








































































































































































































such Norwegian Lutherans who thirty years ago
and ever after have declared that they are not
in agreement with the doctrine of the Synodi-
cal Conference, especially in the doctrine of
Conversion and Election, and for this reason
have attacked us. These, therefore, do not
stand in fellowship with the Ev. Luth. Synod-
ical Conference.

It is therefore apparent that any union between
Norwegian Lutherans who are our brethren in
faith and such who are not ocur brethren in
faith concerns us, the members of the Ev. Luth.
Synodical Conference, and compels us to be
clear as to what position we should take toward
such a union according to God's Word and the
Confegsions of the Ev. Luth. Church.

The Synodical Conference was induced to take up
this matter of the union of the Norwegian synods
by the appearance in our midst of Prof. Dr. H.
G. Stub and Prof. Dr. Joh. Ylvisaker who, as
representatives of their Synod, presented their
matter and asked for fraternal discussion.

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

1. The so-called Opgjor to be read and that
we enter into a discussion of it.

2. In this connection we most heartily and
urgently ask the Norwegian Sister Synod
that, for the sake of confession, it do
the following: and we ask this both
through a delegation which we will send
to them as well as through a fraternal
letter., Our request is this:

a. In Theses 1-3 concerning Election to
remove the coordination of the so-called
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first and second form of the doctrine,
since only the first is the truth of
Scripture and the Confessions, while
the second has no foundation in God's
Word or in the Confessions of the Luth-
eran Church;

b. In the Theses to include a rejection of
human attitude, especially also the
omission of the so-called willful resis-
tance on the basis either of natural
powers or by powers conferred by divine
grace as the explanation of why God has
converted and elected the one ahead of
the other, as it is taught by our oppo-
nents in the American TLutheran Church.
The present conditions in the church
require such an antithesis;

c. To carry on with us a fraternal discus-
sion of the earlier theses concerning
the Call and Conversion, and the present
concerning Election, this to be done
according to the Scriptures and Confes-
gsione in truth and love.

There follows, then, a German and an English trans-
. . R L
lation of Opgjor and the Resclution commected with

it.

Thereupon appears the letter of the Synodical Con-
ference to the Norwegian Synod, both in German and
in English. The English version reads as follows:

"'The Venerable Synod of the Norwegian Evan-
gelical Lutheran Church of America, in care
of its President, the Reverend Profesgsor
H. G. Stub, D.D., St. Paul, Minn.

"iEsteemed and beloved fathers and brethren in Christ,
"iTt is just forty years ago since the Evangelical

Lutheran Syncdical Conference of North America was
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organized. Your venerable Synod was a party to
this organization, and thereby entered into the
most intimate fraternal union with the other Synods
of the Synodical Conference. About ten vyears later
your venerable Synod severed its organic comnection
with, but did not cease its fratermal relation to,
the Synodical Conference. On the contrary, this
relation was continued and cultivated in a true

and pleasant manner by vour sending delegates to
the Synodical Conference, by joint conferences of
your pastors with ours, by pulpit and altar fellow-
ship, and by your cooperating with us in missionary
and charitable endeavors. Even at the last meeting
of the Synodical Conference, which was convened at
Saginaw, Michigan, August 14 to 19, 1912, we re-
joiced greatly to have with us as your representa-
tives two members of your venerable Synod, the
Reverend Professors Dr. H. G. Stub and Dr. J.
Ylvisaker, who gave expression to the fraternal
relation existing between us. The fact that this
relationship, this intimate fellowship, which unites
your venerable Synod with the Synods of the Synod-
ical Conference, exists despite the existing dif-
ferences of nationality and language, moves us to
address this letter to you, which emanates from
cordial brotherly love; and we request you, es-
teemed fathers and brethren, to receive it in the
same spirit.

""The fraternal relation existing between us
implies solemn duties, among them the duty of
brotherly admonition and appeal. This is proved
by express directions of God's Word and by the
beautiful example of the ancient Christian congre-
gations. The Synodical Conference has taken notice
of the union movement among the Norwegian Synods of
our country to which your venerable Synod is a
party. For two days, during one of which your
venerable delegates were present, the Synodical
Conference was engaged in a thorough discussion

- 67 -



of the union theses, the so-called "Opgjoer,"

which you have published; we have carefully ex-
amined the "Opgijoer" by the rule of the Scriptures
and the Confessions. This was done because the
union in question affects Norwegian church bodies
which thirty years ago, and at sundry times since
then, have controverted and rejected the doctrinal
position of the Synodical Conference, especially

as regards the doctrine of Conversion and Election.
We are moved, reverend fathers and brethren, by an
examination of the "Opgjoer," to request you cor-
dially and urgently to heed the three exceptions

to the "Opgjoer’ which are herewith submitted, to
the end that both on your side and on ours the sole
and pure truth of the divine Word and the Lutheran
Confessions may be confessed in firm, clear, and
definite terms, and maintained and defended against
all error, in order that conscilences which are bound
by God's Word and the Lutheran Confessions may be
set at rest, and in ovrder that the unity of faith
existing among us may be preserved.

"TAccordingly, we pray your venerable Synod,
for the sake of our Confessions,

"'3) To eliminate from Theses 1-3 of the
"Opgjoer" the coordination of the so-called first
and second forms of doctrine, because only the
first form represents the truth of the Scriptures
and of the Confessions, while the second form is
not founded in God's Word and the confessional
writings of the Lutheran Church, and hence is not
entitled to such recognition in the Church.

"'h) Inasmuch as the present state of affairs
in our American Lutheran Church demands a proper
antithesis to synergistic doctrine, we pray you
to take steps to bring about a rejection of the
teaching that man's conduct, in particular, his
omission of the so-called willful resistance,
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either by his natural powers or by powers conferred
by divine grace, is the reason by which we may
explain why some are converted and elected rather
than others, as our opponents in the American Luth-
eran Church teach.

"Tc) We pray you to enter into a fraternal dis-
cussion with us, according to the Scriptures and
Confessions and in the spirit of truth and love,
of your former theses on the Call and Conversion
and your present theses on Election.

""We ask and pray God, the Father of our Lord
Jesug Christ, the great and only Lord of the Church,
that He may grant that this fraternal letter which
was demanded of us by our sense of duty and our
conscience may find a willing ear in your venerable
Synod, and that He may direct this entire affair
so as to make it redound to the glory of His name
and the salvation of many souls. We have, more-
over, elected three delegates who are to present
orally what we have stated in those presents.

"'In the name and by the order of the Evangel-
ical Lutheran Synod Conference in America.

""(Signed.) C. Gausewitz, President.
John Meyer, Secretary.
" Saginaw, Mich., August 19, 1912'"

The delegates who were elected to present this mat-
ter also orally before the Norwegian Synod were:
Prof, W. H. T. Dau, Prof. F. Pieper, and Director
J. Schaller.

Some Statements in Periodicals of the
Synodical Conference in 1912

In the Theologische Quartalschrift (WELS) of
October, 1912, p. 269 ff, we find a discussion by
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Dir. John Schaller of "THE NORWEGIAN MATTER AT THE
SYNODICAL CONFERENCE." He writes as follows:

The unity of spirit that pervades the Synodical
Conference showed itself in this way that, irre-
spective of what synod a person belonged to, there
was agreement that under no conditions is it pos~
sible to unite the first and the second tropus in
the doctrine of Election, so that one places them
alongside of each other as equally valid. "Intuitu
fidei" not only has no Scriptural basis, but it is
actually anti-Scriptural.

Also, there is necessity of rejecting the error
which the opponents stubbornly cling to when they
say that God gives every man that is called by the
Gospel enough power to omit willful resistance
against the working of converting grace. The oppo-
nents teach that some of the called are not con-
verted because they do not leave off the willful
resistance while others overcome it and thereby
give the Spirit the opportunity also to overcome
the natural resistance., And this is their expla-
nation of "Cur alii prae aliig?", i.e. "Why some
and not others?" This places the cause for conver-
sion in man. Dr. Stellhorn (Ohio Synod) writes
that man’'s conversion comes not only from God's
grace, but also from man's attitude. This is
synergism.

Director Schaller also said that in all the earnest-
ness with which the deliberations were carried on
at the convention, there was, nevertheless, the
spirit of brotherly love toward the Norwegian Synod.
Even when sharp words fell, as they did now and
then, it was evident that all present wanted to
preserve the fraternal relationship with the Norwe-
gian brethren which has continued until now; dindeed,
not at any price, but nevertheless earmnestly and
uprightly. Every expression that might appear to
be an ultimatum was avoided.
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