






































































































































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  



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  



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  



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 



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 
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'" '(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 



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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