 
u n i t y  does n o t  deserve compromise, b u t  a clear 
confess ion  i n  theses and antitheses. It would 
be  a b i e s s i r ~ g  i f  this unders tanding  would 
break through even when the objection t o  t h i s  
u n d e r s t a n d i n g  i s  voiced by those  who have Less 
i n t e r e s t  i n  &rue  u n i t y  than i n  union a t  any 
p r i c e ,  

-- Adolph M, R a r s t a d  

(TO be continued in V o l ,  XXI, #2) 




