


FOREWORD 

This i s sue  of t h e  Quarterly cons i s t s  of two 
papers t h a t  were delivered a t  a pas to ra l  confer- 
ence a t  Rock Dell Lutheran Church, Belview, Minne- 
sota ,  on May 26-27, 1981. This conference cons i s t s  
of C i rcu i t s  5 6 7 o f  the  Evangelical Lutheran Synod. 

The f i r s t  paper i s  an exegesis of Acts 20:17-35 
by Prof. Juul  Madson, who teaches New Testament a t  
Bethany Lutheran Theological Seminary. The other  
is a p r a c t i c a l  paper on the  new morali ty which i s  
so prevalent i n  our socie ty  and which c a l l s  f o r  a 
proper appl ica t ion of Law and Gospel on the  p a r t  of 
a pas tor .  The wr i t e r ,  Pastor  Norman Madson, serves 
t h e  Norselmd and Norwegian Grove Lutheran churches, 
rtzral S t .  Peter ,  Minnesota, 

Ths re  is  a l s o  a repor t  and analys is  of  the  recent  
conventian of  the  Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod by 
t h e  e d i t o r ,  who was one of t h e  observers from the  
ELS t o  t h e  S t .  Louis convention. 

Pastor  Adolph Warstad, one o f  the  pa t r i a rchs  of 
t h e  EL§, continues h i s  t r a n s l a t i o n  s e r i e s  of a r t i -  
c l e s  on the  h i s to ry  o f  t h e  N~rwegian Synod. These 
a r e  of  spec ia l  i n t e r e s t  t o  us s ince  t h e  roo t s  of  
the  Evangelical Lutheran Synod go back t o  t h i s  
church body, The current  a r t i c l e  covers the  year 
1914, j u s t  t h r e e  years before t h e  merger of the  
th ree  Norwegian Lutheran church bodies. By t h i s  
time the  craze f o r  merger was so grea t  t h a t  nothing 
could s top it. The voices of t h e  minority, which 
contended t h a t  the re  was not  doc t r ina l  un i ty ,  were 
largely  ignored, We thank Pastor  Warstad f o r  these 
in te res t ing  a r t i c l e s  and we a l s o  t a k e  t h i s  opportun- 
i t y  t o  wish him and h i s  wife, Martha, our congratu- 
l a t i o n s  and t h e  Lord's r i c h e s t  b less ings  on the  
occasion of t h e i r  golden wedding anniversary which 
was recen t ly  celebrated i n  Tacoma, Washington. 
They have been blessed with t e n  children,  a l l  o f  
whom were present  on t h i s  joyous event ,  except 
t h e i r  one son, Adie, who i s  a missionary in Africa. 
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ACTS 20: 17-35 

An Exegetical Presentat ion 

The Apostle Paul i s  near ing  t h e  end of h i s  
t h i r d  missionary journey, This  t h i r d  journey has 
been devoted c h i e f l y  to t he  work a t  Ephesus. Now, 
a f t e r  a  b r i e f  swing arstand t h e  horn t o  Macedonia 
and Greece and back t o  Macedonia again, he is  re-  
t u rn ing  t o  Jerusalem by a sh ip  t h a t  i s  s a i l i n g  
desm the  eastera1 s i d e  s f  the  Aegean Sea, In. t h e  
company of e i g h t  representatives of tine va r ious  
csnk3yegations from which he has made a c o l l e c t i o n  
f a r  %Ire sa in t s  at Jerusalem Paul  has ,  obviously 
because o' the press o f  t i m e ,  chosen ts bypass 
Ephesus, f o r  he wmts t o  spend Pentecost  i n  Jeru- 
salem, I f  one wanders why Paul  d id  not  himself 
s a i l  t o  Ephesus and thus  shor ten  by two days t h e  
time required %o br ing  t h e  Ephesian representa-  
t i v e s  ts Miletus,  he aught t o  cons ider ,  among o the r  
th ings ,  t h a t  the vessel on which Paul  s a i l e d  was 
not  necessa r i ly  a$ his compand. Nevertheless ,  
while  he d a e s n q t  have time and/or opportuni ty t o  
v i s i t  t h e  c i t y  i n  which t h r e e  years s f  h$s l abor  
have e s t ab l i shed  a Chr i s t i an  company of be l i eve r s ,  
h i s  s o l i c i t u d e  d i c t a t e d  a t  least some f i n a l  per- 
sonal  contac t  with them: he w i l l  send f o r  t h e  
e l d e r s  t o  meet him a t  Miletus! 

Verse 17 :  ' A X &  62 r?s M L X ~ T O U  n 6 u $ a ~  c i ~ , ~ ~ ~ e o o v  
u e r ~ w a h h o a ~ o  T O A S  r p e o ~ u r d p o u s  r45  6 n n ~ q ~ ~ a ~ .  -- 
And from Miletus by sending ( cour i e r s )  i n t o  Ephesus 
he summoned t h e  e l d e r s  o f  t he  church. And when 
they had come t o  him he s a i d  t o  them: 

Ephesus w a s  some 30 miles  d i s t a n t  from Miletus,  
where t h e  sh ip  bearing Paul and h i s  pa r ty  had moored. 
This d i s t ance  meant a good day 's  journey each way 
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by f o o t ,  so  t h e  sh ip  would have t o  remain i n  p o r t  
f o r  a t  l e a s t  t h a t  long a t i m e .  Whom Paul  s e n t  o f f  
t o  Ephesus wi th  h i s  request  is  n o t  s t a t e d ,  though 
i t  i s  su re ly  not  d i f f i c u l t  t o  imagine t h a t  t h e  
messengers were some of t h e  number of h i s  company, 
perhaps tly Asians mentioned i n  v e r s e  4. The par- 
t i c i p l e  rr~u+as i s  used c i r cums tan t i a l ly  and may be 
construed e i t h e r  a s  being temporal o r ,  p referably ,  
as s ign i fy ing  means, i.e,, "by sending ( a  delega- 
t i o n )  t o  Ephesus he sumoned . . . " M E T  ~ u a ~ E $ a . r o  i n  
t h e  m i d d l e  voice  connotes the r e f l e x i v e  idea ,  
namely, +hat Paul s~~mmoned t o  himself these elders 
of F p h ~ s u s  by means of the messengers whom he h5d 
r e n t .  Those whom he summons are termed r r p ~ a 8 v ~ ~ p o u g  
R n o t  uniami l ia r  term from the  Septuag in t .  The 

term appl ied  t o  Christ ian min i s t e r s  appears  first 
i n  k i . 3  11: 30. where Paul#and Barnabas are s a i d  
t o  hav.2 brought the  ~ L C ( N O U L C ~ ~  (here t h e  c o l l e c t i o n )  
from Antoich t o  t h e  ~ Q E O ~ U T E P O U ~  i n  Jerusal-em. The 
terns r ecu r s  i n  Acts 15: 4.  6 & 22,  where the x p ~ c r -  
R ~ T E ~ O L  are apparently d i s t ingu i shed  from t h e  
& n ; o ~ o ~ o ~ .  Because Paul  l a t e r  r e f e r s  t o  these 
n p ~ a ~ 6 r ~ n o ~  rqs Swx~noLas  as i n ~ d x o n o ~ ,  w e  s h a l l  
take up the matter of these terms a t  that poin t .  
These representatix~es o f  the Ephesian church ace  
obviously i n  some capaclty o f  l eadersh ip .  

Verse 18: A5 & E  n n p ~ y E ; o ~ ~ o  xP&s a j ~ b v  E Z R E V  
~ S T O C ~ ,  ' Y ~ A E C ~  i n i o ~ a a 8 ~  &n'o n p & r n s  fiplpcr;s &$ 55 
i rhsqv  E ~ S  T ~ V  ' ~ o < a v  nGg p ~ $  du$v T>V R G V P ~  X Q O V O V  

i y ~ v & u n v , - -  You h o w  from t h e  f i r s t  day on which X 
s e t  foo t  i n  Asia how I was wi th  you the e n t i r e  time, 

When these elders had a r r i v e d ,  he addressed 
them i n  the words t h a t  fol low i n  ve r ses  18-35. 
This  speech has been va r ious ly  divided;  t h e  d iv i -  
s i o n  by Alford is simple: 1 )  He reminds t h e  e l d e r s  
of his conduct among them (18-21); 2 )  he announces 
t o  them h i s  f i n a l  s epa ra t ion  from them (22-25) and 
3) he e a r n e s t l y  commends t o  them t h e  f l o c k  commit- 
ted t o  t h e i r  charge (26-35) .' This address  is  

d i f f e r e n t  i n  s t y l e  and content  from a l l  t h e  o t h e r  
speeches i n  Acts. It is t h e  only example i n  Acts 
of an address  t o  an audience of Chr i s t i ans ,  a p a r t  
from Pe te r ' s  speech i n  1: 16ff and t h e  speeches 
i n  Chapter f i f t e e n ?  It i s  c e r t a i n l y  i n  cha rac te r  
wi th  t h e  wr i t i ngs  of Paul,  examples from which may 
come t o  mind t o  any reader  acquainted with t h e  
l a t t e r .  

A t  t h e  beginning sf the address  one manu- 
s c r i p t ,  Codex Brzae (D),and some early vers ions  
have t h e  vocat ive & d s ~ q o i ,  probably because it is  
a n a t u r a l  expeecation that Paul  use some word of 
address. T h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  doubt t h a t  he consfders 
ttae~: bre thren ,  so the  insertion s f  t h i s  word would 
not  nacerial.ly a f f e c t  the content s f  ~auP's speech, 
H i s  asser+$on that  they have knowledge ( 6 a i a ~ a ~ 4 ~ )  
of his manner of l i f e  among them, and his appeal  
t o  t h i s  knowledge, l eads  one t o  think t h a t  he may 
thereby be recognizing t h e  presence of religrious 
enemies i n  Ephesus agafns t  whom the testimony of 
these  e l d e r s  would b e  sought.  Even though Paul  
considers  i t  a small thing t o  b e  subjected ts t h e  
judgment of men (I Cor. 4: I f f )  , yet he is w i l l i n g  
t o  open h i s  l i f e  t o  t h e  sc ru t iny  aE f r i e n d  and foe 
a l i k e ,  t h e  l i f e  he had lived among t h e m  from the 
f i r s t  day he  set f o o t  in Asia, 

What he r e c a l l s  f o r  them i s  ~ $ 2  (how, i n  
what manner) he had been with then the entire t i m e  
(accusa t ive  of durat ion) of h i s  sojourn i n  t h e i r  
midst. Three years i n  t h e  company of a man l i k e  
Paul would permit one t o  learn something about him. 

Verse 19: douhsdwv 1-0 nupdw V E T ~  r d o q ~  Tamxvo- 
qpoo$vns nai danpdwv na Z x ~ ~ p a o p L 3 v  TSV ou~Bdvrwv 
Q O L  EV TUCS ~ ~ L B O U X ~ C S  TLV ' I O U ~ ~ ~ W V *  -- serv ing  t h e  
Lord with a11 lowliness  of mind and (with)  t e a r s  and 
(with)  t r i a l s  which b e f e l l  m e  i n  t h e  p l o t s  of t h e  
Jews ; 
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The aGs of v e r s e  18  i s  now made more e x p l i c i t  
by seve ra l  phrases and c lauses  following. AouX~6wv 
.rl$ H U P G W  expla ins  Paul ' s  presence i n  t h e i r  midst 
a s  "one being a s l a v e  t o  t h e  Lord" ( t h i s  verb  regu- 
l a r l y  t akes  t h e  d a t i v e  of t h e  person);  he  he re  
dec la re s  t h a t  he  had cons tan t ly  manifested himself 
a s  a 6oUhos o r  s l ave  of t h e  Lord, one of h i s  favor- 
i t e  des ignat ions  f o r  himself ,  a s  i n  Romans 1: 1 and 
Ph i l ipp ians  1: 1. The verb  ~ O U X E ~ E L V  a s  expressing 
s e r v i c e  t o  God, a s i d e  from i ts  use  i n  Matthew 6 and 
Luke 16  ("Ye cannot serve God and mammon."), is 
employed only by Paul  i n  t h e  N. T. ,  and by him s i x  
o r  seven times. I n  t h e  use  of t h e  verb before  us a 
p repos i t iona l  phrase containing t h r e e  nouns expresses 
even more c l e a r l y  t h e  na tu re  of h i s  s e rv ice :  wi th  
a l l  lowl iness  of mind and (with)  t e a r s  and (with) 
t r i a l s  which b e f e l l  m e  i n  t h e  p l a t s  of t h e  3 m .  
The s i n g l e  p repos i t ion  is  t o  be eonstrued wi th  a l l  
t h r e e  nouns, thus  uni fy ing  t h e  e n t i r e  expression.  

~ a n ~ ~ v o ~ p o o 6 v q  is a compound of ~ a n c ~ v d g ,  lowly, 
and q~pfiv, mind. Robertson, tak ing  cue from Light- 
f o o t ,  no tes  t h a t  heathen writers u s e  t h i s  word f o r  a 
grovel ing a b j e c t  s t a t e  of mind, but  " tha t  Paul fol lows 
Chr i s t  i n  using it  f o r  humil i ty ,  hmblemindedness 
that should mark every Chr i s t i an  and i n  p a r t i c u l a r  
t he  preacher."3 I f  one i s  t r u l y  a s l a v e  of t h e  Lord, 
such lowly-mindedness w i l l  have t o  be present ;  i f  it 
seems l i k e  s e l f - p r a i s e  on Pau l ' s  p a r t  t o  say t h i s  of 
himself ,  l e t  it be recognized t h a t  Paul  through t h e  
grace  of Chr is t  had overcome t h e  f a l s e  p r i d e  t h a t  
once gripped him; he l a i d  h i s  very l i f e  a t  h i s  Mas- 
ter's f e e t .  4 

A t  t h e  mention of t e a r s  ( p ~ r h  6awp60v) w e  a r e  
not  t o  suppose t h a t  Paul  i s  r e f e r r i n g  t o  any t e a r s  
t h a t  he shed f o r  i n j u r i e s  t o  h i s  person; t h e s e  t e a r s  
a r e  i n  t h e  douhia .coo 8 ~ 0 3  i n  which Paul i s  engaged; 
he  was moved t o  t e a r s ,  f o r  example, by t h e  obduracy 

of h i s  own people i n  t h e  f a c e  of ~ o d ' s  gracious 
v i s i t a t i o n  among them. A s  f o r  p l o t s  ( E n ~ ~ o u h a i ,  
found only i n  Acts) of t h e  Jews aga ins t  him he may 
w e l l  have i n  mind th ings  similar t o  t h e  p l o t  (;EL- 
f3ou;\< -- Acts 20: 3)  aga ins t  him i n  Corinth,  t h e  
e a r l i e r  t r i a l  before  Ga l l io  (chapter  1 9 ) ,  and the 
a t t a c k  which had led  t o  h i s  depa r tu re  from Thessa- 
lonica .  I n  Acts 19: 9 we a l s o  read of t h e  h o s t i l -  
i t y  of t h e  Jews i n  Eghesus t h a t  drove Paul from t h e  
synagogue t o  t h e  school  of Tyrannus. Here he does 
not  e x p a t i a t e  an t h e  p l o t s ,  bu t  they a r e  e a s i l y  
imagined a f t e r  reading h i s  l e t t e r s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
I1 Corinthians 11 and 15: 31-32. Lenski sugges ts  
that Luke omitted them from h i s  account of t h e  work 
a t  Epheslas because he  knew they would be mentioned 
here i n  the  record of Paul ' s  address .  These p l o t s  
of the Jews cons t i tu t ed  s t rong  n ~ ~ ~ o l o ~ n d ,  t e s t i n g s  
o r  trials (from T C E L ~ & W ,  o r  only n ~ ~ p d o p a i  i n  Koine) 
which b e f e l l  (ovp@&vrwv -- a o r i s t  a c t i v e  p a r t i c i p l e  
of aup~advw) t h i s  s e rvan t  of God on h i s  mission t o  
t h e  Gen t i l e s*  

Verse 20: i s  066th ~ E E ~ T E L A & ~ ~ V  ~6iu ovvcp~povrwv .ro5 
&vayysCAa~ bvCv xai 6 ~ 6 d ~ a ~  6 u ~ s  Gn~oo iq  nad ner9 

oinous, -- how I i n  no r e spec t  shrank back from 
announcing t o  you and teaching you pub l i c ly  and house 
t o  house any of t h e  th ings  t h a t  a r e  p r o f i t a b l e  

The 6s c l ause  is again dependent on t h e  i n t r o -  
ductory verb  i ~ i o . r a o 3 e  (you know); Paul says  t h a t  i n  
knowing h i s  manner sf  l i f e  they a l s o  know t h a t  he 
d i d  not  back off from dec la r ing  t o  them any of t h e  
th ings  t h a t  were p r o f i t a b l e  o r  of advantage (TGV 
o u ~ q c p d v ~ w v ) .  The metaphor i n  S I I E O T E L X & ~ ~ V  is  es- 
p e c i a l l y  meaningful f o r  one t r a v e l l i n g  by sh ip ,  
f o r  a s  a n a u t i c a l  term i t  meant t o  reef  t h e  s a i l s ;  
thus  i t  came t o  have t h e  meaning of withdrawing 
onese l f ,  cowering, shr inking ,  even dissembling 
(Hebrews 10: 38). Classed a s  a verb  of hindering 
i t  r e a d i l y  takes  t h e  a r t i c u l a r  i n f i n i t i v e  construc- 
t i o n ,  a l s o  wi th  the  redundant ilr(, a s  here.  Paul ' s  
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r e f u s a l  t o  water down t h e  t r u t h ,  and thus  avoid 
some unpleasantness ,  is  shown i n  such references  
a s  ve r se  27, I Thess. 2: 5; G a l .  4: 16;  I1 Cor. 2: 
17 and 4: 2 f f .  This  he d id  both pub l i c ly  and p r i -  
v a t e l y ,  (6nllooiv and HUT' orwovs) . H i s  pub l i c  
preaching and teaching ( & v a y y ~ " L a ~  U& i L ~ ~ S U L )  

would inc lude  h i s  d iscourses  i n  t h e  synagogue and 
i n  t h e  l e c t u r e  h a l l  of Tyrannus, though we need not  
r e s t r i c t  our understanding of it t o  t h e s e  occasions,  
and t h e  more p r i v a t e  i n s t r u c t i o n  was c a r r i e d  out  on 
home v i s i t s ,  

Verse 21: ~ ~ a ~ a p r u ~ d ~ ~ v o s  ' ~ o u d a i o ~ s  TE n a i  " E X X ~ ~ L V  

rfiv c is  4 ~ 6 v  ~ E T & V O L ~ V  H ~ Z  E ~ J T L V  E ~ S  T ~ V  H ~ ~ L O V  f i p ~ v  

' ~ n a o ~ u .  -- t e s t i f y i n g  under oa th  t o  both Jews and 
Greeks the  repentance toward God and t h e  f a i t h  i n  our 
Lord Jesus* 

The c i r cums tan t i a l  o r  modal p a r t i c i p l e  d ~ a p a p -  

T I J ~ ~ ~ E V O ~  f u r t h e r  exp l i ca t e s  what Paul  means by h i s  
foregoing statement  t h a t  he is n o t  a shr inking  
v i o l e t  when it comes t o  t h e  proclamation of t h e  
t r u t h ,  f o r  t h e  middle deponent verb 6 b o r U a p ~ 6 p o l l a ~  

has  t h e  solemn meaning of charging, warning, p u t t i n g  
under oa th ,  o r ,  more l i k e l y ,  a s  here ,  bearing w i t -  
ness under oa th  t o  both Jews and Gent i les  of t h e  
repentance toward God and t h e  f a i t h  i n  our Lord 
J e s u s  Chr is t ;  t h e  one a r t i c l e  with these  two nouns 
t i e s  the  two concepts toge ther ,  even a s  these  two 
elements appear i n  a l l  of ~ a u l ' s  preaching, no mat- 
t e r  what group of people he was addressing.  E i t h e r  
noun might have been employed alone here;  t h e  con- 
c lus ion  of t h e  two makes t h e  concept c l e a r e r  and 
more e f f e c t i v e .  Lenski s t a t e s  : "The e n t i r e  Gospel 
is centered i n  t h e  'repentance toward God and f a i t h  
toward our Lord Jesus  Chr i s t . '  Let no man v i o l a t e  
what Paul here  says  by persuading himself t h a t  t h i s  
repentance and t h i s  f a i t h  s i g n i f y  two b r i e f  doc- 
t r i n e s ,  a l l  e l s e  i n  t h e  Bible being immaterial ,  

- 6 -  

non-fundamental..ue.. Repentance inc ludes  a l l  of 
t h e  law, and f a i t h  a11 of t h e  Gospe'f, and these  
two comprise t h e  s c r i p t u r e s .  "' It &y seem s t r ange  
t h a t  Paul  h e r e  mentions J e w s  before  Greeks, espe- 
c i a l l y  s i n c e  he  was csnscious of his having been 
appointed an mbassador of Chr i s t  to t h e  Gent i le  
world; y e t  Paul never shrank from approaching t h e  
people from whom he had sprung, nor does he ever  
l o s e  h i s  deep concern Ear their eternal wel fare ,  

Verse 22: m i  v ~ v  i s 0 3  ~ E ~ E ~ ~ V O ~  gY& T G  X V E J ~ C ~ T L  
nopedoya~ & i s  I E ~ O U O ~ X ~ ~ ,  ~ c i  i v  u6rfi o u v a v ~ i o o v ~ d  
L 6 -- h d  now, behold, I myself proceed 
fs Jerusalem bound in s p i r i t ,  not h o w i n g  t h e  things 
tha t  s h a l l  b e f a l l  m e  i n  ic (Jerusalem) 

P a u l  qaw turns from his p a s t  l i f e  among them 
t o  the pr,:sent iind ehe fu tu re .  The in t rodt~etorg .  
words xa i  vDv i d 0 6  mark t h a t  t u r n  t o  the present 
and caSP attex~tiola ts what he is abaue: t o  s a y .  
Though he is not i n  face yet  a pr isoner  of t h e  
s ta te  -- hsweve~, he ~ s i I l  be s h o r t l y  -- he has 
already been bound (pe r f .  pa.ss. p a r t .  6 ~ 6 ~ ~ 6 ~ 0 s  
from 66~) i n  his spirite That -rp n v ~ 6 ~ a . r ~  here 
means ~ a u l . ' s  spirit, rar;her than the  Holy S p i r i t ,  
seems most probable both from the  context and from 
Paul's use of the  expresslsn elsewhere in t h e  sense 
of h ie  own s p i s i t ,  ( C f ,  P Go-t. 5: 3 ;  IB: COX, 2:: 13,) 
The agent 0% t h e  b ind ing  is not expressed, but  t h e  
Apost le  recognizes t t~roughout  that i t  is t h e  Holy 
S p i r i t  who shapes h i s  course  and therefore constrains 
h i s  spirit. Robertson construes t he  TG ~ I V E ~ ~ ~ T L  as  
an example o f  the locative w i t h  verbse8 J. A. Bengel 
suggests :  P 9 P a ~ l  h e w  that  he would be bound: and 
already he w a s  affected i n  mind as one bound, nor 
could he think of anything else."g 

The 2nd perfect ac t i ve  p a r t i c i p l e  E ~ ; S  may 
w e l l  be construed as a concessive use  of t h e  c i r -  
cumstant ia l  p a r t i c i p l e ,  thus : "although not  knowing" 
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t o  the pr,:sent iind ehe fu tu re .  The in t rodt~etorg .  
words xa i  vDv i d 0 6  mark t h a t  t u r n  t o  the present 
and caSP attex~tiola ts what he is abaue: t o  s a y .  
Though he is not i n  face yet  a pr isoner  of t h e  
s ta te  -- hsweve~, he ~ s i I l  be s h o r t l y  -- he has 
already been bound (pe r f .  pa.ss. p a r t .  6 ~ 6 ~ ~ 6 ~ 0 s  
from 66~) i n  his spirite That -rp n v ~ 6 ~ a . r ~  here 
means ~ a u l . ' s  spirit, rar;her than the  Holy S p i r i t ,  
seems most probable both from the  context and from 
Paul's use of the  expresslsn elsewhere in t h e  sense 
of h ie  own s p i s i t ,  ( C f ,  P Go-t. 5: 3 ;  IB: COX, 2:: 13,) 
The agent 0% t h e  b ind ing  is not expressed, but  t h e  
Apost le  recognizes t t~roughout  that i t  is t h e  Holy 
S p i r i t  who shapes h i s  course  and therefore constrains 
h i s  spirit. Robertson construes t he  TG ~ I V E ~ ~ ~ T L  as  
an example o f  the locative w i t h  verbse8 J. A. Bengel 
suggests :  P 9 P a ~ l  h e w  that  he would be bound: and 
already he w a s  affected i n  mind as one bound, nor 
could he think of anything else."g 

The 2nd perfect ac t i ve  p a r t i c i p l e  E ~ ; S  may 
w e l l  be construed as a concessive use  of t h e  c i r -  
cumstant ia l  p a r t i c i p l e ,  thus : "although not  knowing" 



express ly  what he  is going t o  meet wi th  i n  Jerusa- 
lem, o r  r a t h e r ,  "the th ings  t h a t  w i l l  meet me" 
(TA G U V O V T & J O V ~ &  P O L )  -- a r a r e  occurrence of t h e  
f u t u r e  p a r t i c i p l e  i n  t h e  New Testament. 

Verse 23: B X ~ V  ~ T L  r; r ~ ~ O p a  ~b G ~ L O V  n a ~ h  X ~ A L V  

6 ~ a p a p r d p e r a i  P O L  h6yov b r ~  6 ~ o v b  waL SXC+ELS PE  
p i v o u o ~ v .  -- except t h a t  t h e  Holy S p i r i t  i s  solemnly 
t e s t i f y i n g  t o  m e  c i t y  by c i t y  saying t h a t  bonds and 
t roub les  await me. 

nh{v may be understood he re  a s  a p repos i t ion  
with the  following noun c l ause  a s  i t s  o b j e c t ;  t h i s  
in t roduces  one exception t o  Paul ' s  l a c k  of knowl- 
edge, namely, t h e  Holy S p i r i t ' s  repeated testimony 
t h a t  both imprisonment ( ~ E G ~ & )  and a f f l i c t i o n s  o r  
pressures  ( S A ~ ~ G E L ~ )  await him (pdvw here  and i n  
v, 5 used i n  a t r a n s i t i v e  sense, though nowhere 
e l s e  i n  t h e  N. T . ) ,  Up t o  t h i s  po in t  t h e  Lukan 
account i n  Acts has furnished us no such ins t ance  
of t h e  S p i r i t ' s  testimony, though l a t e r ,  i n  chap- 
ter 21,  Luke w i l l  mention one notable  example, the  
symbolically expressed prophecy of Agabus. The 
use of t h e  present  t ense  i n  b ~ a p a p r 6 p ~ r a ~  makes 
c l e a r  ehat  t h i s  testimony is  an ongoing th ing ,  and 
t h a t  Paul  i s  now being f requent ly  a l e r t e d  t o  some 
" fu tu re  shock." 

Verse 24: & X A 9  0 6 6 ~ ~ 6 s  ~ 6 ~ o u  x o ~ o g u a ~  ~ f i v  +uX$v 
- r ~ P i a v  b v a u s ~ -  &s TEXELIGW r b v  bpdpov pou naL TAU 
d ~ a n o v d a v  ;v E A a ~ o v  rap& TOS H U ~ C O U  ' I ~ ~ o O ,  6 ~ a p a p -  
r 6 p a o 9 a ~  r b  ~ 6 a y ~ i X ~ o v  rAs X & p ~ r o s  roO 4 ~ o g .  -- 
But I consider  my l i f e  worth no mention (nor) 
precious t o  myself,  s o  t h a t  I may complete my course 
and t h e  min i s t ry  which I received from t h e  Lord 
Jesus ,  t o  t e s t i f y  under oa th  t o  t h e  Gospel of t h e  
grace of God. 

The s t rong ly  con t ra s t ing  conjunct ion & A X &  i n t r o -  
duces Paul ' s  a s s e r t i o n  t h a t  he is  not  unduly shaken 

by what t h e  Holy S p i r i t  is saying concerning h i s  
fu tu re .  The f i r s t  c l ause  appears t o , b e  a combina- 
t i o n  of two Greek idioms: o66evos  Xoyou i r o ~ o g p a ~  
T ~ V  +uXfiv iPaurof3  (I hold my l i f e  of no account) and 
6u  n o ~ o o p a ~  ( f i y o g p a ~  i n  P h i l .  3: 7. 8) rAv +uXhv 
T L P ~ ~ V  6 ~ a u ~ q  (I  do n o t  consider  my l i f e  precious t o  
myself.)  This i s  not  an absolu te  expression,  a s  
though Paul were saying t h a t  hi's l i f e  was of no 
account o r  va lue  t o  him a t  a l l .  It is s a i d  i n  t h e  
perspec t ive  of h i s  c a l l i n g ;  he devalues h i s  o m  l i f e  
i n  t h e  l i g h t  of t h a t  g r e a t e r  purpose f o r  which h i s  
l i f e  is  t o  be expendable, the course of s e r v i c e  f o r  
t h e  Lord Jesus  Chr i s t .  The two nouns, dpduos  and 
G ~ a w o v i a ,  a r e  su re ly  c lose ly  r e l a t e d  here  and could 
w e l l  be  t r a n s l a t e d  as a hendiadys, "the course of 
my service." God had given him both t h e  course he 
was to zan and t h e  sewice he was t o  perform i n  t h a t  
course,  Pzul is  the re fo re  no t  concerned about him- 
self f o r  his o m  sake,  but  r a t h e r  subl imates %s&atever 
might have been hls own personal  goals  i n  order  t h a t  
he might complete ( T E X E L ~ ~ W  introduced by f i n a l  p a r t i -  
c l e  Js, though variant has T E A E L & ~ F ~ L  with consecutive 
Gs) the  work t h a t  had been d iv ine ly  commissioned him. 

That ministry he expresses i n  an appos i t iona l  
phrase employing t h e  same word, 6 ~ a p a p r 6 p ~ o 9 ~ ~ ,  
t h a t  appears i n  ve r ses  21, 2 3  and 24 ,  and i n  s i m -  
plex f o m  i n  v, 26; the  course s f  serv ick  c s m f t t e d  
t o  him is t h a t  of t e s t i f y i n g ,  as i f  under oa th ,  t o  
the  gospel og t h e  grace s f  God, C, K ,  Ba r re t t  
f i n d s  a l l  t hese  expressions ind iv idua l ly  d i s t i n c t l y  
Pauline,  but  not  t h e i r  combination; he therefore 
unhelpful ly suggests  t h a t  Luke i n  recording t h i s  
speech "improbably r ep resen t ( s )  words t h a t  Paul 
a c t u a l l y  used. "lo But words are t h e r e  f o r  t h e i r  
meaning, and the words here employed s u r e l y  square 
wi th  Paul ' s  many expressions of t h e  message he had 
been s e n t  t o  proclaim. The E ~ ~ ~ ~ C A L O V  of t h e  
Apostle i s  nothing l e s s  than t h e  message of 6 X$P~s 
-cog 8 ~ o i i ; f o r  Paul  they were synonymous. When ap- 
pa ren t ly  a t  t h e  c l o s e  of h i s  min i s t ry  he w r i t e s  



express ly  what he  is going t o  meet wi th  i n  Jerusa- 
lem, o r  r a t h e r ,  "the th ings  t h a t  w i l l  meet me" 
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and t h e  min i s t ry  which I received from t h e  Lord 
Jesus ,  t o  t e s t i f y  under oa th  t o  t h e  Gospel of t h e  
grace of God. 
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might have been hls own personal  goals  i n  order  t h a t  
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phrase employing t h e  same word, 6 ~ a p a p r 6 p ~ o 9 ~ ~ ,  
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the  gospel og t h e  grace s f  God, C, K ,  Ba r re t t  
f i n d s  a l l  t hese  expressions ind iv idua l ly  d i s t i n c t l y  
Pauline,  but  not  t h e i r  combination; he therefore 
unhelpful ly suggests  t h a t  Luke i n  recording t h i s  
speech "improbably r ep resen t ( s )  words t h a t  Paul 
a c t u a l l y  used. "lo But words are t h e r e  f o r  t h e i r  
meaning, and the words here employed s u r e l y  square 
wi th  Paul ' s  many expressions of t h e  message he had 
been s e n t  t o  proclaim. The E ~ ~ ~ ~ C A L O V  of t h e  
Apostle i s  nothing l e s s  than t h e  message of 6 X$P~s 
-cog 8 ~ o i i ; f o r  Paul  they were synonymous. When ap- 
pa ren t ly  a t  t h e  c l o s e  of h i s  min i s t ry  he w r i t e s  



t o  h i s  co-worker Timothy, he  s t a t e s  t h e  completion 
of what h e r h e r e  dec la re s  by way of purpose: r b v  
d p 6 p o v  r ~ ~ ~ h ~ n a  (I1 Timothy 4 :  7.) 

Verse 25: K C X ~  v g v  i 6 o 6  Eyb 8 b d a  ~ T L  O ~ ) H & L  ~;+ECI$E 
T$ npboondv  p o u  h U ~ i s  K ~ V T E S  &V O ~ S  6bfih80v I ~ ~ ; C I G W U  

~ n v  B a a ~ h ~ l o l v  -- And now, behold, I know t h a t  no 
longer  w i l l  you a l l  s e e  my f a c e  among whom I went 
about proclaiming t h e  kingdom; 

- 

As Pau l  re turns  t o  the  mat te r  which he has introw 
duced i n  v. 22, h e  reemploys t h e  same in t roductory  
words, n a i  vSv i d o h ,  i n  order  t o  ga in  f u r t h e r  a t t en -  
tion o f  the Ephesian r ep resen ta t ives  f o r  what i s  ob- 
viously a saddening note  f o r  those whom he has sum- 
moned f o r  this farewell: all these elders, or even 
a l l  their fellow members at Ephesus, are no longer  
t o  see Pau l ' s  face .  Attempts to i n t e r p r e t  t h i s  

c l ause  as meaning that not  a l l ,  but  only some would 
not see him again,  run i n t o  d i f f i c u l t i e s ,  no t  least 
of which i s  the understanding of t h e  elders them- 
s e l v e s  as  expressed i n  v. 38. Many f i n d  d i f f i c u l t y  

w i t h  Paul 's  s i m p l e  a s s e r t i o n  that he "knows" ( o Z 6 a )  
tha t  t h e i r  seeing him is a t  an end. Earlier,,in 

v. 22, he has stated t h a t  he does not  know ( u q  
~ i d i ) ~ )  a t  l e a s t  the s p e c i f i c s  of what is  i n  s t o r e  
f o r  h i m ,  y e t  t he  bonds and the t roub les  f o r e t o l d  
by the Holy S p i r i t  l ed  him t o  t h e  conviceion that 
t h e s e  Epbesian elders would not see h i s  face again. 
~ + E G ~ E ~  the f u t u r e  of dp&w, with i t s  objec t  +b 
r p d o o n o v ,  does make i t  clear t h a t  Paul is speaking 
of his phys ica l  presence as  something t o  be denied 
them. The l e t t e r s  t o  Timothy seem t o  i n d i c a t e  that 
Paul ,  cont rary  t o  h i s  expectat ions,  was permitted 
t o  r e t u r n  t o  t h i s  a rea ,  and even Ephesus. Perhaps 

Richard Rackham's suggestion is worthy of considera- 
t i o n :  "But S t .  Paul  is  thinking,  not so much of a 
l i teral  glimpse wi th  t h e  eye, as of t he  constant  be- 
holding of h i s  face  i n  a regular  minis t ry .  

The 

prophecy is  t r u g - i n  t h i s  sense t h a t  h i s  p r a c t i c a l  - - 

work was over. rrLl 

- 10 - 

The r e l a t i v e  c l ause  6v oeg  d ~ ? j h B o u  nqp&owv -rGv 
B C X ~ L X E C G V  i s  a r e i t e r a t i o n ,  i n  d i f f e r e n t  words, of 
t h e  gospel of t h e  grace of God i n  v. 24. A s  a 
hera ld  he ran through the  g e n t i l e  na t ions  proclaim- 
ing  t h e  kingdom of God, which begins he re  i n  grace 
and ends above i n  glory.  "The Gospel involves a 
kingdom. Repentance i s  t h e  entxance t o  a s o c i e t y ,  
and f a i t h  i s  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of l i f e  i n  i t .  This  king- 
dom had been proclaimed by S t .  Paul a t  Ephesus 
(19: a), and t h e  doc t r ine  of the church is  one o f  the  
g rea t  sub jec t s  of the  E p i s t l e  t o  t h e  Ephesians. So 
here  a l s o  the  idea  of the church is  presented i n  rich 
var ie ty .  It is  the  kingdom and e c c l e s i a  of God, t h e  
flock wllich is God's pecu l i a r  possession,  and the 
inherizance sf t h e  s a i n t s .  0112 

Verse 2 6 :  S L ~ T L  U ~ Q T ~ P O ~ ~ L  ~ V C U  +V T V  O ~ ~ E P O V  
O V T L  H C ~ ~ C P ~ ~  EI~L 6 x 6  T O O  r r i p c c ~ o s  n&vrwv,  -- because 
of which (proclamation) I t e s t i f y  t o  you on t h i s  
very day that I am c lean  of t h e  blood of a l l ,  

Because of Pau l ' s  f a i t h f u l  proclamation of t h e  
Gospel he can claim freedom from r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  
the final d e s t i n y  of a l l  who heard him.13 A c l o s e  
l i n g u i s t i c  p a r a l l e l  i s  found i n  Acts 18: 6, where 
Paul says ta t h e  unbel ieving Jews of Corinth: 

r o  
atpa h p 9 v  ;x i  T - ~ V  n ~ ~ a h f i v  JpDve x a 8 a p d s  iyd .  The 
adve rb ia l  6 ~ d - r ~  ( a  combination of 6 ~ &  and ~ T L )  

bases ~ a u l ' s  a s s e r t i o n  of g u i l t l e s s n e s s  here on 
h i s  claim t h a t  he had carried out  t h e  n l in is t ry  
which he received, f o r  he has  proclaimed t h e  king- 
dom; this f u l f i l l m e n t  of his duty w i l l  be more 
c l e a r l y  spe l l ed  ou t  i n  t h e  y&p c lause  following. 
v o r p z 6 p o u a ~  i s  i n  the N. T. a s t r i c t l y  Pauline word, 
having the  meaning of c a l l i n g  t o  wi tness ,  whereas 
t h e  more common pap.rup& means t o  bear  witness .  
Paul does so  on t h i s  very day (Cv r4 o < p e p o v  i u e p p ;  
cf  . Norwegian "den dag ida&,  t h e  day of pa r t ing  
from them, a day Paul expects  t o  be f i n a l  i n  t h e i r  
personal  a s soc ia t ion .  It i s  a b i g  claim f o r  any 
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Richard Rackham's suggestion is worthy of considera- 
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The 

prophecy is  t r u g - i n  t h i s  sense t h a t  h i s  p r a c t i c a l  - - 

work was over. rrLl 

- 10 - 

The r e l a t i v e  c l ause  6v oeg  d ~ ? j h B o u  nqp&owv -rGv 
B C X ~ L X E C G V  i s  a r e i t e r a t i o n ,  i n  d i f f e r e n t  words, of 
t h e  gospel of t h e  grace of God i n  v. 24. A s  a 
hera ld  he ran through the  g e n t i l e  na t ions  proclaim- 
ing  t h e  kingdom of God, which begins he re  i n  grace 
and ends above i n  glory.  "The Gospel involves a 
kingdom. Repentance i s  t h e  entxance t o  a s o c i e t y ,  
and f a i t h  i s  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of l i f e  i n  i t .  This  king- 
dom had been proclaimed by S t .  Paul a t  Ephesus 
(19: a), and t h e  doc t r ine  of the church is  one o f  the  
g rea t  sub jec t s  of the  E p i s t l e  t o  t h e  Ephesians. So 
here  a l s o  the  idea  of the church is  presented i n  rich 
var ie ty .  It is  the  kingdom and e c c l e s i a  of God, t h e  
flock wllich is God's pecu l i a r  possession,  and the 
inherizance sf t h e  s a i n t s .  0112 

Verse 2 6 :  S L ~ T L  U ~ Q T ~ P O ~ ~ L  ~ V C U  +V T V  O ~ ~ E P O V  
O V T L  H C ~ ~ C P ~ ~  EI~L 6 x 6  T O O  r r i p c c ~ o s  n&vrwv,  -- because 
of which (proclamation) I t e s t i f y  t o  you on t h i s  
very day that I am c lean  of t h e  blood of a l l ,  

Because of Pau l ' s  f a i t h f u l  proclamation of t h e  
Gospel he can claim freedom from r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  
the final d e s t i n y  of a l l  who heard him.13 A c l o s e  
l i n g u i s t i c  p a r a l l e l  i s  found i n  Acts 18: 6, where 
Paul says ta t h e  unbel ieving Jews of Corinth: 

r o  
atpa h p 9 v  ;x i  T - ~ V  n ~ ~ a h f i v  JpDve x a 8 a p d s  iyd .  The 
adve rb ia l  6 ~ d - r ~  ( a  combination of 6 ~ &  and ~ T L )  

bases ~ a u l ' s  a s s e r t i o n  of g u i l t l e s s n e s s  here on 
h i s  claim t h a t  he had carried out  t h e  n l in is t ry  
which he received, f o r  he has  proclaimed t h e  king- 
dom; this f u l f i l l m e n t  of his duty w i l l  be more 
c l e a r l y  spe l l ed  ou t  i n  t h e  y&p c lause  following. 
v o r p z 6 p o u a ~  i s  i n  the N. T. a s t r i c t l y  Pauline word, 
having the  meaning of c a l l i n g  t o  wi tness ,  whereas 
t h e  more common pap.rup& means t o  bear  witness .  
Paul does so  on t h i s  very day (Cv r4 o < p e p o v  i u e p p ;  
cf  . Norwegian "den dag ida&,  t h e  day of pa r t ing  
from them, a day Paul expects  t o  be f i n a l  i n  t h e i r  
personal  a s soc ia t ion .  It i s  a b i g  claim f o r  any 



preacher  t o  make, bu t  one t h a t  ought t o  be t r u e  of 
a l l ,  t h a t  he has  s o  conducted h i s  min i s t ry  t h a t  he 
may not  f a l l  under t h e  condemnation spoken of 
through t h e  prophet Ezekiel :  'When I say  t o  t h e  
wicked, 'You s h a l l  su re ly  d i e ; '  and you do not  warn 
h i m  o r  speak out  t o  warn t h e  wicked from h i s  wicked 
way t h a t  he  may l i v e ,  t h a t  wicked man s h a l l  d i e  i n  
h i s  i n i q u i t y ,  but  h i s  blood I w i l l  r equ i r e  a t  your 
&and, '' (Ezekiel  3: 18) Blood is used by metonymy. 
f o r  t h e  g u i l t  involved i n  bringing about someone's 
death, here s p i r i t u a l  and e t e r n a l  death. From t h i s  

great stain Paul  is wa4apds, tha t  i s ,  clean o r  pure;  
here  he wozd i s  used with the  p repos i t ion  & n 6  p l u s  
t h e  genit ive form (ab1ai:iual. i d e a  of separaticil) , 
though t h e  idea may be expressed simply by use o f  
the genitive without  the p repos i t i on .  116vrwv i s  to 

be understood i n  the  sphere in which he is speaking, 
namely t o  t he  Ephesian elders i n  par t i cu la r  and t h e  
Ephesian Chriscizins J.n general. Pax11 is aware of 

the  fact t h n t  c u t  all obey %he Gospel c a l l  ( ~ o m a n s  
10: 16) ; .Jeiqs had rejected i t ,  Gentiles had declined 
i t .  Bu t  any re jec t ion  ~f that Gospel was not t o  be 
charged to h i s  f a i l u re  t o  proclaim i t  r i g h t l y ,  and 
the only  real r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of a messenger of t h e  
Lord is that he proclaim H i s  Word f a i t h f u l l y  
(&remiah 23: 28). 

Verse 27: 06 y&p ~ K E O T E L A & ~ ~ V   TO^ pi & v a y y c ~ X a ~  
rhoav r:v BovXqv  TO^ $ E O ~  6 U ~ v .  -- f o r  I d id  not  
reef my s a i l s  i n  r epor t ing  a l l  t h e  counsel o f  God 
to you, 

This  v e r s e  is  an extension a s  we l l  a s  an echo 
of v e r s e  20. The conjunct ion yGp presents  t h i s  
ve r se  as a reason f o r  Paul ' s  being c l ean  from t h e  
blood of a l l ,  t h a t  he  no t  only was a messenger of 
God, but  a l s o  t h a t  he  was a messenger who proclaimed 
a l l  God's counsel.  Again employing t h e  phrase du 
y&p t n ~ o ~ ~ ~ h 6 ~ q v  roi l  & v a y i ( ~ " ~ h a  ( c f .  v. 20), he  
now expla ins  t h a t  the. TGV G U ~ ~ I E ~ ~ U T W V  c o n s i s t  of 

naoa i ~ o u h {  .roo 8 ~ o " U  Bruce po in t s  out  t h a t  t h e  
e a r l i e r  phrase is t o  be understood i n  t h e  l i g h t  of 
t h e  l a t t e r ,  f o r  Paul  had something else i n  mind wi th  
expediency o r  p r o f i t a b i l i t y  than do most people. 14  
BOUX{ is t h e  o f f sp r ing  of ~ o < h o p a ~  and s i g n i f i e s  w i l l  
o r  r e so lve  o r  purpose. It is  a Lucan word which he 
employs a t  l e a s t  s i x  times i n  r e fe rence  t o  t h e  p lan  
and w i l l  of God, a l b e i t  p r imar i ly  i n  r epor t ing  t h e  
speeches of o the r s ,  a s  i n  2: 23. What Paul  here  
dec la re s  i s  not a t  odds with h i s  s tatement  t o  t h e  
Corinthians:  "'I determined not  t o  know anything 
among you save  Jesus  Chrisc and M i a  c r u c i f i e d e ' '  
(I Corinthians 2:  2 )  By the  l a t t e r  confession,  as 
Franz P ieper  says,  "he simply teaches t h a t  t h e  for -  
giveness of s i n s  gained by t h e  r econc i l ing  dea th  of 
Chr is t  xi; t h e  c e n t e r  of the  e n t i r e  Chr i s t i an  doc- 
t r i n e *  "I5 Later Pieper  says : "Everybody knows that 
Paul also taught  t h e  Law most powerfully; he showed 
at l eng th  that both Jews and Gent i les  a r e  a l l  under 
sin (Romans 3: 3) and t h a t  a l l  t h e  world is g u i l t y  
be fo re  God (Romans 3 :  1 9 ) .  Everyone a l s o  knows t h a t  
Paul  taught ,  a t  great length  and most e a r n e s t l y ,  
s a n c t i f i c a t i o n  and good works; he demands t h a t  ' they 
who have come t o  f a i t h  i n  God be  c a r e f u l  t o  maintain 
good works,' t h a t  they be  'zealous of good worksv 
(T i tus  3:  8. 14; 2: 14.)"16 

It may well be  t h a t  with " 'a l l  the counsel of 
God" Paul e s p e c i a l l y  has i n  mind the  c a t h o l i c i t y  of 
t h e  Gospel message, t h a t  the  Genti les a r e  fellow- 
h e i r s ,  fellow-members, fel low-partakers  i n  C h r i s t  
Jesus ( ~ f .  Eph. 3: 1-12). Lenski r i g h t l y  poin ts  out  
that i t  is  one th ing  f o r  someone t o  d isc la im such 
b loodgui l t  a s  Paul  does i n  v. 26,  and another  th ing  
f o r  him t o  back i t  up a s  Paul did;17 f o r  not  only 
does he he re  s t a t e  t h a t  he proclaimed a l l  t h e  coun- 
s e l  of God, but  t h e  account of h i s  min i s t ry  recorded 
i n  Acts and h i s  own wr i t ings  bears  testimony t o  t h e  
t r u t h  of t h a t  a s se r t ion .  And because of t h a t  f a i t h -  
fu lness  h i s  following exhor ta t ion  comes wi th  t h e  



preacher  t o  make, bu t  one t h a t  ought t o  be t r u e  of 
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the  fact t h n t  c u t  all obey %he Gospel c a l l  ( ~ o m a n s  
10: 16) ; .Jeiqs had rejected i t ,  Gentiles had declined 
i t .  Bu t  any re jec t ion  ~f that Gospel was not t o  be 
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of v e r s e  20. The conjunct ion yGp presents  t h i s  
ve r se  as a reason f o r  Paul ' s  being c l ean  from t h e  
blood of a l l ,  t h a t  he  no t  only was a messenger of 
God, but  a l s o  t h a t  he  was a messenger who proclaimed 
a l l  God's counsel.  Again employing t h e  phrase du 
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fu lness  h i s  following exhor ta t ion  comes wi th  t h e  



g r e a t e r  impact. Paul  would d e a l  w i th  himself f i r s t  
and then wi th  o the r s ;  he would a sk  o t h e r s  t o  do only 
what he  has asked of himself .  

Verse 28: n p o o & x ~ r ~  C a u r o ~ s  ua i  navrL r G  n o ~ p v t ~ ,  
i v  4 butis rb n v ~ o u a  rb S V ~ o v  ~ ~ E T O  ~ X L ~ H ~ ~ O U S ,  

~ o ~ ~ a ~ v ~ ~ v  r h v  i u ~ h n o ~ a v   TO^ 8 ~ 0 3 ,  t v  R E ~ L E X O L ~ G ~ T O  

d ~ b  ~ 0 5  aCIIa~os  roil i b iou .  -- B e  concerned about 
yourselves and a l l  t h e  f l o c k  among which t h e  Holy 
S p i r i t  appointed you bishops t o  shepherd t h e  church 
of God, which H e  obtained f o r  himself by payment of 
H i s  awn blood, 

The verb ~ ~ O ~ E X E T E  may i n  form be e i t h e r  present  
f 

izdicative o r  present  imperative, bu t  t h e  whole con- 
text  c a l l s  f o r  the latter. The f u l l  phrase of t h e  

idiom would c a l l  f o r  ir;v vogv as the ob jec t  of t h e  
ve rba l  ac t ion ,  w i th  the dative expressing that  t o  
which a t t e n t i o n  should be given, bu t  t h e  expression 
came t o  be used e l i p t i c a l l y  wi th  t h e  same meaning. 
Now tha t  Paul  has  f u l f i l l e d  h i s  p a r t  i n  min i s t ry  t o  
the  people of Ephesus, the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  r e s t s  w i th  
the presbyters  whom he has summoned f o r  the  very 
purpose of this i n s t r u c t i o n .  Here, then,  i n  this 
verse is the d i s t i l l a t i o n  of Paul 's cont inuing pas- 
toral concern f o r  t h e  sheep whom he  now has t o  leave.  
And i f  t hose  who now have t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  a r e  t o  
ca r ry  it  out  e f f ec$ ive ly ,  they have t o  begin wi th  
themselves -- npooqcrE kauroCs. 

This ongoing concern f o r  and proper a t t e n t i o n  
t o  themselves (emphasized by t h e  l i n e a r  f o r c e  of 
t h e  present  imperat ive)  should s p i l l  over i n t o  c a r e  
f o r  t hose  who have been ent rus ted  t o  them by t h e  
Holy S p i r i t  himself .  The word r6 rroLuv~ov, diminu- 
t i v e  of 6 nocuvn, though never used by Paul i n  h i s  
e p i s t l e s  (He does in f r equen t ly  employ r e l a t e d  words ) 
reminds us  v i v i d l y  of t h e  f i g u r e  of speech so  beau- 
t i f u l l y  employed by our Lord i n  H i s  pub l i c  min i s t ry  
and by t h e  prophets  before  H i m ,  t h a t  is ,  be fo re  H i s  

minis t ry  i n  t h e  f l e s h .  The imagery i s  picked up 
again i n  t h e  i n f i n i t i v e  n o ~ ~ a i v c ~ v  t h a t  soon fo l -  
lows. The l a t t e r  means t o  shepherd, w i th  a l l  t h a t  
t h a t  concept e n t a i l s ;  i t  'is not  t o  be r e s t r i c t e d  
t o  feeding,  but  inc ludes  a l s o  leading,  guarding, 
e t c .  A shepherd i n  t h e  S c r i p t u r a l  mold does not  
f u l f i l l  h i s  d u t i e s  merely by providing fodder,  
though t h a t . a s p e c t  of t h e  work is  s u r e l y  not  t o  
be minimized. 

What is thus  t o  be t h e  concern of ' these lea- 
d e r s  is t h e  knn~noda TOO 8 ~ 0 3 ,  t h i s  X O L ~ ~ , O V ,  which 
H e  has made Hi? own possession ( n ~ p b n o ~ q o a ~ e  -- 
a o r i s t  of t h e  one complete act) by t h e  payment of 
a  b ig  p r i c e ,  t h e  blood of J e sus  Chr i s t ,  which is 
here  declared t o  be t h e  blood of very  God himself .  
(The s e v e r a l  v a r i a n t s  a t  t h i s  po in t ,  c h i e f l y  4 ~ 0 0 ,  
uupiou aud a combination of t hese  two, seem b e s t  
explained on t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  f i r s t  reading being 
t h e  o r i g i n a l . )  W e  a r e  n o t  t o l d  by what s p e c i f i c  
means these  people had been s e l e c t e d  f o r  t h e i r  
r e spec t ive  o f f i c e s ,  but  Paul  does a s s e r t  t h a t ,  
whatever t h e  ,means, it was t h e  ,Holy Spir?t who 
was respons ib le  f o r  t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  a s  & x ~ a n o a o ~ .  

Those whom Paul  is addressing a r e  t h e  npso-  
B ~ T E ~ O L  whom he has summoned from Ephesus (v.17) ; 
t hese  a r e  now c a l l e d  '6n<oxono~ ; they a r e  r e a l l y  
a l s o  c a l l e d  T C O L ~ & E E  (shepherds) ,  f o r  Pau? says  
t h a t  t h e i r  duty is t o  be shepherds ( K O L ~ ~ L V C L V ) .  
This  i n f i n i t i v e  is bes t  taken a s  i n f i n i t i v e  of 
purpose, s t a t i n g  t h e  purpose f o r  which t h e  Holy 
S p i r i t  has made them bishops, though t h e r e  a r e  
some who suggest making it an impera t iva l  i n f i n i -  
t i v e  a f t e r  a  major punctua t ional  breaks1* It 
would be d i f f i c u l t  from t h i s  passage t o  p o s i t  
any e s s e n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e  between e l d e r s  ( n p ~ o -  
B ~ T E P O L )  and bishops ( indouoao~)  -- o r  even shep- 
herds ( r o b ~ i v s s ) ,  f o r  t h a t  mat te r ,  though t h a t  
term is not  used. 
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Verse 28: n p o o & x ~ r ~  C a u r o ~ s  ua i  navrL r G  n o ~ p v t ~ ,  
i v  4 butis rb n v ~ o u a  rb S V ~ o v  ~ ~ E T O  ~ X L ~ H ~ ~ O U S ,  

~ o ~ ~ a ~ v ~ ~ v  r h v  i u ~ h n o ~ a v   TO^ 8 ~ 0 3 ,  t v  R E ~ L E X O L ~ G ~ T O  

d ~ b  ~ 0 5  aCIIa~os  roil i b iou .  -- B e  concerned about 
yourselves and a l l  t h e  f l o c k  among which t h e  Holy 
S p i r i t  appointed you bishops t o  shepherd t h e  church 
of God, which H e  obtained f o r  himself by payment of 
H i s  awn blood, 

The verb ~ ~ O ~ E X E T E  may i n  form be e i t h e r  present  
f 

izdicative o r  present  imperative, bu t  t h e  whole con- 
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minis t ry  i n  t h e  f l e s h .  The imagery i s  picked up 
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though t h a t . a s p e c t  of t h e  work is  s u r e l y  not  t o  
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What is thus  t o  be t h e  concern of ' these lea- 
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a  b ig  p r i c e ,  t h e  blood of J e sus  Chr i s t ,  which is 
here  declared t o  be t h e  blood of very  God himself .  
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Those whom Paul  is addressing a r e  t h e  npso-  
B ~ T E ~ O L  whom he has summoned from Ephesus (v.17) ; 
t hese  a r e  now c a l l e d  '6n<oxono~ ; they a r e  r e a l l y  
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t i v e  a f t e r  a  major punctua t ional  breaks1* It 
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B ~ T E P O L )  and bishops ( indouoao~)  -- o r  even shep- 
herds ( r o b ~ i v s s ) ,  f o r  t h a t  mat te r ,  though t h a t  
term is not  used. 



L. Coenen, whi le  recognizing t h a t  t h e  p o s i t i o n  
of bishop was very l i k e l y  t o  be  d is t inguished  from 
that of apos t l e  and prophe t ,  neve r the le s s  contends 
t h a t  i t  was probably synonymous wi th  t h a t  of shep- 
herd and elder ( n o ~ ~ d v  and T L ~ E O B J T E F ~ S ) .  We summar- 

i z e  his  study of $ K L ~ ~ O X O S  and K ~ C O B V T E P O S  a s  fo l -  
lows: ~ n ~ u n o n o S  from Homer's t i m e  was used t o  des- 
cribe a d e i t y  as one who keeps watch over a country 
o r  people ,  i n  particular over the keeping of t r ea -  
tLes and r.he markets, but from t h e  same t i m e  it was 
used as a t i t i e  f o r  men having responsible p o s i t i o n s  
i_z* t h . ~  stane, and iater  vas extended as a term t o  
%:;.ligiorrs conlfiu13kties. I n  tlze Septusgint i t  i s  i:sed 
;ooaily fos forms of .-'he vooc paqad, o r i g i n a l l y  mean- 
i i : g  t n  take care 0 2 .  Sometinles it was used f o r  

- 
hrrqar, _ _-_Pa% to investigate c lose ly .  'EKLONEETOF~L is 
3:~und 150 t i m e s  in t he  L a ,  while tnboxorc6w i s  
fount! only  f i v e  times. ' E % L O X & T O ~ ~ L  is also used 

:or God's lov ing  watchfulness over and solicitous 
ch;e fc r  r'ne lai:d, 3i.s p e o p l e ,  and individuals.  

In 

th-. Xcv Testament, words from t h i s  word group appear 
mur.21 ~iiore lafrequently , with 6 n i o ~ a n o ~  appearing 
m l y  five rimes, one of ~ h e s e  i n  r e fe rence  t o  Christ 
(1 Peter 2: 25). H e  concludes t h a t  the d u t y  of 
i3aotoral overs ight  was o r i g i n a l l y  a duty binding 
cn a11 members, bu t  t h a t  a change t o  a s ecial  
aifice of oversight comes i n  Acts 20 :  28. 

P9 

Herman Beyer i n  Kirtel's Dictionary f inds  the 
t2.m 21rdcrwonos not used as denoting a c lose ly  de- 
f ined o f f i c e  i n  the LXX, but  being f r e e l y  used i n  
mny ways. For t h e  New Testament he likewise makes 
no te  of ~hrist's being called i ~ i o ~ o n o s  i n  I Peter 
2: -75,  then turns to the use  of the word f o r  men 
who a i e - l e a d e r s  in Che r e l i g i o u s  community. Com- 

nencing on t w v e r s e  be fo re  us,  he says: 

In  Luke's i n t roduc t ion  t h e  Ephesian leaders are 
c a l l e d  T [ ~ E G B ; ) T E ~ O L .  But Paul says  t o  them: 
" ~ ~ k ~  heed therefore unto yourselves,  and t o  

a l l  t he  f lock ,  over which t h e  Holy Ghost 
ha th  made you overseers  (b ishops) ,  t o  feed 
t h e  church of God, which he ha th  purchased 
wi th  h i s  own blood." It is  s i g n i f i c a n t  
1. t h a t  a l l  t h e  E ~ E O ~ ~ ~ T E ~ O L  without  excep- 
t i o n  a r e  c a l l e d  irricrnonob. They a r e  e l d e r s  
i n  s t a t u s  (not  i n  v i r t u e  of t h e i r  age but  
i n  v i r t u e  of t h e i r  p o s i t i o n  and acc red i t a -  
t i o n ) ,  and they a r e  bishops i n  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y .  
It is a l s o  s i g n i f i c a n t  2 .  t h a t  t h i s  responsi- 
b i l i t y  is  described i n  t e r n s  of T I O L ~ C ~ ~ V E L V ,  

as i n  I Pe te r  2: 25 and 5: 2 f f ,  though 
6nCowonos i s  prefer red  t o   no^^&. It i s  s ig -  
n i f i c a n t  aga in  3. t h a t  t h e r e  are s e v e r a l  
i i r i o x o n o ~  i n  t h e  one congregat ion,  none of 
which t akes  precedence. It is  t o  be noted 
4 .  t h q t  t h e i r  c a l l i n g  t o  be bishops comes 
from t h e  Holy S p i r i t .  This  does n o t  exclude 
e i t h e r  e l e c t i o n  ( c f .  Ac. 1, 2 l f f ;  6,  3 f f . )  
o r  appointment by an a p o s t l e ,  poss ib ly  Paul  
himself (Ac .  14,  23). The d e c i s i v e  po in t ,  
however, i s  t h e  work of t h e  Holy S p i r i t  on 
which t h e  sending and a u t h o r i t y  of t h e i r  
ep iscopate  r e s t .  F ina l ly ,  i t  i s  important 
5. t h a t  according t o  t h e  context  t h e i r  t a s k  
c o n s i s t s  i n  a watchful and s o l i c i t o u s  (both 
ideas  a r e  contained i n  6 n ~ o w o r ~ ~ v )  d i r e c t i o n  
of t h e  congregation on the basis of t h e  re- 
deeming work of Chr i s t  t o  which a lone  t h e  
community owes its exis tence ,  20 

I n  I Tomothy 3 and T i t u s  1 t h e  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  
f o r  those  who d e s i r e  t h i s  o f f i c e  a r e  spe l l ed  ou t ,  
and those  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  only s e r v e  t o  h igh l igh t  
t h e  s p i r i t  of concern which such incumbents a r e  
t o  have f o r  themselves and f o r  those who a r e  en- 
t r u s t e d  t o  t h e i r  min i s t r a t ion .  What impresses 
i t s e l f  upon one i n  t h i s  Acts passage i s  t h a t  t h e  
primary poin t  of  t hese  des ignat ions  is s e r v i c e ,  
even a s  Chr i s t  made i t  c l e a r  t h a t  t h i s  is  t h e  
essence of true d i s c i p l e s h i p  (Matt. 20: 26) .  
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Verse 29: iy& o t sa  ~ T L  E ~ C J E X E ~ C J O V T C X L  P E T &  T{V 
$ $ L S ~ V  ~ 6 x 0 ~  f3ap~Cs 6jEis ~h $ E L ~ ~ P E V O L  T O G  
r o ~ ~ v d o u ,  -- I know t h a t  a f t e r  my depar ture  t h e r e  
s h a l l  come among you rapacious wolves no t  spar ing  
t h e  f lock ,  

The following t h r e e  ve r ses  poin t  up t h e  s p e c i a l  
need f o r  Paul ' s  exhor ta t ion  t o  t h e  e l d e r s  o r  bishops 
about shepherding t h e  church. Paul speaks of h i s  
C ~ ~ L E L S ,  a word t h a t  has given exegetes  some puzzle- 
ment because it is obviously derived from a word 
which means t o  a r r i v e ,  & r p ~ n v ~ o v a ~ ,  while i t  ob- 
v ious ly  i n  many passages, even i n  c l a s s i c a l  Greek, 
has come t o  mean departure.'' The f a c t  t h a t  Paul  
i s  now speaking of h i s  immediate depar ture  and then 
of t h e  f u t u r e  appearance of g ~ o l v e s "  lends  i t s e l f  
very r e a d i l y  t o  t h i s  l a t e r  concept of & I L E L S  as 
departure.  Af ter  Pau l ' s  depar ture  t h e r e  w i l l  e n t e r  
i n  l i t e r a l l y  wolves, and we who use t h e  t e r n  
"heavy" t o  des ignate  t h e  bad cha rac te r  i n  a p l ay ,  
w i l l  understand. Wolves a r e  predatory animals,  
and Paul  is concerned about t h e i r  poss ib l e  depra- 
da t ions  here;  t h e  expression P A  C ~ E L ~ ~ ~ E V O L ,  not  
spar ing ,  is a. form of l i t o t e s  o r  understatement,  
f o r  t h e  wolf is bent on des t ruc t ion .  

Verse 30: wat b c  Su6v a6rLv & v a a r { o o ~ r a ~  8 ~ 6 ~ ~ ~  
haho3vrer d ~ & o ~ p a ~ ~ & h a  T O G  & r o o r ~ v  ~ o u s  pa3nr&s 
~ ) R ~ G W  a 6 . t ~ ~ .  -- and from you yourselves t h e r e  
s h a l l  a r i s e  men speaking d i s t o r t e d  ( ideas)  i n  
order  t o  drag away t h e  d i s c i p l e s  a f t e r  them. 

The argument t h a t  has a r i s e n  over t h e  source(s )  
of t h e s e  wolves and whether they w i l l  a l l  wear 
sheep's c lo th ing  o r  n o t ,  is  resolved a t  l e a s t  i n  
p a r t  by Paul ' s  c l e a r  s tatement  t h a t  from t h e  midst 
of t h e  Ephesian congregation -- o r  even from t h e  
midst of those  who a r e  now t h e  duly appointed b is -  
hops -- t h i s  enemy w i l l  a r i s e .  It i s  d i f f i c u l t  
enough when t h e  enemies who a t t a c k  a r e  from t h e  

ou t s ide ,  but  when they a r e  from anong those  who 
have been counted as f r i e n d s ,  they  a r e  doubly 
dangerous, f o r  the  sheep (and t h e  shepherds) are 
much more l o a t h  t o  c l a s s i f y  them as enemies. Sad 

t o  say, these  false teachers  a r e  a b l e  t o  draw away 
d i s c i p l e s  not  i n  s p i t e  of t h e i r  d i s t o r t e d  and 
twis ted  ( d ~ ~ o r p a ~ ~ 6 v a )  ideas, but  by means of them. 

Verse 31: 6 ~ b  ypqyop~Cre,  v v q v o v e ~ o v r s s  ~ T L  

T ~ L E T ~ ~ V  v j n ~ a  xat fivipav 0 3 ~  6xaugdUnv ~ E T &  
6srp6wv vov8e~GOv Eva Ennn~ov .  -- Wherefore keep 
awake, remembering tha t  f o r  a three year period 
1 d i d  not  cease admonishing each one w i t h  t e a r s  
n i g h t  and day8 

aecause sf t he  r e a l i t y  of rapacious wolves, 
they who serve as < n L ~ x o n o ~  are t o  be Gregorys, 
they are t o  s t a y  awake ( y p q y o p ~ 3 ~  -- ? a t e  present  
imperative from t h e  second p e r f e c t  6 y p n y ~ p a  of 
& y ~ i ~ o ,  t o  arouse). That watching i s  t o  be given 
incentive by t he i r  memory of how Pau l  cons tant ly  
f o r  three years d i d  not  cease in  h i s  e f f o r t s  t o  
remind, i n s t ruc t  and warn the Ephesians. If eter- 
n a l  v ig i l ance  i s  t h e  pr ice  of c i v i l  l i b e r t y ,  it 
su re ly  is  f o r  the s p i r i t u a l  l i b e r t y  of t h e  sons 
o f  God. 

Verse 32: n a i  r& vgv xapa~L3cUa~ Gu&s TG 8 ~ 6  
wa2 r$ hdyy  rfis X d P ~ ~ ~ ~  a b r o ~  ri$ buvavLvy o i n o b o -  
p f ioa~  wai GoUva~ rhv wh~?~ovopLav i v  r o Z s  : y ~ a o u i v o ~ ~  
a G a ~ v .  -- And now 1 cornered you t o  God and the word 
of H i s  grace which is able t o  e d i f y  you and g ive  you 
the i nhe r i t ance  among a l l  the  s a n c t i f i e d  (people ) .  

l a e n  Paul  handed over t h e  r e igns  of responsi- 
b i l i t y  here i n  Ephesus, he used the  same word which 
the Son of God used from the  c r o s s  i n  committing 
H i s  s p i r i t  t o  His Father ,  napari90v~. That Father 
a l s o  has a Word of grace f o r  such a s  a r e  commended 
t o  H i m .  That word i s  a b l e  t o  e d i f y ,  t h a t  i s ,  bui ld  



Verse 29: iy& o t sa  ~ T L  E ~ C J E X E ~ C J O V T C X L  P E T &  T{V 
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up both shepherds and sheep and bestow upon them 
t h e  inhe r i t ance  which i s  a l ready t h e  f u l l  enjoyment 
of those who are s a n c t i f i e d ,  i . e . ,  i n  heaven. That 
hope bound Paul  very c lose ly  wi th  those whom he w a s  
wow about t o  leave ,  

Verses 33-35: &pyvp iou  3 XpuaLou 3 i p a ~ ~ o u o 3  
o i j d ~ v ; i ~  i n ~ 8 d ~ n a o l *  n j r o i  - ~ L V ~ ~ H E T E  6 - x ~  T ~ G S  
X P E < C % L ~  VoU H G ~  T O C S  O ~ O L V  p ~ ~ p  6 ~ 0 ~  ~ X ~ P & T ~ G ~ V  

a i  XECPES a 6 r a ~ .  a&v-ra 6 n C d c ~ c a  ~ V C V  ~ T L  odrws 
i ? o n ~ G v - r n ~  ~ E C  & ~ T L A ~ ~ B ~ ~ V E ~ Y ~ L  r ~ v  &084~vo6vrwv, 
u v n u o v ~ 6 ~ ~ v  TE T ~ V  X ~ ~ O V   TO^ N U ~ L O U  'IqaoS 6 - c ~  
r j r6s ~ f n c v ,  ~ a n & ~ ~ 6 v  ~ ? ~ T L Y  pZXhov 6 ~ 6 6 v a ~  5 
A ~ ~ R ~ ; E L V .  -- Gold o r  s i lver  o r  c lo th ing  1 
coveted from na one; you yourselves are aware a f  
( the  face) t h a t  these Ixands served f-ny atm needs 
and (served) those  who vere w i t h  me, Regarding 
a l l  t h i n g s  I showed you t h a t  by thus labor ing  you. 
ought t o  a t t end  t o  t h e  weak and t o  remember the 
words of the  Lord Jesus, t h a t  H e  himself  s a i d ,  
Blessed i s  it rather t o  be giving than t o  be taking,  

These verses were not  included i n  t h e  assigned 
see t i an  f o r  s tudy ,  They a r e  o f t en  given s h o r t  
shrift, as they will be now. But from Pau l ' s  own 
l i f e  and ministry they a r e  an appeal  to h i s  success- 
o r s  tO perform t he i r  o f f i c e  i n  t h e  s p i r i t  s f  service 
advocated by our Lord i n  t h e  saying here  recorded, 
bu t  even more inapressively demonstrated in t h i s  
that H e  "though he  w a s  r i c h ,  y e t  f o r  your sakes  he 
became poor, t h a t  ye through h i s  poverty might be 
]g.iche1' (11 Corinthians 8: 9) 
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For the pastoral office in this country, and 
to get along with (these) people without sacri- 
ficing love or the truth, one needs not only a 
certain measure of grace and talent, but also an 
unusually sanctified temperament. -- The Notebook 

(H. M. ~uhlenberg) p .  37 .  

THE LC-MS ST. LOUIS CONVENTION 1981 

Report and h a P y s i s  

Fellowship betwen t h e  ~ u t h d r a n  Church-Missouri 
Synod and the American Lutheran Church began and 
ended w i t h  the presidency of S,A,O. Preus. The vote 
to declare fellowship in 1959 passed by e 4  votes, 
t h s  vore being 522-438; in 198:L t h e  S t ,  T,ouis con- 
v e i - t i ~ n  ;eminaged t h a t  fellowship b y  96 votes, 
59: 1 9 ~ ~  Xt night  be debatable %a k~kat  extent 
'Er. '; -::s btra~s ref;ponsikle f o r  the  ALC fellowship 
freri.enG-~c~- % i s  words at Denver "T can l i v e  wi th  it"), 
b u t  there T.; quest1.on t h a t  he was instrumen-1 
in tilrminat.ji,;l tbat  fellowship, though he gave t h e  
i~ap rc s s ion  i r l  iiis p res iden t i a l  message t h a t  he could 
aLso l i v e  w i t h  ~ s i ~ t i n u e d  f e l l owsh ip  w i t h  t h e  AI.C, 
should the convention decide t o  do s o ,  

Preceding t h e  resslu%lsn !z&p break was a 
Preamble which cal led ateention to the many th ings  - 
tha t  rhe two church bodies have in common, particu- 
larly this that the  c o n s t i r u t i o r ~ s  of bo th  synods 
bind ",hemselves t o  the  Holy- Scriptures an4 the  
Lutheran Csnfessisns and that both churches are 
farma%ly comitted t o  t h e  cen t ra l  doetr i r re  of the  
Z r f o r m a t i o i ~  -- j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by grace through 
f a i t h  i n  Chr i s t .  Believing t h a t  t r u e  d o c t r i n a l  
uniey ex is ted between the  two churches when fellow- 
ship was declared, the Preamble pointed out  tha t  the --- 
doctrinal differences between them had become in- 
creasingly pronounced dur ing  the  twelve years that  
fellswshlp had been i n  effect .  Some of the doc- 
trinal problems include the  i n s p i r a t i o n ,  inerrancy, 
and a u t h o r i t y  of t h e  Holy Sc r ip tu re s ;  the meaning 
and implications of confessional  subscription; 
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t h e  na tu re  and b a s i s  of fel lowship;  t h e  o rd ina t ion  
of women t o  t h e  p a s t o r a l  o f f i c e ;  membership i n  ecu- 
menical organiza t ions  such a s  t h e  World Council of 
Churches; and varying p r a c t i c e s  regarding a n t i -  
Chr i s t i an  organiza t ions .  Because of a  growing 
disagreement i n  these  d o c t r i n a l  a r e a s ,  t h e  LCMS 
convention i n  1977 declared i t s e l f  t o  be i n  a 
s t a t e  of "fellowship i pro te s t9 '  and authorized 
i t s  rcpreser~tatives t o  t h e  &C/LCMS Commission on 
Fellows:~ip t o  distribute in t he  coming biennium a 
c l ea r  and docuiiiented staterrc-nt on the ex i s t ing  
zrea of d o c t r i n a l  di.sagrcG2er~ts between the  two  
church bodies. This Sta tz .wn t  o f  Doctrinal. D i f -  
2ercnces was d i s t r j b u ~ e l  t o  a l l  LCNS cnngsega- 
r i m s  in January 1981 ili:d si,bseqkirxtly has re- 
ceived wide d i s t r i b u t i o a  i h r ~ s g h o u t  the  ALC.  How- 

ever, the 1981 r e p o r t  o f  the LCMS representatives 
on the Commission on F e I l o ~ ~ i s h i p  s ta ted  that the  
discussions had n o t  resolved the differences that 
l e d  the  LCMS t o  i n i t i a t e  "EelPowship i n  p r o t e s t "  
i n  1..997. The Preamble goes on t o  say: 

The dec is ion  f ac ing  the LCMS i s  complicated 
by rhe Eazt t h a t  the two church bodies  have 
q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  convic t ions  about t h e  impli- 
catioris of our doct r ina l .  d i f f e rences  f o r  
church fel lowship.  For the  ALC, fe l lowship 
between t h e  Luthwan church bodies  i s  a 
rather b a s i c  r e l a t i o n s h i p  r e f l e c t i n g  a some- 
what minimal agreement i n  t h e  Gospel and the  
Sacraments; i n  t h i s  view, d o c t r i n a l  d i f f e r -  
ences a r e  t o  be t o l e r a t e d  both wi th in  and 
between Lutheran church bodies ,  and a r e  
the re fo re  not  d i v i s i v e  o r  d i s r u p t i v e  of 
a l t a r  and p u l p i t  fel lowship.  However, f o r  
the LCMS a l t a r  and p u l p i t  fel lowship between 
church bodies i s  t h e  deepest  and c l o s e s t  
poss ib l e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  p r e c i s e l y  because i t  
is  based on comprehensive agreement i n  t h e  
B i b l i c a l  and Confessional doc t r ine  of t h e  

Gospel and i n  a l l  i t s  a r t i c l e s ,  and i n  t h e  
r i g h t  adminis t ra t ion  of t h e  Holy Sacraments. 
In t h e  LCMS view, d o c t r i n a l  d i f f e rences  
cannot be t o l e r a t e d  e i t h e r  w i th in  o r  between 
church bodies  and a r e  by t h e i r  very  na tu re  
d i s r u p t i v e  and d i v i s i v e  of a l t a r  and p u l p i t  
fe l lowship ,  

The Preamble concluded t h a t  t h e  e s s e n t i a l  
f a c t s  are these :  (1) ba th  t h e  ALC and t h e  LCMS 
acknowledge that they have d o c t r i n a l  disagreements; 
(2) t h e  chureh bodies  have not been successful in 
r e so l -~ ing  t h e i r  d o c t r i n a l  d i f f e rences  i n  s p i t e  of 
twk21ve years of d o c t r i n a l  d iscuss ion ,  inc luding  
four years of fel lowship In  p r o t e e ;  and (33  far 
the  LCYS, such d o c t r i n a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  are disrup-  
t i v e  of a l t a r  and p u l p i t  fe l lowship.  

The chalman s f  t h e  F l s s r  Corn i t t ee  on Church 
Rela t ions  intrsdueed Res, 3-01 eshich c a l l e d  f o r  
t h e  LCMS t o  d e c l a r e  t h a t  i t  was no longer  i n  p u l p i t  
rand a l t a r  fel lowship wi th  The American Lutheran 
Church. R e  p o i n t e d  out t o  t h e  de lega te s  t h a t  they 
were not  d iscuss ing  cases  of c a s u i s t r y  t h a t  a r i s e ,  
nor  were they t a l k i n g  about  t h e  fel lowship of f a i t h ,  
nor of t h e  excorn-unication of t h e  American Lutheran 
Church, nor w a s  the  c o r n i t t e e  propos ing . tha t  d i s -  
cussions wi th  t h e  U C  be e l iminated ,  He a l s o  re -  
minded t h e  de lega te s  t h a t  the 1979 convention had 
resa lved  t h a t  i f  progress  had no% been made i n  
achieving agreement, i t  would r e s u l t  i n  t h e  break- 
ing  of  She f&lewship, 

The d iscuss ion  on t h e  f l o o r  was s p i r i t e d ,  
though Sacking was t h e  b i t t e r n e s s  which charac ter -  
ized  t h e  1973 New Orleans and t h e  1975 Anaheim 
conventions where t h e r e  were d i s r u p t i o n s  and walk- 
ou t s .  The tenor  of t h i s  convention was much b e t t e r .  
The moderates, though, pul led  out  a l l  t h e  s tops .  
iln amendment was introduced which read,  " ~ e s o l v e d ,  
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t h a t  t h e  above d e c l a r a t i o n  does not  bind t h e  
conscience of those congregations and pas to r s  
who be l i eve  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  concensus 
toward t h e i r  continued p r a c t i c e  of a l t a r  and pu9- 
p i t  fe l lowship a t  t h i s  t i m e . "  During t h e  discus-  
s ion  an amendment ts t h e  amendment was proposed 
t o  eliminate t h e  word "pulp i t"  from t h e  amendment, 
Both were voted do%%, 

After  t h e  vote had been taken t o  sever  
3 e l I c ~ ~ s h i p  one of the delegztes who voted w i t h  
the xaj~rity moved c.0 reconsider since the  v o t e  
was so clase.  One thlrig should BE rrnentisned i n  
ch i s  connectfon and t h ~ . ~  is that  %n h i s  presiden- 
t i a l  a d d r e s s  D r .  Breus cepor ted  t ha t  on June 1 4  
( j u s t  a few days before  the ronventisrn) he had 
received a letter from Drb David Preus  ( h i s  @sun- 
terpart  i n  the ALC) that he (David) was going t o  
recornend ts the church counci l  s f  the &C which 
was scheduled t o  meet June 22-26 t h e  following: 
"That the  ALC Church Council i n v i t e  t h e  LCKS t8' 
-join i n  encouraging widespread r eg iona l  and local  
cansu$%atlans regarding the continuance o r  non- 
continuance a f  axear and p u l p i t  fel lowship between 
t h e  ~ w o  churches, such consu l t a t ions  t o  precede 
.my action &a terminate fel lowship between sup 
churchesa8"n h i s  r e p l y  on June 1 9 ,  Dre J O A B O B  
Preass sa id  t ha t  the reg3camendatfo-n. " i s  most wel- 
come ts us," Them. he went on t o  say i n  his m e s -  
sage: '"If w e  fa t h i s  convention decide to accede 
ts the  reques t  of t h e  Church Council of the  K C  
that fel lowship not be broken and t h a t  d iscuss ions  
be h e l d ,  then t h i s  ca l l s  f o r  t h e  f i n e s t  kind of 
churchmanship on our par t . ' '  Again: "I% could be 
a very i n t e r e s t i n g  and e x c i t i n g  experience f o r  u s  
i n  thousands of l o c a t i o n s  around t h e  country r e a l l y  
t o  talk f o r t h r i g h t l y  wi th  o the r  Lutherans r e l a t i v e  
t o  t h e  d i f f e rences  between our r e spec t ive  churches 
and our o m  understanding of t h e  Sc r jp tu re  and the  
Lutheran Confessions. It i s  very  evident  t h a t  

- 26  - 

Missouri does not  want t o  go i n t o  i s o l a t i o n  i n  
which under t h e  p r e t e x t  of being a f r a i d  of unionism 
o r  contaminating ourse lves  we simply withdraw from 
a l l  d i s c u s s i ~ n s  with a l l  people wi th  whom we. are not  
i n  t o t a l  doc t rdnal  agreement '' 

This  caught members o f  t h e  CTCR o f f  guard and 
some were v i s i b l y  upset  over t h i s  unexpected twist, 
The Council had rejected such a proposa l  &wa 
years ago from Missouri, but now jusC a f e w  days 
before  the  convent:isn $hey were w i l l i n g  to have 
ii:ult:ilevel d i s c u s s f s n s ,  It %as d e f i n i t e l y  a last- 
a i n ~ ~ t e  p loy  il.,o delay  the  break, The noderates 
ls-c%-rg quick tq p ick  t h i s  up,  In a substitute motion 
6'-1ra x , E  , k ~ E ?  whereases ~ ~ a t e d  t h a t  "$IT%c~ t h e  Church 

rn - 
CrJ~iL:rt $.A l ~ k  the AL@ had recently invited the LCMS 
Cs - j ~ t , - a  f n  widespread loca l  and regional  consults- 

* 
~ Z o T t i i  -re'. 2rding chint%nuance of fellowship and our 
o-im ayx~od ",ec J. -- ------ has -- -- that such 
p i~~~k t i l eve l  discussions are mast welcame (emphasis 
^ -*---(I e_..---%~"-_XT_q__sP_ 7 - 
ours) tha t  t13erefore be it "~esoBved  t h a t  w e  con- 
t i n u e  our  present. fel lowship r e l a t i o n s k l p  w i t h  the  
U C  aznti.1 such discussbozss a re  concluded and recsm- 
mendations acted upon," T h i s  mstfsa was voted d s m  
611-474, 

The v o t e  t o  reconsl.der t h e  osiginaE motion 
was brought up the next day ax~d a f t e r  If stenring 
ts a number sf op t ions  and hearing $ran Pres ident -  
e lect  BshPman, who spoke agains t  reconsideration, 
the delegates decl ined to reopen discussion of 
R e s ,  3-01, F e l l s k ~ s h i p  wi th  the  h e r i c a n  Lutheran 
Church had been severed, Resolu t ion  3-01 a l s o  
called f o r  t r u s t  and understanding,  pa t ience  and 
%.eve, in deal ing  w i t h  s i t u a t i o n s  where esngrega- 
t i o n s  and p a s t o r s  were involved i n  j o i n t  f e l l o w -  
sh ip  e f f o r t s  and t h e  same re so lu t fon  called f o r  
LCMS congregations and p a s t o r s  " to  provide respon- 
s i b l e  g a s t a r a l  c a r e  t o  i nd iv idua l s  of the A&@" and 
a l s o  "to pursue d o c t r i n a l  d i scuss ions  with t h e  ALC 
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wi th  t h e  prayer  t h a t  t h e  Lord of t h e  Church w i l l  
send H i s  Holy S p i r i t  t o  guide and b l e s s  those  d i s -  
cuss ions ,  t o  enable both church bodies t o  reach 
agreement i n  doc t r ine  and p r a c t i c e  and thereby 
has ten  t h e  day when t h e  two church bodies can enjoy 
God-pleasing a l t a r  and p u l p i t  fellowship." 

With the adoption o f  Res. 3-05 the LCMS 
$ecl.ded to continue i ts  membership i n  LCUSA. 
Synodical representatives on t h e  Council were 
asked " to  continue t o  provide S c r i p t u r a l  and Con- 
fess ional  witness to t h e  doctrinal and e th ica l  
S.ssues conf rcnting Lutlrerani,sm i n  Arnerica" and 
t h e  Bsard o f  Directors were? asked es continue t o  
evaluate t h e  cask sf m ~ ~ n b e r s h i p  i n  the  Council  i n  
r e l a t i o n  t o  benef i t s  recekved and avenues f a r  ser- 
v i c e s  providede 

Bishops James Crt~mley (ZCA) and David Preus 
(ALC) were introduced af ter  t h e  fellowship vote  
had been taken, Their remarks must have been eri~- 
barrassing t o  t h e  conserva t ives .  Both of them 

took the occasion t o  b e r a t e  Missouri f o r  her 
f e l l owsh ip  ac,ciox. Crumley, who spoke f i rs t ,  
referred t o  "the h i s t o r i c a l  acc idents"  t h a t  have 
separated Lutherans and s a i d  t h a t  "it w a s  high 
t i m e  t o  rise above them," Me r e f e r r e d  to t h e  div%- 

s ions  in the  Lutheran Church as "scarndalo%lsf' and 
report-ed t h a t  t h e  LCA w a s  " f i l l e d  wi th  joy a t  t h e  
imminent prospects  of c l o s e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  with 
o the r  denominations" and he mentioned t h e  Episco- 
p a l ,  Reformed Methodists ,  o the r  P r o t e s t a n t  denomi- 
na t ions  a s  we l l  a s  Roman Cathol ics .  

Bishop David Preus had a l i s t e n i n g  audience 
among t h e  494 who voted aga ins t  t h e  break and he 
took t h e  opportuni ty t o  thank them. He expressed 

t h e  r e g r e t  t h a t  t h e  LCMS would not  be walking w i t h  
t h e  ALC on t h e  pa th  of merger wi th  t h e  LCA and t h e  
AELC. H e  r e f e r r e d  t o  " the overwhelming d o c t r i n a l  

agreement" among t h e  Lutherans, mentioning i n  par- 
t i c u l a r  t h e  T r i n i t y ,  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  by f a i t h ,  t h e  
work of t he  Holy S p i r i t  i n  br inging  people t o  
f a i t h ,  and t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of Holy Sc r ip tu re .  H e  
acknowledged t h a t  t h e r e  were some d i f f e rences  but  
t h a t  they could be debated without  being dev i s ive ,  
and he compared mat te rs  such a s  iner rancy  and 
o rd ina t ion  of women t o  s l ave ry  and usury, which 
were debated and peacefu l ly  resolved years  ago 
and he expressed t h e  hope t h a t  t hese  o the r  ma t t e r s  
could a l s o  have been resolved i n  t i m e .  H e  f e l t  
badly t h a t  Missouri had decided t o  go i n t o  
i s o l a t i o n .  

In  eva lua t ing  t h e  S t .  Louis convention w e  
must acknowledge t h a t  i t  is  t r u l y  remarkable t h a t  
a church body t h e  s i z e  of Missouri  took t h e  a c t i o n  
t h a t  i t  dxd i n  terminat ing fe l lowship  wi th  t h e  ALC. 
It j u s t  i s n  ' t theo log ica l ly  fash ionable  t o  sever  
fel lowship i-n t h i s  ecumenical age when t h e  c ry  f o r  
union is g e t t i n g  louder  by t h e  day. The CTCR must 
be given c r e d i t  f o r  doing i ts  homework and pre- 
s en t ing  t h e  fel lowship mat te r  i n  a c l e a r  and con- 
vincing manner. However, t h e  c loseness  of t h e  vo te  
s p e l l s  problems f o r  Missouri. There were 494 
delegates  who voted aga ins t  t h e  break. How w i l l  
they r e a c t ?  It is no s e c r e t  t h a t  many . i n  Missouri 
sha re  t h e  pos i t i on  of t h e  ALC on church fel lowship 
and i t  would be na ive  t o  th ink  t h a t  u n i o n i s t i c  
p r a c t i c e s  w i l l  now cease. One de lega te  a t  t h e  
convention t o l d  us  t h a t  t h e  synodical  r e so lu t ion  
was not  binding upon him because only l o c a l  con- 
gregat ions  could make these  dec i s ions  and he s a i d  
t h a t  h i s  congregation would continue t o  p r a c t i c e  
fe l lowship  with t h e  ALC, and he  l i v e s  i n  a d i s t r i c t  
where he w i l l  probably ge t  away wi th  i t .  I f  t h a t  
a t t i t u d e  is widespread (and i t  c e r t a i n l y  must be i n  
l i b e r a l  d i s t r i c t s )  then i t  i s  going t o  be v i r t u a l l y  
impossible t o  ca r ry  out  d i s c i p l i n e  and i f  d i s c i p l i n e  
i s  not  exerc ised  the  punch of Res. 3-01 w i l l  be 
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sof tened  and i n  t i m e  i t  could be  meaningless, 
because everybody would be p r e t t y  much f r e e  t o  do 
a s  they p lease .  A t  New Orleans i n  1973, Missouri  
s a i d  t h a t  " f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  cannot be  t o l e r a t e d  i n  
t h e  church of God." A t  S t .  Louis she  s a i d  " tha t  
d o c t r i n a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  cannot be t o l e r a t e d  e i t h e r  
wi th in  o r  between church bodies  and a r e  by t h e i r  
very nature d i s r u p t i v e  and d iv i s ive  of a l t a r  and 
p u l p i t  fe l lowship ."  Those are good words and w e  

hope and pray tha t  Missouri w i l l  be given the  
s t r eng th  and courage t o  carry through. 

b R i i I e  we re j c.i-ce c v ~ ~  , - Iel i ~ r r s h l p  ac tini; 
i t  wozl2.d b2 naive art r : * ~  ;. t-r: jeap ;a t h e  C 8 9  

e l u s i o n  t 'hr l t  nsw a l l  i L: , k3z  i Z triat. w e  :an SoDn 

resume fellowship with K".i s o r x ; :  *:i, 'vie b r o k e  wi Ch 
i"d-? L ~ s o u r i  i = g l  1955 aver chiiyc:a f ; i ~ c ; o ~ h i p .  1.11111: 

the break w i t h  t h e  /iJX Ls A ii,; s t 3 p  L i i  the rigkt 
d i r e c t i o n ,  &1.la#: G:-.::s qtji: .ib;:i;matica:iy anan Cl-j.2i- 

we are in agreemeili: w t t b  ' r i i , s su i l r i  now o : ~  the doc.-- 
B - 

t r i n e  c f  f e l l a%. i sh ip  -j-i:s~l.f. H i s to ry  rem; 2s 
tha t  ?I+nsourf to l e ra t ed  the signers of the f o r t y -  
f o u r ,  e;r?ii ~ t i o u g ; ~  xfre-is. s t s t ~ m e i r ~  was called false 
d Zm 1344. at- its Sagi-rraw trsn-vantiei~,  
Missouri 8Lm.az the distlnctlan between j o i n t  prayzn 
.%lid prayer  fellowship, something which she had %lot 
dune previously because she consid~rsd t h a t  d ia -  
t incCion t o  be unwarranted. Her p o s i t i o n  on fellnw- 

s h i p  perniir t e d  her to j o in  the NLC and l a t e r  LCUSA 
and she entered i n t o  fellowship w i t h  the h L C  when 
there was not f u l l  d o c t r i n a l  agrmment, Nor must 

we f o r g e t  Theology of Fel lowship Part I1 which our 
ELS r e j e c t e d  i n  t h e  1960's. A t  t h i s  poin t  i t  i s  

d i f f i c u l t  t o  determine j u s t  what Mis sou r i ' s  doct r ine  
of Ee%Powship is. 

Another unresolved isme i s  menabership i n  LCUSA. 
The S t ,  Louis  convent ion reso lved  t o  r e t a i n  i ts  mem- 
be r sh ip  i n  i t .  The ELS dec l ined  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  

meetings l ead ing  t o  t h e  o rgan iza t ion  of LCUSA 
because t h e  proposed o rgan iza t ion  was pred ica ted  
on t h e  r ecogn i t i on  of one ano the r  as b re th ren  
without agreement i n  d o c t r i n e .  S t i l l  another  road- 
block t o  fe l lowship  i s  woman s u f f r a g e .  W e  were 
pleased t o  note t h a t  t h e r e  were s e v e r a l  overtures 
be fo re  t h e  convention and t h e  CTCR w a s  requested t o  
complete t h e  assignment given t o  i t  a t  the  Dallas 
convention, namely t o  res tudy  t h i s  whole matter. 
W e  can only hope t h a t  t h i s  s t udy  i q i l l  lead Missouri 
back t o  i t s  former scriptural posit lor^ on the  role  
CJ% wmen i n  t h e  church. 

m4 i-ien there a r e  some off-tune voices being heard 
in $A"..--. r u u d r i  on t h e  doc t r ine  o f  j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  

The 
S t .  L o t d s  convention urged the  CTCR t o  make a s tudy  
of the d o c t r i n e  of  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  which g ives  p r o p e r  
expression i-o a l l  t h e  a s p e c t s  of what t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  
teach on t h i s  matter. I n  the  meantime the  members 
of the  Synod are t o  uphold and honor t h e  Synod's 
p o s i t i o n  on j u s t i f i c a t i o n  as expressed i n  t h e  
Brief >tatement ,  

It is  c e r t a i n l y  our  s i n c e r e  prayer  t h a t  these 
ma t t e r s  may be reso lved  i n  a God-pleasing manner 
and t h a t  we may have an oppor tun i ty  t o  d i s c u s s  
t he se  i s s u e s  and b r ing  our  w i tnes s .  The conven- 
t i o n  d id  pass  a r e s o l u t i o n  reques t ing  meetings 
w i th  t h e  ELS and WELS, t o  engage i n  d o c t r i n a l  d i s -  
cuss ions .  I f  and when we  r e c e i v e  t h i s  i n v i t a t i o n  
we w i l l  s u r e l y  g ive  i t  our  p r a y e r f u l  cons idera t ion .  
I n  view of t h e  fe l lowship  break and e s p e c i a l l y  i f  
t h e r e  i s  a  determined e f f o r t  t o  e x e r c i s e  d i s c i p l i n e  
i n  Missouri ,  t h e  c l ima te  might j u s t  be r i g h t  f o r  a  
f r u i t f u l  d i s cus s ion  of t h e  i s s u e s  t h a t  s tand  between 
us .  This  g r an t  u s ,  dear  Fa the r  i n  heaven! 

-- Wilhelm W, Petersen  
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MOW SHOULD A PASTOR DEAL WIW THE NEW MORALITY? 

The t o p i c  assigned me f o r  t h i s  conference i s  
i n  the  form of the  quest ion t h a t  heads t h i s  paper: 
"Wow sholild a pas to r  deal. wi th  t h e  new moral i ty? ' '  
-men I heard of t h i s  asshgm1east l a s t  f a l l ,  t h e  
first th ing  t h a t  popped i n t o  my mind was t h e  ques- 
tian asked by "DThe BseacherU s f  t h e  01d Testament: 
"Is there anything wheresf it. may be said, See, 
t h i s  I s  new?" And we knaw blow he answered h i s  o m  
question: "It has been aXready o f  o l d  time, h i c h  
was before  us." And s o ,  when w e  speak of t h e  '$9 
moua%i$y" i$ is in one sense a misnomer. Because, 
the th ings  t h a t  w e  usual ly  consider  as being p a r t  
:;sf! the  "new :llorali,$ysO -- l i v i n g  together  before  
marriage, extra m a r i t a l  sex, abor t ion ,  homosaua l i ty ,  
I e sb ian i sn  -- are r e a l l y  not "newss but  are as ol?  as 
t h e  f a l l e n  world i t s e l f ,  The "new moral i ty" i s  
really the "old pagan immorality." It is an o l d  
dead s'EceI-r.ts7n dressed lap i n  some b r i g h t  new c lo th ing ,  

What makes it  '9new," 1 s q p o s e ,  is t h a t  voices  
wlrhLn t h e  v i s i b l e  Chr i s t i an  community have i n  t h e  
Past decades been speaking favorably of an e t h i c ,  
sr moral s tandard ,  t h a t  i s  not  r e a l l y  Chr i s t i an  but  
pagan. Joseph F l e t c h e r ' s  S i t u a t i o n  E th ic s  (West- 
minster  P res s ,  Phi lade lphia ,  1956) i s  a leading 
example of such a  voice.  The author  of t h i s  book 
was formerly Dean of S t .  Pau l ' s  Cathedral ,  Cincin- 
n a t i ,  and l a t e r  on became Professor  of Soc ia l  Ethics 
a t  t h e  Episcopal Theological  School, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts. Here, mind you, i s  a supposed Chris- 
t i a n  theologian proposing wi th  regard t o  moral 
s tandards  th ings  t h a t  a r e  c l e a r l y  and undeniably 
opposed t o  t h e  moral s tandards  s e t  f o r t h  i n  t h e  
Bib le ,  

F l e t che r  repea tedly  makes i t  c l e a r  t h a t  he 
does not  accept  t h e  Bible a s  t h e  a u t h o r i t a t i v e  Word 
of God, n e i t h e r  does he accept  t h e  S c r i p t u r a l  stand- 
a rds  of mora l i ty .  He s t a t e s  t h a t  he  r e j e c t s  " a l l  
' revea led '  noms  o r  laws but  t h e  one command -- t o  
love God i n  t h e  neighbor. " (p. 26) He goes on t o  say 
t h a t  "the s i t u a t i o n i s t  e n t e r s  i n t o  every decis ion-  
making s i t u a t i o n  f u l l y  armed wi th  t h e  e t h i c a l  maxims 
of h i s  community and i t s  h e r i t a g e ,  and he t r e a t s  
them wi th  respect a s  i l l umina to r s  of h i s  problems. 
Just the same he i s  prepared i n  any s i t u a t i o n  t o  
compromise them sr set them aside i n  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  
i f  l o v ~  seems better served by doing so." ( p .  26) 
According t o  Fle tcher ,  i f  a l i e  i s  t o l d  unlovingly 
it i s  wrang, evil; if i t  is  t o l d  i n  love it is  good, 
r i g h t , "  (p. 65) h cons tant  theme of h i s  i s  t h i s :  
"Only one t h i n g  i s  i n t r i n s i c a l l y  good, namely, love ;  
notlling e l r e  a t  a l l . "  (p.  65) With regard t o  pre- 
marital  o r  ex t ra-mar i ta l  sex, Fle tche r  says:  "If 
people do not  believe i t  is wrong t o  have sex r e l a -  
t i o n s  ou t s ide  of marriage, i t  i s n ' t ,  un less  they 
h u r t  themselves, t h e i r  pa r tne r s ,  o r  o the r s .  " (p. 140) 
B r i e f l y ,  h i s  e t h i c  philosophy i s  t h i s "  "In s h o r t ,  
i s  t h e r e  any r e a l  'law' of un ive r sa l  weight? The 
s i t u a t i o n i s t  th inks  n o t ,  '' (p .  146) 

How widely F l e t c h e r ' s  type. of s i t u a t i o n  e t h i c s  
has taken hold,  even i n  l i b e r a l  Lutheran c i r c l e s ,  
i s  demonstrated by s tatements  l i k e  t h e  fol lowing,  
which appeared i n  a  Lutheran Youth Publ ica t ion  some 
years  ago: "After a l l ,  who i s  t o  say whether o r  
no t  something i s  r e a l l y  r i g h t  o r  wrong? What's 
wrong f o r  somebody e l s e  may be p e r f e c t l y  a l l  r i g h t  
f o r  me, so  how can anyone draw a d iv id ing  l i n e ?  
Well, i f  no one e l s e  is a b l e ,  j u s t i f i a b l y ,  t o  t e l l  
us  exac t ly  what is included under ' r igh t '  and under 
'wrong,' then t h e r e  is only one s o l u t i o n  l e f t  -- 

each of us must make up h i s  own mind." (SPIRIT, 
February, 1967) 
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The breakdown of morals i n  our  20th Century 
s o c i e t y  can a l s o  i n  l a r g e  p a r t  be a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t h e  
inf luence  of t h e  humanist ic  philosophy t h a t  pervades 
t h e  land ,  and which a l l  t h e  time i s  growing i n  promi- 
nence, e s p e c i a l l y  i n  t h e  f i e l d  of pub l i c  educat ion.  
W e  quote a t  length  from t h e  Humanist's Creed, The 
Humanist Manifesto z: 

W e  a f f i r m  t h a t  moral va lues  de r ive  t h e i r  
sources from human experience. E th ic s  i s  

autonomous and s i t u a t i o n a l  , needing no 
theo log ica l  o r  i deo log ica l  sanc t ion .  E th ic s  
stems from human need and i n t e r e s t .  To deny 
t h i s  d i s t o r t s  t h e  whole b a s i s  of l i f e .  Human 

l i f e  has  meaning because we c r e a t e  and develop 
our f u t u r e s .  . . W e  r e j e c t  a l l  r e l i g i o u s ,  
i deo log ica l ,  o r  moral codes t h a t  den ig ra t e  t h e  
ind iv idua l ,  suppress  freedom, d u l l  i n t e l l e c t ,  
dehumanize pe r sona l i ty .  . . I n  t h e  a r e a  of 
s e x u a l i t y ,  we b e l i e v e  t h a t  i n t o l e r a n t  a t t i -  
tudes ,  o f t e n  c u l t i v a t e d  by orthodox r e l i g i o n s  
and p u r i t a n i c a l  c u l t u r e s ,  unduly oppress  sex- 
u a l  conduct. The r i g h t  t o  b i r t h  c o n t r o l ,  
abor t ion ,  and d ivorce  should be recognized. 
While w e  do not  approve of e x p l o i t i v e ,  deni- 
g r a t i n g  forms of sexual  expression,  n e i t h e r  
do we wish t o  p r o h i b i t ,  by law o r  s o c i a l  
sanc t ion ,  sexual  behavior between consent ing 
a d u l t s .  The many v a r i e t i e s  of sexual  explora- 
t i o n  should not  i n  themselves be considered 
' e v i l . '  Without countenancing mindless per- 
missiveness o r  unbridled promiscui ty,  a  c i v i l -  
i zed  soc ie ty  should be a  t o l e r a n t  one. Short 

of harming o t h e r s  o r  compelling them t o  do 
l ikewise ,  i nd iv idua l s  should be permit ted t o  
express  t h e i r  sexual  p r o c l i v i t i e s  and pursue 
t h e i r  l i f e - s t y l e s  a s  they des i r e . "  

I f  t h a t  is t h e  philosophy t h a t  i s  being advo- 
ca ted  by more and more t eache r s  and p ro fes so r s  a t  many 

pub l i c  h igh  schools ,  co l l eges ,  and u n i v e r s i t i e s ,  
and i t  is ,  i s  i t  any wonder t h a t  many of our  young 
people a r e  being drawn away from B i b l i c a l  moral 
s tandards  t h a t  they have learned  a t  home and i n  t h e  
church? 

Car l  E.  Braaten, i n  an a r t i c l e  m i t t e n  f o r  
DIALOG e n t i t l e d  Sex, Marriage, and t h e  Clergy, 
r e f e r s  t o  t h r e e  s i p f f r l c a n t  eveslts i n  Anngrica i n  
t h e  l a s t  f o r t y  years t h a t  have paved t h e  way f o r  
t h e  sexual revolution t h a t  i s  now under way. He 
wr i t e s :  "When thousands of GI'S h i t  co l l ege  cam- 
puses i n  che 1940qs ,  a f t e r  t a s t i n g  t h e  ecs t a sy  of 
Payis, rl%~lburg, Rome, and Hong Kong, p reva i l ing  
srabLi mores were jo l t ed .  Tn t h e  first yea r s  of 
t h e  13b2's, when t h e  b i r t h  c o n t r o l  p i l l  was made 
a v a i l a b l e  general consumption, t h e  movement f o r  
faiaily pi,inning, which s t ruggled  f o r  acceptance i n  
the 3 O 9 s ,  was home free. Rela t ionship  between men 
and women would never aga in  be t h e  same. The l i b e r a -  
t i o n  of women from a variety of perceived bondages 
was c l e a r l y  t i e d  t o  l i b e r a t i o n  from t h e  b i o l o g i c a l  
reproduct ive funct ion.  The f i n a l ,  d e c i s i v e  plank 
was na i l ed  te t h e  p l a t f o m  of sexual  l i b e r a t i o n  when 
t h e  Supreme Court of the United S t a t e s  s t r u c k  down 
all r e s t r i c t i v e  abor t ion  l a w s  i n  1973, making abor- 
t i o n  on demand t h e  p r a c t i c a l  reality a l l  ac ross  t h e  
land . " 

Whether Braaten i s  r i g h t  o r  wrong i n  h i s  analy- 
sis of what provoked t h e  sexual  revolu t ion .  t h e  f a c t  
remains t h a t  t h e  sexual  revolu t ion  is upon us ,  and 
t h e  f r u i t  i t  has borne, and is bear ing ,  i s  not  good. 
I n  1980, more than a  m i l l i o n  teen-age g i r l s  became 
pregnant ,  and of those  38 percent ,  o r  380,000, had 
abor t ions .  Teen-age pregnancies account f o r  46 per- 
cent  of a l l  i l l e g i t i m a t e  b i r t h s .  Nearly 600,000 
babies  a r e  born each year  t o  g i r l s  between t e n  and 
e ighteen;  teen  abor t ions  average 400,000 a  year  -- 
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31 percent  of a l l  abor t ions .  It is very c l e a r  t h a t  
f o r  more and more t h e  sex  a c t  has been separa ted  
from pro-creat ion and t i e d  very  s t rong ly  t o  p leasure  
only. 

In  our s o c i e t y  today pre-mari tal  s ex  and ext ra-  
m a r i t a l  sex a r e  considered t h e  norm, and t h e r e  a r e  
g rea t  pressures  placed on a l l  young people t o  engage 
i n  sex before  marriage,  t o  te rminate  unwanted preg- 
nancies by abor t ion ,  t o  l i v e  together  ou t s ide  of 
marriage. And these  p res su res  comefrom many direc- 
tions -- the  mass media, the popular l i t e r a t u r e  and 
f i l m s  of the day, t h e  in f luence  of the peer  group, 
and j u s t  the genera l  decadent moral c l imate  tha t  
permeates the  whole of soc ie ty  today. 

Ciare Boath Luce, i n  an address  t o  t h e  PBM 
"Golden Circle Conference" i n  t he  sp r ing  of 1978, 
e n t i t l e d  "Is t h e  New Moral i ty  Destroying America," 
has some sobering things t o  say about t h e  problems 
f ac ing  our country i n  t h e  ma t t e r  of moral breakdown. 

"There is no doubt t h a t  what most Americans 
mean when they speak of t h e  'new mora l i tyT  
is t h e  'new sexual  mora l i tyT  which holds  
that 'anything goesT between consent ing 
a d u l t s  i n  p r i v a t e  -- and t h a t  almost any- 
th ing  a l s o  goes i n  publ ic .  The English 
c r i t i c ,  Malcolm Muggeridge, had America 
muchly i n  mind when he  wrote,  'Sex i s  t h e  
e r s a t z ,  o r  s u b s t i t u t e  r e l i g i o n  of t h e  20th 
Century. ' 
"The s o c i a l  r e s u l t s  of t h i s  new American 
e r s a t z  r e l i g i o n  a r e  b e s t  seen i n  s t a t i s t i c s ,  
most of which you can f i n d  i n  your Almanac. 
Today 50 percent  of a l l  marr iages end i n  
d ivorce ,  s epa ra t ion ,  o r  dese r t ion .  The 
average l eng th  of a  marriage is seven years .  
The marriage r a t e  and b i r t h  r a t e  a r e  f a l l i n g .  

The number of one-parent f ami l i e s  and one- 
c h i l d  f ami l i e s  i s  r i s i n g .  More and more 
young people a r e  l i v i n g  together  without 
t h e  b e n e f i t  of marriage. Many view t h e  
bene f i t  a s  dubious, Pre-mari tal  and ext ra-  
m a r i t a l  sex no longer  r a i s e s  pa ren ta l  o r  con- 
jugal  eyebrows. The p r a c t i c e  of 'swinging, '  
o r  group sex, which the anc ien t s  ca l l ed  
' o r g i e s , '  has come even t o  mi.ddle c l a s s  
suburbia.  

"Despite t h e  ava i l ab i l i t y  of cont racept ives ,  
there has been an enormous inc rease  i n  i l l e -  
g i t i m a t e  b i r t h s ,  especially among 13-15 year- 
s Half of the ch i ld ren  born las t  year i n  
'Jashington, the  na t ion ' s  c a p i t o l ,  were i l l e -  
glb-hake, The incidence of venerea l  d i seases  
i s  increasing. Since t h e  Supreme Court deci-  
s i o n  aade abor t ion  on demand l e g a l ,  women 
have k i l l e d  more than six m i l l i o n  of t h e i r  
unborn, unwanted chi ldren .  The r a t e  of re -  
ported i n c e s t ,  c h i l d  moles ta t ion ,  rape,  and 
ch i ld  and w i f e  abuse, is  s t e a d i l y  mounting. 

"Homosexuality and Lesbianism a r e  inc reas ing ly  
accepted as n a t u r a l  and a l t e r n a t i v e  ' l i f e  
s t y l e s . '  'MS,' the  o f f i c i a l  women's Lib pub- 
l i c a t i o n ,  has proclaimed that ' u n t i l  a l l  women 
a r e  Lesbians, there w i l l  be no t r u e  p o l i t i c a l  
r evo lu t ion . '  By the  same token, of course,  
u n t i l  a l l  men are homosexuals, t h e  revolu t ion  
w i l l  be only half  a revolu t ion .  I n  passing,  
t h e  success of t h e  Lesbian-Gay revolu t ion  
would end a l l  r evo lu t ions  -- by ending t h e  
b i r t h  of  ch i ldren .  

"But t h e  most obscene American phenomenon of 
a l l  is t h e  growth of commercialized sex and 
hard and sof t -core  pornography. I n  t h e  l a s t  
decade, hard-core f i l m  and p r i n t  porn, which 
f e a t u r e s  pervers ion ,  sadism, and masochism, 
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has become a b i l l i o n  d o l l a r  business .  It i s  

a business  t h a t  i s  not  only t o l e r a t e d ,  but  
defended by t h e  p r e s s  i n  t h e  sacred name of 
'freedom of t h e  p res s . '  One would f i n d  i t  
e a s i e r  t o  b e l i e v e  i n  t h i s  noble reason f o r  
defending t h e  f i l t h  t h a t  is f looding  t h e  
na t ion  i f  t h e  newspapers d id  n o t  reap such 
handsome p r o f i t s  from adve r t i s ing  and re-  
vierging porn. I n  my view, newspaper pub- 
lishers who carry X-rated ads a r e  no b e t t e r  
than pimps f o r  t h e  porn laerchants. B i l l y  

Graham may have been exaggerat ing when he 
s a i d ,  ' b e r i e a  has a greater obsession wi th  
sex than Rome ever had.' But he was not  

exaggerat ing very nluch. 
B P Now when  we examine the  'new' sexual  moral- 
i t y ,  what do w e  discover?  W e  d i scover  t h a t  

t h e  new sexual  mora l f ty  cames p e r i l o u s l y  
c l o s e  t o  being the o l d  un ive r sa l  sexual  
i m o r a l i t y ,  whose appearance has  again and . 

again  portended t h e  dec l ine  of and f a l l  of 
p a s t  c i v i l i z a t i o n s . "  

A f t e r  such a thorough o u t l i n i n g  of America's 
moral problems, one would have wished t h e  speaker 
t o  have d i r e c t e d  h e r  l i s t e n e r s  back t o  t h e  Bible 
s tandards  of mora l i ty  a s  an answer t o  t h e  problem, 
rather than t h e  c i t i n g  of ~ o e t h e ' s  deathbed advice 
t o  the world he  was depar t ing:  " ~ e t  every man keep 

his own household c l ean  and soon t h e  whole world 
w i l l  be c lean ,"  

A s  p a s t o r s  who a r e  faced wi th  dea l ing  wi th  t h e  
e f f e c t s  t h a t  t h e  "new mora l i ty  generat ion" has on 
our p a r i s b n e r s ,  w e  should remember t h a t  w e  do s t i l l  
have t h a t  "more s u r e  Word of prophecy" t h a t  we can 
t ake  heed unto -- t h e  Word of an unchanging God, 
t h e  Word t h a t  is  "p ro f i t ab le  f o r  doc t r ine ,  f o r  re-  
proof ,  f o r  co r rec t ion ,  f o r  i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  r ighteous-  
nes s ,  that the man of God may be p e r f e c t ,  thoroughly 

furnished unto a l l  good works." 11 Timothy 3:16b-17 

We should not  a s  pas to r s  be su rp r i sed  t h a t  a l s o  
our members a r e  inf luenced by t h e  ways of t h e  world 
i n  t h e  mat te rs  of t h e  "new moral i ty" philosophy. 
For,  even though, they a r e  ch i ld ren  of  God by t h e i r  
f a i t h  i n  Chr i s t  Jesus ,  they a r e , a l s o  s t i l l  very much 
f l e s h  and blood, and s o  e a s i l y  swayed by t h e  th ings  
of t h i s  world t h a t  appeal  t o  f l e s h  and blood. 

So, while i t  i s  a d i s t r e s s i n g  th ing  f o r  a pas tor  t o  
learn t h a t  17-year-old Susie is  on t h e  " p i l l , "  
18-:rear-old Mary is co~ltemplat ing an abor t ion ,  
19-year-old John has moved i n  w i t h  h i s  g i r l f r i e n d ,  
and 75.-year-old Bob and Ruth are c a l l i n g  it  q u i t s  
a f t e r  j h i r e y  years  of marriage, because they a r e n ' t  
experiencing a "meaningful" r e l a t i o n s h i p  any more, 
yet a ?as tam w i l l  not be too su rp r i sed  by any and 
; a l l  of suc:l happenings, because t h a t ' s  just t h e  way 
our s i n f u l  world is.  And w e  know t h a t  t h e  Devil - 
works hardes t  on those  of t h i s  world who have been 
t r a ined  i n  t h e  school of the Holy S p i r i t ,  and he w i l l  
succeed a l l  t oo  o f t e n  i n  g e t t i n g  them t o  l eave  t h e  
pa ths  of rhe Lord and t o  fol low t h e  degenerating path- 
ways of t h i s  world. And while  we know f u l l  we l l  t h a t  
our  people a r e  t o  be,  a s  the B i b l e  pu t s  i t ,  "in t h e  
world, but not  of t h e  world ," y e t ,  because of t h e  
weakness of t h e  s i n f u l  f l e s h ,  they a r e  a l l  too o f t en  
both "in" t h e  world and "of" t h e  world. In dea l ing  
wi th  t h e  "new moral i ty" of our present  generat ion 
i t  i s  we l l  f o r  us  a s  pas to r s  t o  recognize t h a t  t he  
I1 new moral i ty" is  j u s t  another  ploy of t he  Devil,  
and t h a t  h i s  ploys a r e  always aimed a t  Chr i s t i an  
people, a s  we l l  a s  o the r s  -- and even more so.  

Does t h i s  mean t h a t  a s  pas to r s  we simply throw 
up our hands i n  despa i r  and say:  "It's a r o t t e n  
world w e  l i v e  i n ;  who can combat i t?" No, we do 
no t .  W e  meet t h e  "new morality1'  with the  Word of 
God and wi th  prayer .  God's Law must be s e t  f o r t h  
i n  a l l  i t s  c l a r i t y  i n  respec t  t o  t h e  very th ings  
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i n  which t h e  "new moral i tyq '  advocates a r e  leading  
people a s t r a y .  God's Word does have a  message f o r  
97-year-old Susie  who i s  on t h e  p i l l  so t h a t  she  
can engage i n  sex before  marriage "safely."  To 
SusBe t h e  Bible says :  "Fornicat ion,  and a l l  un- 
c leanness ,  o r  covetousness,  le t  i t  not  be once 
named among you as becometh s a i n t s . "  Ephesians 5:3 
"Abstain from f o r n i c a t i o n ,  '' Acts 85: 20 God a s 
!dard does Rave a message f o r  M a r y  who is  contem- 
plating an abor t ion ,  because she  doesn ' t  want the  
ch i ld  she  i s  carry ing when she i s n ' t  married. To 
Mary the Bible says: "Thou sha l t  not  kill." 
Exodus %O:L3 God's Word does have a message f o r  
Jo5n who h a s  chosen t o  by-pass anrarriage, but  a t  
the same time wants ts partake s f  t h e  p r i v i l e g e s  
chat on ly  n a r r i a g e  allows, To John the B ib l e  says: 
""Let marriage be held 2x1 honor by al l , ,  F s m i c a t s r s  
and a d u l t e r e r s  God w i l l  judge." Hebrews 1 3 : 4  ~ o d ' s  
Nard does have a message f o r  Bob and Ruth who have 
decided t o  end their marriage of 30 yea r s  i n  a  
d ivorce  c o u r t ,  To them t h e  Bib le  says :  " m a t  cod 
ha th  joined together  let n o t  man put  asunder." 
Matthew 19:6 Sir rapl is t le  answers t o  complex prob- 
lems? 1 suppose. But the ~ i b l e ' s  guide l ines  f o r  
Chr i s t i an  l i v i n g  are simplee The guide l ines  f o r  
l i v i n g  that t h e  "new moral i ty" prophets  set f o r t h  
a r e  complicated and complex. 

For those  p a s t o r s  throughout our  land who 
have been t r a i n e d  i n  l i b e r a l  seminaries ,  where t h e  
Bible has not  been viewed as a l l  t h a t  au tho r i t a -  
t i v e ,  it would be more d i f f i c u l t  t o  handle t h e  
"new moral i ty" s i t u a t i o n  on t h e  b a s i s  of Sc r ip tu re*  
One who has w r i t t e n  a t  l eng th  on t h i s  sub jec t ,  has  
described it  we l l  when he  says:  

0 ? One is  e s p e c i a l l y  not  going t o  say 'Thus 
s a i t h  t h e  Lord, '  when one knows he  should 
not  know what t h e  Lord says.  Af ter  a l l ,  

only t h e  old-fashioned a u t h o r i t a r i a n ,  a r ro-  
gant Herr Pas tor  of t h e  p a s t ,  t hose  who make 
good sen io r  pas to r  m a t e r i a l ,  ever  would come 
down so heavy-handed a s  a l l  t h a t .  From t h e  
f i r s t  co l l ege  course i n  t h e  s c r i p t u r e s  t o  
t h e  l a s t  seminar on exeges is  in seminary, w e  
a l l  learned how complex t h e  Bib le  r e a l l y  is,  
Who knows .w%ren we have t h e  r e a l  words of 
Jesus? Wfiao can r e a l l y  -plain t h e  S i t z  i m  
Leben and know j u s t  'wow we d a r e  apply t h i s  
word today? men is  i t  Bel legeschickte  and 
when i s  if Horaegeschichte? I f  I cannot 
know the w i l l  s f  the Lord a f ter  a l l  .$hat 
sizxdy of the scriptures,  how can 1 poss ib ly  
bi:derstand the  complexities of s o c i e t y  t o  
know how the message ou t  t o  be appl ied  . . . 
' ho t"aer  good p a s t o r a l  move, having merrtioned 
1.sve of ten  enough s o  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no danger 
of being thought a  l e g a l i s t ,  i s  t o  desc r ibe  
a s  many events  as p o s s i b l e  a s  ce l eb ra t ions .  
Then smi le  from ear t o  e a r ,  and teach and 
preach i n  such a way t h a t  nobody comes up 
with a  heavy bag o f  g u i l t .  Gu i l t  -- what a 
d i r t y  word t h a t  i s ,  Gu i l t  -- t h a t  God-given 
sense of disharmony which a r i s e s  wi th in  when 
one a c t s  cont rary  t o  what he be l i eves  -- 
must be done away with, G u i l t  i s  washed 
away by eroding those s tandards  f o r  behavior 
which produce i t ,  The law i s  abolished s o  
t h a t  each man and woman can do what he o r  
she sees  t o  be r i g h t  i n  h i s  o r  he r  own eyes. 
Responsibly, of course,  I n  t h e  new jargon, 
w e  l e a r n  t o  be comfortable wi th  ourse lves  
and f e e l  good about ourse lves ,  

"'Pastors confronted wi th  a l l  t h i s  o f t e n  
want t o  become messianic counselors .  Unable 
t o  know t h e  w i l l  of God o r  read t h e  complexi- 
t i e s  of s o c i e t y ,  one can a t  l e a s t  do some good 
t o  someone, Counseling i s  i n ,  prophet ic  



i n  which t h e  "new moral i tyq '  advocates a r e  leading  
people a s t r a y .  God's Word does have a  message f o r  
97-year-old Susie  who i s  on t h e  p i l l  so t h a t  she  
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SusBe t h e  Bible says :  "Fornicat ion,  and a l l  un- 
c leanness ,  o r  covetousness,  le t  i t  not  be once 
named among you as becometh s a i n t s . "  Ephesians 5:3 
"Abstain from f o r n i c a t i o n ,  '' Acts 85: 20 God a s 
!dard does Rave a message f o r  M a r y  who is  contem- 
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ch i ld  she  i s  carry ing when she i s n ' t  married. To 
Mary the Bible says: "Thou sha l t  not  kill." 
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Nard does have a message f o r  Bob and Ruth who have 
decided t o  end their marriage of 30 yea r s  i n  a  
d ivorce  c o u r t ,  To them t h e  Bib le  says :  " m a t  cod 
ha th  joined together  let n o t  man put  asunder." 
Matthew 19:6 Sir rapl is t le  answers t o  complex prob- 
lems? 1 suppose. But the ~ i b l e ' s  guide l ines  f o r  
Chr i s t i an  l i v i n g  are simplee The guide l ines  f o r  
l i v i n g  that t h e  "new moral i ty" prophets  set f o r t h  
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have been t r a i n e d  i n  l i b e r a l  seminaries ,  where t h e  
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sizxdy of the scriptures,  how can 1 poss ib ly  
bi:derstand the  complexities of s o c i e t y  t o  
know how the message ou t  t o  be appl ied  . . . 
' ho t"aer  good p a s t o r a l  move, having merrtioned 
1.sve of ten  enough s o  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no danger 
of being thought a  l e g a l i s t ,  i s  t o  desc r ibe  
a s  many events  as p o s s i b l e  a s  ce l eb ra t ions .  
Then smi le  from ear t o  e a r ,  and teach and 
preach i n  such a way t h a t  nobody comes up 
with a  heavy bag o f  g u i l t .  Gu i l t  -- what a 
d i r t y  word t h a t  i s ,  Gu i l t  -- t h a t  God-given 
sense of disharmony which a r i s e s  wi th in  when 
one a c t s  cont rary  t o  what he be l i eves  -- 
must be done away with, G u i l t  i s  washed 
away by eroding those s tandards  f o r  behavior 
which produce i t ,  The law i s  abolished s o  
t h a t  each man and woman can do what he o r  
she sees  t o  be r i g h t  i n  h i s  o r  he r  own eyes. 
Responsibly, of course,  I n  t h e  new jargon, 
w e  l e a r n  t o  be comfortable wi th  ourse lves  
and f e e l  good about ourse lves ,  

"'Pastors confronted wi th  a l l  t h i s  o f t e n  
want t o  become messianic counselors .  Unable 
t o  know t h e  w i l l  of God o r  read t h e  complexi- 
t i e s  of s o c i e t y ,  one can a t  l e a s t  do some good 
t o  someone, Counseling i s  i n ,  prophet ic  



u t t e rance  i s  ou t .  The prophet ic  nerve  of 
t h e  church has  been c u t ;  and t h e  land and 
t h e  church a r e  parched wi th  t h i r s t .  

"Too many c r i s e s  have been a t tacked from a 
counsel ing perspec t ive  -- we can so lve  
everything i f  we can j u s t  ge t  enough coun- 
s e l o r s  and enough people i n t o  counseling. 
I f  it continues,  the populace w i l l  indeed 
be  divided i n t o  kinds:  The counselors  and 
the  counselees,  Often it may be  hard t o  
t e l l  which i s  which . 
' p ~ e o ~ l e  wanE and need soise answers. Are 
there no a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  pa t  answers? Is 
t h e r e  no a l ternat ive t o  t he  sloppy cheap 
grace w e  have been s o  prone t o  o f f e r ,  l e s t  
w e  be of fens ive?  Are there r e a l l y  no answers 
w i t h  enduring d e p t h  about love ,  f i d e l i t y ,  pre- 
m a r i t a l  sex, adu l t e ry ,  and divorce? I f  n o t ,  
we may as w e l l  admit i t  and urge  our  people 
t o  read PLAYBOY, where c e r t a i n t y  r e i g n s  
supreme * * . 
 here is l i t t l e  honest s t r u g g l e  wi th  prob- 
% e m s ,  l i t t l e  seeking of t r u t h ,  i f  a l l  we have 
t o  say i s  how we f e e l  about a given i s sue .  
'I f e e l  t h i s  way, how do you f e e l ?  And you 
can be s u r e  t h a t  I w i l l  r e spec t  your f e e l i n g s ;  
youPve got a s  much r i g h t  t o  your f e e l i n g s  a s  
1 have.' That out look never g ives  anyone t h e  
courage t o  say ,  'This is  r i g h t ;  t h a t  i s  wrong,' 
(DIALOG) 

A s  p a s t o r s  w e  a r e  n o t ,  of course,  t h e  "police- 
men" of our people. It is  n e i t h e r  our  bus iness  nor  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  do "detect ive" work t o  determine 
who of our  members a r e  on t h e  " p i l l , "  "shacked up," 
o r  having an abor t ion .  It is our bus iness  t o  preach 
and teach the  Word of God, r i g h t l y  d iv id ing  t h e  word 
of t r u t h  f o r  our people. This  means t h a t  we a r e  t o  

present  t h e  Law, s o  t h a t  i t  conv ic t s  of s i n ,  and 
br ings  low t h e  haughty and proud s p i r i t .  But i t  
means a l s o  t o  present  t h e  Gospel of forg iveness  i n  
C h r i s t ,  s o  t h a t  t h e  t roubled i n  h e a r t  and mind a r e  
assured and comforted. 

The f a c t  t h a t  we a r e  not  policemen o r  detec-  
t i v e s ,  however, does not  mean t h a t  we as p a s t o r s  
are t o  h ide  our  heads l i k e  o s t r i c h e s  i n  t h e  sand, 
m e n  it has been brought t 6 s  OUT a t t e n t i o n  tha t  our 
members are l i v i n g  i n  open vio la t ian  of a cornand 
of God, w e  must as p a s t o r s  d e a l  wi th  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  
on a p e r s o n a l  'basis, 

S h e e  one of t h e  most eomon s i t u a t i o n s  of our 
day i s  th2.t of young couples l i v i n g  together  before  
nnarriage, ~.iiri,3t s h a l l  a, pas to r  do when such is  
brought t o  h i s  a t t e n t i o n .  He c a n ' t  j u s t  ignore i t .  
The mat te r  has t o  be d e a l t  with.  We would l i k e  t o  
sha re  with you a l e t t e r  t h a t  a c e r t a i n  pas to r  wrote 
t o  a young g i r l  who had moved away from t h e  home eon- 
gregat ion ,  and had become involved i n  a " l i v e  in"  
s i t u a t i o n  wi th  her  boy f r i end ,  (The names; have been 
changed t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  innocent) 

"Dear J u l i e  : 

Today your Dad took m e  out  t o  lunch, and 
a s  we were d r iv ing  hme from 6he r e s t a u r a n t ,  
he t o l d  me t h a t  t h e r e  was something he had 
t o  t a l k  t o  me about because it was r e a l l y  
bothering him. I could t e l l  during the  lunch 
hour t h a t  t h e r e  was something on your Dad's 
mind, and I suspected t h a t  he  wasn't  j u s t  
taking me out  t o  lunch f o r  t h e  sake of t ak ing  
m e  ou t  t o  lunch. You know, of course, what 
was bothering your Dad, J u l i e .  H e  and your 
mother a r e  very upse t  and down i n  the  dumps 
over t h e  f a c t  t h a t  you r e c e n t l y  have moved 
i n  wi th  your f i ance ,  when t h e  two of you a r e  



u t t e rance  i s  ou t .  The prophet ic  nerve  of 
t h e  church has  been c u t ;  and t h e  land and 
t h e  church a r e  parched wi th  t h i r s t .  

"Too many c r i s e s  have been a t tacked from a 
counsel ing perspec t ive  -- we can so lve  
everything i f  we can j u s t  ge t  enough coun- 
s e l o r s  and enough people i n t o  counseling. 
I f  it continues,  the populace w i l l  indeed 
be  divided i n t o  kinds:  The counselors  and 
the  counselees,  Often it may be  hard t o  
t e l l  which i s  which . 
' p ~ e o ~ l e  wanE and need soise answers. Are 
there no a l t e r n a t i v e s  t o  pa t  answers? Is 
t h e r e  no a l ternat ive t o  t he  sloppy cheap 
grace w e  have been s o  prone t o  o f f e r ,  l e s t  
w e  be of fens ive?  Are there r e a l l y  no answers 
w i t h  enduring d e p t h  about love ,  f i d e l i t y ,  pre- 
m a r i t a l  sex, adu l t e ry ,  and divorce? I f  n o t ,  
we may as w e l l  admit i t  and urge  our  people 
t o  read PLAYBOY, where c e r t a i n t y  r e i g n s  
supreme * * . 
 here is l i t t l e  honest s t r u g g l e  wi th  prob- 
% e m s ,  l i t t l e  seeking of t r u t h ,  i f  a l l  we have 
t o  say i s  how we f e e l  about a given i s sue .  
'I f e e l  t h i s  way, how do you f e e l ?  And you 
can be s u r e  t h a t  I w i l l  r e spec t  your f e e l i n g s ;  
youPve got a s  much r i g h t  t o  your f e e l i n g s  a s  
1 have.' That out look never g ives  anyone t h e  
courage t o  say ,  'This is  r i g h t ;  t h a t  i s  wrong,' 
(DIALOG) 

A s  p a s t o r s  w e  a r e  n o t ,  of course,  t h e  "police- 
men" of our people. It is  n e i t h e r  our  bus iness  nor  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  t o  do "detect ive" work t o  determine 
who of our  members a r e  on t h e  " p i l l , "  "shacked up," 
o r  having an abor t ion .  It is our bus iness  t o  preach 
and teach the  Word of God, r i g h t l y  d iv id ing  t h e  word 
of t r u t h  f o r  our people. This  means t h a t  we a r e  t o  

present  t h e  Law, s o  t h a t  i t  conv ic t s  of s i n ,  and 
br ings  low t h e  haughty and proud s p i r i t .  But i t  
means a l s o  t o  present  t h e  Gospel of forg iveness  i n  
C h r i s t ,  s o  t h a t  t h e  t roubled i n  h e a r t  and mind a r e  
assured and comforted. 

The f a c t  t h a t  we a r e  not  policemen o r  detec-  
t i v e s ,  however, does not  mean t h a t  we as p a s t o r s  
are t o  h ide  our  heads l i k e  o s t r i c h e s  i n  t h e  sand, 
m e n  it has been brought t 6 s  OUT a t t e n t i o n  tha t  our 
members are l i v i n g  i n  open vio la t ian  of a cornand 
of God, w e  must as p a s t o r s  d e a l  wi th  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  
on a p e r s o n a l  'basis, 

S h e e  one of t h e  most eomon s i t u a t i o n s  of our 
day i s  th2.t of young couples l i v i n g  together  before  
nnarriage, ~.iiri,3t s h a l l  a, pas to r  do when such is  
brought t o  h i s  a t t e n t i o n .  He c a n ' t  j u s t  ignore i t .  
The mat te r  has t o  be d e a l t  with.  We would l i k e  t o  
sha re  with you a l e t t e r  t h a t  a c e r t a i n  pas to r  wrote 
t o  a young g i r l  who had moved away from t h e  home eon- 
gregat ion ,  and had become involved i n  a " l i v e  in"  
s i t u a t i o n  wi th  her  boy f r i end ,  (The names; have been 
changed t o  p r o t e c t  t h e  innocent) 

"Dear J u l i e  : 

Today your Dad took m e  out  t o  lunch, and 
a s  we were d r iv ing  hme from 6he r e s t a u r a n t ,  
he t o l d  me t h a t  t h e r e  was something he had 
t o  t a l k  t o  me about because it was r e a l l y  
bothering him. I could t e l l  during the  lunch 
hour t h a t  t h e r e  was something on your Dad's 
mind, and I suspected t h a t  he  wasn't  j u s t  
taking me out  t o  lunch f o r  t h e  sake of t ak ing  
m e  ou t  t o  lunch. You know, of course, what 
was bothering your Dad, J u l i e .  H e  and your 
mother a r e  very upse t  and down i n  the  dumps 
over t h e  f a c t  t h a t  you r e c e n t l y  have moved 
i n  wi th  your f i ance ,  when t h e  two of you a r e  



not  y e t  married. J u l i e ,  your pa ren t s  have 
j u s t  cause f o r  being d is turbed .  A s  your 
pas to r ,  I too  am very saddened by what you 
a r e  doing. What you a r e  doing i n  t h i s  m a t -  
ter i s  t o t a l l y  wrong. I know t h a t  what you 
and pour f i a n c e  a r e  doing has  become a very 
comon th ing  i n  our day, but  t h a t  doesn ' t  
make it right. Sometimes Chr i s t i ans  l i k e  
yourself can be swayed i n t o  doing th ings  
that  are wrong, and then s i l e n c e  t h e i r  con- 
sc ience by say ing  that if can' t  be so  very 
wrong i f  so  many are doing it. J u l i e ,  w e  

never want t o  be guided i n  our l i f e  a s  
Christians by what "the major i ty"  a r e  doing,  
nor hy what s o c i e t y  se ts  up as being allow- 
able and OK, 

' f iat  we are deali-ng with here, J u l i e ,  i s  
the mat ter  of the Sixth Commandment. When a 

young man and a young woman decide t o  live 
together ,  ac t ing  llke man and wife ,  but  by-. 
passing t h e  laws of marriage,  t h a t ' s  fo rn i -  
cation o r  adu l t e ry .  Not only a r e  we break- 
ing s ta te  laws when we do t h i s ,  bu t  what is  
mare w o r t a n t  i s  that we a r e  breaking t h e  
t a w  of God. And a s  young Chr i s t i ans  we do 
not  want t o  be found doing t h a t .  I n  your 

Catechism i n s t r u c t i o n  you learned t h e  S ix th  
Commandment. Remember what i t  says ,  J u l i e :  * 

"You S h a l l  Not Commit Adultery." What does 
t h i s  mean? "We should f e a r  and love  God, 
so t h a t  we l ead  a chas t e  and decent l i f e  
i n  word and deed, and t h a t  husband and wife 
each love and honor t h e  other ."  One of t h e  
ques t ions  and answers you learned when 
studying t h i s  Comandment was t h i s :  "Why 

has God given us t h e  S ix th  Commandment?" 
Answer: "God has  given u s  t h e  S ix th  Command- 
ment a s  a safeguard of marriage and t h e  proper 
r e l a t i o n  between the sexes." Another quest ion 

was t h i s  : "What is marriage?" Answer : 
"Marriage i s  t h e  l i f e - long  union of one 
man and one woman i n t o  one f l e s h ,  en tered  
i n t o  by mutual consent and promise.'' S t i l l  
another  ques t ion  was t h i s :  "Who i n s t i t u t e d  
marriage?" Answer: God Himself i n s t i t u t e d  
marriage as t h e  c r e a t i o n ,  gnd bas given i t  
H i s  b l e s s ing .  '' This Bible  passage was 
l i s t e d :  "Le t  marrfage be held i n  "nnor 
among a l l . "  Hebrews 1 3 : 4  W e  are no t  honor- 
ing marsriage, J u l i e ,  when we sf-art using the 
p r i v i l e g e s  of the married before w e  a c t u a l l y  
are wrr ied,  

J u l i e ,  you and your f i a n c e  must recons ider  
whag you are doing,  and remedy t h e  s i t u a t i o n .  
'ither discontinue r i g h t  away your present 
l iv ing- together  arrangement, or e l s e  a c t u a l l y  
get m a ~ r i e d ,  You carnot  a s  consc ient ious  
yQung Chr i s t i ans  continue i n  what you a r e  
doing. Have you ever seen your f a t h e r  c ry?  
It i s n ' t  a very p leasant  t h i n g  t o  s e e  a b i g  
s t rong man blke your f a t h e r  break down and 
cry. That ' s  what he d i d  today when he spoke 
t o  m e  about t h i s  ma t t e r ,  

Hoping t o  hear from you, 1 remain 

Your Pas to r ,  who is concerned about 

Today t h a t  young woman has go t t en  married. 
Whether o r  not  she  followed h e r  pas tor"  advice t o  
d iscont inue  t h e  " l i v e  in" s i t u a t i o n  p r i o r  t o  her  
marr iage,  I do n o t  know. That she  is  today s o r r y  
f o r  t h e  g r i e f  t h a t  she  brought both God and h e r  
pa ren t s  by her  a c t i o n s ,  we can only hope f o r .  That 
she  i s  now l i v i n g  under God's p lan  f o r  husband and 
wife  we r e j o i c e  over .  

Knowing t h e  g r e a t  p re s su res  t h a t  our young 
people l i v e  under today because of the lowered 



not  y e t  married. J u l i e ,  your pa ren t s  have 
j u s t  cause f o r  being d is turbed .  A s  your 
pas to r ,  I too  am very saddened by what you 
a r e  doing. What you a r e  doing i n  t h i s  m a t -  
ter i s  t o t a l l y  wrong. I know t h a t  what you 
and pour f i a n c e  a r e  doing has  become a very 
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young man and a young woman decide t o  live 
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yQung Chr i s t i ans  continue i n  what you a r e  
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Hoping t o  hear from you, 1 remain 

Your Pas to r ,  who is concerned about 

Today t h a t  young woman has go t t en  married. 
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Knowing t h e  g r e a t  p re s su res  t h a t  our young 
people l i v e  under today because of the lowered 



standards of society, we must as 'shepherds' of the 
flock be loving, patient, and understanding. At the 
same time that we are a11 those things, we must also 
be Scrig~uraP, firm, and determined to lead the mem- 
bers of our flock on a pathway through life that is 
pleasing to the Lord. 

Because the "new morality" is the "in thing" for 
our present generation, pastors will have to address 
t he  matter in semons, Bible classes, and discussion 
groups, In dealing with the  subject we must not only 
b e  ready t o  condemn what the "prew morality" sets 
f o r t h ,  but we should be just as prepared to impress 
upon our people  how good and b ~ v e l y  it is to live 
under a God-ordained r n ~ ~ r a l i t y ,  

These are n u t  easy t i m e s  f o r  p a s t o r s  and parisb- 
loners .  And as the dnys sf this degenerating world  
hasten on, we can only more and more ask with the 
Apostle: "Who is equal to the task?" May we be 
given grace to answer that question with the same 
Apostdie Nard: "unlike so many, we do not peddle 
the Word of God for profit. On the contrary, in 
Christ we speak before God with sincerity, like men 
sent from God. '' I1 Corinthians 2 :16b-17 (NIV) 

SOL1 DEO GLORIA 

-- Norman A. Madson 
Cfrcuits 5 d 7 Pastoral Conference, Evangelical 
Lutheran Synod 
Belview, Minnesota 
May 26 6 27, 1981 
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and t h a t  t h e  world may h o w  t h a t  Thou h a s t  
s en t  M e ,  and h a s t  loved them a s  Thou has  
loved Me. Fa ther ,  I w i l l  t h a t  they a l s o  
whom Thou h a s t  given M e ,  be wi th  Me where I 

TME NORWEGIN EX?JOD I N  1914 am, t h a t  they  may behold My glory ,  which 
Thou h a s t  given M e ;  f o r  Thou loveds t  Me 
before t h e  foundatton of thenwor ld .  

The Th i r ty -F i r s t  Regular Convention of t h e  Norwe- 
gian Synod was held i n  Sioux F a l l s ,  South Dakota, 
i n  S t .  Olaf Congregation, Rev. S .  M. Orwoll, p a s t o r ,  
beginning Wednesday, October 3.4, 1914,  at 10 a . m .  
The e n t i r e  f i.rst day, October 1 4 ,  was designated 
as a day ,of e e l e b r n t i o ~ l  o f  t h e  'rwenty-fifth hni- 
versary o f  t h e  L u t h e r s n  N~~m1a.1 School i n  S ioux  F a l l s .  
T h e r e  w a s  a program c o n s i s t i n g  of rnusical uilxbnbers as 
well as an, address in Norwegizal by the Synad ' s  p r e s i -  
dent ,  Dr, 3, 6 .  Stub ,  whose ~ o p i s .  w a s  Chris t ian  Edu- 
cagion, A i s s ,  P r e s i d e n t  0 .  P ,  Vangsnes spoke in 
English on  he Future of t h e  Lutheran Normal Sehool." 
Greet ings were brought by the  var ious  educat ional  
i n s t i t u t i o n s  of the  Synod as we l l  as by Coacordia 
Teachers College.  

The real convention began on Thursday, October 15. 

THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE 

P r e s i d e a t  Stub de l ivered  h i s  synodical  message on 
the basis of John l7:20 - 26: 

Neither pray I. f o r  t h e s e  alone,  but  fsr them 
a l s o  which s h a l l  be l i eve  on M e  through t h e i r  
word, t h a t  they a l l  may be one, as Thou, Father,  
a r t  i n  M e  and I i n  Thee, t h a t  they a l s o  may be 
one i n  U s ,  t h a t  t h e  world may be l i eve  t h a t  
Thou h a s t  s e n t  M e .  And t h e  g lory  which Thou 
gavestZMe I have given them, t h a t  they may be  
one, even a s  We a r e  one: I i n  them, and Thou 
i n  M e ,  t h a t  they may be made p e r f e c t  i n  one, 

0 r ighteous  Father, the world ba th  n o t  known 
Thee, but  I have kr~own Thee, and these have 
imam that Thou hast sen t  Me. And I have de- 
clared unto them Thy name, and will declare it, 
ii.i;.l: &he love wherewith Thou h a s t  loved M e  may 
"r. ,2 " 
Li .-- 2;1 them and P in them, 

On ehe u. ;is of t h i s  t e x t ,  D r .  S tub s a i d ,  w e  under- 
stand that: 'hrist means, first and foremost,  an 
I r t n e - r  oarene:s i n  f a i th ,  i n  hope and love ,  a oneness 
cif s p i r i t ,  thus the  oneness t h a t  f i n d s  its expression 
In the one holy, universal C h r i s t i a n  Church on ea r th .  
Jesus'  i n t e rces so ry  prayer  p e r t a i n s  thus  t o  t h e  
Church, the cornunion of s a i n t s .  Then, H e  s a i d  t h a t  
this oneness s h a l l  now show i t s e l f  outwardly. And 
We states t h a t  t h e  outward oneness s h a l l  fol low upon 
t h e  inne r  oneness i n  f a i t h .  It shall n o t  be a 
u n i o n i s t i c  oneness. He  a s s e r t s  t h a t  one should be 
on guard aga ins t  two  errors: 1.. That Chr i s t  i n  H i s  
Nigh P r i e s t l y  Prayer  wants only an inward oneness, 
and not an inward oneness t h a t  will show i t s e l f  
outwardly. 2. The o the r  e r r o r  holds  t h a t  t h e  idea  
t h a t  w e  s h a l l  become one outwardly n u l l i f i e s  the 
requirement of God's Word t h a t  agreement i n  t h e  doc- 
t r i n e  of t h e  Gospel and t h e  admin i s t r a t ion  of t h e  
Sacraments must precede t h e  outward oneness and 
union. Then D r .  Stub quotes  va r ious  commentaries 
which express  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i nne r  u n i t y  s h a l l  show 
i t s e l f  also outwardly i n  fel lowship.  And f i n a l l y  
he b r ings  quota t ions  from men "of our own Synod." 
Professor  Wilhelm M. He Petersen  (Professor  a t  Luther 
Seminary, 1894-99) sa id :  "Thus Je sus  wants a l s o  t o  



and t h a t  t h e  world may h o w  t h a t  Thou h a s t  
s en t  M e ,  and h a s t  loved them a s  Thou has  
loved Me. Fa ther ,  I w i l l  t h a t  they a l s o  
whom Thou h a s t  given M e ,  be wi th  Me where I 

TME NORWEGIN EX?JOD I N  1914 am, t h a t  they  may behold My glory ,  which 
Thou h a s t  given M e ;  f o r  Thou loveds t  Me 
before t h e  foundatton of thenwor ld .  

The Th i r ty -F i r s t  Regular Convention of t h e  Norwe- 
gian Synod was held i n  Sioux F a l l s ,  South Dakota, 
i n  S t .  Olaf Congregation, Rev. S .  M. Orwoll, p a s t o r ,  
beginning Wednesday, October 3.4, 1914,  at 10 a . m .  
The e n t i r e  f i.rst day, October 1 4 ,  was designated 
as a day ,of e e l e b r n t i o ~ l  o f  t h e  'rwenty-fifth hni- 
versary o f  t h e  L u t h e r s n  N~~m1a.1 School i n  S ioux  F a l l s .  
T h e r e  w a s  a program c o n s i s t i n g  of rnusical uilxbnbers as 
well as an, address in Norwegizal by the Synad ' s  p r e s i -  
dent ,  Dr, 3, 6 .  Stub ,  whose ~ o p i s .  w a s  Chris t ian  Edu- 
cagion, A i s s ,  P r e s i d e n t  0 .  P ,  Vangsnes spoke in 
English on  he Future of t h e  Lutheran Normal Sehool." 
Greet ings were brought by the  var ious  educat ional  
i n s t i t u t i o n s  of the  Synod as we l l  as by Coacordia 
Teachers College.  

The real convention began on Thursday, October 15. 

THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE 

P r e s i d e a t  Stub de l ivered  h i s  synodical  message on 
the basis of John l7:20 - 26: 

Neither pray I. f o r  t h e s e  alone,  but  fsr them 
a l s o  which s h a l l  be l i eve  on M e  through t h e i r  
word, t h a t  they a l l  may be one, as Thou, Father,  
a r t  i n  M e  and I i n  Thee, t h a t  they a l s o  may be 
one i n  U s ,  t h a t  t h e  world may be l i eve  t h a t  
Thou h a s t  s e n t  M e .  And t h e  g lory  which Thou 
gavestZMe I have given them, t h a t  they may be  
one, even a s  We a r e  one: I i n  them, and Thou 
i n  M e ,  t h a t  they may be made p e r f e c t  i n  one, 

0 r ighteous  Father, the world ba th  n o t  known 
Thee, but  I have kr~own Thee, and these have 
imam that Thou hast sen t  Me. And I have de- 
clared unto them Thy name, and will declare it, 
ii.i;.l: &he love wherewith Thou h a s t  loved M e  may 
"r. ,2 " 
Li .-- 2;1 them and P in them, 

On ehe u. ;is of t h i s  t e x t ,  D r .  S tub s a i d ,  w e  under- 
stand that: 'hrist means, first and foremost,  an 
I r t n e - r  oarene:s i n  f a i th ,  i n  hope and love ,  a oneness 
cif s p i r i t ,  thus the  oneness t h a t  f i n d s  its expression 
In the one holy, universal C h r i s t i a n  Church on ea r th .  
Jesus'  i n t e rces so ry  prayer  p e r t a i n s  thus  t o  t h e  
Church, the cornunion of s a i n t s .  Then, H e  s a i d  t h a t  
this oneness s h a l l  now show i t s e l f  outwardly. And 
We states t h a t  t h e  outward oneness s h a l l  fol low upon 
t h e  inne r  oneness i n  f a i t h .  It shall n o t  be a 
u n i o n i s t i c  oneness. He  a s s e r t s  t h a t  one should be 
on guard aga ins t  two  errors: 1.. That Chr i s t  i n  H i s  
Nigh P r i e s t l y  Prayer  wants only an inward oneness, 
and not an inward oneness t h a t  will show i t s e l f  
outwardly. 2. The o the r  e r r o r  holds  t h a t  t h e  idea  
t h a t  w e  s h a l l  become one outwardly n u l l i f i e s  the 
requirement of God's Word t h a t  agreement i n  t h e  doc- 
t r i n e  of t h e  Gospel and t h e  admin i s t r a t ion  of t h e  
Sacraments must precede t h e  outward oneness and 
union. Then D r .  Stub quotes  va r ious  commentaries 
which express  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  i nne r  u n i t y  s h a l l  show 
i t s e l f  also outwardly i n  fel lowship.  And f i n a l l y  
he b r ings  quota t ions  from men "of our own Synod." 
Professor  Wilhelm M. He Petersen  (Professor  a t  Luther 
Seminary, 1894-99) sa id :  "Thus Je sus  wants a l s o  t o  



f i n d  a oneness t h a t  shows i t s e l f  outwardly, which 
t h e  world can see. This s h a l l ,  of course,  no t  be 
brought i n t o  being by s i n f u l  unionism." And D r .  3 .  
Ylvisaker  mites: "Chris t  shows us  c l e a r l y  t h a t  
We not  only has  i n  mind an  inner  oneness i n  f a i t h ,  
hope, and love ,  because t h a t  does no t  manifest  it- 
self before  t h e  world, bu t  H e  wants a l s o  an outward 
oneness as an expression QE she f u l l  union i n  t h e  
same mind and t h e  same judgment. I Core 1 : l O .  
That the church should be rent asunder i n t o  bodies  
and part ies  that are i n  oppos i t ion  es each o t h e r  
i s  not  according t o  God's gosd will, but i s  a bit- 
ter f r u i t  o f  sineB' 

And he C I Q S ~ ~  as folf.aws: 

I have t r f e d  t o  unfold ehe mighty t r u t h s  t h a t  
are contained i n  Sesus-aigh P r i e s t l y  Prayer ,  
Xf Es ngw up to US to take these t r u t h s  ta 
heart and apply the%. They s h a l l  f i n d  t h e i r  
a p p l i c a t i o n  In t h e  Pndivldual, i n  t h e  congre- 
gations,  and i n  the chureh body* I f  t h a t  i s  
done, then there will indeed arise fe rven t  
prayers to the  end t h a t  the prayer of our  Lord 
and Sevisr concerning t h e  u n i t y  of the s p i r i t  
Bn faith, i n  esnfess ion ,  and i n  l i f e ,  s o  t h a t  
the world may come to be l i eve  t h a t  Jesus  i s  
God's 5sn and the Savior  of ehe world, may 
become a s e a l b ~ y ,  And when e a r n e s t ,  f e rven t  
prayers concerning t h i s  a r i s e  t o  t h e  throne 
of grace, then,  by t h e  power of God's promises, 
a $sue oneness among t h e  Norwegian 'Lutheran 
Church people w i l l  and must be t h e  f r u i t  thereof .  
Lord Jesus, let  e h i s  happen: Amen. 

THE PmSIDENT9S WEPORT 

Dear Brethren; 
Last year our syno$ held 2 s p e c i a l  convention i n  
Minneapolis, June 11 - 18. d h i e i l y , r h e  union 
mat te r  requi red  t h i s  type of meeting. This  y e a r  
t h e  Synod is holding its T h i r t y - f i r s t  Regular 

Convention. Ordinar i ly  i t  would have been 
n a t u r a l  f o r  t h e  Synod t o  hold i t s  l a r g e  genera l  
convention i n  t h e  Twin C i t i e s ,  s i n c e  these  a r e  
the  cen te r  of t h e  Norwegian populat ion i n  gen- 
e r a l ,  and a l s o  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  of t h e  Norwegian 
church people. Then one could expect a more 
f u l l  r ep resen ta t ion  of t h e  many congregations 
of t he  Synod a t  a convention i n  t h e  Twin C i t i e s .  
The general  convention should the re fo re  have 
been held t h e r e  and a t  t h e  time that i s  usua l ly  
set f o r  these l a r g e  meetings and t h e  most con- 
venient f o r  t h e  members of t h e  chureh body i n  
t-i;eral, namely, i n  t h e  month of June. However, 
~ W Q  "bings were dec i s fve  i n  t h e  mat te r  of hold- 
ing  t h e  eonventisn in Sioux F a l l s  and a t  this 
time of che year ,  October 14 and subsequent 
days. One w a s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  our  Lutheran Normal 
School t h i s  year  c e l e b r a t e s  i ts  Twenty-fifth 
Anniversary, and t h i s  was counted a s  such an 
important matter t h a t  the  Synod should accept  
t h e  i n v i t a t i o n  t h a t  S t .  O la f ' s  Congregation i n  
Sioux F a l l s  had issued t o  t h e  Synod t o  hold i t s  
meeting here  about t h e  14th  of October, 1914. 
Also, because of t h e  100th anniversary  i n  Norway 
t h i s  year ,  i t  was f e l t  t h a t  many of t h e  Synod's 
pas to r s  and members would be  tak ing  p a r t  i n  t h e  
f e s t i v i t i e s  i n  Norway a t  t h a t  time (June).  The 
pres ident  of t h e  Synod, among o t h e r s ,  was elec-  
ted  t o  represent  t h e  church body a t  t h e  f e s t i v i -  
t i e s  i n  Norway according t o  i n v i t a t i o n  from t h e  
Norwegian government. 

Since t h e  church body thus  c e l e b r a t e s  i t s  gen- 
e r a l  convention i n  connection wi th  t h e  25th 
anniversary of t h e  normal school ,  t h i s  meeting 
should have a f e s t i v e  cha rac te r .  There should 
be a s p i r i t  of f e s t i v i t y  during t h e  de l ibera-  
t i o n s .  This  convention has a two-fold cha rac te r :  
Important ma t t e r s  pe r t a in ing  t o  t h e  l i f e  of t h e  
church body w i l l  be considered,  and t h e r e  i s  a l s o  
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brought i n t o  being by s i n f u l  unionism." And D r .  3 .  
Ylvisaker  mites: "Chris t  shows us  c l e a r l y  t h a t  
We not  only has  i n  mind an  inner  oneness i n  f a i t h ,  
hope, and love ,  because t h a t  does no t  manifest  it- 
self before  t h e  world, bu t  H e  wants a l s o  an outward 
oneness as an expression QE she f u l l  union i n  t h e  
same mind and t h e  same judgment. I Core 1 : l O .  
That the church should be rent asunder i n t o  bodies  
and part ies  that are i n  oppos i t ion  es each o t h e r  
i s  not  according t o  God's gosd will, but i s  a bit- 
ter f r u i t  o f  sineB' 

And he C I Q S ~ ~  as folf.aws: 

I have t r f e d  t o  unfold ehe mighty t r u t h s  t h a t  
are contained i n  Sesus-aigh P r i e s t l y  Prayer ,  
Xf Es ngw up to US to take these t r u t h s  ta 
heart and apply the%. They s h a l l  f i n d  t h e i r  
a p p l i c a t i o n  In t h e  Pndivldual, i n  t h e  congre- 
gations,  and i n  the chureh body* I f  t h a t  i s  
done, then there will indeed arise fe rven t  
prayers to the  end t h a t  the prayer of our  Lord 
and Sevisr concerning t h e  u n i t y  of the s p i r i t  
Bn faith, i n  esnfess ion ,  and i n  l i f e ,  s o  t h a t  
the world may come to be l i eve  t h a t  Jesus  i s  
God's 5sn and the Savior  of ehe world, may 
become a s e a l b ~ y ,  And when e a r n e s t ,  f e rven t  
prayers concerning t h i s  a r i s e  t o  t h e  throne 
of grace, then,  by t h e  power of God's promises, 
a $sue oneness among t h e  Norwegian 'Lutheran 
Church people w i l l  and must be t h e  f r u i t  thereof .  
Lord Jesus, let  e h i s  happen: Amen. 

THE PmSIDENT9S WEPORT 

Dear Brethren; 
Last year our syno$ held 2 s p e c i a l  convention i n  
Minneapolis, June 11 - 18. d h i e i l y , r h e  union 
mat te r  requi red  t h i s  type of meeting. This  y e a r  
t h e  Synod is holding its T h i r t y - f i r s t  Regular 

Convention. Ordinar i ly  i t  would have been 
n a t u r a l  f o r  t h e  Synod t o  hold i t s  l a r g e  genera l  
convention i n  t h e  Twin C i t i e s ,  s i n c e  these  a r e  
the  cen te r  of t h e  Norwegian populat ion i n  gen- 
e r a l ,  and a l s o  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  of t h e  Norwegian 
church people. Then one could expect a more 
f u l l  r ep resen ta t ion  of t h e  many congregations 
of t he  Synod a t  a convention i n  t h e  Twin C i t i e s .  
The general  convention should the re fo re  have 
been held t h e r e  and a t  t h e  time that i s  usua l ly  
set f o r  these l a r g e  meetings and t h e  most con- 
venient f o r  t h e  members of t h e  chureh body i n  
t-i;eral, namely, i n  t h e  month of June. However, 
~ W Q  "bings were dec i s fve  i n  t h e  mat te r  of hold- 
ing  t h e  eonventisn in Sioux F a l l s  and a t  this 
time of che year ,  October 14 and subsequent 
days. One w a s  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  our  Lutheran Normal 
School t h i s  year  c e l e b r a t e s  i ts  Twenty-fifth 
Anniversary, and t h i s  was counted a s  such an 
important matter t h a t  the  Synod should accept  
t h e  i n v i t a t i o n  t h a t  S t .  O la f ' s  Congregation i n  
Sioux F a l l s  had issued t o  t h e  Synod t o  hold i t s  
meeting here  about t h e  14th  of October, 1914. 
Also, because of t h e  100th anniversary  i n  Norway 
t h i s  year ,  i t  was f e l t  t h a t  many of t h e  Synod's 
pas to r s  and members would be  tak ing  p a r t  i n  t h e  
f e s t i v i t i e s  i n  Norway a t  t h a t  time (June).  The 
pres ident  of t h e  Synod, among o t h e r s ,  was elec-  
ted  t o  represent  t h e  church body a t  t h e  f e s t i v i -  
t i e s  i n  Norway according t o  i n v i t a t i o n  from t h e  
Norwegian government. 

Since t h e  church body thus  c e l e b r a t e s  i t s  gen- 
e r a l  convention i n  connection wi th  t h e  25th 
anniversary of t h e  normal school ,  t h i s  meeting 
should have a f e s t i v e  cha rac te r .  There should 
be a s p i r i t  of f e s t i v i t y  during t h e  de l ibera-  
t i o n s .  This  convention has a two-fold cha rac te r :  
Important ma t t e r s  pe r t a in ing  t o  t h e  l i f e  of t h e  
church body w i l l  be considered,  and t h e r e  i s  a l s o  



t h e  j u b i l e e  i n  connection wi th  t h e  h i s t o r y  of 
t h e  Chr i s t i an  school i n  our church body. This  
should be unto t r u e  and l a s t i n g  b l e s s ing .  

The War i n  Europe 

I n  t h e  meantime, we cannot look around about and 
po in t  t o  t h e  th ings  i n  our church body t h a t  re-  
q u i r e  our  a t t e n t i o n  and sympathy without f i r s t  
ga ther ing  our  thoughts about t h e  War i n  Europe, 
t h e  l a r g e s t  and b lood ies t  war t h a t  h i s t o r y  knows 
o f .  The g r e a t  powers of Europe, t h e  na t ions  
which have been regarded as  t h e  bea re r s  of cu l -  
t u r e  and a l s o  a s  so-cal led Chr i s t i an  na t ions ,  
Creek Cathol ic ,  Roman Cathol ic ,  and P r o t e s t a n t s ,  
both Reformed and Lutheran, not  t o  mention a l s o  
heathen Japan, s tand aga ins t  each o the r  i n  mixed 
confusion wi th  t h e  purpose of crushing each 
o ther . . . .  To begin wi th  we can only express  
our deepest  g r i e f  and horror  over i t  t h a t  w e  
have t o  l i v e  t o  see such a harrowing spec tac l e  
which bears  wi tness  t o  i t  t h a t  sin is t h e  r u i n  
of people and t h a t  t h e  human h e a r t  i s  always t h e  
same, and t h a t  no c u l t u r e  is a guarantee aga ins t  
t h e  ho r ro r s  of war. No, only i n  ~ h r i s t ' s  kingdom 
on e a r t h  i s  t h e  prophet ic  word f u l f i l l e d  t h a t  
"they s h a l l  bea t  t h e i r  swords i n t o  plowshares 
and t h e i r  spears  i n t o  pruning hooks; na t ions  
s h a l l  not  l i f t  up sword aga ins t  n a t i o n ,  n e i t h e r  
s h a l l  they l e a r n  war any more." I s a i a h  2 : 4 .  ... 
May t h e  Lord have mercy upon t h e  people and t h e  
coun t r i e s .  

The Union Matter 

The pres ident  repeated t h e  h i s t o r y  of how t h e  mat te r  
of union wi th  t h e  United Church and t h e  Hauge Synod 
had got ten  under way s i n c e  t h e  year  1905, how t h e  
opgjUr had been adopted i n  1912 by t h e  United Church 
and t h e  Hauge Synod unanimously, and by t h e  Synod 
wi th  only 12 cont rary  votes .  He sa id  t h a t  

r e j e c t s  a l l  synergism and Calvinism. Then he re-  
peated t h e  r e so lu t ions  of 1913 which have appeared 
i n  t h e  former p resen ta t ion  i n  t h i s  s e r i e s  ('The Norwe- 
gian Synod i n  1913, p. 7 and 8). both t h e  major i ty  
r epor t  and the  minori ty r e p o r t .  And i t  had been 
resolved t h a t  t h e  majority sepspt  should be sen t  t o  
t h e  congregations t o  be considered by these. And 
t h e  pres ident  was t o  be inform6d about how the can- 
gmga t i ans  reacted $0 thPs r e p o r t ,  

Pres, Stub said t h a t  the resu l t s  were as follows, 
--, GX~TERN DISTRICT: R e p a r t s  had co~ae i n  from 99 con- 

gri:gatlnns. O f  these, 8 congregations have rejected 
thc  -~, , - ja.r iky resalueion,  Bun one must notice tha t  
al.sc; :8knln these 8 congregat ions i r ~ :  least  t h r e e  
have deciared that ",keyr are f o r  union. One declares; 
"In the ho;e t h a t  the Norwegian Lutheran Church peo- 
p l e  in imilrica may, by t h e  leading  of the Holy S p i r i t ,  
reach f u l l  u n i t y  of f a i t h  and thereupon jo in  together  
t o  one, Our Savior's Congrggation declares itself 
entirely agreed with the minority repor t . "  h o t h e r  
declares: "Trini-L-y Congregation does no t  wish t o  be 
understood as apposed t o  t h e  union movemen$. It 
s imply favors the rasre conservative and 58fe f  caurse 
proposed in the  minor i ty  r epo r t . "  A t h i r d  congrega- 
t i o n  declares t h a t ,  whi1.e it accepts  the  minori ty 
r e p o r t ,  i t  is  "not against  union." Eighty-six con- 
gregations have vo ted  f o r  t h e  resolution adopted by 
the  Synod, most of them unanimously. 

IOWA DISTRICT: Eighty-eight congregations have 
responded. O f  these, 11 are aga ins t .  Of t hese  11, 
one congregation mites $hat i ts  declaration does 
not  mean t h a t  i t  is aga ins t  union, but  t h a t  t he re  
a r e  o t h e r  th lngs  which should be c l a r i f i e d  before 
one begins 60 dea l  about union, There a r e  77 con- 
gregat ions  who declared themselves f o r  t he  major i ty  
r e p o r t ,  
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gregat ions  who declared themselves f o r  t he  major i ty  
r e p o r t ,  



MINNESOTA DISTRICT: Responses were received from 
113 congregations, Of these ,  4 have declared them- 
se lves  aga ins t  t h e  major i ty  r e p o r t ,  Most of t h e  
209 remaining congregations have unanimously been 
f o r  t h e  major i ty  r e p o r t , , , ,  Three congregat ions 
s a i d  that t h e  c o r n i t t e e  should first and foremost 
come to u n i t y  about the understanding of s? 

Four congregations s t a t e d  tha t  there should be no 
union o r  federation befare %here is more c l a r i t y  
than  there now is, t h a t  these church bodies  have 
the same r i g h t  understanding sf which j-s 
under d i s p u t e ,  

NORT3TBST DISTRICT: Seven~y-four congregations 
responded, Two o f  these Geclared themaeLves against 
the majority repore; 72 i n  favor, most sf them 
unanimously, 

PACIFIC DISTRICT: Twenty-four congregations have 
reported their voee, Two of these have voted 
against  the  major i ty  repsrt, The o ther  2% h a v e  
adopted the  majority r e p o r t  unanimously except i n  
one csngregatfon rghere awe voted a g a i n s t ,  

TOTAL: Congregations t o  the  number of 498 h w e  
responded; 359 have dec lared  themselves f o r  the 
majority r epor t ,  27 a g a i n s t ,  but  s eve ra l  of them 
w i t h  the d e c l a r a t i o n  t h a t  they are not  against  
union, Seven have accepted the  majority r e p o r t ,  
bug wi th  a c lause  added; 5 have declared that  they 
d id  not  wish to vote now, but  they have not  voted 
against .  According to the  Cons t i tu t ion ,  a l l  csn- 
gregat ions  who have not  voted are regarded as having 
accepted when the t i m e  l i m i t  has run o u t ,  

The congregations cons t i t uge  t h e  church body, and 
according t o  the d e c l a r a t i o n s  t h e r e  i s  thus  an 
a l t o g e t h e r  enormous major i ty  f o r  t h e  Synod's reso- 
l u t i o n  of l a s t  year ,  

no t  only t h e  consent of t h e  annual convention, 
but  a l s o  of t h e  congregations t h a t  i t  s h a l l  con- 
s i d e r  wi th  t h e  c o r n i t t e e s  of t h e  two o t h e r  church , 

bodies t h e  quest ion about a poss ib l e  f u t u r e  union, 
e i t h e r  t o  one body o r  t o  a f e d e r a t i o n  of bodies.  

D r .  Stub and Prof .  ~ilda<l Meet Together 

Bu& before  t h e  j o i n t  @omi t t ee  had its meeting, 
P r o f ,  R i ldah l  and 1 came together f o r  a meeting 
eo consider  po in t s  i n  that some had ob- 
jected t o ,  because i t  was s a i d  that t h e r e  was a 
d i f f e r e n t  understanding QE ehem, We were agreed 
concerning the following: 

1, ?o ia t  b o f  does not  speak of f o m s  of 
doct r ine ,  but only of the d o c t r i n e  in t h e  
two  farms, 

2 ,  In poin t  4 of every d o c t r i n e  i s  r e j e c t e d  
which e i t h e r  on t h e  one hand would rob Gad of 
H i s  g lory  as the snEy S a d o r ,  o r  on t b e  o the r  
hand would weaken man's f e e l i n g  of responsi-  
b l P i t y  over against the  acceptance o r  r e j ec -  
t i o n  of grace. With the words, "sense of 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  over toward t h e  acceptance o r  
r e j e c t i o n  of grace," i t  i s  not s a i d  -- t h e  
words do no t  say i t  either -- that, a man s tands  
in t h e  same r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  the acceptance as 
t o  the r e j e c t i o n  of grace,  s i n c e  indeed t h e  
acceptance f h w s  from an e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r e n t  
source than the r e j e c t i o n ,  That a man accepts  
grace,  which i s  ehe same as be l i ev ing ,  is 
worked by God alone;  thae  a man rejects grace 
i s  from man a lone ,  o r ,  i n  o the r  words: In t h i s  
m n  a lone  9s t h e  cause and f o r  t h i s  man alone 
bears  t h e  blae. The following p o i n t s  i n  

cor robora te  t h i s  i n  t h a t  i t  a s c r i b e s  t h e  
acceptance o r  f a i t h  t o  God a lone ,  whi le  t h e  re- 
j e c t i o n  of grace is ascr ibed  t o  man a lone  .... 

3 .  When poin t  4c speaks of t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  which 
God removes i n  conversion i n  those  who a r e  
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acceptance o r  f a i t h  t o  God a lone ,  whi le  t h e  re- 
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saved, then i t  i s  self-understood t h a t  i t  is  
Gad alone who removes a l l  t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  
t h a t  h inders  conversion. 

% don't know how many thanksgivings came a s  a  
r e s u l t  of t h i s  d e c l a r a t i o n , , , . .  

At the  meeting sf  t h e  j o i n t  c o m i t t e e  i n  Minne- 
a p a 1 . i ~  from January 2 1  to 2 3 ,  t h i s  dec la ra t ion  
o f  P r o f ,  Rildabl's and mine w a s  repor ted ,  and 
s7he foll.s;wfng r e so lu t ion  was adcpted by t h e  
j o i n t  c o u n n i t t ~ e  of t h e  t h r ? r  bodies :   he j o i n t  
comroitt;.e expresses its '07 over D r .  stub's and 
D r ,  R i l d z * ~ i ' s  comxon decf a r s t i o n  anent t h e  under- 
sta.nciicg of Ci~ese poili ts  i z  %-gjjz, and i t s  
thanks to God f a r  t h i s  new witfiess t a  i t  that 

" 7 

znity of s p i r i t  has L1-y tlis grace, been atta,$neb 
in the  matters o f  f a i t h  treated in Opgj8r." 

A t  t he  5arae meeting the jo4.nt committee adopted 
h~he fol lowing :   he j o i n t  committee earnestly 
warns against  unionistic and f a n a t i c a l  tendencies 
and c,h~'zchZy cooperation w i t h  Reformed and others  
whc do sot share the  faith and confession of the 
conferring bodies.  By 'fanatical' is no t  meanr 
ch3t people  come toge ther  f a r  common prayer and 
vigorous work f o r  awakening and s p i r i t u a l  life. 
See the. j o i n t  c o m i t t e e P s  r e p o r %  concerning Lag 
Ministries i n  the  Church, accepted by the  three 
badf es . 
So t h e  Nomqegian Sgrnodgs Union Corn i t t ee  has f u l -  
f i l l e d  a l s a  the  requirement of t h e  minori ty re- 
po r t :  "Since i t  has  appeared t h a t  there are d i f -  
ferent understandings of c e r t a i n  po in t s  in t h e  
accepted theses ,  t h e  e a r n i t t e e  i s  exhorted t o  
d e l i b e r a t e  w i t h  the  c o r n i t t e e s  of t h e  o ther  b o d i e s  
about t h i s ,  and seek t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e  r i g h t  under- 
s tanding of such po in t s . "  

Objections t o  Point  1 i n  

The poin t  i n  t o  which some objected i s  
poin t  1, because i n  t h e  parentheses i t  s a i d ,  
"The so-called First Form of doct r ine"  and "the 
so-called second F Q ~ "  s f  t h e  doc t r ine  of Elee- 
t i o n  which is  s e t  f o r t h  i n  A r t i c l e  1% 0f t h e  
P o r ~ ~ u l a  of Concord and i n  Pohtoppidan ' s Sandhed 

(Truth unto Godl iness ) ,  ques- 
t i o n  5 4 8 ,  New no t  nn11.y the union cornittee mem- 
bers, ba th  those  who authored and those 
who now make up t h e  union committee, have given 
zllc declaration t h a t  p o i n t  I does not speak o f  
-"a.rz~s o f  doctrine, but  only o f  the doc t r ine  in 
5 

t E: c-:wr;p Cc3-ms; bu t  %%SO $Bae United Church and 
tF.- 5y.lod have, at. least lase annual meetings, 
res;iyed t o  s t r ike  the  two parentheses i n  order, 

o s s i b l e ,  ts es tab l i sh  t h a t  
does not speak sf fsms sf 

aloetr ine,  but owly of the  d o c t r k e  Pa the t w o  
forms. Both bodies  have thereby declared that 
they have the same understanding of t h i s  poin t .  

A s  I have said several t i m e s  and also poin ted  
out  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  my report  ts the g e w e ~ a l  eon- 
ventiss l a s t  year,  t h e  only th ing  t h a t  should 
be  done now regard ing  po in t  1 i n  is t o  
s t r i k e  t h e  question which Dr, Ykvisaker d i rec t ed  
ts the  members ~f our cornnittee and the answer 
t h a t  our committee members gave, because i t  i s  
wrong i n  i t se l f  and causes much confusion, This  
is t h e  quest ion:  Is t h e r e  any th ing  i n  pa in t  1 
t h a t  i s  e s s e n t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  from point 3? To 
t h i s  the  c o m i t t e e  members answered, ''no," h d  
they had the r i g h t  t o  answer "no, " according t o  
t h e  way they understood D r .  Y lv i sake r ' s  ques- 
t i o n ,  namely, a s  i f  t h e r e  was something i n  poin t  1 
t h a t  stood i n  contradicti .on t o  poin t  3. To t h i s ,  
one must answer, "no." This  was apparent ly 
D r .  Ylv isaker ' s  meaning with t h e  quest ion.  But I 
would answer t h i s  quest ion c o r r e c t l y ,  a s  t h e  
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words sound, and look a t  what is  contained i n  
po in t s  1 and 3, then I must answer, "yes" t o  
t h e  quest ion i f  t h e r e  i s  anything i n  po in t  1 
t h a t  is  e s s e n t i a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  from poin t  3. 
And why t h a t ?  Because t h e r e  i s  t h e  b ig  d i f f e r -  
ence between po in t s  1 and 3 i n  t h a t  po in t  1 
speaks, not  of forms, but  only of t h e  doc t r ine  
i n  the  two  forms, w h i l e  po in t  3 speaks exac t ly  
s f  t h e  two f o m s ,  

Therefare D r .  Ylvisaker says i n  a speech  before 
the Eastern. Distr ict  in 1912 (Report ,  p. 82)  
" S t i Z 1  sore it h91p9d me %?hen 9: heard tha t  i n  
p o i n t  1 we have ~ i o t  ac.ce;i~.r~i any form of d o c t r i n e ,  
but only the doctrine which i s  inc.luded in t he  
one or  zhe o the r  forn,  %ke doc t r ine  wh2ch is 
contained in t h e  second form i s  cer ta in ly  t h a t  
of Sc r ip t t l r e  and the Confessions; t h i s  we can ' t  
g e t  away from." And in a speech l a s t  year a t  
t h e  Synod meeting (p .  1 8 )  he says among other  
things: "The f i r s t  p o i n t  i n  does  not  
speak of form of doc t r ine ,  but  only of  doct r ine .  
This is what i s  accepted without  r e se rva t ion ,  
not  any form o r  manner of presenta t ion .  This 
It 8s that now i s  t o  be e s t ab l i shed  by t h e  
s t r i k i n g  of t h e  two parentheses."  But i f  t h i s  
I s  eo be es t ab l i shed ,  then t h a t  quest ion and 
answer must a l s o  be s t r i c k e n ,  

The Two Foms s f  the  Doctr ine of Elec t ion  

D r ,  S t u b  then contended t h a t  ba th  Pres .  N o  A ,  Preus 
aad h i s  son,  C. K. Preus,  i n  1883 s a i d  that in the 
Lutheran Church t h e r e  were t w o  conceptions of Elec- 
t i o n  wkjch were expressed i n  t&e two f o m s  which 
d id  not  s tand  i n  c o n f l i c t  w i t h  the  analogy of f a i t h .  
H e  s a id :  

Notice these  words, And w$%l anyone now under- 
t ake  t h e  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  s p l i t t i n g  t h e  
Synod, a s  was threatened i n  t h e  l a s t  number of 
Kirketidende, on account of a form of doc t r ine  

which i s  not  i n  c o n f l i c t  wi th  t h e  analogy of 
f a i t h ?  
And what does t h e  United Church say? The United 
Lutheran of June 21, 1913, says :  

1. That t h e  United Church a t  i ts  meeting i n  
Fargo unanimously and without reserva-  
t i o n  acknowledged t h e  d o c t r i n e  s f  Elec t ion  
which is included i n  t h e  11 th  A r t i c l e  of 
t h e  Formula of Concord and i n  Pontoppidan's 
explanat  i on ,  quest  ion 538 ,  

2 .  That t h e  United Church unanimously and with- 
out  r e se rva t ion  acknowledges i t  as an his-  
t o r i c  % r u t h  t h a t  there are two forms of the  
doc t r ine  of Elec t ion:  The f irst  i s  found 
i n   he Formula of Concord and t h e  o t h e r  i s  
Fsrmulated and used by some s f  t h e  bes t  
Ier~rxt.m men i n  t h e  Lutheran Church -- and 
i t  i s  not  formulated i n  oppos i t ion  t o  the 
Formula s f  Concord, because these  same men 
who had formulated i t  and used i t  had 
themselves signed t h e  Formula of Coneord 
and bel ieved they were i n  f u l l  agreement 
wi th  it. 

3 .  The United ChurcIl unanimously and without 
r e se rva t ion  bel ieved that t h e  use of e i t h e r  
of t hese  two forms of E lec t ion  -- with in  
t h e  framework of -- should no t  d i s -  
t u r b  t h e  f r a t e r n a l  r e l a t i o n s  between t h e  
members of t h e  Synod and of t h e  United 
Church. 

Are not  t hese  two dec la ra t ions ,  t h e  one by Pres.  
Preus and h i s  son, t h e  o the r  by t h e  United Church, 
a s  a l i k e  a s  one egg i s  t o  another? 

Now, i n  the  meantime, what does Prof ,  August - 
Pieper  say i n  3 pub-= 
l i shed  by t h e  German Wisconsin Synod and ed i t ed  
by t h e  theo log ica l  f a c u l t y  (Jan. ,  1914, p. 59)? 
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He dec la re s  t h e  second form t o  be "d iv i s ive  
of church fellowship" "became i t  f o r  some 
time has  been forced upon t h e  church through 
a  false f sys t ema t ikP  which mixes Law and Gos- 
p e l ,  because it c o n t r a d i c t s  Sc r ip tu re  and f a l -  
s i f i e s  t h e  order  of s a l v a t i o n ,  

The I n t u f t u  f i d e i  doc t r ine  -- o r  t h e  second 
farm -- i s  r i g h t f u l l y  amused of synergism 
and denial  s f  t h e  ~ s n f e s s i o n ~ ' ~  

1 ask, i n  t h e  n m e  of just l -ce:  W'ieat does the  
Norwegian Synod say about this t o  want t o  s tand  
i n  b r o t h e r l y  r e l a t i o n  r - i th  those  who i n  t h e  
s t rongest  language break "he s t i c k  over our  
Synod, over t h e  greatest part of the  Lutheran 
Church which always has used t h e  second form, 
but  does not  want t o  be agreed and uni ted  w i t h  
those  who teach the ssme as t he  Nomegian Synod 
has taught  and teaches today? 

Thus the  Narwegfan Synod and t h e  Urnited Church 
are agreed i n  t h i s  t h a t  t h e  f i r s t  paragraph of 

does n o t  speak s f  form of doc t r ine ,  but  
doc t r ine  i n  t h e  two forms, I n  order  t o  

" e s t a b l i s h  t h i s ,  t h e  two parentheses,  which i n  
1912 were a rock of of fence ,  a r e  s t r i c k e n .  
I&at remiras, t regards  t h e  objec t ions  
of  A r t i c l e  1 s f  ? m a t  i s  s t a t e d  i n  i t  
has always been t h e  p o s i t i o n  of t h e  Synod. 

Paragraph 4 of 

With regard t o  paragraph 4 ,  concerning weaken- 
ing  man's sense  of r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  i n  r e l a t i o n  
t o  t h e  acceptance o r  r e j e c t i o n  of grace,  I r e f e r  
t o  D r .  K i ldah l ' s  and my dec la ra t ion  i n  which t h e  
j o i n t  committee has  declared t h a t  i t  agrees  and, 
a s  admit ted,  no one has  a t tacked t h i s  pub l i c ly ,  
i f  one ignores  an in s inua t ion  t h a t  has  appeared 
i n  very recent  t imes. 

- 60 - 

Fina l ly ,  K i ldah l ' s  and my d e c l a r a t i o n  inc ludes  
t h e  a s s e r t i o n  and "It is  God a lone  who removes 
all r e s i s t a n c e  which h inders  conversion," Pow 
1 again ask:  What more does one want? 1s these 
t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  f o r  any hman cooperat ion sr 
working along i n  conversion s%nce it i s  God 
alone who removes all resistance tha t  h inders  
conversion? A l s o  over t h i s  a sse r t ion  t h e  j o i n t  
c o r n i t t e e  of zhe three bodies  has expressed its 
joy ,  Again I ask: Does anyone in the  Synod 
want  to take upon himself the responsibility 
f o r  s p l i t t i n g  t h e  Synod because i t  regards i t  
as i t s  C h r i s ~ i a ~  d u t y  t o  stand i n  b ro the r ly  r e i a -  
'"3 on*. . ' :7 ~Ybyith a body ~qhfct~. teaches thus  as i n  our 
, a f-8~m3,tr-i-- -8j.k ;2eclara$boa? Finally %he J o i n t  coamfbfttee 
, I~~ .~ .Ex I  about the  earl ier  cited resoPu-tBda;-a against 
m%Cfn221n which also mxst  be acceptable t o  every 
u p r i g h t  m u l ,  

Federat ion o r  Union? 

The camit tee  t h a t  d e a l t  i n  behalf of t h e  church 
bodies  f u m d  t ha t  there 2s no t  any d i f f e r a t  
understanding o f  3ghk between t h e  bodies. 
Therefare t h e  cornittee took under cons idera t ion  
i t s  enlarged mandate. For longer  t i m e  t h e  ques- 
t i o n  was d i s c u s s e d  coneernlng f ede ra t ion  of the  
bodies o r  union. But rhey found that ' federat ion 
would not improve the  s i t u a t i o n  at t h e  many 
places where a union of small congregations t o  
one would be of incalculable  blessj-ng both f o r  
the cengregatiows and pas tos s ,  Everyone would, 
a s  u n t i l  now, be able to seek h i s  o m ,  and the  
pas to r s  i n  the  r e spec t ive  bodies  would work 
under the  same condi t ions  as now, The f i n a n c i a l  
s i t u a t i o n  would n o t  be improved e i t h e r ,  The 
e f f o r t s  t h a t  are being made among German Luth- 
e rans  exac t ly  i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of union i n  order  
t o  escape t h e  f r i c t i o n s  t h a t  have caused so much 
bad were a l s o  brought out .  
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F i n a l l y  t h e  committee declared i t s e l f  unani- 
mously f o r  union a s  t h e  only goal  one should 
have i n  mind* Af ter  s eve ra l  days of de l ibera-  
t i o n  they were agreed about t h e  following: 

A R T I C L E S  O F  U N I O N  

Hauge's Synod, t h e  Norwegian Synod and t h e  United 
Church must Zirst and foremast, both IndividuaLly 
and j o i n t l y ,  express a sincere and deepfelt g r a t i -  
t ude  t o  God, the Father of mercy, t d ~ o  has rlat 
deal t  witzh u s  according t o  our  s ins ,  bu t  in grace 
has brought toge ther  that whLch :'or years has been 
separated, u n i t i n g  us  i n  t h e  same f a i t h  and doc- 
t r i n e  and evoked a desire $0 become one also i n  
external ma%$erse 

Xn t h e  next place, we are constrained t o  confess 
that d u r i n g  "he long and b i t t e r  controversy there 
has been sinned i n  nun~erous ways. God requires i n  
His Word t h a t  the  t r u t h  sha l l  be confessed and de- 
fended an$ that error s h a l l  be r e s i s t e d ,  but  fre- 
quent ly  unjust  accusa t ions  have been made by one 
party o r  another, and i n  t h e  hea t  of c o n f l i c t  
thirigs have been done which a r e  now mentioned with 
g r i e f .  Carnal weapons have o f t en  been used. 

We have all sinned both aga ins t  God and agains t  
one ansther,  This  causes our h e a r t s  g r i e f ,  and 
f o r  aLI these th ings  w e  ask t h e  forgiveness of God 
and of one another ,  and from t h e  h e a r t  w e  fo rg ive  
every bro ther  h i s  f a u l t s .  

I n  t h e  name of the Triune God we dec la re  j o i n t l y  
and s e v e r a l l y  our s i n c e r e  acceptance of t h e  followin?: 

Articles of Union 

1. The j o i n t ,  unanimous and unreserved acceptance 
of t h e  canonica l  books of Holy Sc r ip tu res  a s  the 

i n e r r a n t  Word of God and of t h e  confess ional  w r i t -  
i ngs  of t h e  Norwegian Lutheran Church by t h e  t h r e e  
bodies ,  we regard a s  t h e  primary condi t ion  of union. 

2. Furthermore, t h e  j o i n t  r e p o r t s  adopted by t h e  
t h r e e  bodies i n  1912 and t h e   adis is on Agreement," 
a s  an expression of our common understanding of t h e  
po in t s  of d i f f e rence  concerning' doc t r ine  i n  t h e  
p a s t ,  must c o n s t i t u t e  a p r e r e q u i s i t e  f o r  t h e  union 
of t hese  bodies and be  maintained a s  such. 

3. The t h r e e  bodies  promise one another  i n  a l l  
se r iousness  t o  observe t h e  r u l e  not  t o  c a r r y  on 
churchly cooperation wi th  t h e  Reformed and o the r s  
who do no t  sha re  t h e  f a i t h  and confessions of t hese  
bodies a 

4*  CHURCH RITES 

A.  lJ i th r e spec t  t o  church rites, we observe 
t h e  p r i n c i p l e s  set f o r t h  i n  t h e  confess ional  w r i t -  
ings  of t h e  Lutheran Church. These a r e  b r i e f l y  as 
follows : 

a )  To the  t r u e  un i ty  of t h e  Church i t  i s  not  
necessary t h a t  t h e  same church rites a r e  observed 
everywhere, provided t h e r e  i s  u n i t y  i n  doc t r ine  
(Augsburg Confession, A r t ,  V L I )  . 

b) Therefore t h e  Church of God has  t h e  r i g h t  and 
a u t h o r i t y  everywhere and a t  a l l  times, a s  f a r  a s  
t hese  mat te rs  a r e  concerned, t o  take  such a c t i o n  
a s  i t  may deem most s e rv iceab le   ormu mu la Concord, 
A r t .  X) .  

c )  But church r i t e s  and ceremonies which a r e  not  
cont rary  t o  t h e  Word of God and which have been i n  
use f o r  some time, promoting peace and good order ,  
should never the less  be observed everywhere and 
should n e i t h e r  be a l t e r e d  not  d iscont inued,  except 
f o r  good and s u f f i c i e n t  reason (Augsburg Confession, 
A r t .  XV, and t h e  Apology, A r t .  ~ 1 1 1 ) .  
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B ,  In order  t h a t  t h e r e  may be  genera l  uni- 
formity a l s o  i n  church ri tes,  t h e  Church recom- 
mends t h a t  t h e  congregations fol low t h e  r i t u a l  
of t h e  Church of Norway i n  t h e  modified form a t  
present  comonly used among us. 

C e  Public  confession and absolu t ion  i n  con- 
nections w i t h  t h e  Lord's Supper should be adminis- 
tered a s  determined by the congregat ions,  e i t h e r  
by dec la r ing  t h e  forg iveness  of s i n s  t o  t h e  ind i -  
v idua l  by the  lay ing  on of hands o r  by a genera l  
declaration without t h e  Xapkng on of hands. P r i -  
v a t e  eesxafessisn and abssl.ut";.on s h a l l  b e  r e t a ined .  

Sic In  order  110 avoid, a n y  and a81 misender- 
s tanding  i-n the  ma t t e r ,  the conferr ing bodies  de- 
clare tha t  they recognize t he  Christian l a y  acti-  
v i t y ,  as set f o r t h  in t h e  a r t l c1 .e~  o f  lay ac t iv i ty ,  
and t h a t  they w i l l  chzrish i t .  Consequently, it 
s h a l l  no t  be eonsidered anchurchly p r a c t i c e  o r  
r e l i g i o u s  fanaticism f o r  people t o  come together  
f o r  prayer and the  ea rnes t  promotion of s p i r i t u a l  
awakening and s p i r i t u a l  l i f e .  

5, CONCERNING DEBT 

Each body must, before  union can be consummated, 
pay i t s  own deb t s ,  

6. S E M I N A R I E S  

The Church s h a l l  e s t a b l i s h  and maintain one 
theo log ica l  seminary, The present  property of t h e  
United Church a t  S t ,  Anthony Park 'and t h a t  of t h e  
Norwegian Synod i n  Hamline s h a l l  be used f o r  t h e  
purposes of t h i s  i n s t i t u t i o n .  The arrangement of 
t h e  two departments,  t h e o r e t i c a l  and p r a c t i c a l ,  and 
t h e  d i v i s i o n  of t h e  s tuden t s  between t h e  two school  
bui ld ings ,  s h a l l  be  l e f t  t o  t h e  theo log ica l  f a c u l t y  
i n  consu l t a t ion  wi th  t h e  Board of Education of t h e  
Church, It is  recommended t h a t  t h e  time of t h e  
professors  be divided a s  we l l  a s  poss ib l e  between 

t h e  two p laces  where i n s t r u c t i o n  is  given. The 
Church s h a l l  e s t a b l i s h  and maintain a  pro-seminary 
a t  t h e  present  Seminary of Hauge's Synod a t  Red 
Wing. In  add i t ion  t o  being used a s  a  prs-seminary, 
t h i s  school s h a l l  be used a s  f a r  a s  t h e  f a c i l i t i e s  
permit a s  a  normal school o r  t h e  most prominent 
preparatory school  of t h e  Church f a r  i ts  co l l eges ,  

7 ,  TEACHERS 

Teachers a t  t h e  Theological Seminary shal l  be 
p r o f e s s o ~ ~  of theology serv ing  as such at  the time 
whew the' union is. e f fec t ed .  Pour ( 4 )  8% t h e s e  
s h a l l  be from the $Tslited Church, four  ( 4 )  from &he 
Norwegian t ipod,  and two ( 2 )  from Hauge's Synod. 

8. ' THEOLOGICA~ STUDENTS 

~ h k o l o ~ i c a l  s tuden t s  who have been admitted to 
t h e  r e spec t ive  seminaries  of the three Bodies shall 
by v i r t u e  of such admission be received a s  reguhar 
s tuden t s  by t h e  Seminary df t h e  u n l ~ e d  body, 

B e  "NORMAL SCHOOLS 

The Church s h a l l  e s t a b l i s h  and m a i n ~ a i n ,  u n t i l  
o t h e m i s e  deternine$, t w o  normal schoo l se  These 
s h a l l  be,  u n t i l  t h e  Church otherwise dec ides ,  Sioux 
F a l l s  Normal School, Sioux Falls,  S .  D,, and Madi- 
so@ N o m l  School, Madison, Minn, 

10. COLLEGES 

The Church s h a l l  e s t a b l i s h  and maintain two 
standard co l l eges ,  These s h a l l  be Luther College, 
Decsrah, Iowa, and S t ,  Olaf College, Nor thf ie ld ,  
Minn, The opera t ing  expenses s f  t hese  schools  s h a l l  
be defrayed from the proceeds of the endowment funds 
omed by these  co l l eges ,  genera l  school  r e c e i p t s ,  
and annual appropr ia t ions  by t h e  Church, 

11, OTHER I N S T I T U T I O N S  O F  LEARNING 

The higher  i n s t i t u t i o n s  of l ea rn ing  which a r e  now 
connected wi th  e i t h e r  one of t h e  t h r e e  bodies s h a l l  
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continue t h e i r  operat ion.  In  case  t h e  Church 
exe rc i se s  supervis ion  over them, they s h a l l  r ece ive  
annual appropr ia t ions  from t h e  Church. The Board 
of Education may propose t h e  amounts t o  b e  appro- 
p r i a t e d ,  but  t h e  Church i t s e l f  s h a l l  dec ide  how 
much each of t hese  schools  s h a l l  r ece ive  each year .  
Since Jewel1 College and Augustana College a r e  
owned by t h e  Church, they s h a l l  be operated a s  t h e  
Church may determine, 

1 2 .  INSTITUTIONS OF MERCY 

A l l  i n s t i t u t i o n s  of mercy now owned by t h e  var- 
i ous  bodies  s h a l l  cont inue t h e i r  opera t ion  as h i the r -  
t o  u n t i l  t h e  Church may otherwise determine. . 

B3, MISSIONS 

Al.1 micaions now c a r r i e d  on by t h e  r e spec t ive  
bodies sha l l  cont inue i n  the  uni ted  body i n  accord- 
ance with plans and methods determined by t h e  Church. 

i 4 ,  THE PENSION FUND 

The pension funds of the respective bodies s h a l l  
be combined i n t o  one and the r u l e s  rev ised  t o  con- 
form with  t h e  requirements of such combination. 

15. PUBLICATION HOUSES 

The bookstores ;ind publ i sh ing  houses of Hauge's 
Synod, t h e  Norwegian Synod and t h e  United Church 
s h a l l  be ux~dted into one concern, whose ch ie f  s e a t  
of business  shal l  be Augsburg Publishing House, 
MfnneapsPPs, Minn, 

16. EDITORSHIP 

The church papers  which a r e  owned and published 
by t h e  r e spec t ive  bodies  s h a l l  be consol ida ted ,  and 
t h e r e  s h a l l  be published one church organ i n  Norwe- 
g ian  and one i n  English and one Sunday school  paper 
i n  Norwegian and one i n  English. I n  t h e  e d i t o r s h i p  
of t h e  organs of t h e  Church a11 t h r e e  of t h e  present  

bodies s h a l l  be represented f o r  t h e  present .  An 
edi tor- in-chief  s h a l l  be e l ec t ed  f o r  each organ. 

17. INCORPORATION 

The uni ted  body s h a l l  be incorporated a s  soon 
a s  poss ib le .  

18. PROPERTY 

Proper a c t i o n  s h a l l  be taken t o  convey a l l  t h e  
property owned by t h e  r e s p e c t i v e  bodies,  s o  t h a t  
it may become the l e g a l  property of the uni ted  
body. 

1 9 ,  MERGING 

TlergBng of the three Bodies i n t o  one s h a l l  i n  
no way c u r t a i l  t h e  freedom and r i g h t  of t h e  Bscal 
congregations t o  e f f e c t  mergers o r  rear range  

These A r t i c l e s  of Union were signed by M. 0 .  Wee 
(Hauge Synod), I. D. Ykvlsaker (Norwegian Synod), 
and Peder Tangj e rd  (United Church) , s e c r e t a r i e s .  

NOTE: The above a r t i c l e s  were r epo r t ed  by t h e  
Union Committee under d a t e  of  Apr i l  2 ,  1914. 
They were approved by t h e  convent ions o f  t h e  
t h r e e  con fe r r ing  bodies  as fo l lows:  1914 by 
t h e  United Church unanimously and by t h e  
Norwegian Synod by a vote  o f  360 t o  170; 
1916 by Hauge's Synod by a vo te  of 165 t o  40. 
See r e p o r t s  of United Church, 1914, pp. 214-15; 
Norwegian Synod, 1914, p .  139; Hauge's Synod, 
1916, pp. 231-32. 
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D r .  Stub continued, 

These th ings  were then t o  be presented before  
t h e  church bodies  f o r  cons idera t ion  and adop- 
t i o n .  The Hauge Synod, which met f i r s t  t h i s  
yea r ,  would n o t  t ake  t h e  i n i t i a t i v e  i n  t h i s  
matter, but  defer red  ac t ion .  The United Church 
adopted these  A r t i c l e s  of Union unanimously. 
It had i t s  meeting i n  S t .  Paul ,  June 18-24, 
1914,  

I f  the Norwegian Synod adopts them, as I hope 
it w i l l ,  then t w o  years must pass  before  t h e  
c o n s t i t u t i o n  can be placed before  t h e  Synod, 
and then the w h d e  th ing  n m s t  go t o  t h e  congre- 
gat ions f o r  acceptar~rc. o r  r e j e c t i o n .  I f  anyone 
has  proceeded carrfr!l y and slowly, i t  sure ly  
l s  the Union Cornittee, From several quarters 
it has been c r l t i c i z c d  because i t  went sc s1owl.y. 

But i t  can't be denied that if our church peop1.e 
in general get the impression that w e  are not  
r e a l l y  i n  earnest: i n  our union endeavors, then 
? am afra id  t h a t  t h e  church body w i l l  s u f f e r  
i nca lcu lab le  h a m .  

I f  t h e r e  a r e  those  i n  t h e  church body who do 
not  wish union, then i t  should have been s t a t e d  
from the  beginning. I f  t h e r e  are any who out  
of cons idera t ion  f o r  t r a d i t i o n  o r  h i s t o r y  have 
taken t h e  s tand t h a t  they do n o t  w i s h  union 
wi th  t h e  o t h e r s ,  then it should have been brought 
f o r t h ,  

Are some s t i l l  of the opinion t h a t  we i n  the  
Norwegian Synod s h a l l  be a t  enmity e s p e c i a l l y  
toward t h e  United Church, so they do not  want 
t o  g e t  t oge the r  wi th  them f o r  d i f f e r e n t  types 
of meeting and n o t  even f o r  p a s t o r a l  conferences? 

Clear  l i n e s  should be drawn so  t h a t  w e  know what 
we want. I hope and pray t o  God t h a t  t h i s  meet- 
i n g  may c l e a r  up many th ings  and t h a t  we may be 

a b l e  t o  agree  about progress  i n  t h e  union 
matter .  It i s  so  g rea t  and, f a r  our chureh 
body, s o  important a matter  t h a t  t h e  respon- 
s i b i l i t y  f o r  r e t r e a t j n g  and r e v e r s a l  w i l l  
fall heavy on those  who must bear  i t ,  

Since t h e  union matter is  s t a t e d  as t h e  fsre- 
m w t  n a t t e r  and the j o i n t  sbmmittee's r epor t  
t o  the church body i s  oar hand, i t  is s e l f -  
evident t h a t  t h i s  may be taken up a t  once fo r  
consideration. Thereby we w i l l  a l s o  gain this 
that i t  w i l l  be considered thoroughly. The 
Lord grant success! 

VOTE OF CONFIDENCE IN THE PmSIDENT 

Judge Andrew Grindeland presented t h e  following 
r e so lu t ion :  

Since i t  is 8 well-knom f a c t  that Pres iden t  
S t u b ' s  motives and dea l ings  in connection 
with the union matter have been made t h e  ob- 
ject  of grave susp ic ion  and accusation -- 
both i n  the pub l i c  press and p r i v a t e l y  -- 
the S p o d  wishes) ou t  of e~jrncern f o r  i t s  o m  
worthiness a s  a body, k o  declare that it d i s -  
approves of such csnduet,  and expresses i t s  
complete confidence i n  t h e  pres ident ' s  honest 
purposes i n  h i s  e f f o r t s  i n  behalf s f  the union 
mat te r  . 

Hon. Andrew Grindeland was a de lega te  from t h e  con- 
gregat ion  of Rev. P. F. Kjorlaug of Warren, Minne- 
s o t a ,  M r ,  Grindeland aecoqan ied  t h i s  r e so lu t ion  
with t h e  following argument (Pr in ted  i n  t h e  Engl i sh  
language, Report 1914, page 13 ) :  
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Gentlemen of t h e  convention, 

I s i n c e r e l y  r e g r e t  t h a t  i t  has  become necessary 
t o  o f f e r  t h i s  r e so lu t ion ,  but  t h e  sense  of duty 
fo rb ids  s i l ence .  

I f  t h e  Norwegian Synod is  t o  maintain i t s  dig- 
n i t y  and good standing,  it should a c t  favorably 
upon t h i s  r e so lu t ion .  

While we a r e  confront ing t h e  quest ion of church 
union, t h e  quest ion i n  which taday cen te r s  t h e  
i n t e r e s t  of a l l  Norwegian Lutherans of h e r i c a ,  
i t  becomes h ighly  important what a t t i t u d e  we 
take  a s  t o  the sub jec t  mat te r  of t h e  r e so lu t ion .  

While our ab le ,  f a i t h f u l ,  and cons idera te  presi- 
dent  i s  engaged i n  the g r e a t  cause of union, 
s h a l l  our a t t i t u d e  be  to m i s t r u s t  him, t o  give 
him our ill w i l l  and impugn h i s  no t ives ,  o r  
s h a l l  w e  g ive  him our good will and our confi-  
dence and treat him w i t h  such respect and con- 
f idence  a s  h i s  high o f f i c i a l  p o s i t i o n  comands? 
Gentleman of the convention, I o f f e r  t h i s  reso- 
l u t i o n  i n  a kind and Chr i s t i an  s p i r i t ,  having 
i n  view only t h e  duty w e  owe t o  our worthy 
p res iden t ,  the duty we owe t o  ourse lves ,  and 
the duty we owe t o  t he  wel fare  of our Synod. 
I appeal t o  your sense of j u s t i c e  t o  accept  t h i s  
r e s s l u t  ion. 

The leesolution was taken under cons idera t ion  a t  
once. It was accepted by s tanding vo te ,  

Pas tor  R. 0. Brandt wished t o  have i t  added t o  the 
Minutes t h a t  he  d i d  not  vo te  aga ins t  t h e  resslu- 
t i o n  because i t  was t o  be adopted without debate. 

The p res iden t  expressed h i s  hea r ty  thanks f o r  the 
vo te  of confidence which was expressed i n  t h i s  
r e so lu t ion .  

CONSIDERATION OF THE UNION MATTER 

This  matter  was considered a t  fou r  se s s ions .  The 
t i m e  of each speaker was l imi t ed  t o  10  minutes,  

Pres ident  Vangsnes moved t h a t  t h e  Synsd now take  
up t h e  Union Committee s Repsrt f o r  cons idera t  i on ,  

A s  a s u b s t i t u t e  motion, Pres ident  P.  A .  Hendrickson 
moved : 

Since t h e r e  is a Large number of l a y  people 
a s  wel l  as many pas to r s  and p ra fes so r s  who 
nour ish  s e r i o u s  misgivings wi th  regard t o  
union a t  t h i s  eiane, it must be counted as 
::he most serviceable and b ro the r ly  manner 
o' procedure tha t  we do not  t ake  f u r t h e r  
s t e p s  coward union with t h e  o t h e r  bodies on 
the present p l a t f o m ,  bu t  t h a t  t h e r e  f i r s t  
should be  done what can be dome i n  order  t o  
convince and win our  o m  people, and s o  t o  
stave o f f  d iv i s ion  and p r e s e m e  u n i t y  i n  
our o m  body and i n  our congregations. 
Therefore, I move: 

1. That t h e  Union C o m l t t e & s  Repsrt  be turned 
over %a a Peace Csxm~it tee whose purpose s h a l l  
be to br ing  about aanniey i n  the Synsd wi th  re- 
gard t o  union and t h e  requirements %or the same, 

2 ,  This comi t tee  s h a l l  cons i s t  s f  an equal 
number of l a p e n  as  also pastors o r  p ro fes so r s ,  
Both s i d e s  s h a l l  b e  equa l l y  represented and 
the  members a r e  t o  be appointed by the S p o d l s  
p re s iden t  and vice-president  r e spec t ive ly ,  
Both of t hese  last named s h a l l  be self-appointed 
members of t h e  c o r n i t t e e ,  

3.  This c o m i t t e e  s h a l l  r epor t  t o  the  Synod i n  
two years .  I n  t h e  meantime i t s  r e p o r t  s h a l l  
be presented t o  t h e  General P a s t o r a l  Conference. 
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The b a s i s  f o r  Pres ident   endr ricks on's motion was 
t h e  following: 

1. That t h e r e  a r e  s e r i o u s  breaches wi th in  our 
body wi th  regard t o  t h e  union mat te r  is 
apparent .  

2. That t he  so-called minori ty i s  j u s t  a s  much 
i n  favor of union a s  i s  t h e  so-cal led major i ty .  

3. But t h e  minori ty nour ishes  se r ious  doubts 
whether a God-pleasing u n i t y  has been reached 
i n  t h e  understanding of b 

4. Without such oneness neither our own Synod 
is benef i ted  nor are t h e  bodies  we d e s i r e  t o  
un i t e  with. Therefore,  i t  serves t h e  cause 
best t h a t  the Synod first  be uni ted  within 
i t s e l f  before f u r t h e r  s t e p s  are taken. 

5. Such i n t e r n a l  rrniry i s  requi red .  God's Word 

r equ i re s  l t .  I Corinthians 1:10: 

Now I beseech you, bre thren ,  by t h e  name of 
of our Lord Jesus  C h r i s t ,  t h a t  y e  a l l  speak 
t h e  same th ing ,  and t h a t  there b e  no d i v i -  
sions among you, hut  t h a t  ye  be p e r f e c t l y  
joined , toge ther  i n  t h e  same mind and i n  the 
same judgment. 

The number of votes f o r  Pres ident  Hendrickson's 
motion was 173, whi le  327 declared themselves f o r  
t h e  mot im of Pres ident  Vangsnes. 

And so t h e  Report of t h e  Union C o m i t t e e  was before  
t h e  Synod. 

Report of t h e  Union C o m i t t e e  

A j o i n t  meeting of t h e  Union Committees of t h e  
Hauge Synod, t h e  Norwegian Synod, and t h e  United 
Church was he ld  from Tuesday, March 31 t o  and in- 
cluding Apr i l  2 l a s t  i n  Minneapolis, Minnesota. 

A l l  t h e  members were present .  From the Hauge 
Synod Pres. M. H. Hanson, Prof .  M. 0 .  Wee and 
Pas to r s  C. J. Eastvold,  J .  L. Lasseson and T. J. 
Oppedal; from t h e  Norwegian Synod Pres.  H.  0. Stub, 
K. Bjorgo, J. Nordby, and 0. P. Vangnes and Pas to r  
I. D. Ylvisaker;  from t h e  United Church Pres .  T.  H. 
Dahl, Pas to r s  N. C. Brun and S .  Gunderson, Banker 
Tollef  Sanderson and Pas tor  Peder Tangjerd. 

Two sub-comlnfttees had met t h e  preceding week. 
They presented a draught of s t i p u l a t i o n s  f o r  union 
and a c o n s t i t u t i o n  f o r  an eveastual uni ted  body. 
The j o i n t  c o r n i t t e e  took up t h e  f i r s t  of t h e s e  
and agreed on t h e  following r e s o l u t i o n  a s  regards  
Stipu2.ations f o r  Union. (These are found on p. 62 -- 
r an&%~-~  the  heading "'Preamble" t o  t h e  A r t i c l e s  of 
Union. Then fol low the A r t i c l e s  of Union, a s  given 
on pp,  62-67, Ed, )  

The vo te  on t h e  indiv idual  po in t s  i n  t h e  Report 
of the  Union Corn i t t ee  was t o  be by r i s i n g ,  and 
t h e  vote on t h e  en t i re  Report by r o l l  c a l l .  

Those who p r e f e r m d  t o  u s e  t h e  English language 
during t h e  d iscuss ion  had t h e  permission of the  
Synod t o  do so. But when we look a t  t h e  recorded 
speeches, we see t h a t  t h e r e  were only two who 
spoke tn English, and they were laymen' A l l  
t h e  r e s t  spoke i n  Nsmegian, 

L e t t e r s  Addressed t o  t he  Synod 

The 1914 Report s f  t h e  Synod p r i n t s  about 10 l e t t e r s  
and messages t o  t h e  Synod from ind iv idua l s  who were 
not  present  a t  t h e  meeting, a s  we l l  a s  from songre- 
ga t ions .  We wish he re  t o  quote a p a r t  of one such 
l e t t e r  which a t  t h e  c l o s e  has no name, but  s t a t e s  
t h a t  i t  is  from "A Humble Fellowworker i n  t h e  Vine- 
yard of t he  Church." P lace  and d a t e  a r e  given a s ,  
"Velva, North Dakota, October 13 ,  1914." 
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i n  comfortable h a l l s ,  and t h e r e  philoso- 
phize about t h e  f a u l t s  of 
poss ib l e  o r  impossible f u t  
i n  t h e  world of theory.  I n  t h e  meantime t h e  
e l s c k  s t r i k e s ,  t i m e  goes on, and e t e r n i t y  
l f e s  ahead, Our Lord and Savior admonishes 
us ,  saying: "I mst work t h e  works of H i m  
t ha t  ha th  sent  M e  while  it i s  day; t h e  n igh t  
co~neth when no man can work." ( ~ o h n  9 : 4 )  

J u s t  look over the  wide spaces of t h e  West, 
Behold, the harwese 3 s  g r e a t ,  bu t  the  l abore r s  
are few, Here i n  t h i s  v i c i n i t y  God's Ward has 
sounded f o r t h  abaue 30 years, Some churches 
have been buiLe, and some people f i n d  t h e i r  
way t o  these houses sf God; but  t h e  b i g  crowd 
fs only mamsn w ~ ~ s h l p p e r s ~  The youth o f f e r  
their  l ives  t h e  al$ar s f  f o l l y ,  The news- 
papers  announce dances i n  barns,  i n  granaries, 
i n  hauses, Indeed, the dance i s  what the y o u ~ ~ g  
want, the  only th ing  they th ink  o f .  What can 
a pasesr  and caretaker of sou l s  do when people 
Uve spread here and the re ,  and, wi th  a l l  h i s  
e f f s p t s ,  he can preach only t o  those WKQ a r e  
present a t  a f e w  sservf~es i n  t h e  course of a 
year, Be drives 20 - 38 miles  enveloped i n  a 
cloud s f  dus t  in the sumer and i n  snowdrif ts  
i n  the  w l x r t e r ,  i n  o rde r  t o  a-rcarfve a t  the ag- 
pointed time an Sunday, Be passes  a Hauge 
church he re  and a United Church t h e r e ,  Pesple 
meet each o ther  ow t h e  way to church, Any care 
of souls  a t  such places i s  e n t i r e l y  impossible 
because time is wasted on t h e  long and d i f f i c u l t  
roads. Norwegiarx people  who came from Norway 
long ago a r e  almost t h e  only ones he re*  They 
a r e  s t i l l  o u t s i d e  of any congregation. Why do 
they not j o i n  t h e  congregation? I n  t h e  two 
years  t h a t  t h e  Lord of t h e  church has  l e t  me 
work he re  I have d r iven  and dr iven  around i n  

order  t o  ga ther  o u t s i d e r s  i n t o  our organized 
congregation. What have they t o  say  aga ins t  
i t ?  "We have l i v e d  h e r e  many years ,  but we 
cannot poss ib ly  be s a t i s f i e d  wi th  t h e  church 
s i t u a t i o n  here.  Were is HaugePs church, t h e  
Synod, and t h e  United Church -- t h r e e  church 
bodies ,  they say. A l l  t h r e e  have t h e  same 
teaching;  but  never the less  they a r e  sepa ra t e ,  
d iv ided ,  A l l  t h r e e  bodies  a r e  on s t a r v a t i o n  
allowance, One church body cannot bu i ld  a 
r e l i g i o u s  school  f o r  t h e  ch i ld ren ,  cannot 
rescue  our young from t h e  c u r s e  of t h e  dance, 
and n e i t h e r  can t h e  o t h e r ,  because we cannot 
g e t  toge ther .  What l f e s  i n  t h e  way of estab- 
l i s h i n g  one Norwegian. Lutheran congregatfon 
hen?? --then w e  could ge t  church order  t o  
everything,  and t h e  pas to r  could g ive  more of 
his @?me t o  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  e d i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  
c s n g r e g a t i ~ n .  " 

Here, then, i s  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y .  There a r e  
a l ready e s t ab l i shed  congregations here ,  The 
m a b e r s  of t h e  Synod w i l l  no t  go i n t o  a Hauge 
congregation o r  t h e  United Church, and these  
o the r  mewbers ob jec t  t h a t  s i n c e  w e  cannot j o i n  
with them, they cannot j o i n  with us  e i t h e r .  
And so t h e  dom-cast  pas tor  d r i v e s  t h e  20 - 30 
miles  i n  the  elsud of dus t  and back again with- 
out  having aecomglished h i s  mission. Do those  
who a r e  ou t s ide  s f  t h e  congregation a sk  a t  a l l  
about t h e  r i g h t  understanding of - ? Come 
out  t o  t h e  wide open spaces,  you who have 
sc rup les  and proclaim bad times i f  arn. organic 
union i s  e f fec t ed ,  Come o u t  and s e e  and hear .  
I have worked h e r e  i n  a r e s t r i c t e d  neighborhood; 
but  even now men who a r e  members of t h e  congre- 
ga t ion  and who l i v e  not  f a r  from my churches 
ask  who I a m  and what my name is.  Come out  he re  
and phi losophize f o r  t h e  young a t  t h e i r  dance 
r acke t  concerning t h e  dangers of church union. 
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Come out  and d e l i v e r  your l e c t u r e s  about having 
i n t u i t u  f i d e i  i n  Opgjtfr t o  a l l  those  who a r e  
threshing  on Sunday. Maybe you w i l l  soon have 
o the r  thoughts and s e e  t h e  danger,  no t  i n  
and church union wi th  bre thren  i n  t h e  f a i t h ,  but  
t h e  danger i n  d iscord  and d i v i s i o n ;  because a 
house divided a g a i n s t  i t s e l f  cannot s tand .  

W e  hope no one can t r u l y  poin t  a f i n g e r  a t  t h e  
~ y n o d ' s  p a s t o r s  and say t h a t  they have wisdom 
enough but  l a c k  t h e  r i g h t  s p i r i t .  Oh t h a t  you 
could with open eyes see t h e  crowds t h a t  long 
f o r  a s o l u t i o n  t o  this mat ter .  "'Bear ye  one 
another ' s  burdens and s o  f u l f i l l  t h e  l a w  af  
Chr i s t , "  Gal. 6:2,  

May t h e  Lord of peace and g lory  f i l l  your mind 
and thoughts during t h e  meeting t o  t h e  fur ther-  
ance of H i s  Kingdom and the  e t e r n a l  s a l v a t i o n  
of souls!  

SELECTIONS FROM THE DISCUSSION OF 
THE UNION MATTER 

Pas to r  J. A .  Thorsen: 

When I have asked f o r  t h e  f l o o r ,  i t  is not  t h a t  
1 have a d e s i r e  t o  be involved i n  t h i s  ma t t e r ,  
but  because my conscience does not  permit m e  t o  
remain s i l e n t .  I want t o  say  i n  advance t h a t  
when I speak a s  I do then t h i s  is mot t o  put  
hindrances i n  t h e  way of union, bu t  i n  order  
t o  do what 1 can s o  t h a t  t h i s  important mat te r  
may be fur thered  i n  t h e  r i g h t ,  God-pleasing 
manner. 

Then Pas to r  Thorsen showed t h a t  D r .  Stub and lead- 
ing  men of t h e  United Church understood 0pgj8r 
d i f f e r e n t l y .  While D r .  Stub s a i d  he  found i n  
Opgj8r t h e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  t h e  Synod always had taught  
concerning Elec t ion  and t h a t  D r .  Walther fought f o r  

during t h e  E lec t ion  Controversy, leading  men of 
t h e  United Churkh w r i t e  t h a t  they cannot agree  
wi th  Stub i n  t h i s .  They say  t h a t  t h e  doc t r ine  
t h a t  is  found i n  0pgj8r i s  not  t h e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  
D r .  Schmidt and o the r s  have fought aga ins t  those 
many years .  I f  i nd iv idua l  men i n  t h e  Norwegian 
Synod along wi th  D r .  Stub say  , t ha t  they have not  
changed t h e i r  s tand ,  t h e r e  are men i n  t h e  United 
Church who say  j u s t  a s  s t rong ly  t h a t  they have 
not  changed. 

Prof.  Q, E, Hove: 

mat church fel lowship w i l l  we g e t  i n t o  when 
we j o i n  wi th  the United Church? The United 
Church bade t h e  pres ident  of t h e  Ohio Synod 
weieome a t  i ts  annual meeting. And he  has 
just r acen t ly  published a w r i t i n g  about Elec- 
t i o n  and Conversion i n  which he  holds f a s t  
exac t ly  t o  t h e  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  t h e  Synod 
fought aga ins t  in t h e  days of t h e  Elec t ion  
Controversy, And t h e  United Church resolved 
t o  p r a c t i c e  cooperat ion wi th  t h e  Ohio Synod 
i n  a c e r t a i n  sphere. I don ' t  see how we wi th  
a good conscience can e n t e r  i n t o  church fellow- 
sh ip  wi th  people who accept: a d o c t r i n e  t h a t  w e  
have fought aga ins t ,  and thus  w e  would sepa ra t e  
ourse lves  from t h e  Missouri Synod t h a t  has up- 
held t h e  same s tand  as we, 

Prof .  C .  M. Preus pointed ou t  t h a t  we cannot accept  
t h e  second form without r e se rva t ion ,  but t h i s  Opgjtfr 
r equ i re s  of u s ,  W e  have never done t h i s  before.  
And can we permit i t  t h a t  t h e  Gospel of Chr i s t  t h a t  
our church preaches be calEed un-Biblical and un- 
Lutheran? Rere you want me t o  thank God (Preamble 
t o  t h e  A r t i c l e s  of Union) and t h i s  judgment has not  
been r e t r a c t e d .  



Come out  and d e l i v e r  your l e c t u r e s  about having 
i n t u i t u  f i d e i  i n  Opgjtfr t o  a l l  those  who a r e  
threshing  on Sunday. Maybe you w i l l  soon have 
o the r  thoughts and s e e  t h e  danger,  no t  i n  
and church union wi th  bre thren  i n  t h e  f a i t h ,  but  
t h e  danger i n  d iscord  and d i v i s i o n ;  because a 
house divided a g a i n s t  i t s e l f  cannot s tand .  

W e  hope no one can t r u l y  poin t  a f i n g e r  a t  t h e  
~ y n o d ' s  p a s t o r s  and say t h a t  they have wisdom 
enough but  l a c k  t h e  r i g h t  s p i r i t .  Oh t h a t  you 
could with open eyes see t h e  crowds t h a t  long 
f o r  a s o l u t i o n  t o  this mat ter .  "'Bear ye  one 
another ' s  burdens and s o  f u l f i l l  t h e  l a w  af  
Chr i s t , "  Gal. 6:2,  

May t h e  Lord of peace and g lory  f i l l  your mind 
and thoughts during t h e  meeting t o  t h e  fur ther-  
ance of H i s  Kingdom and the  e t e r n a l  s a l v a t i o n  
of souls!  

SELECTIONS FROM THE DISCUSSION OF 
THE UNION MATTER 

Pas to r  J. A .  Thorsen: 

When I have asked f o r  t h e  f l o o r ,  i t  is not  t h a t  
1 have a d e s i r e  t o  be involved i n  t h i s  ma t t e r ,  
but  because my conscience does not  permit m e  t o  
remain s i l e n t .  I want t o  say  i n  advance t h a t  
when I speak a s  I do then t h i s  is mot t o  put  
hindrances i n  t h e  way of union, bu t  i n  order  
t o  do what 1 can s o  t h a t  t h i s  important mat te r  
may be fur thered  i n  t h e  r i g h t ,  God-pleasing 
manner. 

Then Pas to r  Thorsen showed t h a t  D r .  Stub and lead- 
ing  men of t h e  United Church understood 0pgj8r 
d i f f e r e n t l y .  While D r .  Stub s a i d  he  found i n  
Opgj8r t h e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  t h e  Synod always had taught  
concerning Elec t ion  and t h a t  D r .  Walther fought f o r  

during t h e  E lec t ion  Controversy, leading  men of 
t h e  United Churkh w r i t e  t h a t  they cannot agree  
wi th  Stub i n  t h i s .  They say  t h a t  t h e  doc t r ine  
t h a t  is  found i n  0pgj8r i s  not  t h e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  
D r .  Schmidt and o the r s  have fought aga ins t  those 
many years .  I f  i nd iv idua l  men i n  t h e  Norwegian 
Synod along wi th  D r .  Stub say  , t ha t  they have not  
changed t h e i r  s tand ,  t h e r e  are men i n  t h e  United 
Church who say  j u s t  a s  s t rong ly  t h a t  they have 
not  changed. 

Prof.  Q, E, Hove: 

mat church fel lowship w i l l  we g e t  i n t o  when 
we j o i n  wi th  the United Church? The United 
Church bade t h e  pres ident  of t h e  Ohio Synod 
weieome a t  i ts  annual meeting. And he  has 
just r acen t ly  published a w r i t i n g  about Elec- 
t i o n  and Conversion i n  which he  holds f a s t  
exac t ly  t o  t h e  f a l s e  d o c t r i n e  t h a t  t h e  Synod 
fought aga ins t  in t h e  days of t h e  Elec t ion  
Controversy, And t h e  United Church resolved 
t o  p r a c t i c e  cooperat ion wi th  t h e  Ohio Synod 
i n  a c e r t a i n  sphere. I don ' t  see how we wi th  
a good conscience can e n t e r  i n t o  church fellow- 
sh ip  wi th  people who accept: a d o c t r i n e  t h a t  w e  
have fought aga ins t ,  and thus  w e  would sepa ra t e  
ourse lves  from t h e  Missouri Synod t h a t  has up- 
held t h e  same s tand  as we, 

Prof .  C .  M. Preus pointed ou t  t h a t  we cannot accept  
t h e  second form without r e se rva t ion ,  but t h i s  Opgjtfr 
r equ i re s  of u s ,  W e  have never done t h i s  before.  
And can we permit i t  t h a t  t h e  Gospel of Chr i s t  t h a t  
our church preaches be calEed un-Biblical and un- 
Lutheran? Rere you want me t o  thank God (Preamble 
t o  t h e  A r t i c l e s  of Union) and t h i s  judgment has not  
been r e t r a c t e d .  



Rev. M. Thorsen: 

The a n t i t h e s e s  i n  Opgj8r con ta in  much t h a t  i s  
B ib l i ca l .  The a n t i t h e s e s  aga ins t  synergism 
a r e  B i b l i c a l  except t h a t  they should add t h a t  
God removes a l l  r e s i s t a n c e ,  a l s o  t h e  w i l f u l  
r e s i s t a n c e ,  They have s a i d  t h a t  man hLmself 
must remove t h e  w i l f u l  r e s i s t a n c e .  

Dr, Stub: 

Conskderable has  been s a i d  about postponing 
t h e  ~ n i o n  m t t e r  and t h a t  means postponing t h e  
vote concerning t h e  A r t i c l e s  of Union which 
now l i e  before  t h e  Synod, Personal ly ,  I w i l l  
say t h a t  i f  people had not  a g i t a t e d  a s  some 
have and i f  they had not  let us understand t h a t  
they wished more time i n  order  t o  keep up t h e  
a g i t a t i o n ,  something that I am convinced i s  t o  
t h e  harm of our church body, our congregations, 
our  schools ,  and a l l  our church work, 1 should 
not  have anything aga ins t  postponing t h e  mat te r ,  
But sa the o t h e r  hand, I w i l l  a l s o  ask: What 
profit is  t h e r e  f n  d iscuss ing  t h e s e  th ings  any 
longer? 

Here one i n  t h e  assembly s a i d :  P r epud ia t e  t h e  
in s inua t ion  about a g i t a t i o n  that t h e  p res iden t  came 
wi th ,  Several  agreed wi th  t k f s .  

Pas tor  J. Levorson contended t h a t  i t  is not  f i t t i n g  
t h a t  one who has  he ld  t o  t h e  t r u t h  of God's Word 
and has confessed t h a t  which is  r i g h t  should ask 
forg iveness  of God and of one another ,  a s  is s t a t e d  
i n  t h e  Preamble of t h e  A r t i c l e s  of Union. 

Attorney K. T. Bahlen, Representa t ive  from Rev. 
L.  J ,  Je rdee ' s  congregation i n  Minneapolis: 

W e  came t o  t h e  J u b i l e e  Convention i n  Decorah 
i n  1903. There was u n i t y  and a l l  our business  
was i n  good o rde r ,  even i f  t h e  United Church 
declared war a g a i n s t  t h e  Synod a l l  along t h e  
l i n e .  The Synod stood t h e r e  and was not  
f r igh tened ,  It held God" Word high,  and s a i d :  
"It is wri t ten ."  Exactly because t h e  Synod has 
t e s t i f i e d  and has not  l e t  i t s e l f  be moved, 
exac t ly  the re fo re  a l s o  many o t h e r s  have come 
closer t o  t h e  t r u t h ,  I f  t h e  Synod now goes i n t o  
a new church body, i s  t h e r e  not  danger t h a t  t h e  
testimony be bur ied  under m a j o r f ~ i e s ?  

Pas to r  H. Bjornson: 

Le t  u s  t r y  t o  do what we can s o  t h a t  t h e  Norwe- 
gian Lutheran Church may become a power he re  i n  
our land.  And t h a t  w i l l ,  according t o  human 
reckoning, take p lace  i f  w e  can u n i t e  t h a t  which 
is now divided i n t o  one body. 

On the  list of speakers were t h e  names of many pas- 
t o r s  and r ep resen ta t ives ,  and i t  was resolved t h a t  
the  f l o o r  should be given f i r s t  t o  r ep resen ta t ives  
who had asked t o  speak, 

A laymen named 8. A *  NestosB de lega te  from Rev. 
T, F. Gul l ixsonFs  congregation i n  Minot, North 
Dakota, spoke in Engl i sh ,  P a r t  of h i s  speech reads  
as follows: 

A s  1 have watched the work of t h e  convention, 
a s  E have ta lked  wi th  t h e  men who ape he re  i n  
con t ro l ,  a s  I. have noted how domineering t h e  
major i ty  is,  and how d i s inc l ined  ts t r e a t  t h e  
minori ty wi th  even t h e  csmon c o u r t e s i e s  of our 
bus iness  and p o l i t i c a l  l i f e ,  I am impressed wi th  
t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  s p i r i t  of Chr i s t i an  to l e rance  . 
and b ro the r ly  love  has been supplanted by a 
s p i r i t  of jealousy,  personal  p r i d e ,  pe t ty  bick- 
e r ing ,  and even ha t r ed ,  u n t i l  t h e  l eade r s  a r e  
so busy hunting the mote i n  t h e i r  b ro the r ' s  eye 
and magnifying t h a t ,  t h a t  they wholly lo se  s i g h t  
of and f o r g e t  t h e  beam i n  t h e i r  own eye. The 
s p i r i t  c o n t r o l l i n g  t h e  proceedings here  would 
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be deplorable  even i n  a p o l i t i c a l  convention, 
and is unworthy of a Synod meeting, where you 
should have a r i g h t  t o  expect t h a t  t h e  s p i r i t  
s f  God would r u l e  both thought and ac t ion .  

I f  anyone doubts tha t  t h i s  s p i r i t  is  i n  c o n t r o l ,  
l e t  him remember t h e  white-washing r e s o l u t i o n  
passed an Thursday, sr l e t  him d i scuss  wi th  the 
majo r i ty  l eade r s  the p o s s i b i l i t i e s  of harmoniz- 
i ng  the  d iscordant  elements wi th in  t h e  Synod 
and hear t h e i r  vfews on that, o r  l e t  him remem- 
ber how even t h e  p r e s i d i n g  o f f i c e r  i n  open meet- 
i ng  impugned the ma%ives of the  minori ty and 
then,  when many minori ty members remonstrated 
&gains; t h e  %anjuu& accusation, p u b l i c l y  ques-- 
t io, i txl t l ~ e i r  veracity, and I a m  s u r e  such doubter 
will say: 1 have seen and heard,  and s u r e l y  1 
must  bzlfeve,  No"fn1y has this been camented 
upot~  by Ehe minor i ty ,  bu t  massy major i ty  members 
who be j . ime  in f a i r  p l a y ,  and who be l i eve  t ha t  
even i n  a church gathering the ordinary p a r l i a -  
mentary r u l e s  of c i v i l i z e d  s o c i e t y  ought t o  be 
respecked and foflowed, have deplored t h e  pre- 
sent condit ion and condemed t h e  methods pursued, 

At to rney  Re N, Nelson, de l ega te  from Our Savior ' s  
Church, Madison, Wisconsin, Rev* B e  Olsen, pas- 
t o r ,  spoke i n  Norwegian. The following is  a t r ans -  
lation of only a p a r t  0% h i s  speech: 

This  is t h e  f i r s t  time I have been a d e l e g a t e  
a t  a Synod convention, and I hope I s h a l l  never  
be t h a t  aga in ,  i f  I should earperience what I 
have experienced here ,  

I say it  i n  love  and wi th  a l l  earnes tness  t h a t  
i t  h u r t  m e  much t h a t  t h e  pres ident  d i d  n o t  show 
t h e  same mind toward those  of whom he says  t h a t  
they had persecuted him a s  t h e  Savior d i d  on 
t h e  c r o s s .  H e  s a i d :  "Father,  fo rg ive  them." 

It h u r t  me g r e a t l y  t o  hear  a pas to r  express  

himself a s  our s e c r e t a r y  d i d  toward Professor  
Preus. And t h e  manner i n  which t h e  pres ident  
expressed himself toward P ro fes so r s  Preu,s and 
Brandt and o the r s  -- t h a t  they d i d  no t  want 
union, a f t e r  they themselves have stood he re  
and t o l d  the assembly t h a t  they a r e  not  aga ins t  
union, -- f o r  my p a r t  1 must F r o t e s t  aga ins t  
sueh expressions.  

The most imporeant question before  u s  today is 
not union wfth o t h e r  church bodies ,  but  peace 
and oneness wi th in  our own body, Bere t h e  
minority csmes wi th  a r e s s l u t i o n  =yequesting 
a peace comait tee,  m o l i v e  branch of peace, 
so t o  speak. But chat was swept a s i d e  and the 
zoswer ii; gix~en %that we don ' t  want anian.  Why 
is t h e r e  such haste wQth this mican? Doesn't 
the  untow matger  t o l e r a t e  any more discuss ion?  
Can't  i t ,  after  today, s tand  the I l g h t  of day? 
Those who seand he re  and say t h a t  S f  t h e r e  
doesn ' t  get  to be union today, then t h e r e  never 
w i l l  be, esndem t h e i r  own cause. It they do 
not have mre confidence i n  t h e i r  cause than 
that, and i f  they do no t  t r u s t  ~ o d ' s  b less ing  
t h a t  s h a l l  fa l low a f t e r  union more than t h a t  -- 
ghen i t  werare b e t t e r  t h a t  t h e  whole th ing  pe r i sh  
an t h e  spo t .  Surely t h e r e  c a n ' t  be sueh h a s t e  
wi th  t h i s ,  

Laur i t s  S. Swenson, de lega te  from Our Savior ' s  
Congregation, Minneapolis, s a id :  

There is na controversy as regards the desir- 
a b i l i t y  o f  union. The csmon  grounds f o r  union 
that do not p e r t a i n  t o  doetrine no one makes 
objec t ion  $0, The reasons t h ~ l  a r e  named i n  
t h e  anonymous mission p a s t o r v -  l e t t e r  a r e  
app l i cab le  a t  a l l  times. Bath p a r t i e s  could 
have contended f o r  them evendaring t h e  Elec- 
t i o n  Controversy i n  t h e  80 's .  The d i f f i c u l -  
ties are of a d i f f e r e n t  kind. Therefore I 
th ink  w e  should not  make h a s t e *  
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It was resolved t h a t  President  Bjorgo, D r .  Joh. 
Ylvisaker , President  Vangsnes, and Prof. Hove 
shoulG c h s e  the debate concerning t h e  preamble. 

.%dong many o t k r  th ings ,  D r .  Ylvisaker sa id :  

b b ~ : i  rray feel that they have become tired of 
rbr.: s z r l f e  among us. Also I am t i r e d  and it 
A L  : i - . j ~ d ~ d  adnsdzted that  1 have had my share. 
Tire says in the serv ice  of t h e  Synod have not  
exaczl, always been so  easy. But I w i l l  never- 
rh:.Less say both t o  myself and others  t h a t  i f  
we r*~eeprne $Brad 8~ chat we s top  f igh t ing  fQr 
zcc bonos sf G n ?  Then we hewe become sired of  
Lr .I - h b  ~ ~ h r L s L l ~ ~ >  i a h  c 

1 am canvinced o f  i t  that t h a t  wbihich the Synod 
h a r  iu&lgh:: f o r  is important t r u t h s ,  that a l s o  
n 6  ,;,;:L th ing  &oat; which there  has heen s t r i f e  
A F  ; t;ut.ii nf psdctlcal  meaning, b e c ~ u s e  it 
;c L r  the dii.--iixin, zhat Dur salvation is by 

8P0r$e 

r ~3 oae of those who have not been able t o  
f % ~ d  s a t i s f a c t o r y  i s  a1.1 respects,  And 
-4 r- , p., > .  L atxon c f  w ~ a t  has been 
y7- 5-?,p t h a t  rr.? r cm~~ic t i an  about 
lo t  been, formed by any declasatio 
iacuity csr Geman statement-  I had t h i s  opinion 
hern+e 1 had opportunity t o  hear any other state- 
ments * .  , , , r But w i l l  become an important 
h i s t o r i c a l  document, and it is therefore  of great  
impartanre that: this document should not contain 
aryithtag rhat is misleading or wrong. 

The finai vo te  ecmerning the  Preamble i n  the Union 
Articles was 3161 in favor of adoption, 162 against .  

The 19 a r t i c l e s  i n  t h e  Report were a l l ,  one by one, 
adopted, 

A t  t he  r o l l - c a l l  vote concerning the  Union Corn- 
mi t t ee ' s  Report, 360 were i n  favor,  170 against .  

The Next Convention 

It was resolved t h a t  the  Union Matter w i l l  not be 
considered a t  the  Convention in San Francisco 
i n  1915. 

The two following resolut ions  i n  t h e  matter of a 
Peace Committee were placed before the  Synod: 

I 

1. A c o m i t t e e  of s i x ,  th ree  from each s ide ,  
s h a l l  be appointed by t h e  nominating cormnit- 
tee.  This c o m i t t e e  has t h e  duty of seeking 
a solut ion t o  t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  t h a t  now a r e  
present i n  our church body. 

2. The Synod recommends t o  a l l  congregations 
and pas tors  t o  cooperate uni tedly  and loyal ly  
toward carrying out t h e  Synod's resolut ions  
and l ikewise encourages a l l  who d i r e c t l y  
serve  the  church body t o  keep themselves i n  
l i n e  with t h e  resolut ions  of t h e  body. 

D. G. Ristad,  0. J. Kvale, G. Smedal, 
G. T. Lee, E. M. Stensrud 

TI 

I move t h a t  a peace committee of 12 members be 
elected.  Both s i d e s  i n  the  church body s h a l l  
be represented equally. The c o m i t t e e  s h a l l  
cons i s t  of a l i k e  number of laymen with regard 
t o  union and the  requirements f o r  the  same. 
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I n  case of a  vacancy, t h e  s i d e  concerned s h a l l  
f i l l  t h e  vacancy. 

Pas to r s  Laur i t z  Larsen and Paul  Koren and dele-  
g a t e s  Andrew Jenson and H. Sampson a r e  author- 
ized  t o  nominate t h e  committee. 

L a u r i t s  S. Swenson 

Both of t hese  r e s o l u t i o n s  were r e fe r r ed  back t o  
those  who formulated them, and they were urged t o  
agree about br inging  i n  one r e so lu t ion .  T h i s  
j o i n t  c o m i t t e e ,  then ,  repor ted  t h e  fol lowing 
to t he  Synod, 

Convinced t h a t  t h e r e  is  un i ty  i n  doc t r ine  wi th in  
t h e  Synod, -- but  s i n c e  t h e r e  now, sad to say,  
have a r i s e n  many d i f f i c u l t i e s  wi th in  t h e  church 
body t h a t  need t o  be s e t t l e d ,  -- t h e r e f o r e  a 
c o m i t t e e  of twelve members s h a l l  be nominated, 
having t h e  purpose of seeking t o  so lve  these ,  

The committee s h a l l  c o n s i s t  s f  a  l i k e  number of 
l a p e n  and pas tors  ow professors .  Both s i d e s  i n  
the  church body s h a l l  be equal ly  represented.  
In  c a s e  of a vacancy t h e  r e s p e c t i v e  sihe i n  t h e  
c o m i t t e e  s h a l l  supplement i t s e l f .  

Th i s  was adopted. 

The members of t h i s  committee a re :  Pas to r s  1, B. 
Ylvisaker ,  I. B. Torr ison,  P ro fes sa r s  G *  T. Lee, 
E ,  Hove, D. G. Rigstad,  Pres ident  P. A. Hendrickson, 
Misters  Laur i t s  S. Swenson, L* 0 .  Thorpe, Albert  
Johnson, Andrew Grindeland, M. A. Wollan, Martin 
01s en. 

A6olph M. Harstad 
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