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Synodens ordning og medlemmer

Den norife Synode af den Winerifanife Evangelijt L[utherjfe
Qivfe afholdt jit niende orbentlige mede 1 Roct Dell menighed. paft
ML F Wommiens fald, fra 230e 11l 29de juni 1926, )

Aabningspreedifen Holdted af paft. §. WM. Tjernagel over Ef. 2,
1922, Efter endt gubstienefte Hilfte ftedetd preft fynohen vel-
foumten og forinand Whflyjon winceonte fplgeate midlevtidige fulb-
magtsfomite: Paft. V. 90 Widbvey, €. . Quill og Dle Kittelslond.
Zeneve gijorbes denne fonrite permanent.  Vejluttet at mpde L 2
cftermiddag.

Gtanenbe nedlemmer, ,

a) Stemmeberetfigebe:  Ghr. Imberjon, X, Vleffan, O, M.
Gullerid, &. A. Sullizfon, L. &, Gutteby, &, Suldberg, €. Hanfen,
9. Parfiad, V. Harftad, Fohn Hendbricts, ©. Jngebrition, L. P. Jen-

fen, 5. 90 Wroldftad, €. A WMolditad, W F. Veonunien, Norman A

Madfen, €. 9. Veterfon, Juftin I Veterjon, €. J. Quill, S, Sande,

X €. Thoen, A. K Torgerfon, Xosd. B. lnfeth og &. E. Nlvidater.
b) Raadgivende: . A. Preus, €. &, Mpller, B, A. Widbey,

Oliver Harftad, Oacar Qeverfon, . B. Overn og K. N, Strand.

¢) Fraveevende: & W, Nesfeth, O. H. Naberg, $H. Nanejtad, O,
9, Sauer, W, Fr. Wiefe, V. Hobde, X. Johanfen og Geo. O, Lille-
gard.

D) Nandgivende ved dette mpede: Prof. Solden M. Dlen, fand.
Xofeph) . Runbolt, paft. @, W, Scheitel, pajt. b, . Frey, paft. I
Brower, Peter Anderfon, A. Viartinjon, Siver Suntjon. N, G
Larfon.

Reprefentanter:

Ehr. MAnderjons fald: Oliver Harjtad og Thomad Heller,

. M. Sulleruds fald; John A. Johnfon og Ole Olhnanion.

@&. . Gullizgfons fald: & L Guttebs,

¢ &, Guttebgs fald: &. B, Stephend og €. O, Fellanh,

€. Hanfens fald: Ole P. Toeden,

Noolf Harjtadsd fald: Alfred og Olof Tjernagel.

B. Harfiads tald: Theodor Ellingion.

&. Jngebritfonsd fald: John Farhe, PViartin Stene, L. €. LQudvig
og &d. Ruften.

9. A Madfons fald: Elling Georg.

m. F Mommiensd Fald: Ole Rittelgland, Wint, Hetle, Ole Dahl
og ®uft Thiel.

@. 9. Peterfons fald: 2. M. Thorefon, Knut Opheim, Ole Strgm
og Eharley Syverfon.

L




4 .
Beterfons fald: Nil5 Fangjtad, E. K. Juveland, Oscar

%
@rpte, £. . Hanfon 0g. Peter ®. flofter,

aoq.
8. .
. 3. Quills fald: I @. Sime og Nels Spangelo.
. Ganbes fald: \snr)n . Nohnjon.

M. Tiernagels fald: Fred Owmman, Oscar Jtrienjtad, Jver
ig og Sohn Borlaug.

. & Thoend fald: M. . Lberq on sobanne?a Q}elgc

. 5. Tergerfond Yald: Anton Ringgen og X . .Sf)nppmftab

. €. Pvisaters fald: &, §. Riland.

Deleqatier.

Gra Nichland menighed, A. Harftads fald: Spren Peterjon og
SHang Reterfen,

=
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Nubdifylbninger,

&or iffe ot fende repreefentant: @ A, Moldjtads fald, . Bleets
- fans fald og & P. Jenfens fald. For {ilbig antomit: . €. Nina-
afer og prof. 0. B. Overn.  For at forlade maedet: A. . Torgerion,
Oliver Harftad og Thomnd Heller. For frapeer: 6. B, Nesfeth og
Jand rvepreefentant,

Optagelier.

- Pajt. Adolf SHarjtad: ,The Mergan Cvang. L[uth. Gongregar
tion,” Trail Co., M. Daf., og ,Den Forjie Syd Wild Rice Eo. Quth.

Menighed,” Clay Eo., Minn.

-@fefter,

Mr. og Mrs. A. M. Sanfon, Eleanor Hanjon, Somber, Joiva;
Thea og Emma Boldftah, Fertile, Min.: Nellie Dahl, Winneota,
Minn.; PMra. L. ‘f}nItab Qafe Mills, Ja.: Mr. og Me3. K. A, NRo-
{)mfon, Mes, O, B, og (Ehfmrb ‘?erfenimh Reiv @nmptnu, R {1
Wz, Fred Momon, Glna, Jn.; Mr. og MWrs. John Anmeritad, Helge
Goverfon, &t Peter, Pinn.; Alma €. Nobhnjon, Mg, Norman A,
. Madfon, Beinceton, Mian.; Mm lifz €mma €. %ofm]’nn, @lnrEs Grove,
Mhinn.; Mrs. Juftin A, ‘,Betelfnn, Bearville, Ja.: Helne Severjon,
Ricollet, Minn.; MWra. Theo. Ellingon, Parkland, Wafl.; Ole Reder-
fort. Lamﬁanc, Ris,; Cdhna O, Johnfon, @Inrf% Girnhe, Minn.;
Mra. . P. Toeden, %ngtnn, N, Dok MWr. A §. Braham, NRew
Sumpton, Ja.; Olivia Tiernagel, Lawler, Ja.; Harviet Maateftad,
Minneapolis, Winn,: THBE X, Nelfon, Mrs, Afper BVold, Princeton,
NMinn,; Mea. €. N, Peterfon, D, Ole Stegm, Fextile, WMinn.;
M3, 0. M. Vangen, Louis Bangen, Gonyif, Winn,; @tebf)en 0g
&ibert Nogaard, Savtland, Winw.; Jta K. mu'l‘lrﬂu, Elvina Halvor-
fon, §BaIma Sﬁuufon Smmnonsg, Sﬁmn.* Naomi Torgerfon, RNort)-
wond, Ja.; Elling Stene, Liwe Creef, 0. John Seetern, John Pe-
terfon, @cm ®refitad, Alfred Aasheim og Oscar Gullizfon, Bobde,
Ko, Wir. og Prs. Hand Gulbrandion, BVegger og Edmund Sulbrand-
forr, Mbert Lea, Minn.; Vi, og Mr8. Amoz Suldbrandfon, Foreft
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Gity, Ja.: WVr. og P, A, €. Call, Hope og Jact Erodhy, MWr. og
Mra. 3. U Jacobjon, Mrs, €, O, Fnutfen, Ole P. Johnfon, Edna
Sofhuion, Lillion Jobnjen, Monrad og Wdele Sullerud, . og Mra.
Hartley Hanjon, Ehriftian, Kidolph og Welphin Olfen, Mr, og M8,
Sobn 9unexftad, Mr. og Mrs. Jver Johnjon, Wr, og Pavs. Ole
Saugen, Mr. og Mrg, P. M. Svenjon, WM. og M. B. O. Gnutfon,
Mr. og Mrs, & S, Olfen, Vv, og s, Albert Hanfjon, PMr. oq Ps,
Sacar . Swenfon, MWr. og Mr3. Ole Strand, WMrs. Chriftine, O3«
car, Stella og Edna Rodning, Wm. Norman, Alice Peterfon, Clara
og &ha Swenjon, Torotby Tollefjon, WMourice og Suri Siwenfon,
Mr. og MWes. end Annerftad, Mr. og Wiz, Neld Sjerde, Olga og
Mrs. Qagefon, Mrd. N. Anderfon, Gertrude Anneritad, W, og Mrs,
@b, Thompfon, . og Mr3. Ben Ehealftrgm, Mr. og Mrs. Veartin
SHaugen, Mr. og W8, Fred Findley, Wr. og s, George Anihony,
Ms. AF Strand og familie, Paurice Bran, larence Rodning, Mr.
pg WVirs, ndrew Snubfon, Cora ng Raymond Knutfon, Perz. Mug.
Peterfon, Olive Rnution, Mrs. T. £, Saugen, Mr. og P8, &. L
@wenfon, larence, Vernice ag Nlice Stoenjon, Mrad. Ole Olmanfon,
Mrs. John Johufon, MWrg. €. RN. Oljon, Mr. og Vs, Wdolph An-
nexftad, Mr. og Wrs. Helmer Syverfon, M8, Helge Syberfon, nlle
disle fra Nicollet, WMinn.y Wr. og Mrs. ABlaE Anberfon, Mr. og
Mra. Ben Butler, WMr. og Mrs. Tolafiud Knutfon, Wr. og Mrs.
Andrem Renback, Vv, og Mra. L . Madfen, M8, Mua og Seorge
Neljon, Crict Carlion, Lard Larfon, Mrs. Annie Ubrahamion, Sun-
hild &togen, Alice og ATma Wnderfon, Olive Renbact, Winthilde
Meyer, Wrs, Wartin Johnjon. Mrs. Gunber George, v, Neld o-
hanjon, Clvine BVutler, fra Princetou, MWinu.; Mijs Bergine Livdabl.
Saudbagsajefter: Herman Gullivfon og Clifford, Bode, JFa.; Rofs
fnutfon og BVenbif Svenfon, Vird Fsland, Minn.; L. €. Yen, €. N
Sundby, Andreiv Dabidjon og familie, Weuville, Minu.; Ole Feno
og buftru, Mr. og MWra. Harry NReno, Wi, og Mres. Arnold Jacokbs
for, fro Minneapolis, Mimu,

—_—

Aabningspradifen
(Baftor £. M. Tiernagel).

Simmelffe Fabder, vor ffaber og opholder, Jefus friftus, vor for-
Idfer, du veerdige Helligaaud, vor Helliggigrer, vt beder dig, treenige
@ubd- ftor vove tanfer, ovd og Deflufninger. WBi vil dit vigesd ubds
bredelfe, bit navns forherligelfe, bit dyrebave ords og Jaframenters
beparelle jaa at dyrefjgbte fieele fan frelfed. Bi Deder dig 1 Jefu
navn velfign HL den ende bort mede.  Amen.

- Tefjt: Saa cre I dba iffe mere fremmede og ndlendinge, men
be Helliges medborgere og Gnbs fusfolf, vpbyggede paa apoftieries
oy profeterued grunduvold, idet Jefus Krifing felv er Hovedhjrrnes
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ftenen, i Huem den Hele bygning bliver fommenfpiet og vofjer Hl et
Delligt tempel i Herren, i huem ogfan F Blive medopbygacde il en
Gnubs bolig 1 Aauben, Efejerne 2, 19—29.

Rijcere prefter, delegater og gjejter, naade beeve med eder fra Gud
pov Fader og den Herre Jefusd Kriftus.  Ymen.

Bi jtaar netop ifcerd med at aabne det ntende aarlige mgde af
bort jamfumd. Hvad cr vort jamfund for noget? NRepreefenterer det
et af mange partier inden den friftne tivfe? & det en gren af den
[utherife feft? ©r vort jamfund en famling af menigheder, jom Hol-
der jig til visfe opfatninger, meninger og fivfeififfe, medens andre
jamfund med lige jtor berettigelfe hutder fine firfelige anjfuelfer og
opfatninger? Bgr det, derfor, jom et livet jamfund i broderlig for-
dragelighed, ta fin Deffedne ftilling blandt tirfend mange ftore og
fmaa jamfund? _

Det vi gierne vilde veere forvisfede om, ja, det bi maa beere for-
bigfede om, for at vi ffal funne arvbeide med iver, gleede og fitfert
baab, itfe alene nu under vort mgde, men ogfaa enhber ifeer 1 jit fald
er, at bort jamfund er en jamling af vette Gudsd menigheder, og at
detd arbeide er en fortfeettelie af den apoftolijfe firfe.

Forvisning Herom bil bi {gge, ibet vi under Hyn om den Hellig-
aandg peiledning, fommenligner Gubdg firfed grundvold og Hoved-
bigrnejten med vort jamfunds grundvold og Hovedhisrneften.

ot maa vi have rede paa, hoad Guds firfe er, dernceft Hvad
dend grundvold og Hovedhjgrnejten er, og faa fan bt foretage jam-
menligningen.

Hund er Gubs Firfe?

Guds firfe er, efter vor fatefidme forflavingd ord, ,de Helliges
famfund eller jande troended forfamling.” Efter bor fefftd ord er
ven Jamlingen af alle dent, fom iffe merc er fremede vg ndleudinge,
men de felliges medborgere og Gnds Jusfulf. Tisdfe er ifolge Heb.
19, 29—24 ¥omne tif Bious bjerg og til den Iebenbe Gubds ftad,
til det fimmelffe Jernfalem og til englened moauge tufiuder, til de
fpritefudtes forfamling og menighed, fom eve opffrevue i Hwlene,
og til Gud, alles bonumer, oy til be fuldfowmmede retfierbiges aau-
der og til beu nye pagts widler, Jefus, ng til beftentelfens Glod, {oan
taler bebre end Abel, .

&uds firfe er alle dem, fom forfen vaubrede cfter denue verdens
i3, efter den fyrfte, fom Har wagt i Inften, ben aaud, der nn er vief-
fom i.vantreens bprn, blandt fvilfe ogian i forfen vandrede i vort
£isd3 DBegjrerligleder, ibet i gjorde figdets og taunfernes vilje og
“ pare af naturen vredens Doru, ligefowr de anbre, wen Gud fom er rig
pan Garmbjertighed, far formedelft fin ftore Fiwrlighed, med huilfen
hau elffede 08, gjort 88, da bi cudog vare dpbe i vore pvertredelfer,
Tevende med Kriftns (af naade cre I frelite) pg med Hom opreift s
og fat 08 1 himmelen i Qriftus Jefus, forat Yan i de tilfommenbde
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tiber Funbde vife fin osvermcited rvigbom i qodhed mod 03 i Kriftns
Jefus, €f. 2, 2—7.

Huad er arundvolben vy hovebhisrneftenen?

n2e felliged medborgere og Gubs Husfolf” det er Firfen dev ev
obbygget paa apoftlerned vy profeternes grundpold. Wpojtlerne og
profeterte, Jom firfend lavere, iffe alene i fin tid, meu, giennem fine
fErifter, er for alfe tider grunbdbvolden, HNpoftlerned ffrifter 1 det nye
teftamente og brofeterne i det gamle, indblefte fom de er of den Hel-
ligaand, er Suds firfed grunduoldh. Denne grunduvold ffal iffe vof-
fes, naor fimmel og jord forgaar, thi [efud Kriftud felv er Hobed-
hiwrneftenen, og derfor Tan felve Helveded porte iffe faa oberhaand
ober ben.  yefus RKriftud er nemlig indholbet af aboftlernes og pro-
feternes fErifer.

Altfna Suds tirke bugged paa Guds anbenbarede ord, Huig inbd-
hold er JFefus friftus, Bibelen eller Guds ord, uden bet Yorsfeeftede
og gjenopftandne Gud-menneffe yefusd friftus, er fom en grumdvold
af ,concrete” uden cement, Iutter grud og fand. Den, fom bygger
paa en grundoold, Huis I)nnebfnmneften iffe er Sefuz friftus, bhgger
iffe Guds firfe men Eatans rige.

Bygger vort famfund paa apoftlernes ng profeternes gumhboIn
ibet Sefug Qriftud felp er Hobedbhiprneftenen?

&ubd2 ord er enejte regel og rettefitor for 03 i Ieere og Iib, og et
iffe alene t vor jfrebne befjenvelfe, men for vor forfynbelfe i ffrift
og tale; for bove beflutninger og refolutioner; for jamfumbets f)ele
gigren og laden.

Raar der 2. Tim. 8, 16 flaar: Den ganife {Frift er indblreft af
®ud, og 1 Sor. 2, 13:  Hvad vi og taler, iffe med ord, fom menne-
ffelig vigbom Yrerer, men med ord {om den Hellignand (wrer, idet vi
tolfer anunbelige fing med aandelige ord, faa fror og forfynder vi, at
Gud gav de Pellige Gudd meend ifinde alt Yvad og med Hvilfe ord
pe ftulde ffrive, og den cller be, beere de inbenfor eller ubdenfor jam-
funbet, fom iffe lcerer faaledes betragted og behandled fom falffe
[cerere.

Nbbiflingsleeren forfajtes fordi ben ftrider mod bet 1fte fapitel
af 1. Mojebog og mange andre jleber. Af famme grund forfaftes
den populeere og meget almindelige mening, at be {ef8 ffabelfesdage
maa forftanes jom jef8 periober af ubejtemt tib8lcengde. -

Ethvert forfég paa at forringe og Defficere det gamle teftamente
anfeed fom et forfeg haa, at bergue 03 vor frelfer, thi vi har ingen
anden frelfer end bden fmtimttcbe Mesfias, Hoorom hele det gamle
teftammente dreier fig og font i tibens fiylbe fom fﬂht af en Fvinde,

Naar vi lefer Ef. 2, 8—10: THi af naade eve JF frelfte ved troen,
og bet iFfe af cder, Bubs er gaven, iffe of g]ermugez, forat i¥fe nogen
fnt wfc fin. Ti bi ere hans verf, {Fabte i Kriftus Jefus HI qode

gierninger, da ved bi, Hoovfra bor wafe forumer, og i forfonder det,
iffe fom en ,,upfntmng, men jom en ebig Guds fandhed, nt ef wmen-
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geif% bliver rctfwrhtgmmt veb troen nden fovens gierninger. Hom.
9

Peaar Jefus figer: Tager dette hen og ebder Det, bette er mit Ie
gome, fum gives for eber, og briffer nlle devaf, denne er det npe te-
jtamentes falf i wmit 6Yod, fom udgydes for edber til fyndernes for-
fabelfe, b beifjeftiger vi 08 iffe med at ubgrunbde, huorleded det dog
Eag labe fig gigre, men tager fornuften fangen unber troens Ilybig-
yen. .
Hoor retfmlblgt og vimeligt bet end fan fynes, af foinden fFulde

bave fterminervet i memgbeben 0g Dermed nﬂbbmblgin; taleret, foa

“fan bdet dog iffe af dem, fom Har Guds ord il tegeI og rvettefnor,
tilftedes, thi 1. Qor. 14, 3335 figer: Xigefom i alle be Helliges
menigheber, tie ebers foinder i menighederne! THi bet er dem iffe
filladt at tale, men at vere nubecbanige, ligejom vy loven figer,
Men ville de {ere noget, da {pprge de fine egue mend Biemme! TH
bet ex ufpnemeligt for Fuinber at tale i menigfeden.

Sshborvel bet efter fornuftep beregninger man gaa det fantfund
ilbe, fort tgr bife moditand mod bdet tiljynelabende almeegtige loge-
peefen 1 Lot tid, jan gigr bog i bet, fordi Guds ord figer: Drager
iffe i et fremmed nag med bantro! T huab fellesifab Hor rvetfeer-
bighed med neet? Og Huad famfund har 45 wed mpr¥e? Og Hhab
overensftemmelie er ber mellem Sriftns og Belial? Eller Huah bel-
antighed far en trvende med on vautrs? Huad {omfoem Gar Gubds
tewmpel meb afguber? ITHi I erve ben levende Guds tempel, figefom
Gnb Har fogqt:  eg vil Bo 10landt bent og vandre 19landt dem, og jegy

. vil bere beres Gnud, o de ftulle veeve mit folf. 2. Qor. 6, 14—17.

Broderfjeerlighed og friftelig fordragelighed Denwbned bdet nu, at
man ftiltiende taaler falife leerhomme, og tiltvods for uenighed dog
hilfer Boeranbre brgdre i Serven. Wi er 1 denne Henfeende npdt il
at ubfeette 08 for perbend fpnt ng 'f;aarhe bomme, thi Sudd ovd figer:
Puer ben, fom afviger oy ei Bliver i Krifti Ieve, I)nr iffe Bud; den
fom Bliver i Qrifti lere, Han far baade Faderen og Spnuen, %w
fom uogen Fommer til eder og iffe forer denue lere, fon mubdtager
Gom iffe i eber2 Hus og byber Hmw iffe velfommen! 1hi deu, jour by-
ber Hom velfommen, bliver belagtin 1 haus vude gjerninger.

@ vort jamfund lgegyldbigt for et enefte Suds ord? Er bdet
villigt I ffiltiende af taale, at der {laaed af det allervingefte paa en
enefte @uds ordd fandhed for fredd og mageligheds og mulig vin-
dings fyld? Mnerfiendes i aller fiernefte forftand nogen Hovedhjgr-
neften uden Jefusd Rriftus, Guds og Marias fon, fand Sud og fandt
menneffe, forsfeftet for vove overtveedelier og opreift til por vetfeer-
biggirrelie, Hoem velfignelien og ceren og vidbommen og taffigelfen
og prifen og magten og ftyrfon tilhgre i al ebighed?

®an du fbare nel herbaa faa fan bi med fuld frimobighed, tro
og erfleere at vort famfund iffe ev en feff, iffe et parh, iffe en flof
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?Lr hylber visfe upfatnmqm og anjfuclfer men Deever &uds firtes
egl.

$bad betyber dette for det entelte medlems pehfommende?

Fjeere famfundsmedlem, for dig perfonlig betyder det, at derfom
du iffe mere er en fremmed vg ableubding, fom gjpr Figdets og tan-
fcrnes vilje, Jaa er du en af de Gefliges mebborgere vy Guds Gusiolf,
fomt bed den [eventde ften Xeins Qriftud fely er vorden jom en Ievende
ften opbygaet Hl ot canbeligt hus, ot felligt prefteftal til af frembere
anndelige offere, velbehagelige for Eud ved Jejus Kriftns! 1. Vet
9, b,

$vortil bpr dette tilffynbde dig?

il at bryfte dig ligeoverfor anbre? Bil dbu Hobmobde dig. du
afftpelige ovmefret, der fan dpd i dine {ynber og obertreedelfer; et
aadfel for Helbebes rvobfugle, men fom bledy veddet og vaft fillive
alene bed ¢t Gudg naadeg mirafel? Dig fgmmer fig dit anfigis
blugfel. Pbmpghed maa veere dit feerpreeg, du, den {terfie Dlanbt
fynbeye.  Men juft derfor bor ogfaa din tber og troffab t af forfyube
Gang oybder fom Faldte big fra mgrfet £ {it nuberfulde Iys (1. Vet
2, 9) veere oberbeetted ftor.

Gud give at bort famjund og Goert enfelt medlem af jomme
maatte erfjenbe denme fin ene, ftore opgave og trolig anbende fine
ebner og witdler bertil, og til den ende beffigne Han 1m bmt mgbe.
Amen 1 F2fu naon.

Sormandens fynodaltale

Der ev meget 1 fampen for Guds riges bevavelje iblandt 08, fom
birfer nedilaaende og ftundom frifter £l modlpghed. Sun det, jom
er ftort 1 verdend gine. {ynesd at binde nutidend opmerfiomhed og Hl-
flutning, og denne tilbgielighed griber ind 1 bort firfearbeidbe og gjer
arbetdet iffe lettere for 8. WMeegtige flender reifer fig tmod 08,
fiender fom er boade femmelige og aabenbave, og mange frifted til
at fige: Det nptter itfe af jége at ftebme imod ftrgmmen.  Dette
fan i det ferite piefajt fhueg at beere en Gerettiget mening; men Dliver
i ped disfe nanffeligheder dretme HI af fgge vor treft og bor Gjelp
Oog Gam, fom alene fan hicelpe, og fom Yar Tovet at Hicelpe: og fover
dette 08 til fortbilelfe ober vor egen ftyrfe i fampen og il jterfere
tro baa bam, fom har al nragt, da vil digje forholve, Jom i Tever i,
blive 08 Hl gabn og veliignelje og 1fFe 4 ffade.

Lort jamiumds Hovedformaal er at Hevare Gubdbd ord jom vor
enefte vegel og vettefnor for tvo, Teete og lib og at fm‘ﬁmbe dbette ord
for anbre, Zil vor felle2 ppmuntring og gleede bil feg minde cher
om, Dbabd Fefud figer om dem, fom bliver 1 hand ord. ¥ Kol eban:
gelium, 8 Yap., 31te og 32te vevd figer Jejus il de jpder, {om havde
troet paa Jam: ,Derfom § blive 1 mit otd, cre ¥ i fandhed mine
difeiple, ng ¥ ffulle crFienbde fandheden, og fandheden ffal frigjgre
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eber.” Enbver, Jom fjenber noget tl reformationens hijtorie ved at
hemmeligheden ved Quthers jtove feier var, at Quiler tog fajt jtil-
lintg poa Gubs ordd grundvoeld og lod jig iffe bebeege of noget til
at forlabe denne (tlling. Tette {fal vi, Tjeere penner, tage til ind-
teegt for 08 felb i vove Fantpe og i rovt avbeibe for Guds riges fremme.
@&jpr bi det, vil bi aldrig blive oberbundne; og gjdr vi det iffe, da
pil vi lide nederlag i fampen for jandhedens bLevarelfe. Det oplrefte
Guds ord er et af de tlove beftemic jfriftiteder, jom tvo Tutberite
frijftne aldrig Bliber tveet af at gleede jig ober. Ten fatholife Firfe
" figer, at @udsd ord og pavefirfend traditioner er Hgiefte authoritet i
leevefager. Ten reformerte fivfe figer, at Gudsd ord og fornuften
er regel og rettefnor for tro, Ieere og lib; men jande Tutbherfte frifine
figer med Quther, at Guds ord fortolfet af firiften felv er enejte
regel og rettejnor for vor tro, leere og liv; thi Jejusd jiger: ,Derfom
X blibe 1 mit ord, ere ¥ i jandhed mine difciple.”

Paa dette grunbdlag blev den Mugdburgite Konfesdfion bogget, Inm
for 396 aar jiden, den 2fhe juni, bleb opleft for forite gang for feifer
@arl V paa rigddagen 1 Mugdburg. Det er mit haab, at der under
dette made pua 396 aarddagen, frebug den 25be juni, bliner an-
vendt en del af {edfionen for at Detcenfe &uds jtore velgjerning imod
Hirfen deri, at Han Yod benne befjendelfe blive forfattet af Quther og
Melanchton og opleft paa rigddagen for den ganffe friftenbhed.

Mange anfer den 25de juni 1926 for den lutherife tirfes fobd-
felsbag.  Den Tatholffe firfe benptter fig af bdette og figer: Deraf
fan X da fe, ot den Tutherife fivfe iffe er den fande Triftne firfe ban
forden; thi den fom farit tillibe paa Quihersd tid. Den fatfyolife firte
er den fande fir¥e; thi vi Dar baade den BHiftorvife og apoftolijfe juc-
cedfion ned giennem fiden fra Jefu fib. Bil ¥ ba hove til Krifti vige,
jaa moa % flutte eder til ben fatholffe firfe. Udenfor den er der
itte frelfe. en er det, fom har den af Gud faarede prejteftand, jom
har fit fald og fin authenticitet (cegthed) fra Peter, fom var Fefu
pifar (ftatholder) baa jorden, og paverne er Hand eftermend i uajs
brudt reeffefolge. Sun jandanne prefter fan fore menneffene til
Qrijtug, fom Bar fit fald og jin ordination ifra paben. Gudd ord
alene virfer itfe frelfe, men fun naar det flpder ifra en rvettelig orv..
dineret preftd mund. Baade pabefirfen og den epijfopale firfe, (Pen
engelffe Firfe) leerer, of Firfend organijation eller forfatning bleb
forit ordbnet af Gud, og jaa julgte Gudsd ord fom frugt dberaf. fte
ompendt, fom bt lutheranere leerer, at Firfen er en frugt af Syefu
Qrifti ord.

Soad figer nu Jefusd om dem, fom Sliver 1 hansd orb? o, Han
figer: ,De er mine difciple, og X Feulle erfiende fandheden, og jand-
heben ftal frigigre eber.”

Ser 1 dette Friftfted finder vi bor apofioliffe juccedfion, bort fvar
il alle angred, fom pavefirfen og anbre gjgr imwod den Iutherife
firfed egthed eller guddommelige berettigelfe. Bed den Augsburg.
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ffe €onfesfion erfleevede vove firfefebre, at dbe vilde ftan med apoit-
lernte og ebangelifterne pae Jefu ordd grundvold, og de forfajtede
derved alle andre grundiolbe. Te venbdte tilbage HI den fanbe apo-
ftolijfe grundrold og blew fealedeg ben rvette fortieettelle af ben jonbe
fpulige frijtne tirfe pan jorben. Cmenbd det fan figes, at den Iu-
therfte firfe, hHuad yore forfatning angaar, Hlev bannet bed antagel-
fer af 2en AUugsburgife Gonlesdiion, jaa er det dog unigienbdbriveligt
fmidt, af ven ved deune befjendelfe vifer, at ben er bygget baa ,,apoft=
ferned og profeterned grunduold; ibet Jefus Sriftus felo er hobved-
higrneftenen.” (&f, 2, 20).

Nefus figer jo: ,Derfont % blive i mit ord, ere ¥ 1 fandhed mine
difeiple.” At veeve en e difcivel ev jo det ftecfte gode, jom fan
vedberfared en arm fynder paa jorden. $vem er nu en jaaban di-
feipel 2 Den jom Bliver i mit ord, figer @riftus. Dette er flarve
ord. Men nu fan der jbprged: Hovilfe ord figter Jefus tile &v
det Dare be ord, han har talt H1 jgderne, fom fom il troen paa ham
paa den tid?  Celvfplgelig er det ifte bet; men alle de otd, fom
ban Bav talt, og fom finded i bibelen. &v det alt? Il Jefus
KQuittug er fand Gud.  ,Den ganife frift ev indbleeft af Gud,” der-
for er bibelen Rrifti ord. jennemgaaende 1 det nye tefiamente fin-
per bi, at de Hellige forfattere bruger &uds otrd og friffi ord jom en
Letegnelfe paa et og det famme. Ten Jellige fTvift. &ubdd ovd er
rijtt ord, bande Yoven og evangeliet. Gn Jefu frifti difeipel er
en, fom tror paa Rriftus.  Fejus fagbe: ,Saar derfor hen eg gigrev
alle folf til bifeiple, ibet ¥ bgber bem 1 Faberend oq Sgnuensd og den
Hellignand? nabm, og leever dem at Holde alt det, jeg Har befalet
eder, g fe, feg er mebd edber alle dage indtil verdend ende.” (Nath.
28, 19. 200.

@&n bifeipel er efter bette ord en, fomn er dgbt i ben treenige Guds
navn, en fom vedb troen er forenet med Ham, og Jom Holber alt, Hoad
Xefud Dar jagt er guddommelig fandhed, Han erfiender Jefus jom
fin Teever og mrefter og il gjerne Jolde alt, Yvad Han Jar befalet.
Deite giceldber iffe bare dem, jom Tevede paa Rrift tid og fulgte ham
i paus fynlige neerveerclie, men fom ogiaa efter hand Hirmmelfart var
pand difeiple.  Hvorjombelft abojtelen bvirfedbe med ordet og grum-
bede menighedber, blev de troeude faldte difciple. Huorleded funbde
bette ffe? o, figer Ssefud i fin ypperjtepreftelige bpn, Jofh. 17, 14:
Jxeq Dar givet dem dit ord,” og 1 verd 17: ,Bellige dem 1 din fanbd-
[eb, dbit ord er janbdhed.”

Cufasd 10, 16: ,Hbo dber Herer eder, hprer mig: og Hoo der for-
agter cber, foragter mig; men Yo der, joragter miq, foragter den,
fomt har udfendt mig.” Heraf fdlger, at Hvo jom troede apoftlerned
ord — fom bar Rrifti ord — blen Rrifti difciple. Mpofielen Paulus
figer, §ol. 8, 16: ,Qaber Srifti ord bo rigelig iblanbdt eber, joa
leeve og panminde hoeravbre i al piddom.“ g ved bdette ord er og-
faa vi blevbne troende og Nelu Krifit difeiple. '
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Serer mu, Hhoem Fefud falder fine difciple: ,.De fom blive 1 hans
ord,” Holber fig til Hhansd ord, antager Hhert ord juft fom det Iyder.

En troende er cn difcipel, en lerling; Quiftud er Ieeremejteven.
Ween en difeipel, en leexling er iffe ober fin egen muefter, toiler Heller
itfe paa fin mefterd ord og Hoever fig iffe over Hans ord. Gigr di
jcipelen det, er han iffe lengere difeipel. $Han figer iffe: omend
Peefteren Har talt Hette, faa tror feq dog det iffe, fordi jeg itfe fon
begribe det med min forftand. Zvertimod, han figer: en er min
mefter, Qriftud.  hand ord vil jeg Dlive.

Det par Luilerd ftilling til Jefu Kriftt ord. Trods fornuften
oq pavens myndighed blen Han 1 Quifti ord og feivede,

Suem er nu WMejteren, Wuiftug? Han er den almeegtige. albi-
dende @ud felb. Bover bt da erme ftev at tage ifra eller legge $17
hans ord? @jgr bi bef, da bliver bi iffe i Hand ord, og dba er bi iffe
hand difciple, da er bi iffe [uthevanere. Sfal vi ba iffe taffe Gud,
fomn har bevaret 08 1 et vettroende evangeliff hutherff jamfund, Hoid
maal er at bpie fig for Huert Krifti ord og antage det fom et ovd talt
af Herven; thi alene paa dent maade fan Jefusd fige om 03: ¥ ere
mine difeiple 1 jandfed,”

Den Kriftud Har iffe alene fagt, at de fom blive i bang ord er
Dang bdifcinle, men Pan jiger vibere: ¥ ffulle erfjende fandfeden.”
@ud give o3 af erfjende venne herlige forvet. Hoilfen hHerlig fordel
er iffe bette 1 en tid fom wvov, Goor il og uro, nbished og famlen
vaaber i al tenfning; tenf, of fomme il evtienbelfe af fannheden.
ben abiolutte jandhed.

Men er bi fifre paa, of vi Hhar Jaudheden, naar vi Hliver i hans
orth?  Ja. derom ev der ingen tbil.  $uovef bed vi Det? Rriftus
far fagt det. Tag mit ord, her det, (s def, og Holder chev til det i
troen, oq 3 ffal evfjende jomdheben. Han figer iffe: Leg det, og
perfom du itfe forflaar det, foa forfajt det, jom bdun iffe forftaar.
Den Han figer: bliver 1 mit ord, faa ffal t ecfiende fanbdheben.

Briftus figer om fig felb: ,.eq er fandheden.”  Han Tan iffe tage
feil.  Som  gjenfgdbte ved den Helligaands Fraft bed bandbadet i
ordet, hor vi troen paa Jefud Kriftus ferm veien, fanbdheden g livet,
X dette Ing fer vt Ipfet fra oven. WBliver vi i hand ord, fan vi iffe
tage feil. Paa livets jtove fparadmaal: Hvad er jeg? Hoorfra
er jeg fommren? Og hvorhen gaar feg?  Sar vi i Qriftt ovd de vette
fanddrue foar, fom aldrig feiler.

&r ba alle andre foar baa disfe fpergsmaal, fom modfiger fFrif-
ten feilagtige og falffe? Dertil fvarer Jefu difciple med Lejtemthed
ja. ©@andheden fra &ud er obfolut, og alt fom wmudfiger ben or
“ufandBed. Dette er den Tutherife firtesd ftilling il Krifti ord.

Den moderne teologi og tenfning rafer imod en faaban ftilling.
Y theologien taler de liberale med figrre Henfynafuldhed, de figer:
Sonledes forftaar vi penne lwre, Det cr vpor anffuelfe, andbre fan
Dave ligefan god vet il fine meninger.
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Men er dette at forfynde Guds jaudhed? MNei, en faadan tale
faver fil toil og ubished. &r bette at firide fov den tro, fom engang
er overgiven de hellige? @r bette af ophgie Kriftug? Yei, hon
figer: ,®Blive 1 mit ord, og § jfulle erijende fandheden.” Tetie er
ben ene fifve regel il af fomme i1 fondhebend erfienbelie ifolge
@udé forjeettelier, Det Jom iffe er faudhed or lggn. Men en jaadan
forfyubdelfe fiwder lidet medhold 1 vor tit. Bi bejfylded for at bere
trangfynte, bagfteeebere, naov i indtager en joadan {Hlling. Belan,
bi tfaaler det; thi heri Har vi godt felge. Panlud figer: Gal. 1, §:
Sen el om i eller en engel fra BHimmelenr predifer et anbet
ebangelinm for eder end det, vi Habe preedifet for eder, han beere
forbandet.” Wi, Tieere venner, ren [eere er iffe en tom frafe, fomn
fan foragtes eller forbaanes. Rilatud fpurgte Kriftud 1 overlegen
foot: . Obad er jandhed 2 jom om ingen fandhed bar af finde. Vien
Qriftus har leert fine difciple af Gede: |, Dellige du 05 1 din janbhed,
dit orh er fandhed.” Saadmtne blive 1 fin Serred ord og Fjender
fanbdheden.

Bi tror, at Gud taler fandi, nagr han figer: ,Den ganffe frift
er indbleeft af Gud;” og at de Hellige Gudd meend talte drepne af
pen Hellignand.  Soer vil vi forblive. Den Dellige ffrift er Gubds
ord.

Wrgber bi dette, fan erforer vi bend janddruhed, Gubd har fagt
0&, at verden blep ffabt af Hant 1 {ef3d bage, fom beitod af five og tyve
timer Goer, vi trov bette og Fjender fandheden om berdensd og nien-
neftetd oprindelfe langt bedve end disfe, jom giennem Jele fit liv Jar
fagt et anbet foar.

Sfriften figer, at ,daaben frelfer 08.“ Fornuften figer: Hoor-
lehes fan panbdet udrette fan ftove ting? Gubd figer det, fvarer efu
bifciple, og Dermed Bliver bet. Rviftus figer: ,defte er mit legeme;
pette er mit blob.” Matteenss, Martus, Qikasd og Voulud ftadfeefter
dette. Terfor tager vi imob hanad hellige legeme og Dlod 1 alterens
fatramente, i med og under bugd og vin. Huorledegd fon betfe veere
muligt, figer fornuften? Bt ved tffe, men Hviftud figer det, og bed
hand ord Dliver vi ftaaenbe og berfor fiender vi jandfeden Hor ogfaa

By forfafter al falff Yere i anbre fivfer, men bi dpmmer iffe
ficelene.  Bi taffer Sud for, at Han Har fine dern oglaa i dem:
men didje fpded iffe af deved falffe anffuclier og leerefeetninger, men
af Guds ord — den uforfreentelige Jeed fom oafan i didfe delvid ud-
faces. Rad o3 taffe Sud, jorm uben nogen vor fortjenefte Har givet
. 08 fanbdheden, jom den cr 1 Fefus Krijtus.

Men ved at biive © Krifti ord bar vi iffe alene den truft og gleede,
at vi er Han3 difeivle og Fiender fandheden; men Jan figer videve:
Og fandheden Fal frigjgre eber.” Fribed, det er vor tidsd Isfn
fom neppe nogenfinde fgr. < fribedend novw vaabed ber 1 mange
lande: Bort med al beftaaende orden! BVort med Gud! Bort med
religionernt, den leder til fapitalidmens tyranni! Bort med lobe og
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al vegjering! Bort med cegteffab og familieliv, naar bette jfer, da
pil menneffelivet udbifle fig i frihed! LDette raab griber deved hjer-
ter, jom iffe fjender frifeden i Kriftug. BT denne frihed nogenfinde
opnaaes? Aldrig! Det er of irlys, en drem, {om ftedfe jgrer Teen-
gere ned i uordenens jump, ftedje lengere ned 1 jhndens, Satand og
fortabelfeng tyvanni.

Sen er der da intet Haab, cller nogen mulighed for at opnaa fri-
hed for menneffefjelen? o, Gud veere lovet — Rriftud  figer:
~Sandheden ffal frigigre eder.” Jtte ved den meget rofte tolerance;
iffe bed jtatdforfatninger og Iove; iffe ved ben ftolte bidenjfab; Hel-
ler iffe ved afffaffeljen af al Tov og vrben i Verben; men ved fand-
heben,. det er bed Jefu Krifti ecvangelium, fom cr en Gudsd fraft til
falighed for hver den, fom fror. <Y faligheden er fribed. ., Derfom
da Spunen faar frigjort eder, ffulle  ifandhed veere fri,” figer Kri-
ftud. Dot er den frihed, jom Iefus, Huds fgn, har fortient jor o0s
bed fin Tibelje ng bed fin dgd; og denne frihed cier de, jom fror paa
ham.  Det er frifed fra Tyndend herredgnume, fribed fra dicevelend
anflage, frifed fra ben evige bed og fryat for den, og frihed fra hel-
bebes ebige ngd og plage. g i jaligheden jaar vi frihed il at gjgre,
hoad vi vil;.men da bliver biljen fuldbfommen renfet, faa at vi vil bet,
fom ®ubd nil.

Den friftne anvender demme frihed {anlebes, at Han giver bdette
fbar, naar fynden anflager Hham: ,Det er Gud, jom retfeerdiggjer,
bbo er den, jom forbgmmer.” Derfom loben fruer og forffreetffer
bham, fpaver han: ,Sriftug er lovend veffeerdighed for Hoer ben.
fom tror.” Raar dette lvE forger ng befymringer veier tungt paa
Ham, foarer ban med apoftelens ord: ,Rafter al ederd {org baa
“Qerven; thi han Har ombu for eder.” Maar dgden nermer fig mew
fin ignende gru dy jfref, fommer fondhedens ord ham il trgjt oq
figer: ~,%w@d, boor er din Draad; Helvebe, Hhor er pin feier. Lien -
&ud veere taf, fom giber 08 feier ved vor Herre Fefus Krijtus.”

Dette er den herlige frifhed, jond Kriftus taler om, nonr han figer:
S Derfom ¢ blive 1 mit ovd, ere ¥ ifandhed mine dijciple, og ¥ fHulle
erfiertde fambdheden, og fandhedon jfal frigjgre eder.” Er det da brerdt
at jtride for at bevare Qrifti ovd purt og rent thlandt 082 Er det
- ngdbendigt at ftride for nen tro, fom een gang er obergiven de hel-
lige?” (Subas 1, 3).

Tidend Uffen er nu: tolerance, tolerance; veer iffe paaftaaelige i
eder§ leere; men veerer toleramte med Hemmelige fefffaber, fom for-
negter Rriftus, med fatholiferne og med anbderleded troende protfe-
ftanter og Ilutheranere. Te qjdr dog megel godl i verben, Hvorfor
ffulle bt mobdftaag dbem?® @&ler fille 08 fra dem og tage offtand fra
pem? Lort foar er: Fordi Krijtus Har fagt: Derfom X Dlive 1
mit ord, ere ¥ ifandhed mine difeiple.” Bi vil Blive i Srifkt ord; vi
_bover iffe af toale med benidithed endbog den minbdfte afvigelfe fra
Bbang ord; thi ni {gaer ben belfignelfe og de fiore gaver, fom bi Har
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hevt hand Tefter Tover dem, jom blibe 1 hans ord. Bi er falbdte til at
veere Band bdifciple. Pen at der er fare i at veere Tembpelig og tole-
rant hoad Guds ords leeve angnat, det jfal vi under bette mpbe neer-
mere Dbetragte unber behandlingen of themaet: ,Unionidmens for-
bandelfe 1 den Tutherffe Firfe.” :

Gud legge fin velfignelfe HI pore forhandlinger. Hmen.

Sormandens indberetning

Wed henfon HY min embedsfpriel Har feq at berette, ot jeg hHar
oberpeecet den almindelige preftefonferens, fom Holdt fit mpbe ved
Rafe Pomme de Terve, Minn, Madifon og Chicago {pecial Fonfe-
veits, fom Dolbt fit mede 1 Chicago og Novbdoeftlige prefiefonferens.
jfom Bolbt fit mgde 1 Minneapolid; hav ngjaa deltaget i 3 fredbdmgbder,
nemlig + Partland, Walh. den 2—4de oftober: i Mabpille, North
. Tafota den 9be oftober; og i Holton, Mich. 1 november., IMed me-
nigheden i Parfland Hholdt jeq vifitad ben 3bie oftober. [eg for-
vettebe ped indvielfen af ¥irten i Mayville, N. D. den 16de mai og
Golbt mpbe med menigheden den famme aften. Har veeret tilftede
ved 3 mgher af inbremigfionsfomitecn og 2 jpecielle mgber i anled-
ning misfionen i Mabdifon, Wiz, Ten 3die fuli 1925 indfgrie jeg
baftor Norman Madfon 1 Vor Frelferd mentghed bed Rrinceton,
Minn. ‘,Baa indbydclfe af noale penner af vor Synode 1 BVolga, &.
D, befggte jeg bem den 17de februar.

QTf misfionsfomiteend vabport bil det fremaaa, at 3 fanbdidater
bar i bette aar faaet fald fra port famfund, nemlig: Adolph Harftad,
fom ev blevet faldt HI Bethania ev. uth. menighed ved Story City,
Jowa. og fra en lutherf menighed 1 Thornton, Fa. Fulomagt blep
givet hang fader, paftor B. Horftad, til at ordinere ham il det Hel-
lige preedifeemnbebe; og bette fanbt fted {gndag den 20de juni: Cr-
ling Ylvigafer er faldt HI misfiondpreft i €aft Madifon, Wis., og
Sofeph Runfolt er faldt I misfiondpreft 1 Winneapolis, Minn.
PBaftor Adolph Harftad begjeever optagelje i Shnoden. De to fan-
dibater, fom iffe endnu er ordinerte bgr optaged fom raadgibende
medlemmer pan dette mgbe.  Alle tre Har taget embedBefSamen ved
Concordia Ruth. Seminar, St. Louid, Mo,

FSlgende menigheber Har begjreret opiagelfe i @nnoben

Den fprite Syd Wil Rice eb. Tuth. menighed i Clay Co., paft.
(S N, Peterfond falt; The Morgan Ev. Luth. Songregation i Trail

, D, pait. (GImII Hanfens fald.

%}ra feftfnmlteen for rnbmeﬁen af Misfouri Synobdens npe prefte-
feminar 1 &t. Louig, Mo, fif jeg jom Den Norffe Shynoded formand
inbbyoelfe il fom cere,%_qjeft at oberbeere inbvieljesfeitlighedberne, {mm-
daqen den 13de juni. Tenne Yoitidelige og ftovilague Firfefeft bar jeg
tilftede ved, og taffer @ub for den gleede og opmuniring, jom blep
mig tilbel ved baa jaa neert hold at e og eviave, Hoorleded Herven
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frembdeles velfigner dette gomle Tutherife famfund. Storartet jom
den nye anftalt er, joa feg det mig, at endnu figree er den gabve fra
®nd, at baabe Tederne og den neeften wodverjfuelige ftave of tilhgrere
med fuldt alvor vil gibe Herven ceren for bet vellyffepe bert,

Xeg fler det fom min bligt af bevette, at i aavetd Igh er ber ban-
net en educational asiociation med navnet: Vethanh Lutheran
‘Gollege Aslociation. Denne forening beftaar af omfring et hunbdrede
prefter og Teegmicend af vort jamjund.  Forveningen Har fjgbt Bethany
Golfege i Manfato, Winn., med bet maal for gie, at den med tiden
fan blive Synodens lereanitalt og eiendom.

@. M Gullirfon, formanbd.

Kaldet

Dvorfor dette thema?

PNaar de, ber foreftaar bort fomfunds almene anliggenber, Har
beftemt, at bette emme fal Belhandled ved et ordentlig {ymedemdde,
faa er det neppe fordi dbe manglet forraad paa fpgrgdmaal. jom funbde
og burbe drgftes ved dette mghe. Tei, de Har balgt det netop fordi,
bet er hpeilig paafrovet., THi ligefom religiondblanberi, unionidme,
er cn af de faver, fom trier &rift firfe paa en jeeregen maade netop 1
vore bage, faa er ogfaa het Hellige fald til Perreus tjemefte 1 fare
for at Blive foragtet. $fa, foragt for taldet er jo en naturlig felge
af unionidme. Hoorledes er iffe menighevend Hellige vet Blit freen-
fet og deng tro hyrder hlit ubdbitjeldt, fordi de 1¥fe vilde fegie fig efter
bet, fomt meengden ibret for, Zet er forat vore mentgheder, facbel-
form dered Haardt Detrcenate Hyrder, fan beftyrfed 1 deved gierning,
at bl famles om bdette fpgradmaal. Og da vil jeg fige med det jamme,
at fiben det er gobt at Hiertet jiyrfes ved naaden (Heb. 13, ), faa vil
jeq fdge cfter bedjte ebne af ubucde bette thema alene baa grundlog
af den naabe. Herrven Jar Ficentet 08 1 {it ufeilbare ord; vore ffriftiro
befienbelfesifrijter, jamt tivfensd tro leeverve; feerlig da bor fjeere Firke-
fader Quiher.

Siven faldet forudjectter, at der er de, fom Falder ligefaauel fom
be, ber faldesd, faa er bet ndduendigt for det farfte at Tomme paa bet
rene med

Hhoem der har ret Hil at Falbe.

Do det er Gudg menighed, den han har erhuerbet fig med fit eget
blob (Afta 20, 18), ber her er tale om, jaa er det felvfelgelig menig-
Pevens Horve, jom Har denne ret. Wenigheden er Sudd indfiifteife.

- Derfom SHerrven iffe faldber £ Henelten, er de Iggnere, jom profetere i
Hand nabn.  THi faa figer Hheerffarerned Gud ved profeten Fereming:
~Lgan profetere profeterne 1 mit navn; jeg Har iffe fendt dem og iffe
givet dem Defaling og iffe talt H#1 dem:; Iggnagtiag fyn og fandiigeri
og forfengelighed og fit Hierted {vig profetere de eder, Derfor, faa
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figer Serren om de profeter, jom profetere i Hand navn, udenat han
har fendt dem, og fom fige. at focerd og Hunger iffe ffal fomme i bette
land: DBeh focerd og ved Hunger jfulle de udrhbdes, didfe profeter.”
Ner. 14, 14. 15.

Menigheden er Gndg Hiord, Xcfud alene cr dgren til faareftien.
Te fom iffe gaar ind gjennem Ham, falter Jejud jelv ifte bave frem-
mede nren tybe og vgnere.  Sa, han figer, at de fomumer fun, for at
itjcele og myrde og Adeleegae.  Jeh. 10.

Menigheden cr den Helligaandd jamfund.  Derfor cr det ogfaa
®nudd aand, fomi alene fan indiette tienere il dette jarmfunds op-
bpagelie.  TH* 1 fin afitensdtale til menigheden 1 Efefud jiger Vaulu3
HI menighedend @ldfte:  ,Faa giver da agt paa eder felp og paa
den fele Giord, i hvilfen den Helliqnand hav fat cdor fomm ovimSimend
for at vogte @ud2 meniahed.”  fta 20, 28.

Arheibet, fom ffal ndfgres 1 denne tjenefte, ev jo indfamlingen of
dorefigbte menneffejicele. g fiben det er ben treemige Gud, jom
er denme hEtd Herve, figer Jefud o at vi jfal bebe hajtens Terve, at
Dan udbriver arbeibere 1 jin hait. Matt. 9, 88, Men hooriedes fal-
der Herrven hyrder I at vogte hiorden, Hoorleded uddriver Han ar-
Deidere 1 fin Jaft? Dette faver o5 over til betragtningen af '

Det indre Falb,

Sngen bav trede ind i gicrningen. uden at han har vidhed om. at
Serren hor Faldt ham I gierningen.  Derfor lpder det i Hebreeer-
brevet: ,£q ingen tiltager fig felo ber eve, men den har den, fom
talbes af ®ubd, ligejom Hron. Eaaleded Hor heller iffe Hriftud feln
tillagt fig dben ceve at bljve ypperjtepreft. men den, fom fagde til
Gom: D er min fan, jeg Bar fgdt dig bag.” eb. 5, 4. 5. Men
da bette iffe bbiler baan noget iginefaldende udbborted Fjenbetegn, men
er en perfonlig Hiertetd faq, faa gidr dette fpgrgdmaal fig {trafs gjeel-
bende:  ,Onem fan veeve forbidfet om, at Han DHar det indre fald Hl
at bogte uds Hjord 2~

Pa mon 1 den romerfl-fatholife firfe leever, volge Tribentiner
Qonfilets XV, fanen (he juitificatione), at berfom nogen jiqer, at
Bam er bid baa, at Gan baver til de udbalgtes tal, Han veere forban-
fet.” faa fan jo ingen af pavens tienere fige, at de er vi& baa fin fa-
Tighed. Men meo Panlus ffulve jo ethvert Gudsd barn befjende:
L3eq ved, baa hbem jeq tror, og er vid paa, at Han er meegtig til at
benare det, han har betroet mig, til Bin dog.” 2 Tim. 1, 12. o,
enlper friften ffulda ogiaa beere Li8 paa, at det Fald, Han ftoar i, er
®Gubs fald til ham. PBaulusd Terer jo udtryffelig, at vi §fal blive i
det Fald, huori Perren har faldt o5, X 1. Kor. 7. 24, figer han: ¥
den ftand, bradre, Hvori enhber er bhieben faldt, 1 dent blive Han Hod
®1d.” il menigheden i Efefus ffriver den fomme apojtel: ,Seg
formarner eder derfor, jeq, den buntne i Herveen, at ¥ jfulle vanbdre
bet Fald beerdig, med dnilfet 3y ere faldte.” €f.74, 1. Men Hoor-
Tebed ffulde jeg funne Dlive 1 mit fald Ho3 Gubd, Hoorledesd ffulbe jeg
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funmne vanbdre mit fald veerdigt, derfom jeg iffe var vis paa, at det
bar min af Herren felb anbifte gierning?

Zror feg Gubds ord, faa maa jeg ogfaa tro, at Gud har en beftemt
benfigt med mlg f)f’r i lioet. Rigefaabift fom jeg er et Guds barn,
ligefaavift vil jeg 01e1ne gigre hang bilje. Det blir da iffe lengere
fheradmaal om, Dbor feq fan binde den Yhgiefte cere Hlandt nenmneffer,
i hoilfen ftilling jeg fan faa det mageligft, eller Hoor jeq Fan Gafte den
ftarite fortjenefte. Mei, det fom da blir bdet afgigrende er dette:
~Ovorledes fan jeg bedft core Gud og tiene mine medmenneffer 2
£, berfom bette bare ftod Flart for enbber, fom vil gicelbe for at veere
et Guds barn, hbor ganife anderledes vilde tffe mange Ha med nrere
albor belge fif livdtald. X friftne forelbre bhehgver iffe at Hruge
inang%mlbIeL forat faa eberd jgnner, fom pertil er ffiffet £il at gaa
ind i prefte- og leevergjerningen. Hvad  byr fe 1l at gjgre, er, under
orbets baglige brug at inditjrerpe dem ben fanbdhed, at den ftand de
veelger maa beere don, Yoori bedft fan cere dered Gud og tiene fine
medmenmneffer,

~een,” fhrrger du. »hborledes fommer Dettp indbre fald til mig?”
Det formmer igiennem det famme middel, hoorigiennem du er falbdt
fom en arbing til livet, nemlig Guds ord. Det, jom Froebed fremfor
alt, er en barnlig tro paa ordets Igfter, fom virfer fjerlighed til
Hrfensd Herrve.  Har du fierlighed til Ham, da vil du ogjaa Habe
ticerlighed til alle af Hansd faar. At detfe er Herrensd egen Henbelfe
i fagen fremgaar flart af Jefu ord il Peter: ,Simon. Jonad’s jon,
efffer dbu mig? NRegt mine lam.” Joh. 21, 15. DTet er den Feer-
lighed, jom troen virfer, der maa falde dig til gierningen, det er den
famme ficerlighed, fom maa beere drivfjceren i alt dit arbeide i gier-
ningen. Ran du iffe med Raulus og Hand tro medarbeidere fige om
det, fom du gigr i denne gierning, af det er Qrifti Heerlighed, fom
thinger dig derttl, faa Har du intet fald til at beere blandt dem, fom
bar bet anfoardfulbe hverv, at veere opjgndmand for G1dd menighed.
Du fan mene, at du Har feeregne nafurlige gaver, fom freever. at du
ffal treede ind 1 gierningen. Meen Hoad disfe gaver end maatte veere,
Bbor berdifulde de ogfaa fan bIi, naar de er viet Quifti THeerlighed,
faa er bde uden feerligheden, intetfigende og beerdilgfe. ThHi Yer
ajcelder ogfaa det ord af apoftelen: ,Om jeg taler med menneffers
og engled tungemaal, men iffe har Fjeerlighed, da er jeg en [ghende
malm eller en flingende bielde. Og om jeg Dav brofetiff gave og
ved alle Gemmeligheder og al fundffab, og om jeg Har al tro. faa
teg fumnde fIr)tte bierge, men iffe Har Tjerlighed, da er jeg mtet “
1 Qor. 13, 1.

Naar @erlen har givet 08 forligelfend fjenefte, faa har Han ob-
rettet den alene paa grundlag af forligelfensd ord. Det er orbdet,
bu maa Holde dig til, det er detd fraft og virfuing du maa ftole paa.
derfom du flal faldes HI BHyrdeembedet. ,Om nogen elffer mig
ffal Ban Holde mit prd,” figer Jefus. Joh. 14, 23, Men af holde
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hans ord er iffe cnsbetydende med, at du aldbrig bav overtraadt
Gubdz bud. Thi da bilde det jo iffe fuune figed om noget menne-
ffe, ot bet elifet Jefus. Do vilde jo Peter Ha veeret en Taguer, noar
han foarte: ,Ja, Perrve! Du ved, at jeq elffer dig.” oh. 21, 15,
Stei, at bolde Jefn ord, (jom vi oglaa lwrer af ubtehffet i den
greeffe grundiefft — Tereo) vil fige at vi tager vare paa, Holder o3
tif, hand ordb. Selp bubdet rveffer 08, ja dpmmer 08 paa grumd af
vor fynd, felv Ba Holder vi 08 til det; thi faafandt vi vil frelfesd fra
uor fynd, bliv bet 03 allid en tugtemefter il Kriftus.

Men biHig fjerlighed er iffe alt fom frebed af ben, jom fals
begd il ajernmgen. Der er nben toil mangen en, jom gjerne DHar
pillet fglge Jefuf fowr Hands 2rdg offentlige forfonder, wen fom
har faat Deve bet jamme ovd, fom bley falt £ den Helbredede i
®&adavenerned land: ,@af Hen 1 dit hud til dind. oa forfyud dem,
Hoor ftore ting Hevren har gjort moed Bdig, o4 Gvorleded fan Dar
forbarmet fig over dig.” Marfus 5, 19.

Om faldet leerer vor Mungburgife Sonfesiion, Art. XTIV, fort
o qreit:  ,Om den Firfelige embedaftand leever de. at ingen bgr
i fivfen offentlq leeve eller forbalte Jaframenterne, mebmindre han
pertil cr rettelig faldet.” Tette tager naturlighid jigte baade paa
det indre fald, Ovorem bvi 1 taler, jaaveljom paa det ydre falbd,
om Jyilfet vi ifal Gere fencre.

A alt det, jomt Quther Dar at fige om falret, jfal ieq her Tun
anfdre det Dan ffriver t henbolt til 1T Mofebog, favitel 3 hoov
Herven aabenbarer fig for Mofed 1 fornebudfen: . Behold -wrl”
figer Quiler, ,dette om Pofed’s ¥ald; thi ingen bdr treemge fig ind
i et offentlig cmbede udben @Guds Faldh. Dette fFal du b'de for bisdfe
upe veegelfindebe aanberd (Flattergeifter) jtylb. ber wil treemge og
fnige fig ind, endifignt Sud har, hoerfen Faldt eller fendt dem: fom
pil beere preedifanter og lere folf, uden obfordring og fald. X fin
aattd Havde Wofed for lenge fiden gnifet at befrie fine Drgdbre fra
Eanptend {recllehus, til Gpilfet han Hhavde. jom vi allerede Har feet,
baade aand og mod, da han {Tog cqmpteren ihicl. Som vilde Han
fige: ’Seq teenfte of jeg jfuibe hjcelpe edber.” — Mu vil han iffe
paatage fig at fgre dem udaf Egopten.  Gud maa Fgrit falde Ham
og fende ham til F3racld ldrn,

LZhi bet er iffe nof at man vofer fig af aanben, og Geller iffe
pil &ubd, at vi ffal tro dem, fom giver fig fore oq figer: 'Du maa
tro min aond.’ g ligedan de, jom figer: @t er aanden fom
driver mig bet er aanden fom taler’  &lerd vilde vi jo alle veere
i en bynge, og ingen vilde heere den anden horia.

SMen horr Gud falber og uddbriver il preedifeembebet. ber
[yffes gjerningen oq treenger fig igjennem. Lgejom Gud Der ubd- -
favte of ftort hert, ober huilfet Diofed fortvilede, at Han ffulde fore
et foa ftovt folf ud af et jna meegtigt fongerige. og fagbe: ’'Sbad
er jeg mod en fgoban fonge? Jeg er {anbdelig em poffer figur.
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Sen et gjorde ingenting til jagen. ,Mofed,” fagde Gud, ,veer
Ficet og bed godt mod, jeg vil forherde Favao, jaa at Gan ffal inde-
fperre fig felo; men ieg bil gigre enbnu ftaree undere ved dig. faa
at bu jfal beere forvisfet om, at det er feg, jom Bar faldt dig HI
gierttingen.”

LB ben fom ffal beghynde tet nye, Han maa iffe bringe denne
bergmnumelfe mebd fig: *Nanben hav givet mig det 1 hrerte.” Bringer
man Ddette hobmod og denne rod med fig, faa er man fnart flagen.
Terfor ffal man forft qjere og Jige: *Terfom den ellignand il
bruge mig il et embede (het veere ni, hbad set beeve bil), og bil
®ubd, at jeq fal tage faf, og jeq Har det i jinde. foa LIl Hon nof
gibe, at de paafglgende tegn bed min fertdben og indiprelfe jtadfce-
ftes ved himumeljte tegn.’

L2 det er afgiort, at Handen 1ffe opbleefer cffer tilifynder
noget Djerte uden, at Han paa forfinand Gar befreeftet det med teqn.
Dot maa have ydre bevid med fig. Tet er det indre fald”  Hbad
Quther mener med ,himmelfte teqn® og ,ybdee bevifer,” naar han
Her taler cmt det inbre Fald, jfal vi {ege at ubrede fencre, 1aar bi
gaar over til betragtninaen af et pdre fald.

S Hn L Sjeeleifat,” T bind, fide 155. figer Ehriftian Seriver om
bet indre Tnld: ,.@n rctjindiq breft, ber pil teenfe at ftifte gabn i
fit embebde, maa peeve faldet og fendt af Gub; Bon maa gan ind il
fagrene giennem ben reite og cnefte bgr, Jefud Rrijtum, og paas
tage fig dette Deifellige embede nf den Gelligaands dri't. Vel man
han ogfaa bhave et vetmwsiigt og ulefteligt fald af mennciler; men
iffe deftomindre {perger man med vette ng forft og fremit cfter det
inbborted fald of Gud. Jngen wenighed og ingen, ber 1 foa maade
foreftoar en menighed bge talde nogen i ficelehyrde. medmindre de
fpore bet gqudbommelige tndbvorted fald Hod Hham. Ler bliver mat-
gen faldt H1 det hellige preedifecmbene, fom vor Hedre ififfet £il af
veere folbat. figbmand, jurift, eller jtatémand. Tidfe gigr derfor
Beller ingen fomherliq nptte 1 en {aaban Heivigtig jysfel. bliver ofte
jfampletter og veerfebylder paa firfen og voloe forargelje og Bire-
teforg.  Te {Bge penge oa gobe dage og Tabde fingene gaa fin fHebe
gang. Bebd et induorted fald forftaar jeg en levende og virffom tro
ban den Gerve Nefum Rriftum, en breenbende Fjeerlighed il Ham,
en gudelig nidkjerhed for Gand navnd ccre, en inderlig attraa efter
at udberde fané rige, en rajtldd og utvettel’g flid forat binde ficele,
jaabelfom allefeande andre den Helligaands gaver, joafom vishom
oy indfigt i be gqudbdmmelige Germmeligheder, vet forftand boa orbet,
et lepende fienbifab Hit dem Herre Nefum, frimodighed 1 Aanben,
fraft, ftyrfe, andagt, ben. erfaring og beslige. Dette inbvoories
faldb, der ffer ved Gudad aaud og naade. maa gaa forud for alt ubd-
borte® ng menneffeligt valg, falb og ftabdfeftelie.”

£, boor gonffe nedbvendig det er for en Herrend tjener at Habe
vigbom om, af hans Fald ev of PHerren. Thi Hay Hhan den vished, da



31
fan Han goa til fin gierning med ben jtevite frimodighed. Om jin
erdinationsdng og tiltreedelfedpreedifen jfriver falig afdgbe dr,
Walther: ,Rigelig ftprfet ved det forubgangne (i. e. han3 vel ober-
ftaache probe og hand fald til gjerningen), proedifede jeg nu over
Xeremiad 1, 6—8, Denne fefft lyder joaledes: ’WMen jeg Tagde:
A, Herre, Herre! Se, jeg forftaar iffe at tale; thi jeg er ung.
Da foghe Hevren Hil mig: Big iffe: Jeg or ung! Men il alle
bem, jeg femder dig L ffal dbu gaa, og alt, Hoad feg byber bdig,
jfal du tale. Jrygt iffe for dem, thi jeg er med dig for at rehde
dig. figer Herrven.’ A

,Efternt jeg 1 min indledning bHabbe baabiit, Toorleded min
oberveielfe af falbets vigtighed, gierningend vanifelighed, og Hoor-
[ehed jeg ligeoberfor det ftore anfbar, der med en Ievende falelie af
mint afmagt og ucnatighed idag teer bilhe gigve mig fovlagt, jaa be-
bandlede jeg, forat min fremtidbige menighed fEulde faa et DI ind
i mit Bierte, paa grundlag af opleefte tefft felgende thema:

'Soab bet cr ped en friften preedifants tiltredelje af giernin-
gern, jom giver famn fveft og glede.’

1. San fommer iffe ifelge cget valg, men paa Gutd falb.

2. San fommer iffe med fin cgen Liddom, men med Guds ord.

3. San fommer iffe 1 egen fraft, men med Suds biftand.”

Sar jeqg vidhed 1 henre fag, da fan {eq, nanr bet ofte gaar tungt
unber arbeidet, og nanr det maaffe fhnes at al min gjerning er om-
fonft, gigre Gfaiad’s ocd il wmine og fige: .Og jeg, jeg fagbe:
Forgjeved har jeg arbeidbet mig treet. og il ingen uptte Hav jeg
forteevet min fraft; dog, min ret er hod Herren, og min Ign Hhod
min Gnd, ~— g jer cv ceret 1 Hervend pine, og min Sud er bleven
min fiprfe” €. 49, 4. 5. e, med den unge Jevemins fan eg
da fige: ,Perre! Du nvertalte mig, og jeg fod mig overiale; du
blen mig for fierf og fif overbaand.” er, 20, 7. Dette veeve da
1ot om bdet intre falbd.

* * . &

et tudre fald bar vigdfelig enbver alvorlig friften af det mand-
Tige fign i mere eller mindre grad fornummet i fit hievts, Han far
maaffe ofte maattet Yytte il en vaagen jamvittighed, jom BHar hHui-
ffet: . Mon iffe Herren vil, at du ogfan fFulde tjene Ham fom en
orbetd offentlige forforder?”  Da er det Hham til Heroligelie og trgjt
at bide, at der maa ogfaa et yove fald til. fom Herven vidfelig il
jgrge for, at bau jaav, deviom Han vil Have Dam 1 grerningen. TH
Serren hav iffe Faldt alle HI at beere Byrder. Stulde alle wveere
Tyrder, Hoo blev da faavene?

Der er jo e, felb inbenfor den Iutherife Firfe, fom bernaber fig
baa tet. ja Yellig pligt, til at optreede, fom orvdets offentlige for-
fonder 1 menigheden ubden det pbre Fald dertil. De gigr brug af
faabamie Dbibelfteder fom bidfe: ,&id alt Herrend jolf wvar pro-
feter, gid &eveep vilde leegge jin aand baa dem.” 4 Mofebog, 11.
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29. (Mofed’s {var da Jojva wilde, at han ffulde forbyde Elbad
og PMedad at profeteve i leiven.) g dette ord af apojtelen Peter:
Hert F eve en ubdbalgt {(eegt, et fongeligt prejteftad, ef Helligt folf,
et folf fil elenbom, forat  ffulle forfynbe Hand dpber fom falbdte
eber fra mprket til jit underfulde [ys.” 1 Pet. 2, 9.

Pen medensd alle friftne tilhgrer det fongelige prejteffab; nte-
bens Herven vigfelig vil at alle troende ftal forfynde hans byber, fan
er iffe bermed fagt, at Han bil de ffal optrwde jom offentlige for-
fyndere af orbet. Forfpndelfens art er jo forffielliq. Ten Hmr og-
faa fin begreendsning. Perfom Sgnnen i villig lydighed funbde fige:
ey er iffe ubfendt, uben til de fortabte faor af JBraeld Hus,”
Wratt, 15, 24, Hoor meget mere jfulde itfe vi. jom er ®uds hHgrn
fun 1 Rrifto, villigt Holde 08 indenfor de greenfer, fom Herren felo
har beftemt. $Har @Gud fagt: ,Zie ederd Fvoinder i menighederne!
TDi bet er dem iffe tilladt at tale, men at veere underdanige, lige-
fom og loven figer. Ten bille de Ieere noget, ba {pgrge be fine
egne meoend Biemme! THi det er ufgmmeligt for fbinder at tale i
menigheden” (1 Kor. 154, 34, 35), faa wil enfhrer jand friften fgie
fig berefter, felo om han bar forvidfet om, at Hoerenefte foinde i
menigheden var ef uforligneligt mgniter pbaa beltalenfhed, Man
gabner aldrig @udsd menighed vedb at bejglge andre rvegler cud be,
Serrven 1 fit ord Har felo beftemt, enten vi altid fau fatte regelens
ngobendighed eller ei.

Og nu har Qevren fagt: Dren F ere Krifti legeme og lemmer,
enfiver for {in del. Og Gubd Har jat nogle i menigheden, forit apoft-
Ter, for det anbet profeter, for bet trebie lcevere, dernceft fraftige
aietninger, dervefter naadegaber Hl at Gelbrede, HI at Giolpe, til at
ftyre, til mangehaande talen med tunger. Ere alle apnftler? Ere
alle profeter? Gre alle levere? @jgre alle fraftige gjerninger?
Have alle naadegaver til at Helbrebe? Tale alle med tunger? 11b-
legge alle?” (1 for. 12, 2730). il hoilfet der fhares i Efejer-
brepet 4, 11—16: g han fatte nogle Hil apoftler, nogle il pre-
feter, nogle til evangelifter, nogle til Yurder og leerere, til de Helliges
fulbfomme beredelfe, til tiemejtend gjerning, til Qrifti Igemed op-
boggelje, indtil vi alle naa HI enhed i Gubd jms tro og erfien-
delfe, til mandg modenfed, til Rrifti fplbes albers maal. forat bi
iffe meve {fulle beeve bprn og lade 08 omtumle og ombdrive af ethbert
leevbomd veir bed menmeffened fpil, bed treedifhed til Forferelfens
funitqreb, men, {andheben tro i Fjeerlighed, i alle maader opuoffe
il ham, jom cr hopedet, til Kriftug, of hHoem bdet hele legeme Hliver
fommenfgiet og fovenet ved al den forbinbdelfe, indbyrbed hicelp giver
{ forhold til ethvert lems tilmaalte virfjombed, og voffer legemets
peefft il jin opbyggelfe 1 Ficerlighed.«

Det er altjaa Tlart, at medend alle friftne er vidner for Kriftns,
harer Hl bet fongelige prefteffab, faa Har han forordbnet en forligel-
fens tjenefte, hoi& fendebud jfal goo 1bd 1 perden med den opfordring:



23

LLader eber forlige med Gud!”  MWen nu Olr jbgramaalet: ,Hoor-
Teded ubdbbeelges nisdfe jendebud i ben fomlige menighed 2  Dette leber
03 hI betragtningen af

Det ydre Fald,

Unbder den gamle pagtd Hhusholdning faldte Gud jom oftejt fine
tienere umiddelbart. an talte HI Mofed udaf tormebuifen; om
Nbraham Heder det at Hervend ord fom til Ham i ef fon; om Fjaf
figes det, at Herrven aabenbarede fig for Ham; om Jafob leefer vi, at
Serren vifte fig for Hham 1 en dram Hin nat bed LVetel ofv.  Apoit-
Tevne fif jo af Herven fely befaling il at gaa ud i al berden for at
gigre alle folf fil dijcivle. Paulug 1if den Korsicejtede at fe ved
hgily3 dag baa veien til Damaftus.

Men paa denne umiddelbare maade falder iffe Gud tienere til
arbeidet mere.. Naar der faa {bgrged: ,Hvorfor funde iffe Sud
oglaa nuomftunder Handle med 08 Paa famme maade?” fbarer bi
med Paulud: ,Men, o menneffe, hoo er- du, at du bil gaa irette
med Sud? Mon noget, font ev dannet, fan fige Hil den, fom bdan-
nebe det:  Oui giorde dbu mig Jaaleded 2 Rom. 9, 20. Ligefom Sud
iffe vaadfgrie fig med nogen jfabning, da DHan Dbefluttede, at renfe
fig felo et eiendomsfolf, jaa Hor Han Heller itfe adfpurgt fabnin-
gen om, Hoorleded han ffuldbe regjere detfe it folf. 9Nof er det for
0% at vide, ai Gud Har bngget fin menighed paa flippen, jom er
Qriftus. har overantbordet den naademidlerne, hvori er lagt al magt
og myndighed. ,Terfor figer Striften: Han obfor til def Heie,
bortfaprte fanger og gab menneffene gaber.” Gf. 4, 8.

Men, naar vi, paa famme tid, fom b1 figer, at det er Gud, fom
har rvet til at falde, ogfaa leever at menigheden er af Hom given
Den ret unber den nye pagtd Husholdning, faa maa vi for det forite
bebidne det of Sfriften. ar vi noget fted i Striften, jom flart
vifer 08, at vor maade at falde glennem fted8menigheden er bden
rette maabe? Ja.

X det 1jte fapitel af Ap. gi. leever vi, at da en apoitel ffulde
beelged 1 forreederend jted, tog iffe Veter eller nogen af de gbrige
apoftle fig felb den vet at udpege Ham. ZThi det Heder: ,Og i de
page ftod Peter op midt iblandt difciplene, men bder bar en ffarve
af Henwved Hhundrede og tyne perfoner jammen, og Han fagbe:
nicend. Drodre!  Det Durde de Sfriftensd ord at fuldfommes, fom
den Selligaand forud talte ved Dabidd mund, om Judasd, fom bleb
bered veileder, der grebe Jefus. ThHi Han bar rvegnet med 08 og
Havbde annammet denne tiencites lod. — Derfor bgr en af disfe
meend, Jjom have beeret med 08 hele den tid, den Herre Jejus gif ind
og gif ud Hod 08, lige fra Johanned’s daab af indtil ben dag, da han
blev optagen fra 03, blive et vidbne med 03 om Hand opjtandelfe.
Oq de fremitillede tvende, Jofef, fom Ffaldted Barfabad, med tils
navn Juftus, og Mattias. Og de bade og jagde: Du, Herre, jom
Fiender alled Hierter! Giv tilfiende, Hoem af disfe to du Har ud-




24

valgt HI af annamme denne tjeneited og apojtelembedetd lob, Hoor-
fra Sudad peg for at gaa Hen til jit eget jted! g de Tajtede lobd
mellern bemt, og lodden faldt paa Viattias, og Han blev cnjtemmig
optagen blandt de elleve apoitler.”

X bet 6te fapitel af Ap. gi. berettes bet o8, hoorleded bdiafomer,
ellor mebdhjeelbere, Dleb faldt til giermingen. ,Men be folv faldbte
bifciplenes Bele meengbe fammen og fagbe: ,Let jommer fig itfe.
at vi forlabe @ud3 ord for at tiene ved Dbordenme. 1Ubfer berfor,
brpdre, fop meend Dblandt eber, fom bave godt vidnedbyrd og ere
fulbe af den Hellignand og bidbom, Hvilfe bi funme beifitfe t1 benne
forretning! WMen bi ville blive baragtige 1 bpnnen og orbetd tjencijte
g bdenne tale fanbdt bifald Ho3 bden Hele meengde, og de udbalgte
Stefanus, en mand, fuld af tro og den Qelligeand, og Jilip og
Prochorud og Nifanor og Timon og Parmenad og Nifolaus, en til-
Heenger af jgderned tro fra Antiofia; dem fremitillede de for apoft-
lerne. og nidfe bade og lagde jine heender paa bewm.”

PNaar det Heder 1 Wp. gl. 14, 28, om Poulug og Barnabas, of-
terat be Babde bejfiffet bewm celdfte 1 hoer menighed og Holdt bgn
og fojte, anbefalede de dem til Qerrven, jaa er det iffe jlig af for-
ftaa, at det bar dife to apoftle, fom tiltog fig ten ret og cere at ud-
pege -celbjte {Presbuteronsd); thi det ord ,0Leififfe” i grunbdtefjten
heder fan meget jom Xeivofonefantes, i e ,af give jin ftemme til-
fjenbe ved at veeffe op fine Hoenber.” Dered beififfen var altjaa
glennem ntenighedensd ajftemmning. ©om bevis for bette behpuer vi
blot at peae paa famme ore 1 IT Gor: 8, 19, Door det Heder at me:
nigheberne Deffitfede en til at reife med Titud. ¥ det 15de fapitel
af Mp. gi. Beder det: ,Ta befluttebe apoftlerne og de celdfte med
bele menigheben at udbeelge noale meend tblandt fig og fende dem
HI Antiofin med Paulud og Varnabad, nemlig Jubas, med tilneon
Barnabad, og Silasd, jom pare anjeede blandt Lrgdbreme.”

X alle of hisfe tilkelder fom er nebnt, fer bi, at ber bar bidfe
betingelfer, fom maatte finde$ Ho8 dem, jom valgtes fil tjenejten.
% bet 1fte Papitel heder det, at de var gienbidner, der havde beeret
med Nejus-og aboftlerne fra Sohauned’s daab til Kriftt himmelfart.
X bet Gie fopitel leefer vi, at de fou mebdhjeclpere Hande godt Hib-
ne8byrd og bare fulde of ben Pelligaand og biddom. £§ det 15de
Yapitel of Ap qi. forteelled det 03, at Jubad og Silasd vave anfeede
blandt Hrodbrene. Derfor maa menighebey rette jig efter de regler
i benme fag, fom orbdet feli anvifer. Og medens der er flete fteder
i ©Ffriften, jom taler om bigfe fjemeftend betingelier, faa ffal jeg fun
anfgre her et 3bie fapite! of T Tim. ~— Leed T Tim. 3, 1—13.

Taar Quiher 1 den alfercde anferte ndtalelje angacende tjenerensd
bighed om, at bet er et Gudd Iald, Han har til gierningen, figer. at
han maa Ba L himmelffe teqn.” og at det maa have ndre bevis med
fig,“ jaa bil Ban dermed BHave jagt. at dir maa ifglge Guds ord3
beftemmelfer ferft beere ffiffet til gierningen. (ffe alle har de ga-
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ver, fom menigheden Har vet il at Fraeve Ho3 en ordets tienmer. Pen
nu blir {pArsmaalet: ,$vad for{taned med det ord menighed 2~
Pette fprer o5 ober HI betragtningen aof

Stedénrenigheden.

5Tt Hrift fra anret 1523, Dafy cine chriftliche BVerfammlung
pber Gemeinde Recht und Macht Habe, alle Lebre ju vrtheilen und
LQehrer zu berufen, ein ~—-und abgujetzen: Grund und Urfache aus
der &chrift,” figer Quther: ,For bet ferite er det nebbendig at
mtan ved, Hoor og Hoad den friftelige menighed er. — Perpaa ffal
den friffelige menighed vidfelig fiendes, Goor det flare evangelium
preedifes. —- Derfor er wi {iffer paa, at def er umuligt, at der iffe
jtulbe weeve friftne, Boor ebangeliet gaav, Hbor faa bde end altid er
og, Door {ondige og frpbelige de ogfaa er; ligejom det er umuligt
af der ffulbe findes friftne og iffe Dave hedninger der, Huor eban-
geliet iffe hav fin gang, men Hoor mennejfelere vaaber, hoor mange
be end er, og hoor bellig og fin end bered banbel er. -

L350t det andet, 1 janhan forvetning, nemlig at Hedemme Teeven,
< oat inhimttﬂ og affeette Teereve og jjeeleiprgere, maa man aldeles iffe
bry fig om mennejfeSud, ret, be gamles anordninger, jfif og brug,
om det Jaa end bav pabe eller feifer, fyriter eller [nifopm jom Hab:
de beftemt det, om {an halvbdelen eller den Bele verden Dawvbe faiet
jig derefter, om bet joa Havde beftaat et eller tujinder af aar, EThi
menneffe{ielen er en cvig ting, obhgiet over alt timeligt; derfor maa
‘der vgfaa regjered og gribes af det evige ord. TNi bet er ffamme-
lig, Doorleded man Derffer ober fambittighederne med menneffebud
og gamle vebteegter. Terfor bar man 1 disfe ting hHandle ifglge
Siriften og ®udsd ord. Thi det fan cldrig flaa feil, af Hvor baade
menneffelare og &Sudd ovd vil regjere ober fjcelen, vil be jtride mod
hinanbden.”

Paa grundlag of jaadbanne f§friftiteder jom bdisdfe: ,Pine faar
fiende min reft,” Xob. 10, 4; ,men vogter eber for de falffe profe-
ter,” Matt. 7, 15; Prgoer alt, beholter het gohe," i %Eeéi. 5, 21;
L&er til, ai ingen fmfmet eder,” MWatt. 24, 4, figer Quther i jomme
ferift treeffende: . Qer jer bu fImt hvi3 Let het er at Dedpmme lce-
ren.  Bijfoper, pahen be leerbe, ja enDver hor magt til af feere:
men det er faarene, jom ffal dgmme enten det er Rrifti eller en
fremmedd vpfi.  $jcere dig, hpad fan bdisfe bandblerer indvende
herimod, bdidfe Jom “frige: ’Qonfilier, fonfilier; man man Iptte il
be leerde, biffoperne, merngden; man maa ha rejpeft for gammel ffil
og Drug.” Zror du, at jeg il lade Subdd ord vige for gammel beb-
teegt, ffiffe, Dijfoper? ATdbrig i evighed. Terfor lader vi biffoperne
og Yonjilierne beflutte og beftemime, Hoad de vil; men, hHvor bi Har
Hubdg ord for 03, Tfal vi Holde 08 til bet og itfe HI dem, naaxr bder
feal Gefternmesd, Gbad Jom er ret og uvet, og de {fal maatte vige for
0% og beere orbet Horig.”

X vor Anugsburgife Konfesfion, Fapitel VIIT, lever vi:  ,Hoor-
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bel tirfen egentlig ev de felliged og 1 fandhed troended forfamling,
er bet oog, efterfom 1 dette lib mange Hyflere og onde er i jamme
indblandede, tilladt at bruge fatramenterne, om be end forvalted af
oubde, efter Riftt ord: Ran Wofcsd'8 iol fibder e fHriftlerde og fari-
feeerne’ ofn. (WMentt. 23, 2). £g {aframenterne og ordet er paa grumd
af riftt inbitiftelfe og befaling fraftige, om be ogfaa meddelrd ved
onbde.” .

Qg i Le Schmalfaldijffe Artifler, ,Om Biffovernes Magt ng
Myndighed,” Tever vi: ,Vien efterdi der nu efter guddommelia vet
iffe er nogen forifiel mellem biffober og paftorer ellev prejter, faa
er bet Drevet over al toil, af nanr en preft i fin menighed indbier
duelige perfoner til Firfeembeber, ba er denne inbvielle fraftig og
rigtig ifglge qubdommelig vet. anr berfor de beififfore Diffoper
forfplger ebangeliet og veegrer fig, for at inbdvie duelige folt, faa Har
1 bette tilfeelde enhver meniahed al ret og fgie il felb af indvie g
jine Firfetjenere. THi Door fivfen er, der er ogfaa befaling til at
preedite ebomgeliet. Derfor maa menighederns belolde magten til
at falde, veelge og indvie Fivfetjeneve.” ,

Derfom de, der leever, at het fun er be, fom DHar den lebende tro
paa Sriffus, fom ubgidr menighedben havde ret, faa vilbe man jo
iffe funne handle med menigheden uden, at man jorft bar en Hjerie-
fienber. Da vilde man aldbrig funne bere forvigfet om, af ens fald
bar et ret fald, medmindre cn forft Habde forbidning om, at de, der
udftedte folbet, bar en forfamling of idhel Gellige. Derfor figer
Quther med vette 1 Henbold il @al. 1, 2, Hoor Vaulud addredierer
fit brep Hl meniphederne: |, Ser maa bi legge merte i1, at de frem-
deles falbed menigheder, tiltrodsd for at de paa arumd aof falif lere
ftod 1 fare for fim tro. Men faalenge de har ovdet og doaben, fal-
bes de menigheber.”

Det er den entelte menighed, jom Har magt og migndighed til at
talbe, orbinere, og inbicette orbetd tienere, ingen Har den vet uof-
heengig of fted8menigheden. Menigheden cv altfaa hHetefte antoritet.
Oq bdette guddomunelige princip maa bi ngie Holdbe faft bed, dberfom
bi vil beholbe Krijti firfe tblandt 08. Det er jo faa let for o8 men-
neffer at mene om bdenne eller hin gt geiftli. at Han unfhengig
af menigheden Har en flagd feregen ref, magt og myndighed, en
Gharacter Yndelebiliz, Der er altfor mange Jutherancre, Jom er
mere eller mindre fatolife 1 jaa maade. Men nu er der ingen biffop-
pelig magt eller myndighed hog noget memneffe, fom iffe er givet
bam giennem memigheben. Seg er itfe preft, fordi jeq har ftudert
faa mange fprog i jaa mange aar; har faat godt vidnedbhrd of pro-
feaforer og leerere, ber figer, at jeq er jfiffet til gjerningen. Det,
fom alene hor gibet mig ret fil ot forfynbe ordet offentlig famt fou-
balte faframenterne i menigheden, evr Suds fald til wmig giemnem
ftedsmenigheden.  Quiltenjombelit frijten menighed Yar magt og
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ret 111 at ubveelge og tnbicette 11 fyrdeembedet 1 dend midte jnadonne,
fom ifglge Gubd ord er jfitfet til gierningen.

Man fan jo teenfe fig il ef8traorhinere tilfcelde, Huor der ine
~gen menighed er til of faldbe, men foor man alligenel bilde Have en
bellig pligt H at forfynde cvangeliet. Qedbningemisitonen er jo af
en jaadban bc] affenhed, iallefald til ot Deghnde med. Derfor Ierver
Lnther: Dian belgoer iffe at vente paa fald, hHvov herv iffe ev Frift-
e, men I)ehuinger.” §2q atter figer han: ,Jtaar en friften befinder
fig Paa et jted, Hoor der iffe er anbdre frifine, behpber Han iffe no-
get andet fald il af lere og preedife end, at Han cr en Friften.”

@t qylbiat fald cr derfor eof faadant, jom ubdjteded af dem, der
ifelge @udsd ord Har ret og magt il af Tfaldbe, det beeve nu menighe: -
ven felv cller faadbanne, fom en friften menighed Gar givet fuldbmagt
til at talde i deng fted, @i vetwresfigt fald er of jaadant, fom en,
per of Bud bar faat det indre fald, tilftedes af den fynlige menighed,
uoen at Han poa nogen maade har brugt ulovlige mibler for ot
formine ind 1 tjenejten. Derfom en Friften wmeunighed, ifdlge de veg-
Ter, foin Serren felv. Gar bejtemt, ifal bruged, nacr en Dyrde ffal
prgvcs, har faldbt mig il preit og hm[fﬂrgex, pba fan jeg gaa il
mit birfe med ligefna ffor fr mmbmheb fore om &ud jelv Hhavde talt
fil mig umiddelbart; thi det er jo %Z)enen felv, fom figer om fiur
mettighed: L Hvor to cller tre er forfamlet 1 mit nabn, ber er jeg
mibt iblandt sem.”  Miatt. 18, 20.

&, boilfen trgft det cr nuder alle omfteendigheder for en er-
rend tiemer af bide, at han af @udd egen menighed er blit faldt il
fit pirfe, Han hav iffe felp tilvanet fig embedet. Men paa den an-
pen fidbe, huilfet famvittighedduag for enbver, der pan nogen maade
Dar treengt fig ind i menigheden uden bdet vette fald. an jtaar der
“fom en dghddbgmt, naar det ajcelber virfelig at {lan ot lag for bden
Hervre [ebaot, At Han bar 1 udfigt, faafremt han iffe angrer jin
fmlb oq jgaer uaade, er con fm:roebelfé endeligt og en leiefpends Ign.
Lseq Bavde aldrig breedifet i ‘m{ttonﬁelq,“ {iger LQutber, ,derfom
®nb iffe Habbe fmmgﬁt ntig, og qlcmum furfyriten of Saffen Havde
opfordref mig fil, at jeq maatte-gigre det.” et er nu hHand tw{t
naar folfet freever af Hom det, fom han iffe fan gidrve, at Han aipr,
Boab Dan fan. et cv Gud Jom gjeunem dem har falbt I]mn il ar-
beidet, og han vil vidfelig iffe lade Dam frijted over evme. ¥ [)ens
bold #iI Mofes’s mlb]fnfbnmg at Ban var tung af meele og tung i
tale, at han bar ingen ordetd mand, figer atter Quther: ,Derfom
@ud vnr faa Flog, fom bi er, faa havde han begyndt alle ting baa
en Dedbre maabe, end Gan giorde, THi Der tager hHan jo L dette
ftove, hgie arbeide en, jom iffe fan tale videre, fom Wofes felv be-
tiender; dog figer Gud til How: 'Gaf Den og udret bet vel” Der -
in bilde Iyde jom, om feq ffulde fige til en Blind, at han fFulde fe
vel, til en Tam, at Han Tulde goa godt, il en Ttum, at Dan ffulde
tale godt. Qunde da iffe Gd finde nogen anden, fom Han Funbde
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bruge til dette arbeidbe? Men det er {frepet, forat bi ffal leere, Huor-
Tebes Gud er jindet. et fom gjelder for noget i berben, det ag-
ter han for intet; Hhan forfafter og fovjtgder, hoad andre river til fig;
boad andre elffer og opheier, det fafter Han beef; og Hbad dicebelen
itfe bryr fig om, det antager Han fig.”

Men nu bliv jpgrgémaalet: ,Maar ophgrer ef rvetmesfigt og
ayldigt fald?” il dette bil vi fbare at

Preftens fald er et Lvsfald,

Der er dedpeerre altfor mange, fom anfer breftegierningen fom
en huilfenfombelit anden forretning. e fratreeder gierningen og
goar ind i andre bejtillinger ligefaa let, fom be vilde borthanbdle en
- Beft eller jeelge fin fornt. - At dette maa lepe fil forargelje og for-
pirring i Qervens menighed, fan enbver Iriften forftaa. Rigefaa
fandt fom det er, at Herren alene fan falde big til gierningen,
ligejaa fandt er det, af det er han alene, fom tan [gfe dig fra Falbet.
&r en pirfelig faldt of Serven til gierningen, faa bil man iffe jaa
fnart forgabe fig i det, fom berden maajfe ffatter og beunbdrer, men
fom alligevel er libet eller intetfigente mod denne Ygiefte af alle
Deftillinger. af peere ef fendebud i Qvifti fted. Det er forgeligt at fr
firfefamfund, jom Taber fine brefter jage efter bolitiife bojter, uben
baa nogen maade at tale dem tilrette, men Hellere vife dem en feer-
ffilt cere for deves feerd. Tet fan nof Heenbe. at famfundet bed at
frigre jaadarme fan for en fort tid nyde verdend velvilje og gunit,
men det er nepbe til Sudg menigheds jande vel. Tiei, det bgr on
Herrens tjener iffe bare at veere fit perfonlige fald Devibft, men at
hant ogfac ev faldetd heibellige betydning bebidft. Har man bda laat
fin Baand paa plogen for alvor, vil man iffe jaa et frifted til at je
tilbage il det, en engang fHofter baa verdend ager. n bil da Fumne
fige med Hedbningerned apoftel: ,Wen hpad der var mig en vinding,
det har jeg for §Erifti ffyld agtet for tah. a, ieg agter ogfaa i fanb-
Hed alt for tab mod phberligheden of fundffaben om RKriftus Jefus,
min Herre, for Hoid ffhld jeg Har [idt tab paa alt vg agter det ffarn
at beere, forat jeq fam bLinde wiftusd.” il 8, 7—8,

$ar jeg antat ot fald, jom Herren har udftebt #I mig giennem
en friften menighed, faa ffal feq gan til min gjerning der meb denne
tanfe: |, Dette er mit pirfefelt faa lenge Herren ffjenter mig noade
il at arbeide i hand vingaard. Bil han gjgre brug af mig paa no-
get anbet fted, faa nil han nof ferge for, at dette blir mig flovt til-
Fienbegit uden nogenfombelft mine egne anflag.” Han fal e jtrafs
begynde at gnffe fig ban et andet jted eller {gge et andet Fald, naat
han maafle mader modftand og uvilie, eller fordi han maaffe iffe
Bar faa ftor menighed, Tom BHan ffulde gnife, eller fordi Han derbed
maaffe funbe forbedbre fine timelige faar. $Herren Har lovet, at Han
ftal fprge for Ham baa alle band veie. Dg da gjeelder det at Fafte
al §in forg paa Bam. - Tror jeg Guds ord, faa vil jeg ogiaa tage disfe
Dapidd ord I bjerte: ,Jeg Dar beret ung og er bleben gammel,
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men 1fte Hat jeg feet dett vetjwrbige forladt eller bhans aftert foge
ottie Brgh.”  Buab bedre fald dridaftr, fad év det aftid Bebft af sver:
fabe dén jog HI Ham, for hoem en enejte {jeel cr af haieré vded éHtd
pen Dele perden. g hoad mobdftand og uvilje angaar joa ev det
io netop det, fom min Freljer bar Tpaoet, fal Bli mig tildel, om jeg
er hand efterfelger. Dot er Beftprfende, at Faa hpte en Quihers ud-
talelfer om denne ting, han, fom levet, jaa at fige fit Hele liv unber
ford og forfelgelfe. ,Maatte Gud bevare 0s,” figer Quiber, ,fra
joabanne preevifamter, fomt gier alle Hlfags.” Paa et anbet jted
figet Datt: ,Dét jtaar iffe vel tl med en predifant, naar Han har
fred og ifte lajtes af negen; fhi det er et bebid paa, dt Han iffe har
ben rette leve.”  Eubnu paa et anoet fted figer han: ,Den der leerer
fanlebed, at han iffe faar ficnder, og iffe Har Hevngierrvige, jom for-
‘#lger ham, Dan er iffe en Del og vetitafien proedifer af Suds ord.”
Mtter figer han: Dot er iffe not, at en proedifant er vid i fin lere
o udfgrer jit fald med troffab. $Han maa gaa dicevelen imgde, maa
funne mobdbbepife lggn og falit fere.” Og enbdelig: ,Enboer Friften,
nten ifeer en preedifant, mna veeve ftivnatfet, naar det gicelder Guds
ord og cere; da ftal han ftaa fom en mun og iffe bige et haargbred.”
Den #ilflut bgr bi ogiaa faa vede paa

Hvem der far ret £il nt nfjette,

Har Herren oberantvordet menigheden ret til at falde, faa har
Do naturlighid ogfaa givet ben ben Hifbavenbe ret Hi{ at affeette.
Yen, under hoilte omfteendighedber Har en menighed vet til at af-
‘cette fin preft og fjeelefgrger? Dot er med denne {fildmigfe ofte
omtrent, fom bet er med en {fildmisfe i bet egteffabelige lin, Man
pil gierne blive ntand eller Hujtrn foit, fordi man Har faat Hug paa
cn anben.  Berden falder bdet ,incompatibilith,” smen Gud falder
bet vet og flet ,hor”. g bizfelig bil mangen en menighed paa op-
gigretd dbag maatte gigre regnffab for den fond, at hen hHar Handlet
trolgft med ben hyrde Herrven Yabde tiltentt den.

Jngen menighed Dav vet HY at afjeette Jin prejt, fordi han er Blit
gammel og iffe lengere Har ungbommens fraft og iver: ingen me-
nighed Har vet til at affette jin preft, fordi Hhan ei fan prale, jom
andre i vevbend gine, cller fordi Gan maajte iffe cr jan veltaleube
font en Yollod; ingen menighed Har rvet HI at affcette {in preft, fordi
den mener at en anben funbde gidre det faa meget Hebre ofv.  Jet,
fet, fom alene, ifglge @uds ord giver menigheden ret Hil at affcette
fin preft og ficelefgrger, cr didfe to grunde: 1. At Ban forer falff
leere. 2. Ut Dan lever et ugudeligt lib. T jelb der, Hoor prejten
er DIt ffyloig 1 en eller begge af bigfe fynder, Har iffe menigheden
vet il med bet famme, at brypde opertberd med Ham. Han man ferit
 paa friften vi5 taleg tilvette og gibes anledning til at angre fin
fynd. Lerfom Jan da iffe il erfjende fig [fyldig, men Haldjtarrig
forteetter 1 fin vildfarelfe, da Har den friftne meniahed intet anbdet
balg, end at ftgde am ub of fin midte. ZTHt menigheden Har itfe
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ret til at gan Paa afford 1 det mmbﬁv er, hoor Herren har talt itt
afgjgrenbe ,mei” At Han er fnild, elifberdig, Ime peltalenbe; ia,
fibber inde med al berbens dybder bar Der intet af fige. Thi Poulus
figer:  ,Men felv om vi eller en engel fra Himmelen preedifer et
andet evomgeltum for eber end bdet, vi have proedifet for eder, Han
beere forbombet.” g Kriftud figer fely om dem, fom tffe wil Have
menigheden, naar be blir tilvettenift paa grund of fin jynd, at be
jfal veere for o2 fom cn Bebning og en tolber. Piaft. 18, 17.

Lo defte iffe er ment, jomt ef ubfpelig rejerat over alt. jom
burdbe og Tunbde Hehandled under bette thema, men er ment Hellere
fun jom ew indledbning Hl en videre disfusfion i fagen, joa vil jeq
ber flutte med bet gnife og den bpn, Jom bar fan af fige falig afogde
br. Walthers fidfte ord HI vor ferve Mutherife Firfe: ,®ud bevare
thlandt 03 et fromt prefteffad.”  Amen,

NRorman A Véadfomn

Unionism
INTRODUCTORY PAPER
(Horbex M. Ovsow)

One of the terms frequently used by conservative Lutherans
is the term UNTONISAL The term itself is of comparatively re-
cent origin, as it scems to have been first employed in the year
1817, when it was applied to that movement in Prussia whiclt
resulted in the union by imperial decree of the Lutheran and the
Reformed Churches. But the principle for which the term stands
is much older; it dates back to early Old Testament times and is,
in fact, almost as old as the true worship of Tehovah,

The term Unionism played an important role in the recent dis-
cussions between the so-called Minority and Majority parties in
the former Norwegian Synod, prior to the union of that Lody
with the former United Norwegiain Lutheran Church and the
former Hauge Lutheran Synod in 1917, The merger of these
church bodies was stigmatized as Unionism by the Minority mem-
bers of the Norwegian Synod, who refused, on that account, to
join the new Norwegian Lutheran Church of America, but chose,
on the' contrary, to continue their allegiance to the confession,
principles and church polity of the venerable Norwegian Synod.

To most people the term Unionism has long since ceased to be
a term of reproach. It is, on the contrary, almost everywhere
regarded as a synonym of Christian wisdom, tolerance, charity
and zeal. “All professing Christians are brothers, united in one
spirit and one hope, and marching toward one goal. Down with -
all sectarian barriers and denominational boundaries! One church,
or one creed, is as good as another; in fact, all creeds and deno-
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minations might as well be utterly disregarded as relics of a
bigoted past. The important thing, after all, is ‘Christian’ or
‘godly’ life. That makes us one, no matter by what church name
we happen to be called. l.et us therefore unite and gather around
the same altar to worship the same God and Father of us all!”
This is the slogan of our age. Unionism is in the air. It is
hailed as the sovereign remedy for all our religious ills ; the potent
means of hringing together the scattered forces of Christianity,
combining their material and spiritual resources, and sending
them forth a united, irresistible army for the moral and spiritual
conguest of the benighted world at home and in foreign lands.

This sounds very plausible. Tt makes a strong appeal to our
carnal reason. Are we not, after all, misguided in our opposition
to Unionism? Do we not deserve to be called narrow-minded,
censorious, uncharitable, and Pharisaical? Is there not a great
deal of truth in the charge that we are undermining instead of
huilding up the Kingdom of Christ? Are we not opposing and
frustrating the fulfillment of the high-priestly prayer: “That
they all may be one: as Thou, Father, art in me, and T in Thee,
that they also may be one in us: that the world may believe that
Thou hast sent me?”

There is but one way of determining this question, and that
is by letting the Word of God determine it for us. I God’s
Waord condemns our position, then it is condemned, and it should
be abandoned. 1If, on the other hand, God’s Word vindicates
our position, then it needs no other vindication, but we should
steadfastly adhere to it, though all the world oppose us. .

The scope of this paper, then, will be: first, to show what
God’s Word teaches concerning church-fellowship with unbe-
levers and with those who hold doctrines contrary to the Scrip-
tures ; secondly, to meet certain objections raised in defence of
Un'onism; and, thirdly, to apply the Scriptural principles of
church-fellowship to actual conditions in the church. The pur-
pose of the other papers of the series will be to trace the history
and po'nt out the baleful results of Unionism in certain branches
of the Lutheran Church here and abroad.

I.

The Holy Scriptures clearly and  positively teach that ail
church-fellowship with false doctrine is forbidden of God and
detrimental to the Church.

That this is true we see, first, from the command which God
gives to all preachers and teachers in the Church. They are com-
manded to teach and preach the Word of God only; not their own
wisdom, and not the wisdom of other men. Thus, in 1 Peter
4, 11, we read the solemn charge to the ministers and teachers
of the church: “If any man speak, let him speak as the oracles




2 e
of God”; and in 1 Timothy 4, 16: “Take heed usita thyself and
unto the doctrine: Continue in them : for in doing this thou shalt
both save thyself and them that hear thee”; and in 2 Tim. 1, 13:
“Hold fast the form of the sound words.,” In the Old Testament
the same charge was given to those who preached and taught:
“Ye shall not add unto the word which I command you, neither
shall ye diminish ought frem it.” Deut. 4, 2. “He that hath my
Word, let i'm speak my Word faithfully. What is the chaff to
the wheat? saith the Lord.”

How seriously God regarded any violation of this command
we leatti from stich passages as Jer, 23, 31, 32 and Deut. 13, 1 .
In the former passage we read: “Behold, I am against the pro-
phets, saith the Lord, that use their tongues and say, He saith.
Beliold, I am against them that prophesy false dreams, saith the
Lord, and so tell them, and cause my people to err by their lies
and by their lightness; yet I sent them not, nor cofitmanded them:
therefore they shall not profit this people at all, saith the Tord ”
From the latter passage (Deut. 13, 1 ff) we learn that under
the old covenant God even ordered false prophets to be put to
death. “If there arise among you a prophet, or a dreamer of
dteams, . . . sayifig, let us go after other gods, which thou hasf
not known, and let us sétvé them; thou shalt not hearken unto
the words of that prophet, or that dteamer of dreams: For the
Lord your God proveth you, to know whether ve love the Lord
your God with all your heart and with all your soul. Ye shall
walk after the Lord your God, and fear Him, and keep His
commandments, and obey His voice, and ye shall serve Him, an !
cleave unto Him. And that prophet, or that dreamer of dreams,
shall be put to death, because he hath spoken to turn you away
from the T.ord your God.” In fact, so emphatic was this com-
mand, that it required the Israelites to spare no false prophet,
though he should be a near and dear relative.

This was the etstablished order in the Old Testament under
the covenant of the Law. In the New Testament the old order
has changed, the covenant of the I.aw having vanished away as
a thing that is decayed and waxed old. Hebr. 8 13. In the New
Testament, God has expressly forbidden the Church to combat
error or false doctrine with the sword or with physical force.
“My Kingdom is not of this world,” says Christ; and the Apostle
Paul lays down the general rule: ‘““The weapons of our war-
fare are not carnal.” 2 Cor. 10, 4. .

But we must not think that God is more tolerant of false
_doctrine or less exacting with teachers and preachers under the
new than under the old covenant. Also in the Christian Church
the general rule holds: “If any man speak, let him speak as the
oracles of God,” This rule applies both to the preaching of the
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T.aw and to the preaching of the Gospel. When we preach the
Law, Christ warns: “Whosoever therefore shall break one of
the least commancdments and shall teach men so, he shall be
called the least in the kingdom of heaven.” And should we ever
deviate from the Gospel, St. Paul pronounces a curse npon us:
“Dut though we or an angel from heaven preach any other Gos-
pel unto you than that which: we have preached unto you, let
him be accursed.”

From the divine charge to all Christian teachers and preachters
to teach and preach the Word of God only and not error, it is
very evident. therefore, that the T ord God will have no fellowship
with false doctrine, that is, no Un’onism, in His Church.

Jut the same thing may be inferred also from the charge God
has given to all Christians to hear and adhere to those preachers
and teachers only who preach and teach the Word of God with-
out adulteration or error. Clirist warns: “Take heed, and beware
of the leaven of the Pharisees and of the Sadducees.” Matt.
16, 6. By the Apostle Paul He commands: “Mark them which
cause’ divisions and offences contrary to the doctrine which ve
have learnad, and avoid them,” Rom. 16, 17. And by the Apostle
John He likewise commands: “If there come any unto you, and
bring not this doctrine, receive him not into your home, nether
bid him God speed. For he that biddeth him God sneed is par-
taker of his evil deeds.” What the Lord here forbids is not the
ordinary exchange of courtesies or acts of kindness and merey,
but what He forbids is that we greet and treat as brothers in
faith or receive into our homes as fellow-bel'evers persons or
teachers who do not confess or bring to us the doctrine of Christ.
In other words, Christ here forhids Unionism, church-fellowship
with people who are known to he false teachers. We must not
fellowship with such people in prayer. nor at the Communion
Tahle: for, if we do, we partake, as the Anostle says, of their
evil deeds. And an evil deed, a grossly evil deed, it is, when a
man who professes to he a teacher of Christianity, or a minister
of the Gospel, does not bring the doctrine of Christ, nt some
other doctrine.

To sum up, we may say, that nowhere in His Word does God
permit a teacher or a preacher to deviate fromm His Word, nor a
Christian to have church fellowship with a teacher or a preacher
who does not adhere to His Word., In short, God requires com-
plete separation from error on tlie part of both preachers and
hearers; that is, He forbids Unionism, or church-fellowship with
false teachers and unbelievers,

And ths attitude of God is not arhitrary, There is a reason
for it: Unionism is a menace to the soul, and therefore a detri-
ment to the Church. When the Lord, who loved us and gave
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Himself for us, bids us avoid false teachers, and when He for-
hids us to salute or treat as brothers those who do not bring or
preach the doctrine of Christ, He does it because He does not
want us to lose the salvation which He won for us and which we
already posses by faith in Him. The salvation which He wrought
for us and for all men with Fis innocent suffering and death has
been deposited in His Word, the Gospel of salvation. All teach-
ers who bring us this Gospel pure and complete, bring us the
salvation of our souls. On the other hand, all teachers who
bring us an adulterated or a different Gospel, endanger our souls
and do what they can to rob ns of Christ and Tis salvation.
They do not call into being and foster, but they destroy and kill
with their preaching that unity of Spirit which makes us one
with Christ and one with all true believers in Christ. Outwardly
the church may seem to flourish under the ministry of such
unionistic preachers, but inwardly it is falling into spiritual death
and decay. Hence the earnest warning of the Savior: . “Beware
of the false prophets, which come to you in sheep’s c]othmg, but
inwardly they are ravening wolves.” Matt. 7, 15.
1I.

Certain Objections Raised in Defence of Unionism, and their
Refutation.

1. Advocates of Unionism contend that we must have pa-
tience with the weak. That is undeniably true. God requires
preachers and teachers to be patient. “Exhort with all long-
suffering,” is St. Paul’s exhortation to Timothy and to all Chris-
tian pastors. But patience with the weak must not betray us into
any curtailment of God’s truth. That would be changing the
great commission of Christ to His Church: “Teaching them to
observe all things whatsoever I have commanded you” (Matt.
28, 20) into this humanly modified commission: “Do not teach
all things that T have commanded, but only those things to which
you can gain the assent of those who are weak in knowledge.”
Surely, this would be taking an unwarranted liberty with Christ’s
commission, a liberty which St. Paul does not in any way sanc-
tion ; for he does not merely say, “Exhort with all long-suffering,”
but he says: “Exhort with all long-suffering and-doctrine.” The
God-pleasing way to treat weak Christians is, therefore, to over-
come their weakness, their lack of knowledge and insight, by
patientlv tea(‘hing‘ them the whole truth of God’s Word until they
are LnOi‘Ougl‘uy pt:Ibleut:u We should not be eaSuy uiSCOHTagEu
in our dealings with the weak, but we should continue teaching
them patiently, so long as we have reason to believe that there is
a chance of bringing them to a knowledge of the truth.

However, we must also note that there is a time when the
weak cease to be weak; when they become false teachers and
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must be treated as false teachers. This is the case, when they
demand recognition of their error by the church, when theyv de-
liberately set about to propagate their error, labelling the truth
of God’'s Word as error and branding faithful preachers and
teachers as heretics. Tlere the Word of God makes our duty
plain:- “A man that is an heretic,” (that is, a man who tries to
gain a following for his false doctrine) “after the first and second
admonition, reject; knowing that he that is such is subverted
and sinneth, keing condemned of himself.,” Tit. 3, 10.

2. Another objection raised by the advocates of Uniordsm
is, that it is contrary to Christian love to deny church-fellowship
to people who are in error. To this objection we reply: It is
not for us, but for God to determine what Christian lave re-
quires of us. And Gor teaches us very plainly in His Word
that both love of God and love of our neighbor involves the
keeping of His Word. Thus Jesus says, John 14, 23. 24: “If a
man love me, he will keep my Words. . . . He that loveth me
not keepeth not my savings.” And in Jobn 8, 51 He declares:
“Verily, verily T say unto you, if a man keep my saying, he
shall never see death,” He who surrenders a portion of God’s
Word for the sake of an alleged love to h's erring neighbor,
loves meither God nor his neighbor; for, on the one hand, he
profanes the name of God, and, on the other, he endangers the
soul of his neighbor by his false teaching. Iuther takes this
position emphatically, when he says: “Do not talk to me about
any love or friendship when the purpose is to take away aught
of the Word of God or of faitli; for we are taught that not love
but the Word brings eternal life, the grace of God, and all the
treasures of heaven.” IX, 831.

3. Another argument based on “love” may be expressed in
this wayv: “You Lutherans admit that there are true children
of God also in churches that harbor false doctrine. From these
children of God vou hold yourselves aloof and thus offend against
love, when vou refuse to fellowship with their erring churches.”
To this we reply: It is true, indeed, that ali men, who humbly
acknowledge their sinful and lost condition and believe in Christ
as their only Savior from sin, death and hell, are members to-
gether with us of the holv Christian Church. But it is due to
weak and imperfect knowledge and it is contrary to the will and
ordinance of God that these Christians are practising church-
fellowship with false doctrine. They are in the wrong camp.
They should come out from the churches which obscure and
render uncertain the way of salvation by their unscriptural teach-
ings. The duty of these misplaced Christians is very clear, ac-
cording to the Word of God: “Be ye not unequally yoked to-
gether with unbelievers: for what fellowship hath righteousness
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with unrighteousness? and what communion hath light with dark-
ness? Wherefore come out from among them, and be ve separate.
saith the Lord, and touch not the tinclean thing: and I will receive
you.” Christian love demands that we steadfastly refnse church-
fellowship with all false teaching churches.

4, Still another argument in defence of Unionism is this:
It is nothing bnt sheer arrogance for any individual or church
to say: We are in full possession of God’s truth; all who teach
other doctrines than we teach are in error, and we will have no
fellowship with them. This charge of arrogance was brought
against Luther and is to this day brought against all faithful
followers of Luther. At first sight, it seems a very plausible
ohjection, Can we poor, fallible human beings ever really be
sure of God’s saving truth? We answer: VYes, we not only can,
but we shonld be sure of God’s saving truth. But how? Christ
tells us, John 8, 32: “If ve continue in my Word, then are ye
" my disciples indeed: and ye shall know the truth.” But why,
then, is it that so many of those who call themselves Christians
and Christian teachers are not sure of the truth?. This, too, the
Seritures explain: “If a man teach otherwise and consent not
to wholesome words, even the words of our Lord Jesus Christ,
. . . he is proud, knowing nothing, but doting about questions
and strifes and words.” The Word of God puts an end to all
uncertainty. It is only when we turn away from the plain words
of Seripture and indulge in our own thoughtls and surmises con-
cerning any doctrine that we fall into uncertainty and error.

But is this certainty also within the grasp of laymen? Yes,
why not? Christ says of Christians, not only of pastors and
teacher: “If ye continue in my Word, then are ve my disciples
indeed, and ye shall know the truth.” And when He warns all
Christians: “Beware of false prophets, which come unto you in
sheep’s clothing,” He clearly takes for granted that all Christians
can be sure of the truth and can distinguish between the truth
and error. The same inference must be drawn from His tes-
timony, John 10, 5. 27: “My sheep hear my voice, and I know
them, and they follow me. And a stranger will they not follow,
but will flee from him ; for they know not the voice of strangers.”

And pray, why should we not be certain of the saving truth?
‘We have not a Savior who permits us to grope around in dark-
ness and uncertainty for the salvation of our perishing souls.
Are we searching for an answer to the great question how to
get rid of our sins and how to obtain peace with God? The
answer is clear: “The blood of Jesus Christ, the Son of God,
cleanseth us from all sin,” 1 John 1, 7. “To him that worketh
not, but believeth on Him that justifieth the ungodly. IHis faith
is counted for righteousness.” Rom. 4, 5. “Therefore, being
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justified by faith, we have peace with God through our ILord
Jesus Christ.” Rom. 5, 1. And so the Word of God does not
leave us in uncertainty regarding any of the great questions of
faith and life. “Thy Word,” says the Psalmist, “is a lamp unto
my feet and a light unto my path.” And the Apostle Peter de-
clares: “We have also a more sure Word of prophecy, where-
unto ye do well that ye take heed, as unto a light that shineth in
a dark place, until the day dawn, and the day star arise in your
hearts.” And the same apostle commends Christian certainty,
when he exhorts: “Be ready always to give an answer to every
man that asketh you a reason of the hope that is in you.”

But the objectors still counter with the argument that there
ate passages in the Bible which are obscure and hard to under-
stand. We grant this. But let him who cannot understand the
obscure passages follow Luther’s excellent advice: “If you can-
not understand the obscure, stick to the clear and lucid passages.”
God has so arranged the Bible that the entire body of Christian
“truth rests on clear passages and that no doctrine depends for
its interpretation on obscure passages. If we avoid human specu-
lation and cling to the naked words of Scripture, as Luther coun-
sels, permitting the Bible to be its own interpreter, and asking
the Spirit of God to make the truth plain, we shall arrive at that
certainty which God intends that His children should have.

5. Another argument, finally, which seems to have a great
deal of weight with many may be stated thus: If church-fellow-
ship is to be restricted to those only who are in complete doc-
trinal agreement, there never will be any unity in the Church;
certainly no unity which will command the respect of the world.
To present a united front against the world, we are, therefore,
compelled to accommodate ourselves to various “trends of
thoughts” or “parties” in the Church.

This is a way of reasoning quite natural to man, but it has
no place in the mind or plan of God. God does not want various
“trends of thoughts” or “parties” in the Christian Church. Chris-
tians may differ in regard to secular things, such as politics, busi-
ness, or farming; they may even differ in regard to certain exter-
nal matters pertaining to the Church,—the so-called Adiaphora
or neutral things, on which the Scriptures speak no word of com-
mand or prohibition—such as the form of church government,
ritual, vestments, and the like. But there is one thing on which
all Christians should be entirely agreed, and that is their doctrine
or their faith. This one essential, iterated and reiterated through-
out the Scriptures, we find stated thus by the Apostle Paul: “Now
T beseech you, brethren, by the name of our Lord Jesus Christ,
that ye all speak the same thing and that there be no divisions
among you; but that ve be perfectly joined together in the same
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mind and in the same judgment.” 1 Cor. 1, 10. All Christians
should confess the same doctrine and the same faith. Here they
should present a united front against the world. When asked
about their faith, some Christians should not say one thing, and
some another; but they should say the same thing and mean the
same thing. They should be joined together in the same mind
and in the same judgment. This is the -unity of the Christian
Church—the unity or oneness in doctrine and faith. This unity
is built up not by human but by divine means, by the Gospel,
through which the Holy Ghost “calls, gathers, enlightens, sancti-
fies, and keeps the whole Christian Church in the one true faith.”
That is the only church unity which benefits the individual soul
and benefits the church as a whole; the only kind of church unity
which God demands, which actually exisits, and which deserves
the name of Christian unity.

Let us not be too much concerned for the future of the Church.
Let us rather be vitally concerned that we obey God and build
as- He has directed. “Neither he that planteth anything, neither
he that watereth: but God giveth the increase.” God is not in-
different to the welfare and growth of His Church. He would
have all men to be saved and to come to the knowledge of the
trnth.. If there were a better way to order His Church and direct
its work, God would have found it. But we know that He doeth
all things well. This too is the unmistakeable lesson taught by
church history. Or is it not true that the Church has never had
such periods of growth and expansion as when its members, lay
and clerical, were zealous in their love and proclamation of the
Gospel, zealous in their endeavor to keep the unity of the spirit
in the bond of peace? Witness the marvelous progress of the
Apostolic Church in the face of almost unbelievable obstacles.
Witness the rise and growth of the Church of the Reformation,
likewise in the face of seemingly insurmountable difficulties. Wit-
ness also the inauspicious beginning, but the sturdy growth and
sweeping progress of our modern champion of conservative Luth-
eranism, the Missouri Synod. Let us have no fear, no anxious
thought for the future of our own beloved Synod! Our only
fear should be that we ever wax cold in our love of the Savior
or in our zeal for His truth. As for the future, we can safely
leave that in the hands of Him who alone can give the increase.

III.

The Scripiural Doctrine of Church-fellowship Demands Com-
plete Separation from:

(a) all Unitarian denominations;

(bY the Roman Catholic Church;

(¢) the Reformed denominations — both the Calvinistic,

" which claim that God does not sincerely desire the salva-
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tion of all men; and the synergistic, which deny that
God saves and converts men by grace alone. Unfor-
tunately the latter doctrine has been permitted to con-
taminate the confessions also of certain Lutheran com-
munions or synods;

(d) those who deny the efficacy and sufficiency of the Means

of Grace;

(e) those who deny that the Bible is the infallible Word

' of God.

(a) The Unitarians deny the Triune God, as well as the
eternal Godhead of Christ and His vicarious atonement. For
this reason we cannot regard them as Christians, i. e., believers
in Christ; nor can we fellowship with: them. In recent times,
especially, Unitarianism has made fearful inroads into several
of the Reformed churches. Compare what the Luthersk Tidende
and Lutheran Sentinel, Vol. 9, No. 24, June 16, 1926, has to say
on this matter under the heading “Significant Events in the Re-
formed Church”. It goes without saying that the leaven of Uni-
tarianism in these Reformed denominations precludes all church-
fellowship with them also.

Unitarianism is essentially the religion of the lodges. l.odge
religion may be briefly summed up in the one sentence: FEvery
man-may go to heaven by virtue of his own good character and
life, without belief in the eternal Godhead of Christ, and without
faith in Christ as the one and only Savior and Redeemer. As
evidence we may quote from Webb’s Monitor of Free masonry
by Robert Morris, page 280: “Sa broad is the religion of
Masonry, and so carefully are all sectarian tenets excluded from
the system, that the Christian, the Jew, and the Mohammedan, in
all their numberless sects and divisions, may and do harmoniously
combine in its moral and intellectual work with the Buddhist, the
‘Parsee, the Confucian, and the worshipper of Deity under every
form.” Now we know that there is no other way to salvation
than by faith in Christ, the crucified and risen Savior, and that
the Christian Church has been commanded to preach repentance
and forgiveness of sins in His name to all men—to Jews and
Mohammedans, Buddhists. Parsees, Confucians, and all other
men who sit in darkness and in the region and shadow of death.
With this central aim and work of the Christian Church the lodges
are boldly and completely at variance. We have therefore no
right to fellowship with the lodges, neither as a Church nor as
- individual members of the Church.

(b) The Catholic Church does not only deny the central doc-
trine of the Christian religion, i. e., the doctrine that we are
saved by grace alone, through faith in Jesus Christ; but in cold
blood the Catholic Church _pronouinces a curse upon thlS doctrine
and upon all who believe in the doctrine. ”If any one says that
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justifying faith is nothing else than the faith in the mercy of
God, who remits sins for Christ’s sake, or that we are justified
alone by such faith, let him be accursed.” (Resolutions of the
Council of Trent, 6 Session, 12 Canon) The Scriptures, there-
fore, clearly forbid all church-fellowship with the Roman Catholic
Church,

(¢) Two main trends or schools of theology are discernable
in the Reformed Churches: the Calvinistic, and the synergistic.
The Calvinists deny the universal grace of God, i. e., they deny
that all men are included in God’s gracious plan of salvation.
Now the Gospel proclaims: “For God so loved the world, that
He gave His only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him
should not perish, but have everlasting life,” John 3, 16; “Be-
hold, the Lamb of God which taketh away the sin of the world,”
John 1, 29; “Who (viz. God) will have all men to be saved,
and to come to the knowledge of the truth,” 1 Tim. 2, 4; and
again: “He (Jesus) is the propitiation for our sins; and not for
ours only but also for the sins of the whole world.” 1 John 2, 2.
Could anything be clearer? And still Calvin and his followers
have set aside all this evidence and taught that God desires to
save only a comparative few and that He has created all other
men to be damned! Compare the Preshyterian Confession of
Faith, IT1, 6: “Neither are any other redeemed by Christ; ef-
fectually called . . . but the elect only.” This is a terrible dis-
tortion of the Gospel of salvation; “a message of despair, a deadly
stench, death and damnation for a human soul.” Dr. Fr. Pieper,
Unionism, p. 17.

The Synergists teach that the conversion and salvation of man
does not depend solely upon the grace of God, but also upon
something within man: a greater susceptibility to grace; a power
to decide; a better conduct; or a smaller degree of guilt. The
Apology of the Armenian Reformed (synergistic) Church teaches
that the conversion of man is not the work of God alone, but
also and in part the work of man. This error crept into the
Lutheran Church, also, after the death of Luther. Melanchthon
introduced it. The result was a bitter controversy which lasted
for thirty years. The error was thoroughly exposed and firmly
rejected in the last of the Lutheran confessions, the Formula of
Concord. But in the Seventeenth Century the error cropped out
again, and in the latter part of the 19th and beginning of the
20th Century, it assumed an important role in doctrinal contro-
versies within the American Lutheran Church. The outcome of
these controversies seems still more or less uncertain.  The synods
of the Lutheran Synodical Conference of North America have
taken their stand upon the Formula of Concord and the Scriptures
and positively rejected Synergism in all its forms and manifes-
tations. All other synods have sought peace in compromise; but
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there are hopeful indications that they, too, will eventually be
given the grace to purge out this false leaven.

Two serious charges must be brought against Synergism: first,
that it perverts the Scriptures; and, secondly, that it interferes
with saving faith in Christ. The Scriptures clearly teach salva-
tion by faith, without the deeds of the Law. “By grace are ye
saved through faith; and that not of yourselves; it is the gift
of God; not of works, lest any man should boast.” Eph. 2, 8. 9.
“There is no difference, for all have sinned and come short of
the glary of God; being justified freely by His grace through the
redemnption that is in Christ Jesus.” Rom. 3, 2224, “We be-
lieve according to the working of His Mighty power ” Eph. 1, 19.
Christ says of these who believe that they “were born, not of
blood, nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the will ¢f man, but
of God.” John 1, 13. And the Apostle Paul reminds himself
and the Ephesians: “When we were dead in sins” God “hath
quickened us together with Christ.” Eph. 2, 5.

Surely, thiere is no hint of cooperation in the act of conver-
sion, and he who gives man any credit for this, (Intuitu fidei)
or endows him with an alleged sense of responsibility for the
acceptance of grace, { Madisen Agreement, Paragraph 4) comes
into direct clash with the Scriptures and robs God of the honor
which is His alone. The Seriptural doctrine of salvation by grace
demands humility, self-renunciation. DBoastfulness rings the
death-knell of faith. Hence Christ warns: “Every one that ex-
altet himself shall be abased,” T.uke 18, 14. Not the arrogant
Pharisee, but the humble publican went down to his house justi-
fied.

(d) Salvation, full and free, has been won for all men by
Christ the Savior. Tlhis salvation God has deposited in His holy
means of grace, the Word of God and the Sacraments. By and
through these means God ordains that the forgiveness of sins
shall be offered and given to all men, and faith engendered, pre-
served, and brought to full fruition in the believer. The Gospel
is God’s proclamation of peace to the sinful world. 2 Cor. §, 19;
“God was in Christ, reconciling the world unto Himself, not im-
puting their trespasses unto them; and hath committed unto us
the .word of reconciliation.” “Thus it is written, and thus it be-
hooved Christ to suffer, and to rise from the dead the third day:
and that repentance and remission of sins should be preached in
His name.” Luke 24, 46. 47. “Baptism works forgiveness of
sins, delivers from death and the devil, and gives eternal life to
all who believe, as the Weord and promise of God declare, Mark
16, 16: “He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved”; and
Tit. 3, 5: “According to His mercy He saved us by the wash-
ing of regeneration and the renewing of the Holy Ghost.” In the
Lord’s Supper Christ unites Himself and offers Himself with
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the consecrated bread and wine to penitent believers for the
strengthening of their faith. ‘“Take, eat; this is my body, which
is given for you.” “Drink ve.all of it: this cup is the New Testa-
ment in my blood, which 1s shed for you, for the rem’ssion of
sins.” Now these means of grace come to us laden with salva-
tion. They are channels of God’s saving grace. God has bound
us to them and their use, and He has promised that they shall
not return void, but shall accomplish that for which they were
sent. : :

Now, since the days of Zwingli and Calvin, there have been a
great many peonle within the Reformed churches, who have
slighted and despiced the divinely ordained means of grace, hold-
ing that God works upon the heart and soul immediately or di-
rectly, without any external means, As much as in them lies,
they destroy the road cr the bridge, by which lost sinners may
come to faith in Christ and be saved. Neither they nor anyone
else can be sure of their state of grace, until they have discarded
that illusory grace, which is taken out of the air or out of man’s
own self-consciousness and is of course without any divine
promise or sanction, and until they have returned to the divinely
ordained teans, in which God has Himself deposited all of His
saving grace and truth. With these people we can of course have
no church-fellowship. They must come to us; we must not turn
to them.

(e) Finally, we must not fellowship with those who deny
that the Bible is the infallible Word of God. In our day there
are multitudes of professing Christians, both lay and learned, in
al! Protestant churches, who deny the Doctrine of Inspiration,
i, e., the doctrine that the Spirit of God is the real author of the’
Bible and of the whole Bible. But in doing this, they brand
Christ and His prophets and apostles as liars and deceivers
Christ quoted freely from all parts of the Old Testament—from
Moses, the Psalms, and the Prophets, and He did so without any
reservation whatsoever. To Him the entire Old Testament was
the infallible Word of God. “The Scriptures cannot be broken,”
He asserted, John 10, 35. “And beginning at Meses and all the
prophets, He expounded unto them in all the Scriptures the things
concerning Himself”; Luke 24, 27, and in the 44th verse of the
same chapter, He adds: “All things must be fulfilled, which were
- written in the Law of Moses, and in the prophets, and in the
Psalms, concerning me.” The same ungualified endorsement He
gave also to the writings of His apostles. Tn His sacerdotal
prayer, Jokn 17, 20, He says that all men who will be brought to
faith in him until the end of days “shall believe on me through
their (the apostles’) Word.” And to the apostles themselves
He gave the assurance that “The Comforter, which is the Holy
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Ghost, whom the Father will send in my name, He shall teach
vou all things and bring all things to your remembrance what-
soever I have said unto vou,” and “when He, the Spirit of truth
15 come, He will guide you into all truth.” That the apostles
themselves knew that they were the spokesmen of the Holy Spirit,
we see from the words of Paul, 1 Cor. 2, 13: “Which things
we speak, not in the words which man’s wisdom teacheth, but
which the Holy Ghost teacheth.”

* The Church is built upon the foundation of the apostles and
the prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the chief corner stone,
Eph. 2, 20. Those who attack the inifallibility of the Holy Scrip-
tures are therefore blasting away at the very foundation stones
of the Christian Churck. Their success would mean an end of
the Church and an end of all Christian faith. Therefore we can-
not fellowship with them, bnt must oppose them and vanquish
them with the sword of the Spirit, the Word of God.

I cannot do better than to close with a quotation from the
essay of Dr. Fr. Pieper on Unionism, from which I have received
the greatest help and inspiration for my own humble exposition:

“God keep us in this opposition to Unionism! This we will
gladly do after the manner of our fathers: We will attend so-
called ‘free conferences’ and discuss doctrinal differences with
our opponents in all patience and kindness and humility with a
view of establishing unity. But church-fellowship we cannot
establish and keep save with those who agree with us in the
Christian doctrine. Now we have this Christian doctrine in the
inspired Word of the Aposiles and Prophets, in the infallible
Word of Scripture. The Holy Spirit is in and with this Word
and teaches us over and over to see in it the Word of God, to
regard it as our highest treasure, to love it sincerely and teach
it without abridgment or alteration unto the salvation of men’s
souls, and in conformity with Christ’s will and for the furtherance
of His glory. Greater tause there never was, nor more moment-
ous. The crusaders of the Middle Ages once cried in their en-
thusiasm: ‘God wills it! God wills it Now that was for the
greater part mistaken zeal, propaganda for the papacy and its
murderous doctrines of salvation by works. When we, by the
grace of God, contend for the unadulterated doctrine of the Word
of God and avoid all fellowship with false doctrine and seek to
hearten one another with the cry: ‘God wills it! God wills it?
This is not religious fanaticism but propaganda for the Christian
Church on earth which 1s well-pleasing to the Master. God speed
the work! God cause it to propser! Amen”
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The Curse of Unionism in the Early His-
tory of the Lutheran Church of America

The early history of the Lutheran Church of America paints
a picture that is not pleasant in all respects. It portrays to us a
band of ardent Lutherans who came to this country for the ex-
press purpose of establishing a Lutheran colony on the western
hanks of Delaware River. These early settlers ment to be staunch
Lutherans in théir new home, as they had been in the home they
left. But the picture shows us that they little by little fell away
from their mother-church and joined a church that did not in all
things teach the truth. We ask: What was the cause of this
falling away from the church for which their fore-fathers had
faught so valiantly? The answer to this question will he the
object of this paper; and we shall endeavor to give the answer
under three heads, namely:

1. The chief aim of establishing this colony.

2. Did the colonists succeed in reaching this aim?

3. The result that followed of not reaching this aim.

L.

The greatest King Sweden ever had, Gustavus Adolplius, con-
ceived the idea of establishing a colony in America as early as
1624, He planned to form a Free-state in this country where
the rights of conscience should be inviolate, and which should be
open to the Protestant world, then engaged in a struggle for ex-
istence with all the Papal powers of Europe.

The company that was formed for this purpose was sanc-
tioned by the King and incorporated by the States of Sweden in
1627. The aim of the colony is set forth in the Company’s Char-
ter in these words: “In all the plans of colonization the aim shall
be the extension of Christianity ; to provide the means of religious
instruction ; and to guard against all Calvinistic leaven.”

However, the plan could not he executed at once, as it ap-
peared that the very existence of the Reformation was in danger.
Gustavus Adolphus therefore resolved to invade Germany and
vindicate the rights of conscience with the sword. Although this
great struggle detained the King’s cherished plan of coloniza-
tion in this country, it did not drive it from his mind. Only a

few days before his death on the battle-field of Liitzen in 1632,

he spoke about the enterprise, and called it “The Jewel of his
Kingdom.” The King’s wise and noble Chancellor, Axel Oxen-
stierna, renewed the patent in 1633 and thus revived the plan of
colonization. On that occasion the Chancellor said: “The con-
sequences of this design will be favorable to all Christendom.”
The leader of the Company, Peter Minuit, set out from Sweden
with two vessels during the fall of 1637; and he reached the



45

western shores of Delaware Bay in early spring of the next year.
He sailed: up the bay and river until he reached a suitable place
for the establishment of the colony; at this place he built a fort
which he called Fort Christina in honor of the Swedish Queen.
This fort served for a time as the first church of the colonists.
The next year a second expedition arrived from Sweden: and
among the passengers.were Reor Torkillus, the first Lutheran
Minister in America, who came for the purpose of doing per-
manent pastoral work in the colony. TPastor Torkillus officiated
at Fort Christina till his death in 1643. As Peter Minuit died
in 1641, a new Governor was appointed by Sweden to serve in
his nlace, namely. Jobn Printz. Upon his departure from Sweden
in 1643, he received the following instructions signed by Axel
Oxenstierna ;

“The Governor will treat with much humanity and mildness
the nations bordering upon all the other side, and will see that
neither violence nor injustice is done them by the people of her
maiesty: he must labor on all occasions that these savage people
be instructed in the Christian religion and the divine service, or

civilized. well regulated, happy, and as such be free.

“Refore all the Governor must labor and watch that he ren-

ders in all thines to Almighty God, the true worship which is
his due. the Glory. the praise, and the homace which belong to
h'm: and take =ood measures that the divine service is performed
according to the true confession of Augsburg, the council of
Upsal and the cevemonies of the Swedish church, having care
that all men and especially the vouth be well instructed ir all the
parts of Christianity, and that a good ecclesiastical discinline be
observed and maintained.

“With resoect to the Dutch colony which resides and is estab-
lished in the country of her majesty and of the crown, the Gover-
nor must not desturb what has been ordained in the foresaid
erant of her majesty with regard to the exercise of the reformed
religion.”

With Governor Printz came Rev. John Companius, a man
recommended by Bishop Svedberg in the following words: “A
man most highly to he praised on account of his unwearied zeal
in always propagating the love of God.” TReverend Companius
served the Lutheran Swedes faithfully until his return to Sweden
in 1648; and be learned the language of the Delaware Indians
and translated Tuther’s Small Catechism into it.

During this time and up to the time the colony was conquered
by the Dutch in 16553, it appears that the colonists remained
Lutherans in faith as well as in church practice. Rev. Companius
left to his successor Lars Lock about 700 souls. For 22 years
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Lars Lock served these many souls alone. In 1677 Jacob Fabri-
tins came to his assistance; and the two pastors divided the field
between themselves. But five years later Fabritius became blind ;
and in 1688, lars Lock died, so at this time the only pastor
‘among the Lutheran Swedes was a disabled man that continued
to serve his congregation as far as he was able until his death.

During this time a lamentable condition-became more and more
apperent; the younger generation became indifferent to the
Church, and the children grew up practically without any Chris-
tian knowledge. The true Lutherans in the colony longed for
relief, but they did not know from whence the relief should
comme, as the communications between the colony and the mother-
country had long ago ceased. The old Swedes, who had made
the long voyage across the ocean, regarded it quite incredible that
a Swedish clergyman would come to them. Nevertheless, at two
different times they wrote home to Sweden for clergymen, but to
no avail. Still, they remained firm in their determination to ob-
tain a pastor from Sweden. At last, one of their appeals for
help fell into the hands of the King, Charles XI. The King
consulted with Dr. Svedberg, who induced three men to under-
take the long voyage. These men were Erick Bjdrk, Anders
Rudman, and Jonas Auren. The commission of these pastors
is still to be found in the archives of Gloria Dei Church, and it
charges them: “To teach without any human addition God’s
holy and saving Word, purely and clearly, as it is fully presentec
in the Canonical Books of the prophets in the Old and of the
apostles in the New Testament, and briefly explained in the
cumenical Symbols of the C Liristian Church, the apostles’, the
Nicene, and the Athanasian, as well as especially in the Augsburg
Confessitm, and the other Symbolical Books received by the
Evangelical Church.”

These three gentlemen left Sweden in 1697 with the follow-
~ing parting words from the King: “Go, now, in the name of
the Lord, to the place to which T send you. God be with you,
and make your undertaking successful, If any opposition is
made, or any injury done you, return. [ will remember you.”

New life entered the congregations upon the arrival of these
pastors. In 1699 the new Trinity Church was built at Wilming-
ton near Christina; and in 1700 Gloria Dei Church was built in
Wicaco (Now Philadelphia). The pastors were full of zeal,
preaching and visiting from house to house. But Rudman had
not been in the country three years before his health declined.
He asked the authorities in Sweden for an assistant, and men-
tioned Andrew Sandel in his letter as the one he desired. His
request was granted,

Up to this time, about 65 years from the time the colony was
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established, the Lutheran faith and practice had been maintained;
but from now on a change took place.

II.

After a brief pastorate among the Swedes Anders Rudman
took up work among the Dutch Lutherans in New York first, and
then among the I.utherans in Philadelphia, where he also served
an Episcopal church until his death. Upon this dark chapter of
unionism we now enter Acrelius writes in his History of New
Sweden as follows: )

“The Swedes and English united as ministerial brethren: their
object was no other than the promotion and extension of Chris-
tianity; they preached English in each others’ churches; and,
as a stronger token of unity, they sometime sang Swedish Psalms
in the English congregations. They annually held ministerial
meetings together, and consecrated each others’ churches. No
letter was sent home to Fngland, or to the King, Queen, Parlia-
ment, or Bishop of Landon, or to the Society, without the Swedish
clergy also signing it. So, also, were the Swedish Ministers, when
they went home, provided with good testimonials from the Eng-
lish clergy. They were willing to receive the Lord’s Supper from
one aunother, as also to administer the Sacrament to each others’
bearers.

“Finally, it may also be mentioned that every Swedish Minister
upon h's return home received from the Society in London 30
pounds sterling in return for their services which he had per-
formed among the English churches here.”

(Acrelius, Tlist. of New Sweden, 1758, page 361 and 362).

That this is a true picture of the condition, we shall verify
by the statements of the early Missionaries in words of their own.
During the ministry of Bjgrk and Sandel a petition was sub-
mitted by them to the Queen of England. In this petition we note
the following statements:

“Our Ministers in the mean time studying intirely to unite our
hearts and affections to your Majesty’s good subjects in this
country of the Church of England, wherein it had pleased God
to give them so great success, that we scruple not to join in wor-
ship with the Church of England; our Ministers frequently sup-
plying the vacancy of their churches whele they want Ministers,
or when they are ahsent.”

And in 1710 Sandel gives the following report in his chro-
nicles:

“We as preachers and teachers have at all times kept good
correspondence and entertained familiar intercourse with the
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English preachers, so that we always availed ourselves of each
others’ aid and counsel.” When they held a pastoral conference,
we were always in their council. We have often occasionally,
when the Jinglish preachers, because of a journey or a funeral,
had not the time, preached Iinglish in their churches. When they
somewhere laid the corner stone of a church, we were invited
and present. . . . Although some difference exists between them
and us as regards the T.ord’s Supper etc., we enter upon no dis-
cussion of these points; neither do we touch upon these things
when we preach in their churches, nor do they seek to draw our
people to their opinion in this point, but we live with one an-
other intimately and Iraternally, even as they call us their
brethren.”

From the records of Bjdrk we gain the following information:

“On the fourth Sunday after Easter, the 18th of May, I ex-
changed with Mr. George Ross, (the Episcopal paqtor) he
pr eached for me at Christina, and I for him at Chester.”

Anders Hesselius, who qerved he Swedes from 1713 to 1723,
used much of his time in servi ng the Anglican churches. “Be-
sides the carc of his congregation,” savs Acrehus “Mr. Hesselius
also extended his labors to the English. In the month of July
1720, he began to preach for them in the newly built English
church at Hwitler’s Kill, which was called St. James. He did
this every third Sunday.” And his hrother, Samuel Hesselius,
showed such 'diligence in serving English churches that his
Swedish parishioners complained to the authorities in Sweden
charging him with neglect of his own people

\Nhen Magnus \Wran(rcl came to America in 1759 to serve his
Lutheran D1efhren he not only officiated with the Episcopal
Church but went to the revival meetings held by Whitefield at
Philadelphia, and was among his greatest admirers and imitators;
he even introduced prayer-meetings after Whitefield’s pattern
into his own church.

The plan of Wrangel was to turn the entire Swedish Lutheran
Church into the Anglican Church and thus establish a strong
Church. But as Wrangel was recalled to Sweden, he was pre-
vented from executing his plan. Upon leaving this country he
received from his friend, the Episcopal pastor Richard Peters, a
letter of recommendation to the Bishop of TLondon. In this let-
ter we read the following:

“Tt is not unknown to Your Lordship that the Church -of
Fngland of this province has always been in connection with the
Swedish churches, and that the Missionaries sent from Sweden
have been persons of eminent learning and piety, except a few
instances. . .,
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“The Rev. Dr. Wrangel, whom I have made bearer of this
_letter on purpose to introduce him to Your Lordship, is of the

first rank among those Missionaries and is now on his return to -
Sweden. . . .

“He knows all the affairs of this province and the state of
relig’on and the s‘tuation of our own and the German churches-
and I most humbly and earnestly recommend it to Your Lordship
to enter into a free and full conversation with him.

“The Presbyvterians, under a pretence of answering Dr. Chand-
ler, have gone into many abusive publications, and have raised
aganst them all other churches in common from the bitterness
and vehemence that appear in their writings. As they are numer-
ons, all other persiasions being to trend and unite ara‘nst them as
people wha have more fyrauny in the'r system and temper than
any other church whatever. ;

“Dr. Wrangel wants to take a just advantage of this general
antipathy to the Presbyterians, and to un‘te the oreat body of the
Tutheran Swedes with the Church of Encland, who vou know,
are but few and in mean circiunstances in this province: but were
they united with the German Lutherans we should both become
respectable.” '

The last Minister sent from Sweden to this country, Nicholas
Collin, dill not only officiate with the Episcopal Church, but he
had as his assistant-pastors eight clergymen who all were Episco-
palians.

This general practice of unionism did not occur without the
knowledee and sanction of the authorities in Sweden and Eng-
land. From Sandel’s chironicles we note this statement:

“Such unity and intinacy with the English Church was al-
ways recommiended to us hy Eishop Svedberg in his letters.”

And Acrelius states in his history, after he has enumerated
a long array of unionistic practices:

“All this and much more was strengthened by the character
of Dr. Svedberg, who was then Bishop of Skara, and by his
admonitions to the clergy to continue all this.”

That the authorities in England also sanctioned this practice
is evident. Tn a letter directed to the Episcopal pastors in this
country written by the Bishop of T.ondon, wherein he recom-
mends the Swedish pastors Hesselius and Lidenius, we read”

“l recommend to you these two Swedish Missionaries Mr.
Andreas Hesselivs and Mr. Abraham Lidenius, who came over
to supply the place of Mr. Rudman, whom 1 desire you to re-
ceive with all brotherly friendship and charity, and to cultivate
the best understanding you can with them, and to assist them in
any directions they may stand in need of, and in my name recom-
mend them to the good will and protection of the Governor.”




30

When the sentiments and practices were of this nature, when
a constant affiliation was kept up with a church differing in faith
and practice in so many respects from their own church, is it
reasonable thal such. practice and such sentiments should fail to
carry with it serious results? These serious result we shall brleﬂy
point out in the following survey of the situation.
IIT.

At Christina the Church Council resolved in 1742 that the
services in the church should from now on be condiicted accord-
ing to the Book of Common Prayer of the Episcopal Church of
England. And the Vestry and Wardens resolved that men pro-
fessing the Lutheran or Episcopal faith should have the right to
vote in the congregation and be eligible for any office in the con-
gregation.

In 1787 the Charter of Incorporation of the United Swedish
Tutheran Churches was changed. Section V ghould read:

“Some rules or regulations shall be established for the {future
choice of a Rector and other Minister or Ministers to supply
said churches, provided always that sich Rector and other Minis-
ters shall be in the ministry of the [.utheran or Episcopal Churches
and hoid their faith in the doctrines of the same.”

A similar change of the Charter of Incorporation was car-
ried out by the Swedish Lutheran Church at Wilmington; and
during the change the congregation was served by Joseph Clark-
son, an Fp1scopal pastor.

At last the final breaking away from the Lutheran Church
came. In 1846, the Gloria Dei Church made the following change
in its Constitution:

“This church acknowledges itself to be a member of, and to
belong to the Protestani Episcopal Church in the United States
of America. As such it accedes to, recognizes, and adopts the
Constitution, Canons, DO\,tliI'{ES Disciplines, and Worship of the
Protestant Eplscopal Church in the State of Pennsylvania, and
the Protesiant Episcopal Church in the United States, and ac-
knowledges their authority accordingly.”

Similar changes had already been made in the Charter of the
Wilmington, Roccoon and Pennsneck congregations. And the
churches of Kingsessing and Upper Merion followed the other
churches into the Episcopal Church.

Thus we see that the name “Lutheran™ was eliminated after a
generation aor two had been trained in the manner that the Luth-
eran Swedes had been trained. There was a time when the Luth-
eran Swecdes on the Delaware wrote to the authorities in Sweden
these words:

“Send us Swedish pastors -who are we]] lealned and well
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trained in Holy Seriture, who can well defend themselves and us
against all false teachers and strange sects which surround us
and are in opposition tc us in our true and pure, unadulterated
worship and Lutheran religion, which we even now before God
and all the world always do profess and shall profess; and if need
be, which God prevent, shall seal with our own blood.”

The pastors were sent. They had learning, and they were well
trained for their work. But they failed in one respect: they did
not defend themselves and their people, or even try to do so,
against the false teachers and strange sects. They even joined
hands and hearts with the false teachers in their pernicious work.
They knew full well that some differences existed between them-
selves and the Episcopal Church, but they ignored the differences,
and entered into a full brotherly affiliation with them. We ask:
Can we expect that the people, who saw their pastor’s example
and heard them say that they should look upon the Ipiscopal
Church as a “Sister Church,” would keep away from this church?

It always remains true, when truth compromises with error
truth is always the loser and error the gainer.

John Hendricks.

The Curse of Unionism in the American
Lutheran Church of Today
(H. M TIERNAGEL)

Unionism is a deceiver disguised as a dove of peace carrying
the emblem of brotherly love.

Unionism is more dangerous than infidelism. Infidelism comes
in the open with drawn knife goary with the blood of murdered
souls. Unionism is the poisoned cup.

Unionism is a false principle of conduct and is, therefore,
vastly more dangerous than error of conduct.

Unionism is an unerring manifestation of indifferentism. In
theological parlance indifferentism means to be indifferent as to
just exactly what God says or does not say in His revealed word,
commonly called the Bible. Indifference to mathematical doc-
trines such as, two and two are four, five times five are twenty-
five is, obviously, far more deterimental to ones progress in the
mathematical sciences than errors of addition or multiplication.

It avails nothing that one vehemently denies the accusation of
indifferentism to doctrine if he practices fellowship with error;
his actions then belie his words.

It helps nothing that one urges faithfulness and strict adher-
ence to all principal doctrines while he shows laxity in demanding
adherence to teachings of lesser importante; he thereby incrim-
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“The Baptist, Christian, Congregational, Episcopal, St. Johns
Lutheran, Methodist and Presbyterian churches, Des Moines,
Towa, co-operated in putting on the ‘Anderson Meetings” so
called.”

“City Churches unite for Thank services.” Utica Press, N.
Y. Zion Lutheran Church was in it.

“A series of soul stirring sermons by Americas great preach-
ers, Central Park Methodist Episcopal Church Dedication Week.”
One of the attractions: “Sunday 7:45 p. m. community service
with Parkside Baptist and Parkside Lutheran Churches.,” Buf-
falo, N. Y.

Headlines New York Times: “Dr. Fosdick praised by city
ministers. 198 attend 111ncheon given in honor of Baptist, subject
of Presbyterian controversy.” Among the pastors attending, two
Lutherans are listed: The Rev. Dr. G. U. Wenner and the Rev.
Dr. John E, Heindel.

A Chicago community service is reported: “Dr. Simon Peter
Long preached the sermon, Dr. C. Walde Cherry, Presb. presided.
- Dr. L.. C. Manges of Memonal Lutheran Church, read scriptire
lesson. Dr. C. S. Rasmussen of Messiah Lutheran, offered
prayer.”

Rev. Yost Brandt’s bulletin board carried the following an-
nouncements last August: “St. Paul’s Ev. Luth, Church. Vaca- -
tion in August.

Aug. 10—Lutheran Church.

Aug., 17—Baptist Church,

Aug. 24—Preshyterian Church.

Aug. 31-—Methodist Church.

Dr. Martin Luther Enders was on for the invocation and also
an address at the dedicatory services for Beth Jacob Synagogue.

“The Scottish Rite Masons of Harrisburg, Penn., will observe
the day of St. John the Evangelist with special service in the
Messiah Luth. Church, 6 and [Foster Streets, tomorrow evening
at 7:30. The Rev. Martin E. Grove, pastor of the Bethlehem
Luth. Ch, will make the address.”

Dr. Andreas Bard, St. Marks Luth. Church, Kansas City,
at the funeral of Dr. Wm. Kuhn: “Many a time he told his -
Masonic brethiren that the church and Masonry were not rival
[institutions, but rather cooperative forces toward the establishing
upon the earth of the Kingdom of God.”

Thus I might continue almost mdeﬁmtely but T choose not to.
Neither do I feel that comments on the unionistic performances
just related are necessary.

We shall go on to the next largest bodv constituting the National
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Tutheran Council, namely: The Norwegian Lutheran Church of
America. This hody came into being in the year 1917 through the
merging of three Synods. Ths merger is an off-spring of union-
ism. The merger was not a result of unity of doctrine and prac-
tice but of a skillfully wrought compromise between truth and
error.

Parapraph 3 of the articles of agreement was, we admit, clear
and in no way ambiguous and shut all doors tight against union-
ism. It reads: “De tre samfurd lover hverandre med alt alvor
ikke at have kirkelig samarbeide med reformerte og andre som
ikke deler samfundenes tro og belgendelse.”

But note well now the fate of this article. A minority within
the Hauge Synod took exception to this article and would not
be pacified unless their “understanding” of same received recog-
nition. Their “understanding”™ and which was accepted by the
Hauge convention of 1916 reads: *Vi betragter det ikke som
samarbeide eller religionshlanderi, naar man leilighedsvis maa
delta i brudevielser, hegravelser, dekorationsprogram, Chautauqua,
graduationsfester, ved de offentlige skoler og lignende, hivor og-
saa prester av andre bekjendelser optreer. Endvidere anser vi
det ikke for at vare i strid med denne paragraf, at man deltar i
saadanne bevegelser, der vistnok er af religigs art, men som om-
fatter den hele kristne kirke, som til eksempel : @kumeniske mis-
sionskonferencer, Student Volunteer Movement, Student Federa-
tion og Laymans Missionary Movement. Vi betragter disse kri-
stelig-religigse bevagelser mere som praktiske foretagender end
som en virksomhed af ren kirkelig art.”

The stage was all set and elaborate preparations made for the
consumation of the merger on June 9th. At the eleventh hour
on June 8 a representative from the Hauge convention appeared
before the Synod convention requesting permission to present a
petition from the Hauge unicn-committee. He was given the
floor and the above “understanding™ was read. A lively but short
discussion ensued. The Hauge representative stated that the pe-
tition did not involve subscribing to the “understanding,” but
merely that those who thus interpreted the paragraph in ques-
tion, be recognized as brethren in faith. The petition was granted,
but the right to testify against snch practices as eunumerated in
the “understanding” was reserved. See Beret. ’17, p. 166.

Who, but he who will not see, can be blind to compromise
here. Truth and error locked, not in combat, but in brotherly
embrace is the sad spectacle we here behold.

The reservation of “right to testify against such practice”
what is that but an admission of guilt and an effort to appease
a disturbed conscience? 1 miake bold to state as my opinion that
few, if any, of our former brethren in faith, can think of that
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lamentable Friday, June &, 1917, and not, to this day, wince
under the lashings of conscience.

On that day paragraph 3, Articles of Argreement, was neu-
tralised. Neutralise means: to make neutral or inert; to make of
no effect; counteract. Deliberately and by resolution the bars
were let down for #mionism-—unionism as understood by us and
our brethren of the Synodical Conference and as it was under-
stood by the Norwegian Synod of former years, namely: as de-
fined according to the Word of God.—Let me here urge all to
read “Unionism” by Prof. ¥. Pieper. It can be had in pamphlet
form by addressing our Book Co.

The voices that were loud in demanding “the right to testify
against such: practice” have been stilled. During the intervening
8 vears two—as far as the readers of the Norwegian Lutheran
Church organs may know—have been heard, though occasions to
testify against “‘such practice” have been legion.

Little wonder, therefore, that unionism is rife in the Norwe-
gian Lutheran Church of America today.

Note the fraternal greetings exchanged with:

The Augustana Synod ‘which fetes and banquets and receives
into her pulpits the theolegically nefarious Nathan Sdderblom;

The Lutheran Free Church which to this day has not repu-
diated “En Aaben Frklering” but has, if its official organ gives
reliable information, discarded the doctrine of verbal inspira-
tion; :
The United Lutheran Church where masonry is not only
tolerated but bv many extolled as a force, cooperative with the
church in establishing the Kingdom of God on earth,

This is disobedience to God who says: “Whosoever trans-
gresseth, and abideth not in the doctrine of Christ, hath not God.
He that abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father
and the Son. If there come any unto you, and bring not this
doctrine, receive him not into vour house, neither bid him God
speed: for he that biddeth him God speed, is partaker of his
evil deeds.” 2 John, 9—11.

What could be a more obvious form of unionism than the in-
vitation extended and the reception given a representative of the
decadent State Church of Norway a year ago? Tt was not the
Rev. Mr. John Lunde, a private citizen of Oslo, Norway, that was
overburdened with invitations to fill pulpits of the Norwegian
Lutheran Church, it was the State Church of Norway, repre-
sented by the bishop of Oslo. Seldom, if ever, did the bishop
forget to bring greetings from the king and church whose ac-
knowleged representative he was.

That the State Church of Norway is honey-combed by all
shades and degrees of modernism from church authorities down
to the remotest “nordlands prest” and that all teach and preach
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as they please, irrespective of the Lutheran confessions, is la-
mented by some and applauded by others but denied by none.
“From such turn awav.” 2 Tim. 3, 5.

Can you conceive of Dr. Walther or of Dr. Wm. Koren or
of Pres. H. A. Preus worshipping together with the many Luth-
eran heretics and others, if others there were, who were as-
sembled to attend the Lutheran World Conference at Iisenach?
‘Not as long as they remained true to the principles and confes-
sions of the synods they founded and whose slogan was “It is
written.” :

A representative of the Norwegian Lutheran Church of Amer-
ica, a pupil of the above named sainted pioneer builders of the
orthdox Lutheran church in America, was there and has the ef-
frontery tc say that such participation has been “foolishly desig-
nated as unionism.”

The line of least resistence, and the popular one, is to fall in
with unionism., The bars being officially lowered it was but na-
tural that the rank and file of pastors and congregations should
find the removal of a disagreeable restraint refreshing, much as
we see a herd of cattle enjoying a stubble field in the fall after a
simmers confinement to the regular pasture. ’'Tis true, some of
them hesitate to step over even the lowered bars to the formerly
forbidden fields, but sooner or later, all enter.

The first instance of unionism practiced by an individual pas-
tor and congregation of the Norwegian Lutheran Church that
came to my attention, can be related in sufficient detail for our
present purpose by reading the following:

“First English Lutheran Church Meeting, Feb. 27, 1918.

“A communication from Our Savior’s Lutheran Church, was
brought before the meeting, said communication to the effect that
the English Lutheran Church, by having union Services with the
Methodists, Congregational and Presbyterian Churches of Crook-
ston, has thereby violated the Constitution of the Norwegian
Tutheran Church of America.”

“The First English Lutheran Church takes this view upon the
matter and will govern itself in the future accordingly, that such
union services are a great benefit to all concerned and help to
create a brotherly feeling among the different churches and at the
same time helps to conserve fuel under present conditions.”

“Moved and seconded that the First English Lutheran Church
recognizes no breach of the Constitution of the Norwegian Luth-
eran Church of America, by participating in such union services
when no doctrine is concerned, but will not participate where doc-
trine is discussed.”

“Motion carried unanimously.
First English Lutheran Church,
By J. E. Erickson, Sec.”
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In fairness to the memory of Rev. J. M. Sundheim, then
district president, I quote from a letter dated July 3, 1918: “I
regret very much the unionistic occurrence in Roselands congre-
gation at Crookston. The congregation has now acknowledged
its wrong and has asked to be pardoned. Hope such a thing will
not occur again,”

Since then Roseland and his flock must have come to the con-
clusion that they had not done wrong after all for we find a Good
IFriday service of three hours devotion, 12 noon to 3 p. m. an-
nounced in the Crookston Daily Times, March 27, 1926 as fol-
lows: ~

— 12 Noon —

“Organ voluntary; Flymm 79; Good Friday prayers; Collects
and Gospel; Notices; Hymn 101; Brief introductory address;
Hymn 104. :

: — 12:20 —

Address, ‘Father forgive them for ‘they know not what they
do. Rev. L. A. Roseland, Norwegian Luth. Church; Silent
praver and devotion: Solo, ‘Come unto Me'—Messiah—Mrs. G.
Curtis.

— 12:458 — ‘

Address, ‘Verily I say unto thee, today thou shalt be with
me in paradise,” Rev. C. F. McCrea—Methodist—{IHymns etc.
omitted here and following.)

— 1:10 —

Address, Woman, hehold thy son! Then saith Fle to the
disciple, behold thy mother,” Rev. Davis-—Congregational—

e—n 1:30

Address, ‘My God, my God, why hast thou forsaken me?’
Rey. . J. Hibbard-—Preshyterian—

— 1:50 —

Address, ‘I thirst,” Rev. . £, Moen—Norwegian Lutheran

Church—

— 215 —
Address, ‘Tt is finished,” Rev. H. W. Knowles.
2:35
Address, ‘Father, into thy hands I commend my spirit,” Rev.
G. G. Curtis—ZFpiscopalian—

The following news items are clipped from the Minneapolis
Journal of March 18 and April 14 respectively.

“The Northeast Minneapolis Council of Churches will pro-
mote a series of Lenten services to be conducted in the Salem
Mission Church, Eighteen and one half and Central Ave. N.E,,
from 12:15 to 12:50 p. m. daily, beginning Monday and continu-
ing through Good Triday. Pastors of the protestant churches in
the district will co-operate.” The pastors mentioned as co-
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operating were: - Rev. A. . Wilke, pastor of the St. Paulus
‘Lutheran Church, Rev. Fred Stromberg of Ebenezer Methodist
Church, Rev. O. L. Grefthen of Concordia ILutheran Church,
Dr. C..0. Bemis of Shiloh-Bethany Church and Rev. R. A. Ar-
lander of FElim Baptist Church.

“Rev. Roy L. Smith, pastor of Simpson Methodist church,
will speak to the men’s cluh of Concordia Lutheran church (Rev.
O. L. Grefthen) tomorrow at 8 p. m., at a meeting to be con-
ducted in the church, FFillmore street and twenty-second avenue
N. E.”

At Waterville, Towa, a pastor of the Norwegian Lutheran
Churcly opened the commencement exercises at the High School
with invocation and closed same with the henediction after a
Presbyterian minister had delivered the commencement address.

The Rev. Norman A. Madsen, while vet a memher of the
Norwegian Littheran Church, had this experience: “In the spring
of 1924 T was requested to speak at a large gathering of Luth-
erans near Armstrong, Iowa. When Rev. E. L. Lundy wrote me
regarding the meeting he spoke of it as an annual get-to-gether
of the Scandinavians of that community. T replied that T would
be glad to address the gathering if it were understood that it was.
not to be a service in which Danes, Swedes and Norwegians of
various denominations were to fellowship, for that would be
unionism. Some time later I was curtly told that my services
would not be required, they had engaged Formand H. C. Holwm
to preach the sermon.”

The Minneapolis Journal of April 21, 1926, reports that Rev.
Geo. T. Rygh, pastor of Fifth Erglish Lutheran Church, pro-
nounced the benediction at a Good Will meeting conducted at
Bethel synagogtie, at which Jews were hosts to representative
Catholics, Protestants and Negros.

The hob-nobbing and general love feast indulged in by all
shades of Protestants  including the First Eng. Luth. church,
Rev. Martin Anderson, paster, at the dedication festivities of the
Calvary Baptist church at Albert Lea, Minn., is too lengthy to
relate in detail here. See Albert L.ea Evening Tribune for March
20, 1926, and subsequent issues.

See also the same publication for the report of a “most remark-
able service” held in the Preshyterian church of that city on Feh.
28, 1926, in honor of Rev. and Mrs. Lyle. The Episcopal pastor
present is reported as saying: ‘I am most deeply impressed with
the great congregation gathered at the Presbyterian church in
honor of Dr. Lyle, and really more than the great numbers pre-
sent is the diversity of churchmanship. There are those from the
Swedish, Norwegian, Danish and German Lutheran churches.
Others come from the Baptist, Methodist, and the Episcopal
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churches as well as the Jewish synagogue. Verily we feel that
one is our master and we are brethren.”

This remarkable service whose spirit moved the Episcopal
brother present to embrace all, even the Jews, and declare:
“Verily, we are brethren” was presided over by Dr. Martin An-
derson, a member of the Norwegian Lutheran Church of Amer-
ica, who has since been promoted to greater fields of activity in the
city of Chicago.

On account of all this display of unionism in the American
Lutheran Church of today, we grieve and shudder, for we know
unionism to be an insiduous cancer from which few are healed.
This, however, should not deter us but rather increase our earnest-
ness and zeal in offering the one and enly remedy that can effect a
cure, namely . the Word of God. Let us not tire in applying this
on ourselves, that the contagion may not reach us, and to others
who are afflicted that they may by its inherent power and the
grace of God be healed.

Triune God in heaven, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, Thou
Who in very truth art present in Thy Word with all Thy gifts
and all Thy grace, grant, we beseech Thee, that we may be brought
to love- this word more fervently, to use it more diligently, and
if need be to sacrifice all the talents which Thou hast entrusted
to us, in order that Thy divine word might be our and and our
children’s jov in life, comfort in death, and exceeding great re-
ward of grace in glory throughout all eternity. Amen.

THE CHRISTIAN DAY-SCHOOL

The committee for the cause of our Christian day-schools i1s
grateful to the Synod for a place on her program. We know
that Synod week 1s a most busy and valuable time, surely a poor
time for the discussion of questions of little importance. In
this respect, too, we should bear in mind that we are only stew-
ards, who will once be called upon to give an account of the
way in which we have used God’s golden hours of time. Now’
were the Christian nurture of our children of little importance,
this committee would have acted presumptuously in asking for a
whole session for its consideration, and at the same time our
synodical officers would have proven unfaithful to the best in-
terests of our Church by the granting of this time-allotment.

Surely none of us consider the feeding of Christ’s lambs of
little importance. But do we all regard this part of our church
work as of prime importance? Brethren, is not the danger lurk-
ing unpromisingly near to look upon this branch of our Christian
work with questioning eyes and faintheartedness, if not down-
right disinterest, and—am I sinning against charity when I add
—with hidden hostility? Yes, but is it not possible to have “zeal
of God, but not according to knowledge” in this matter too?




60

Can we not also here go to absurd extremes? In reply we need
only ask: Are any of us too enlightened and too concerned ahout
the shepherding of Christ’s lambs? Can it with a show of right
be charged against us, that our zeal for the spiritual welfare of
our children “hath eaten us up?”’ No, as little danger as there
is of becoming too spiritual—I mean truly spiritual—just as little
danger is there that we shall become over zealous in nurturing
our children. Friends, does not all the danger rather lie in the
other direction? Oh, that our zeal might here know no bounds,
for then we would come close to looking upon our little ones
- through the eyes of our Savior! And in the hope that our zeal in
this respect might be increased, we have chosen as text for the
spiritual chracter-building of our children one of Christ’s most
heart-searching commands of love, “Feed my lambs.” But we
shall read the whole verse: “So when they had dined, Jesus saith
to Simon Peter, Simmon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me more than
these? Te saith unto him, Yea, Lord; thou knowest that I
love thee. Jesus saith unto him, Feed my lambs.” John 21, 15.

The setting of our text is so familiar that it scarcely needs re-
pitition. We at once recall Peter’s deep fall in the court of the
High Priest’s palace. In spite of his carnal boastings to the
contrary, Peter had shamefully denied his Savior thrice. But
though Peter had denied his Master, Peter’s Master did not deny
His disciple. While Peter in shame perhaps never would have
dared come to Christ again, still the Savior in His compassionate
love turns again to Peter. Though Gethsemane lay just behind
Him, and Gabbatha and Golgatha just before Him, nevertheless
the suffering Savior turns to His disciple, not in reply to a
plea for mercy, as was the case with the thief on the right a
few hours later; no, entirely unsolicited the Savior turns His
weary head, and looks at Peter. What a look it must have been'!
Tt pierced his heart, and sounded His soul, for “he went out and
wept bitterly.” Later, too, it was none other than Peter who
was the object of Christ’s most tender “sjezelesorg.” Were not
the ladies at the grave to bring a special message to Peter, the
very one who had cursed Him? Oh, what a heart our Savior
had, and still has, especially for His weak, falten disciples! No
wonder even Moses of old was moved to exclaim: “Yea, he
loved the people.” Truly He loved His people; He loved them
first, and Ide never ceases to love.

And here in our text we find the resurrected Savior in earnest
conversation with repentant Peter. Hear His heart-searching
question, which He repeats thrice, “Simon, son of Jonas, lovest
thou me more than these? And thrice the humiliated Simon
unhesitatingly answers, “Yea, Lord; thou knowest that T love
thee.” Then, upon the disciple’s assurances of love, but not be-
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fore, the Chef Shepherd solemnly charges His under shepherd,
“Feed mv lambs.” ,

We cannot but notice that Christ is no longer satisfied with
mere word-assurances of love. Peter had used big words be-
fore, but they had meant nothing. Now the Savior wants, not
words only, but also works, not lip-service merely—how en-
tirely too much of such service we find among His disciples even
today-—but love-service, real service. Nor can we but notice the
nature of Christ’s command to His disciple. The Savior does -
not ask Peter to erect a magnificent memorial to His memory,
to institute a crusade or drive for Him, or to spend his life in
prayer and meditation in some secluded spot, or to expose him-
self to self-sought persecution, nay not even to die for Christ’s
name’s sake. No, nane of all these things. Our Savior simiply
says, “Ieed my lambs.” Fellow disciples, what a lesson !-also
for us. Woe take then as thenie:

Christ's Clear Command to His Christians: Feed my Lambs.

1. Who shall be fed?

2. What shall Christ’s lambs be fed?

3. Who shall feed the lambs of Christ?

There can be no doubt about the answer to our first question;
for Christ Himself answers so clearly, “Feed my lambs.” 'Tis
true, He later speaks of sheep, He even mentions them twice,
but He does not mention then: first. And in that He mentions
sheep, does He not thereby also include the lambs, just as we
include infants in the general term “nation”? Tn reality then
Christ mentions the lambs three times. He is above all concerned
about them first; for the Good Shepherd knew very well that
there would be very few slieep, if the lambs were not taken care
of as lambs. ‘

“Feed my lambs.” Our Savior here presupposes the new
hirth through the “washing of regeneration,” Holy Baptism; for
by nature all of us, parerts and children, sheep and lambs, are
outside the spiritual fold. The Savior here then is speaking of
the little children that have been made His lambs through Bap-
tism. Then the Chief Shepherd in turn gives the lambs back
to us—itrue, they are no longer ours by rights; they are now
Christ’s lambs, entrusted te our care only. Therefore Christ’s

clear conmand ever resounds: “Teed my lambs. T have thought
" of them from eternity, T have bought them in time, I have sought
them and through the Means of Grace wrought the life of faith
in their hearts. TFeed now my lambs.”

The lambs of Christ are to he fed. Only life can he fed; but
life must be fed, else 1t will soon cease to he life. Is it not true
that all life, as we generally conceive of life, begins with a birth?
and is not that life conditioned by the food and care that it re-
ceives? If this vitally fundamental law of life is only seen and
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admitted—for then we dare hope that some tinie it will be prac-
ticed—we can continue our discussion with joyful hope. But if
this truth isn’t seen, or, if seen, suppressed,. then there is little
hope, then almost all is lost. We repeat once more, for it is so
important: Oh, that we would only apply the simple laws of
physical life to the spiritual Life of our children® If we only
would, but how many of us do? Verily, here too, “the children
of this world are in their generation wiser than the children of
light,”

Would not most parents feel terrible to hear that their
children were being underfed: physically? Fow quickly they
would take effective steps to supply this absolutely essential con-
dition for the bodily welfare of their little ones. But how often
do we find mothers and fathers among our church people who
are vitally concerned about the spiritual, eternal welfare of the
immortal souls of these same children, flesh of their flesh, and
blood of their blood? Verily, we are “of the earth, earthy.”

The feeding of life implies and demands repetition, and the
younger life, the greater the need of repetition. The child must
be fed often, not only once in a while, but again, and again, and
again. Nor is this oft-repeated feeding to be done in a haphazard
way. No, feeding also imphes regularity. We don’t feed a
normal child every hour one day, the next day perhaps only once.
the next two or three davs not at all, and then to make up for
past neglect, gorge the child with food again for a couple of days.
You are tempted to smile at such physical feeding; rather should
we weep over our manner of spiritual feeding.

A distinguished doctor once made the significant statement
that most of the stomach troubles that arise in later life may be
traced back to malnutrition in the days of childhood. And
may we not with like truth state that most of our spiritual and
church troubles may be traced back to spiritual maloutrition in
the days of childhood? Haven’t the brother pastors with a heavy
heart often felt that the spiritnal life created in Baptism had been
starved out of the child’s heart even before it presented itself
for Confirmation instruction?

“Feed by lambs.” The Greek word used here for lamb is
the diminutive for lamb, little lamb. And the verv -word lemk
at once suggests weakness, the most urgent need of solicitons
care.

Let us not, therefore, delude ourselves into Delieving that
surely there can he no haste here. Let us not give ear to this
lie from the father of lies. The little lambs must be fed as lamn:bs,
and delay here may cause damage that never can be repaired in
later life. Or is the late summer as favorable as early spring
for the sowing of seed? Or can the blacksmith just as well
wait until the iron has commenced to cool before shaping? Or
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the potter till the soft clay has set? In like manner, friends,
we must in the spiritual feeding of our children make use of
the golden hours of now, lest our hopes shall forever be buried
in the graveyard of mneglected opportunities. “The warp and
woof of Christian character are necessarily wrought out in the
school period of life, if at all. All know that ideas canuot be-
come the permanent possession of the world, unless they enter
through the doors of childhoad.” “If we are to stamp the
image of Christ on a child’s mind, it must be done in the early.
susceptible years.”

Do not the words “feed” and “lambs” clearly indicate and
select the proper schools for our children? Do not these terms .
place the true, spiritual evaluation upon the Sunday school, the
sumtner school, or the one hour a week school? We do not say
that these substitutes are entirely without value, but who among
us can, in the light of God’s word, seriously and conscientiously
maintain that such schools can properly and adequately feed our
- children, Christ’s little lambs? Peter never forgot this clear com-
mand, for he comes back to it again and again in his epistles.
May we never forget it!

11.
WHAT shall. Christ’s lambs be fed?

In this connection we are reminded of the famous actor’s
reply to a foolish preacher’s question: “What do you consider
the secret of your success as an actor?” he was asked by the
preacher. At once came the reply: ‘“The reason of my success
as an actor is this, that I have learned to play a fictitious part
as though it were real whereas I have noticed that you pleachcrb
often play a real part as though it were unreal.”

Surely there can be no qustion among us Lutheran Christians
as to what Christ’s lambs shall be fed. Have we in reality other
food than the word of God, “the bread of life come down from
heaven?” We have a saying that a man is what he eats. This
applies also to spiritual life. In fact, spiritual life is conditioned
by the word of God from beginning to end. Therefore our same
Peter later urgently admonishes, “As newborn bahes, desire the
sincere milk of the word, that ye may grow thereby.” And our
TLuther sums up everything in his clear, classic style by saving,
“For to feed the sheep is nothing but proclaiming to them the
word of God, that is, true faith.” As Christian shepherds,
parents, pastors, and teachers, we shall lead the lambs and the
sheep to the green pastures and the still waters of God’s word,
and not only “place the food before them,” as Dr. Ylvisaker
reminds us in his “De Fire Evangelier”, but “give them food,
wholesome, nourishing food in pure word and sacrament accord-
ing to the individual needs.”
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And why is it that the word of God alone can feed the soul?
Because His word is “spirit and life,” aye God Himself. In the
8lst Psalm God says, “Open thy mouth wide, and T will A1l it.”
I will be there in my word and speak to vou, And does not
Paul in the New Testament call the Gospel “the word of faith”?
On the strength of this divine statement Laache strildngly says:
“The glorified Savior is in the word—Christ Himself, not only
His doctrine, and Spirit, and power; He Himself is there, and
therefore He is in me, and I in Him.”

And {friends, should it demand such deep spiritual insight to
see .the fundamental and vital necessity of a thorough indoctrina-
tion of our children in the word of God? Does not this belong
to the very a. b. ¢’s of Christianity? And do not the very terms
used by God Himself to describe the word indicate this most
clearly and emphatically? “Seed of life,” “bread of life,” “light
of the world,” “word of reconciliation,” “power of God unto
salvation,” “sword of the Spirit,” etc.

And did not the Son of God die on the tree for the sins of
the whole world? And are not now all the merits of our Saviot’s
life and death brought to us in and through the word? And
does not God the Holy Ghost through this self-same word open
our hearts to accept the full and free salvation earned for ns all
by our Savior-Substitute? Or is not this true? But is not then
the WORD our “all in all,” the center and circumference, the
beginning, the continuation, and the crown of our spiritual life?
And should now this word be left out, or at best given a stb-
ordinate place in the nurturing of our children, Christ’s lambs?
When we do so, are we then playing a real part in a real way?

We remind you again of ‘the doctor’s significant statement.
that most of the stomach troubles of later life can be traced back
to malnutrition in the days of childhood. Malnutrition, not
caused necessarily by the lack of food, but by the lack of a proper
balance. We hear much in our keenly sensitive materialistic
age about a bhalanced food-diet for our children. But can we
call this a balanced soul-diet for Christ’s lambs Several hours
of the week devoted to stocking your child’s mind with interest-
ing knowledge concerning the geography of this world, and then
on top of all this huruedly crowd in a skimp half-hour at Sunday
school for instruction in the geography of the land that-lies above
the skies? Several hours a week to the study of language, in
order that our children might learn to master their mother-
tongue—and perhaps other tongues—and then just a few minites
a week in learning to speak the language of grace, the only
tongue that shall be spoken in heaven? As much time as pos-
sible, often vears and years, to the study of the book of man’s
mind, but as little time as possible to the study of the Book of
books, the only revelation of the mind of God to our salvation?
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Can we as Christians call this a balanced diet for our children?

And can any other school but the Christian day-school offer
such a balanced soul-diet to our children? While other schools
may produce intellectual giants, or even moral masters—outwardly
then-—yet there is only one power that can produce true, spiritual
character, and that power is the [7ord of God. Now parents as a
rule are much concerned about good schools for their children, and
it is not unusual to see parents moving from place to place, often at
a material loss, in order to secure such school advantages for their
children. Nor is it unusual, sad to say, to see the unspiritual
spectacle of Christian parents prlssmfr by, or despising in their
mental vanity the best school in the world, the school of the
Word, where God the' Father is the gupcnntendent God the
Holy Ghost the Instructor, and God’s Son. the Savior of the
world, the Life and the Light thereof! Friends, we may be
certain, that the schools that rank highest in the standards of the
world, have no accreditation in heaven.

Yes, all you say sounds good and well, but we have at close
range seen the workings of these schools that yvou in your zeal
speak so highly of. We have observed some of the products of.
stich schools, and 50 far from being a credit to their Savior and
His Church, several of them have been disgraces. And nothing
that you have said or can say shall alter the true condition of af-
fairs. With sorrow we admit that there is truth, some truth, in
what you say, but dare you follow vour statements out to their
logical conclusions. Would you, for example, urge the covering
up of the cross of Christ to the eyes of a sinful world. becanse
humanity in general crucifies the Son of God afresh? Or would
you urge the converting of our churches into club-houses, be-
cause some church-members, and even pastors live just like the
world? Or because some people in later years take their own
life by committing suicide, would you on that account discourage
the future physical feeding of your children?

Instead, therefore, of criticizing God’s accredited schools of
the Word, will you not rather reexamine the relation of your
sotil-life to this same word of God? Has not the word been the
greatest power in your life? What was it that first bronght you
to see your helpless, lost condition, if not the word of the Lamb?
And. then, what was it that brought you to see the glorious grace
of God in Christ Jesus, your Savior, if not the word of the
Gospel?  Ts not, therefore, the WORD your light in darkness,
your comfort in sorrow, your strength in weakness, your sword in
battle, your life in death? And what other plea will you urge
before the judgment-throne of the Holy God in heaven than this
same word of grace, which assures to you the merits of vour
Savior? Surely then you won’t want to deprive your children
of a rich measure of this same treasure-word! For, as Luther
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urges again and again, “We can be assured of a tCertainty that
the soul can be without everything except God’s word, and with-
out that it has profit of nothing.”

As Lutherans, therefore, we must ever insist upon - the
thorough word- feeding of our children, whom we are to bring up,
not for the kingdom of this world, but for the kingdom of heaven.
When we cease to do this, we are no longer true- Lutherans, no
matter how much we may bhoast of that name. For Lutherans
are word Christians, and when we cease to feed the word of
God, we at once leave the very foundation and condition of our
faith ; then we deny in reality the way of salvation, and the ef-
ficacy of the Means of Grace; we hecome “svarmere,” who rely
in the last instance upon the spirit of chance, instead of upon the

Spirit of God, Who works in and through the word.

It does not surprise us, then, to find that Luther, our spiritual
father, was an ardent champion of elementary Christian educa-
tion. Hear how powerfully he pleads: “I would advise no one
to send his child to a school where the word of God is not in
supreme control, and is taught unceasingly, lest the child’s soul
perish.” And in his zeal he even went so far as to urge the
placing of the sign “a den of thieves” over every institution of
learning where the word of God was excluded. But in spite of
all this, is it not a fact of common ohservance to see those who
glory, ’tis true in Luther’s name, people who in the heat of
doctrinal warfare are apparently willing to sacrifice all things
for the truth of God’s word, but who later on are not only un-
willing to sacrifice anything to preserve that same truth, but even
turn their weapons against those who are sacrificing and fighting
for adequate instruction for their children in this word of truth?
Is not that to begin in the Spirit, but to finish in the flesh? Cf.
Gal. 3, 3.

No, as long as there are true Lutherans, strong, mature,
“erkjendelsesrike” T.utherans among us, so long will our God-
given leader’s fervent, courageous, almost militant voice be heard
above the dust and din of this earth: “I will speak and not be
silent, as long as I live, until the tighteousness of Christ shall go
forth as hrlghtpess, and T want to tell you, my friends, with all

boldnes and confidence, that if you obey me in this matter {Luther
is pleading for Christian Schools for the children) vou un-
doubtedly are not obeying me but Christ, and whosoever will not
obey me, does not despise me, but Christ.”
LOAN
WHO shall feed the lambs of Christ?

Here too our text answers in ho uncettain terms. “‘Jesus
saith to Simon Peter, Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me more
than these?* Three times Christ asks, “lovest thou me?” DBut
one conclusion can he drawn: Only Christ’s disciples, those who
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love Christ, shall feed His lamibs. Christ has never commissioned
the State—though we fully recognize the right and duty of the
State to educate those who otherwise would grow up as jlliterate,
and therefore undesirable citizens, aye as Christians it is God’s
will that we should implore Him to bless the State also in this
work—Dbut never has Ged commanded the State or any other in-
stitution to teach IHis lambs. On the contrary, His word abounds
with clear commands and precious promises to His individual
Christians, especially parents then, and to the gathering of His
Christians into congregations. “And these words, which I com-
mand thee this day, shall be in thine heart: and thou shalt teach
them diligently unto thy children, and shalt talk of them when
thou sttest in thine house, and when thou walkest by the way,
and when thou liest down, and when thou risest up.” Dent.
6, 6—7. ‘“Teaching them to observe all things whatsoever I
have commanded you.” Matt 28 20. “And, ve fathers, .
bring up vour children in the nurture and admoniton of the
Lord” Eph. 6, 4. And our text. “Feed my lambs.”

First of all, love for our children should prompt such feed-
ing. And should it be so dfficult for us to love our children, our
own flesh and blood? “For no one ever yet hated his own
flesh; but nourisheth and cherisheth it, even as the Lord the
church.” Eph. 5, 29. In temporal things there is usually no
need of inducements to love our children, bitt how slow and
sluggish we all ate in our spiritual concern for them. But power-
ful as the triie love for our children should promnt us to feed
Christ’s lambs, still more powerful a motive should the love of
Christ be, our love to Christ, but even above that Christ’s all-
constraining love to us,. unworthy sinners.

“Simon. son of Jonas, lovest thou me?” It is very significant
that Christ here makes use of the word for love that indicate and
demands strong. fervent love. Such love is needed if we are to
really feed Christ’s lambs. Later, in speaking of the sheep, the
Master uses a milder word for Iove, a word that indicates a
deire, a longing to love, as much as to say, it takes less fervency
of love to feed the sheep than the lambs. And what pastor
doesn’t find it comparatively easier and more pleasant to preach
to his flock on Sunday than to thoroughly instruct the children
during the week?

“Simon, son of Jonas, lovest thou me more than these?”
Christ hereby undoubtedly refers first of all to Peter’s boasted
more-than-the-others devotion to the Savior. But are we stretch-
ing the application too far when we include also other things in
the comparative “more than these ?”” “Lovest thou me more than”
public opinion, be it scorn or commendation, “lovest thou me
more than” goods and gold, “more than” success and sacrifice,
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“lovest thon me more than these,” then “feed my lambs.” Just
you and no one else is to feed my lambs.

But all that you have urged throughout your whole paper can
just as well, aye far better, apply only to’the home. True,
but what is a school but a number of families together? And
what scriptural right do we have to entrust our children to any
institution that does nct continue to build on the foundation of
our home, in other words, to a place where Christ’s lambs are
not fed. If your home is not a Christian home—and we fear that
there are all too many such within the very shadows of our
churches—then we have little to say, then exhortation and ad-
monition will he in vain; but if your home is a Christian home,
and you stil send vour children to an institution where only
the mind is fed, are you not continuing to hbuild on the only
foundation, “which is Jesus Christ,” “with hay and stubble?”
1 Cor. 3, 1112,

Christian mothers and fathers, Oh, that you would rise in
vour love and in your might, and, by the grace of God, resolve-
“Qur children shall at no cost be deprived of a full measure of
what our Savior has called “the one thing needful.” If we
cannot leave them a piece of property, not a foot of ground, we
will leave them the certain hope of the heavenly mansions in the
land of eternity. Tf we can leave them no gold or silver, we will
leave them that which is wotth far more than fine gold, God’s
word and Luther’s doctrine pure.” If we canuot leave our children
a memory honored by the vain world, we will leave them that
whicly is far better, the memory of a mother and father whose
names are honoted in heaven, whose worls of love and sacrifice
for the word of God do follow them. Cf. Rev. 14, 13.

Oh, the glory of it! To minister in true love to Christ’s
lambs, our own children, to feed their souls with “the bread of
life come down from heaven,” to guide them on the perilous way
to the promised land, to train them in the skillful use of “the
sword of the Spirit,” that they might vanquish all their dread
enemies with the victorious watchword, “It is written;” and then,
at last, to meet them at the golden gates of the heavenly fold,
where we can joyfully deliver them over into the loving hands
of the Chief Shepherd with the exclamation of triumph, “Here
am I, and the lambs which thou gavest me to feed!” What a
meeting that will be!
' Justin A, Petersen.
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What shall the lambs be fed?

Lambs must have milk. They can not do without it. There
is no substitute for pure milk. It is easy to digest and contains
all the food elements that are needed for the nourishment and
development of a growing lamh. Ior the lambs of Christ there
is only one food that will do: the unadulterated milk of the
Word. As newborn babes long and cry for their milk and grow
thereby to become strong men and women so the children of
God, newly born in holy Baptisni should have the pure milk of
the Word set before them that they may grow thereby in knowl-
edge and faith unto salvation. To feed the sheep, is nothing
but proclaiming to them the Word of God, says Luther. By
the “milk of the Word” we mean the chief teachings of God’s
Word as we have them presented to us, for instance in Luther’s
Small Catechism,

The one and only purpose of Holy Scripture is to make us
“wise unto salvation through faith which is in Christ Jesus.”
This saving faith was engendered in the hearts of our little
children through holy Baptism, but now it must also be nourished,
strengthened, and preserved as they advance in vears. That can
not be done in any other way than by teaching them the Word of
God. Most emphatically Holy Writ, again and again impresses
upon us the paramount importance of teaching children the Word
of God. In His last great commission to His church, Our
Savior did not only say: “Go ye and make disciples of all nations,
baptizing them in the name of the Father and of the Son and
of the Holy Ghost,” but He also added these significant words:
“and teaching them to observe all things whatsoever 1 have com-
manded you.” Deut. 6. 6, 7: “And these words which I com-
mand thee this day, shall be in thine heart: And thou shalt teach
them diligently unto thy children, and ‘shalt talk of them when
thou sittest in thine house, and when thou walkest by the way, -
and when thou liest down, and when thou risest up.” Ps. 78,
© 5—7. “For he established a testimony in Jacob, and appointed
a law in Israel, which he commanded our fathers, that they
should make them known to their children: That the generation
to come might know them, even the children which should be
born; who should arise and declare them to their children: That
they might set their hope in God, and not forget the works of
God, but keep his commandments.” Eph. 6, 4, “And, ye fathers;: :
provoke not your children to wrath: but bring them up in the .
nurture and admonition of the Lord.”

Notice that Jesus says: “My lambs.” They belong to Him,
He is their shepherd, their teacher, their guide, their leader.
Therefore it is His ofiice to feed them. But now Jesus comes
to us and blesses us and feeds our souls only through His Word.
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Little lambs of Jesus can be properly fed only when they are
brought to Him. Hence alse the urgent request of the Savior:
“Suffer the little children to come unto me.” ~ He says of His
sheep: “They hear my voice.” They must learn to know His
voice. We can not feed them; we can only bring them to Jesus
so that He may feed them by making Himself known unto them
as their Shepherd and Redeemer. In order that they may thus
be brought to Jesus, it is necessary that they be taught the law
of God so that they be led to a knowledge of their sin and cor-
ruption and the divine curse under which it places them. “The
law is our school-master to bring us unto Christ.” It’s main
purpose is to show them: their need of a Savior. But abave all
must they come to a knowledge of Christ as their Redeemer, who
atoned for their guilt, imparted and sealed God’s favor to them
in holy Baptism, daily cleanses them from their sins by His blood,
and adorns them with the garments of His merits, so that they
stand justified before God; a crown of imperishable glory being
reserved for them in heaven. Thus they grow in the knowledge
of Christ, so that He hecomes more precions to them day by
day; thus they have their faith nourished and strengthened and
their hope of heaven confirmed. Thus they grow up into Him in
all things, which is the head, even Christ. (Eph. 4, 15). At the
same time they learn to distinguish between truth and error, so
that they are not carried abont by every wind of doctrine. They
will follow Jesus only: for they know His voice, “And a stranger
will they not follow, but will flee from him: for they know not
the voice of strangers.” Grounded in the saving truths, thev
are prepared to give a reason of the hope that is in them and
contend for the faith once delivered to the saints. The love of
God being shed abroad in their hearts, they delight to live in
prayerful communion with im and to do what is pleasing to
Him. Spusning the principles and the ways of the world and of
erring Christians, they permit themselves to be governed by
God’s Word alone and by word and deed reprove the works of
darkness. Then little children are brought up in the nurture and
admonition of the Lord ; thus they are fed by their Good Shepherd.

And this feeding must not be done spasmodically. That will
never do. A child that shall grow and develop normally must
have frequent and regular nourishment. An irregular diet will
soon show itself in the undernourishment of the body. And so
the spiritual life of a lamb of Christ must receive constant and
regular nourishment in order that it may continue to live, to
grow and develop. A brief half hour on Sunday, a few weeks
of intensive feeding during the vacation months, will not answer
the purpose. ‘

A lamb of Christ should constantly be with Him, be led hy
Him, hear His voice, be fed by Him. Never should it be allowed
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to stray away from “the green pastures and the still waters of
His Word.” How can this be accomplished? Under our condi-
tions the Christian day-school is without doubt the best means
to this end. There is no institittion which so well provides food
for the lambs of Christ. For here the entire instruction, also
that in the secular branches, is permeated by the Word of God.
True, we desire our children to be fit for the duties and pursuits
of this life, we do not intend our children to neglect the studies
of the public school: arithmetic, geography, reading, etc. We
want to develop their intellect and increase their knowledge. But
above all we want them to solve the Biblical problem in profit and
loss. “What is a man profited, if he gain the whale world and
lose his own soul?”’ Gain the world, lose his soul.  'What is the
profit? We would have them study geography, we would have
them know about the mountains, the rivers, the oceans, the cities,
but acbve all we would have them look to the hills whence cometh
our help, the rivers, the oceans of God’s love in Christ Jesus, and
we want them to know about Jernsalem, the Golden City, and
the way that leads thereto. So while we give our children the
instruction that they need for this life, we always want to bear
in mind that the main thing is to feed their souls, and all in-
struction, also that in the secular branches, should be subservient
to this object.

Our children are not only in need of knowledge; they must
also be trained. They must not only learn to know the true
way, but they must also be taught to walk in that way. They
are constantly in need of reproof, correction, encouragement, ad-
monition. “Teach them to observe all things whatsoever T have
commanded vou,” says the Savior. Their old Adam must be
drowned, their evil inclinations must be restrained. In other
words, they should constantly he under Christian discipline which
is nothing else than to apply to them the words of God according
to their needs.

Oh, what wonderful fruits we would reap, if the lambs of
Christ were thus brought up on the sincere milk of the Word;
were constantly at home and in Christian schools under the care
and guidancz of their Good Shepherd to whom they were given
in Holy Baptism.

You do not want to deprive your children of the food that
they need for their bodily life. You would rather starve vour-
self than have your children starve. Should you then want to
deprive their precious souls of the heavenly manna? Should
you not be willing to bring the greatest sacrifices and to over-
come the hardest obstacles in order that their Good Shepherd
may make them to lie down in the green pastures and lead them
beside the still waters and finally gather them safely. within His
heavenly sheepfold? L. 5. Guttebg,
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Chrlst s Clear Command to His Disciples:
“Feed my Lambs”
John 21, 15.

L

‘Who shall be fed? Lambs. Christ’s Lambs.

Three tunes Jesus asked Peter: “Lovest thou me?” Three
times Peter gave the earnest and sincere answer that He, the al-
knowing God, knew that he loved him. After the first answer
Christ gave the command: “Feed my lambs.” After the other
two: “Feed my sheep.”

Note this that the very first command He gave was, “Feed
my lembs,” note this for this was a command given, not only to
- Peter but to you, to me, to every one who loves Christ. Our

love to Christ shall spur us on to feed His flock, and we shall
begin with the lamhs as He teaches us here.

But who are the lambs? From John 10 we learn that His
sheep are the believers He says: “My sheep hear my voice,

 and I know them, and they follow me. And I give unto them

eternal life.”” His lambs, then, are the little children who have
become His through baptism.

In Mark 10 Jesus also gives this loving command: “Suffer
the little children to come unto me, and forhid them not; for of
such is the kingdom of God.”

a) These lambs arz vour children, Dear fathers, mothers,
the most precious gift God has intrusted to your care, are your
children. He has given you many other gifts. He has given
you money and property, houses and homes. But all that will
perish. All that you must leave behind when you die. But your
children vou will not leave behind. They will follow vou into
eternity. Your children, have not only a body, created most
wonderfully by the almighty God, but they have a soul. A soul
that is immortal. A soul that will contintle to live when the
body dies A soul that on the last day, the day of judgment will
be reunited with their bodies. Your children, your boys and

your girls, will on that Jast day he placed, either on Christ’s right

hand or His left. They shall then hear, either these joyful
words: “Come, ye blessed of my Father, inherit the kingdom
prepared for you from the foundation of the world.” Or these
dreadful words: “Depart from me ye cursed into everlasting
fire, prepared for the devil and his angels.”

Yes, your children, your boys, your girls, will then depart
either into “everlasting pumshment or they will enter into “life

eternal.”
You love your children with a most tender love. How does
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it not pain you when your children are sick and suffering! How
does it not pierce your heatt when they cry in pain. How do
you not heartily sympathize with them when it happens, f. ex.
that they come home {rom school or from play crying, possibly
bleeding, because they have been mistreated by their playmates!
Can you theu bear the thought that any of these your children
shall spend the endless, yes the endless eternity, in the place
where there shall be eternal weeping and gnashing of teeth? In
the place “Where the worm dieth not and- the fire is not
quenched?” Can you bear the thought that any of your children,
when they die, shall, like the rich man, open their eyes in hell,
where they everlastingly shall be tormented in that flame?

No, you can not. Would yout not then do everything in your
power to save your children from this most dreadful fate, that
they instead may, during all eternity, enjoy the wonderful bliss
of heaven? Would you not gladly offer up every cent that vou
have, if that was necessary, and suffer every inconvenience, if
that was required?

Dear parents,—let me appeal particularly to you fathers and
mothers in the second division. You will hear that this is some-
thing which concerns not only the parents, but the entire congre-
gation, all those who love Jesus. Dear fathers, mothers, the main
reason why God has intrusted children to your care, is that you
shall care for their spiritual welfare, that you shall care for them
in such a way that they will not be condemned, but saved. For
the Lord says: “Our conversation is in heaven,” (Phil. 3, 20),
not on earth. For this reason He commands you to bring up
your children in the “nurture and the admonition of the Lord.”
{Eph. 6, 4). He says: “Seek ve first the kingdom of God and
His righteousness: and all these things shall be added to you.”
Matt. 6, 33. Are you doing this? What is it that you first of all
seek for your children? Ts it their bodily or spiritual welfare?
What is it that you first of all seek to prepare them for? Ts it
this life, or is it for the life to come? What is it you are spend-
ing the most money for? Ts it for their bodily life, or is it for
their spiritual life? Are you sending your children to the state
schools 8—9 months of the year, where they are prepared for
this life only, where they cannot be taught anything coucerning
the kingdom of God and His righteousness? Are vou, possibly
sending them to Sunday schools, where they one day in the week,
and one hour or less during that day receive instruction con-
cerning the one thing needful? Or are you sending them to
summer school, during the vacation, during the hottest part of
the summer, when it is exceedingly difficult for children and
teachers to do their hest? Ts that to seek first the kingdom of
God and Tis righteousness? Is not that to seek first the things
of this world, trusting that the kingdom of God shall be added
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to you? Are you not also thereby leaving the impression with
yvour children for them to carry through their life, that what one
first of all shall strive to obtain, are things pertaining to this
world, and that the kingdom of God shall be a side-issue?

Or do you besides sending them to the state schoals to be
prepared for this life, which also is of importance, teach your
children at home concerning the kingdom of God and His righte-
ousness? Do you do this every day, many times a day, regularly,
constantly? Do you live up to the command of God in Deut. 6,
6. 7.: “And these words which I command thee this day, shall be
in thine lieart: And thou shalt teach them diligently unto thy
children, and shall talk of them, when thou sittest in thine hotise,
and when thou walkest on the way, and when thou liest down, and
when thou risest up.” Do you do this? If not, you need the
Christian day-school where the teacher, in your stead, will talk
to your children about these things many times a day, where
your child’s entire education will be under the guidance of God’s
Word.

But it costs money. It may be very inconvenient. You may
incur the ill will and even persecution of many of your fellow
men. What does that all matter when the question is to live up
to the command of God regarding vour children? What does it
matter when the question is to save your child from spending
eternity in the fire of hell that it instead may gain the eternal joys
of heaven?

Would you not be willing to offer up all things to save vour
child? A brother pastor told me a short time ago of a father
who had a wayward son. As the prodigal son, he had left his
heavenly Father. All admonitions seemed in vain. At last the
sonn landed in the state prison. My friend then went to sée the
father of this boy, expecting to find him bowed down in the
deepest grief of sorrow. To his surprise he found him in good
cheer, for now, the father said in explanation, I believe the Lord
will find him. And he did. Behind the prison bars his wayward
son, by the wonderful grace of God, returned to his. Savior and
became an instrument in bringing other prisoners to Christ. Now
even the great dishonor and sorrow that the son was cast into
prison, did not matter for the father, if only his boy was saved.

This should be our attitude. Nothing should matter, if only
we and our children become so grounded and rooted in God’s
Word that we may overcome the temptations of Satan, that we
may remain n faith, that we may be saved for heaven. How
does a tree become rooted and grounded, strong and mighty, able
to stand against all manner of storms? It begins with the seed-
ling, with the twig. TFrom the very beginning it must constantly,
day after day, year after year, receive strength from the ground.
Constantly it must be under the influence of sunshine and rain.
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So in spiritual matters. Now miore than ever it is necessary that
our children become rooted and grounded in faith that they may
be able to withstand the many stornis of temptations in the world.
From the time they are little children they must constantly, daily,
many times a day draw strength from the wonderful store-
house, the Word of God, and thus become rooted and grounded
in their faith. Is it not, then. necessary to have a Christian day-
school? What does it matter if it costs money. What does it
matter if we suffer the ill will and persecution of the world.
What does it all matter if only our children are saved!

b) But Christ says: *‘Feed my lambs.” They are not only
vours. They are His. Yes, above all they are His. They have
only been intrusted to your care. They are His, because He has
made them: “Fearfully and wonderfully,” (Ps. 139). They
are His, because He has redeemed them with His life blood. You
love your children. It hurts you to see them suffer. You can-.
not bear the thought that they be cast into hell. God the Father
in heaven has an only begotten Son. This Son He loves a
thousand times more than it is possible for you to love your
children. Tor God is love. Any love that you have is only a
tiny spark of that great flame of love in God. And still He gave
that only begotten Son to live a whole life in suffering for your
sake and for the sake of vour children. The torments were so
great, so dreadful that His sweat became as blood and fell upon
the ground. He gave this His only begotten Son to be shamefully
mistreated by His enemies, to be spitted on, to be hit in the face,
to be mocked, to be crowned with thorns, to be nailed to the cross
there, to die slowly the most painful death. God the Father gave
His only begotten Son to suffer all this, and to die this painful
and shameful death in order to save you and your children from
“eternal suffering, O, how He must love you and your children!
What a world of meaning is not contained in this verse of the
Bible, John 3, 16: “God so loved the world, that He gawve His
only begotten Son, that whosoever believeth in Him should not
perish, but have everlasting life.”

By this His redemptive work that cost Him so much, so much
pain, and such a dreadful death, He has procured full salvation
for you and your children. Surely, you have been “bought with
a price,” (1 Cor. G, 20). And this salvation which cost T1im
his life blood, He gave to vour children in baptism. They be-
came His. He had beught them with a price. And now He
gave them over to vou, fathers and mothers and congregation,
that you should take care of them for Him, to take care of them
in such a way.that they do not lose this precious gift of salvation
which cost FHlim His life blood. He gave them over to you thar
you should feed these His lambs. If you neglect this duty, they
may die of starvation, die the spiritual death. - That means they
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will lose the wonderful gift of salvation. Christ will have died
for them in vain. Their soul will be required of your hand.
But if you conscientiously, diligently, regularly give your
children that spiritual food, if you partake of it yourself, if you,
by the grace of God, remain steadfast unto the end, you can on
that last great day, surrounded by your children, say with jov:
“Here I am, and the children which God hath given me.” O,
may (od give us grace to feed IHis Lambs. Amen.
0. M. Gullerud.
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BValg af trufteed for tre aar: Edmwarh N, Edwards og G. A,
Gulliafon. ;

fomite il af forberede Hl neefle ngde jogen angaacnde bifita-
torer: . M. Tiernagel, The. Anderfon, & S. Guttebd. Hr. John
Farde og Neld Spangelo.

Repreefentant til Synodalfonfevenion dette aar: €. A. Wold-
ftab; fuppleant, §5. €. Fhoen. ‘

Sudbberetniuner fra ftanende Fomifeer.
Subremisfion:

Qomiteent for inbremisdfion DHav t aavetd [gb holbt fleve meder.
Ten forrige Tomite favbde giort alle bevilgninger fer det afiluttehe
fiffalaor (1925—1926). Qomiteen mantte bog fpie flere benilg-
ningev til." Bi taffer @ub, at ban har aabnet bjerterne foa, at vi
oafaa inatr Funde afflutte regnifaberne uden giceld. "

Somiteen udftedte fald til to nye arbeibere; fandidat Erling
Dvisafer HI Eaft Madifon og fonbdidbat Jojeph N, Runholt Hl Wiin-
neapolis, XA Molditad, fefr.

Report of the Foreign Mission Committee:
On all hands our missionaries report wide doors and golden
opportunities, if sufficient funds and workers coud be supplied.
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But it has been a discouraging thing to see the deficit in the
Foreign Mission treasury steadily iucrease, so that it at present
amounts to approximately $100,000.00. At the recent Delegate -
Convention of the Missouri Synod, held this month in St. Louis,
Mao., it was, however, resolved to include this debt in the general
budget of the Synod; and it was furthermore resloved to appro-
priate the huge sum of $343,000.00 in addition to the regular
budget allowance for current expenses, to be used for the pur-
chase of land and the erection of buildings on the mission field.
One-third of this money was set aside for India, two-thirds for
China. We would urge our members to contribute generously
toward this fund.

It will be a cause for gratification to the members of our
Synod to know that another worker has gone out from our circle,
this time to India. Miss Anena Christensen, a graduate of Luth-
eran Normal School. Sioux Falls, 1915, after four years in the
Madagascar Mission, severed her connections with the Norwegian
Lutheran Church of America for reasons of conscience. She has
spent the past two vears in the United States, during which time
she has completed the work for the B. A. degree at the University
of Minnesota, Alfer a colloquy with Director Brand, she was
recommended to the Board for work in India, and was com-
missioned in Fairview Lutheran Church the second Sunday after
Easter. She sails from New York on the 26th of June, arriving
in Bombay on the 30th of July, and will at once go to the field
assigned for Yer at Ambur. [.et s remember her in our prayers,
and let her work in India be a new bond connecting us the more
intimately with this mission.

The committee of five, elected by the Synod last vear, has held
two joint meetings. Other conferences have been held. This
romunittee can hardly do more than to acquaint itself with the
work which is being done in the various missions, toward the
support of which our members are contributing, and to try to
spread this information to the members of the Synod. We hope
that this may be done more systematically than has been the
case hitherto. Important questions are being discussed at this
time affecting particularly the China Mission, and the represen-
tative of the Norwegian Synod attended a plenary session of the
Foreign Mission Doard of the Missouri Synod, June 16—17 to
take part in the discussion. Director Drand is now on his way
to China where he will meet with the conference of missionaries
and deliberate further.

May God gnide and keep our Foreign Missions and make us
fervent in faith and ready to do the Lord’s bidding for the mil-
lions who do not have the comfort of the gospel.

On behalf of the Committec on Foreign Missions,
S, C. ¥Ylvisaker, Chairman,
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Boarmbiertinfebsauftalter:

Romiteen for barmbjertighedsomitalter har underfagt de tilbud
om gaber 1 form af landeienbomnre, jom bled frembragt unber jidjte
aar3 fgnobempde og fondt, nt den iFfe funde obvertage eienbommene.

Nibert Hanfon, & € & Hujpo,
. Ingebritfon.
Meninhevasifolen:

Romiteen Doldt 1 aavets [8b io mpder. Noget arbeide blev ub-
fort ved forrejponbanfe. Ter brined 7 Frijtelige barneftoler inben
vort famfund,  Fem af di&fc var menighedbsifoler, medens 2 var
private foretagender. En af disfe er nu overtaget af menighehen,
bior ben holdted.  Bethany wentghed ved Storn City, Jowa, bil
til Doften opretie en ffole. Flere bor falge bette cfsempel.

Jadteeglerne 1 et jorlpbue anv Gav baffet alle udgifter. Dog
opfordree fomiteen til rigelig yoelfe til denne jag. FTo ffoler har i
fidjte aav erholdt jtatte fra jfolefadfen: Bor Jrelferd menighed,
Princeton og BVor Freljers menigbed. bert Lea. SFomiteen har
efter grundig overveielfe lobet Vetharia menighed financiel Hjeely
til opfgrelie of et jfolehus. O, M Gullerud,

oy

X Peterfon, Oadcar Levorfon

- Report of the Board of Education.

The Board of Education has held two meetings in the course
of the year. The first of these was held at Lime Creek parsonage
on Sept. 21, 1925.  All members of the Board were present with
the exception of Mr. Johnson of Nicollet congregation.

At this meeting applications for student aid were considered
and granted. Aid was promised student Runholt at Concordia
Seminary, St. Louis, Mo., Monrad Gullerud at Concordia Col-
lege, St. Paul, and Miss Inez Skogen at Dr. Martin Luther Col-
lege, New Ulm.

Possible candidates for the professorship at Comncordia Col-
lege were considered.

The secretary of the Beard was instructed to assemble the
minutes of all former hoard meetings and to record them in a
suitable book of records, which he was authorized to purchase.

The second meeting of the Board was held at Concordia Col-
lege, St. Paul, on Jan. 13, 1926. At this meeting all members
of the Board were again present with the exception of Mr. John-
son. Rev. Chr. Anderson was present as an advisory member of
this meeting.

At this meeting student aid for Albert Strand at Concordia
Seminary, St. Louis, was considered and granted. A call was
extended to Prof. Holden M. Olsen as professor at Concordia
College, St. Paul.
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Sufficient funds have been forthcoming in the course of the
year to meet all demands for student aid.

Individual members of the Board have visited the classes and
observed the work carried on both at Concordia College and Dr.
Martin Luther College, and were satisfied that the work done was
most satisfactory. They were furthermore pleased to find that
our students as a whole at these institutions were doing creditable
worlk.

The past year 11 students from our Synod have attended Dr.
Martin Luther College, 14 have been in attendance at Concordia
Colege, and 4 students have been studyving theology at Concordia
Seminary, Two of these were graduated from the Seminary.

N. A. Madson, Chairman,
M. F. Monmumsen, secretary.
Concordie. College, 5t, Paul: ‘

During the school year 1925-—1926, 286 boys have been en-
rolled at Concordia College. Tnurteen of these are Norwegian.
Nomne of our boys finished the course this year. The boys from
our Synod were members of the following classes: Sophomore
College 1; Freshman College 3: Senior (Highschool) 3; Junior
1; Sophomore 4; Freshman 2.

One boy has been aided by the Synod to the extent of $100.00.
Several congregations have sent food and money to the PFoard-
ing Club.

The date of opening this fall has not been set. A new Ser-
vice Building is to he constructed this sumimer at the cost of ap-
proximately $145000.00. The building will contain a dining
hall, quarters for the steward and a well equipped hospital. An
appropriation of $3,000.00 has also been received for laboratory
equipment.

Oliver Harstad.
Dy. Maptin Luther College, New Ulm:

The past school year began Sept. 2nd, 1925, and closed on
June 15th, 1926.

During the past year 261 students were enrolled. Of these
152 boys and 109 girls, - The Normal Department had an enroll-
ment of 41, and the High School Department had 220.

Eleven students were enrolled in the } Norwegian classes this
past year. Ten of these stayed with us to the end of the schnaol
vear. One was forced to discontinue on account of illness. These
students were divided among the following classes: First year
Normal 2; Twelth Grade 4; Eleventhh Grade 4; and Tenth Grade
1; Nine of them intend to hecome teachers, while 2 seek a general
education.

Early in February Prof. S. Duin, our assistant teacher in
music for the past two years, was forced to undergo an opera-
tion for gall stones, He recovered quite rapidly and after Easter
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was able to resume his work. Socon, however, a second operation
became necessary. This he survived by only a few hours,

Temporary arrangements were made for carrying on Prof.
Duin’s work.

An addition to our Boys’ Dormitory is nearly completed. On
next Sunday. June 27th, it will be dedicated. This addition, built
at the cost of about $40,000.00, will furnish study and sleeping
quarters for 60 boys. Respectfully,

. Oscar Levorson.
Church Grtenfion:

Qomiteen Doldt 3 mader 1 aaretd Igh og bebilget fglgende laan:
1) il Eaft Madifon IMisfion, Madifon, Wis., $2,000.00, beftemt
fil firfebygning. 2) il Fivit Quiheran Congregation, Mapville,
M. Dat., $2,000.00, il b of Frfe. .3) Til Scarville menighed,
@carbiIIe, Ja., $600.00, fornpelfe aof Taan. 4) il Warochial
School ABjociation, Bethany Congregation. Story €ity, Jowa,
$500.00, il folehusd. Der treenges mere penge i denmne fadfe, der-
fom alle menigheber, jom treenger BHicelp, {fal faa den.

X G Thoen, €. M. Cdwards,
A Stephans.
Finanjerne:

% det forlgbne aar bar finansfomiteen havt et mpbe. Den ud-
atbeidet da et overflag over hoad der vilde treenged for de foritiel-
Tige fadfer 1 det fommende aar og fammte blep fenbt il prefterne. €n
ffrivelie blew forfattet og tryft 1 vort Firfeblad. X den blen blanbdt
andet Dabidsd ord il J8raeld bprn, den gang da midler ffulde jam-
led il templetd bygning, rettet til vort firfefolt: ,Hvo er nu villig
il at fulde jin Haand ibag for Herren?” Lort folf Har fvavet bed
at pode rigelig il vor firfes gigremaal, jaa vi ogfaa dette aar Hav
unbdgaaet at itifte gield. $erover bpr vi gleede 08 og taffe Gubd.

Romiteen vil Henlede opmerfjornbheden paa Synodend bellntning
faalpdende: ,Maar nne bevilgninger ffal gigred, ber finansfomi-
teen faavidt muligt raadjpsrges.” Dette er en gabnlig bellutning
og bgr iagtteges. Derfom finansdtomiteen finder, at den iffe fan
godFienbe en Dbebilgning, fom er gjort, bar tilbgrlige henfyn taged
il bend indbendinger.

€. $anjen, paa fomiteens begne.
Requffaberne:

Eynodefasien.

S fadfen ifte mai 1925, ... ... ... ... $ 913.61
BIDLAG « oo r oo s 1,877.45
FIDeNDE .. e 1,628.10
Trhfning og ubdgifter .. . ... ... . $2,664.25
rpfning (Quth. Spnod Vool Eo.). ... .. : 42.50
Rev. @. A, Gullizfon, uhglftel .......... 82.75
Rev. Ehr. Ynderfon, K, R. felreteer...... 25.00



Sehemind Tiernagel, ubgifter
€. 9. Edwards, udgifter
Zelephone mesfages
@hect veturned ... .. ... ...

Tilffud il leeverlgnstadfen. ........... .
Gtationery, ftamps, boftal cavds, ete... ..

T Tadjen 1fte mai 1926

..........

..............

.................

...............

15.00
17.46
2.00
3.00
38.08
11.28
1,517.84

$4,419.16

‘ Lererlpnstasien.
Bdrag ... $1,661,92

Zilffud fra Synodetadfen.............. 38.08 -

Rep, Fr. Naudt, &t Paul, Minn

$4,419.16

1-000.00

PBrof. €. NR. Bliejernicht, Jterw Uim. Minn. 700.00
. $1,700.00 $1,700.00
MenighedaifolcEnsion,

XN tadfen 1fte mai 1925, .. ..........., ¥ .29

BIDTAG « v i v i e 473.95
Mev, N, A, Wabdjor, Princeton, Vinn.. .. 200.00
PRev, € F. Duill, Abert Lea, Minn.. .. . 200.00
9. 3. Qevorfon, fadferer Somber mgh.. ... 19.50
&. Q. Tosfen, fadferer Lime Creef mgh. 2.50
X Yagfen 1ffe mal 1926, .............. 4217
$ 47417 $ 47417

Sudremisiion,

X tagfen 1fte mat 1925............. .. $ 315.67

BIdrag . ... e 7,665.27
Raft. &. €. Maller .................. 1,380.65
Paft, € Hanfen. ... ... ... ... 441.00
Bor Frelfers mglh., lbert Lea, Minn.. .. 900.00
Menigheden i Suttond Bay, Wich.. ... .. 360.00
lite Evanger mgh., Fectile, Diun.. ... .. 675.00
- Wor Freljerd mah.. MNeir Hepe, Wis.. .. .. 700,00
Menigheden 1 Holton, Mich.. .. .. e 275.00
Paft. John Hendrickd. ... ... 131.73
&t. Qufad mgh., Chicage, JM........... 825.00

Paft. S. €. Npidafer, til misfion 1 Peadi-

for, W8, ... ... 846,68
Menigheden i Milnor, M. Taf.. .. .... ... 275 00
Menigheden 1 Simeoe, W Dat.......... 275 00
Menigheden 1 Searville, Ja............ 150.00
Raft. X A, Moldftad. ... 31.65
Paft, Ehr. Anderfon. ... ....... ... ..., 5.00
Paft. % B, Nnfeth. ... .. e 125,00
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Ehect veturned ....... ... .. ... ...

Pajt. . &, Buttebg ... ........ ... .. 14.94

& fasfen 1te mai 1926............... 5R7.81

3 fadfen 1fte mat 1926 for Detroit M. 40.00
$7,980.94  $7,980.94

Gtubdenterfasion.

X fasfent 1jte mai 125, ... ... ... ... $ 87.27

BIdrag .. 428.39

Monrad Sullerud ................... 100.00

Jneg Sfogen ... 118.00

Stubent J. R Runbolt. .............. 141.00

Student Strand . ....... .. . . 141.00

N fasfen ifte mat 1926............... 15.66
$ 515.66 $ 515.66

Church Eptenfion Funbd,

BIOEAG v oe e e $ 583.28

Qaan tilbagebetalt ............... ... 2,770.00

Laan 11l Shell Roct mgh............... 240.00

Qaan til mgh. i Papbille, X, Tat.. ... ... 1,000.00

X fadfen 1fte mai 1926............... 2,113.28
$3,353.28 $3,353.28

, SHebningemisfionen.
- X fasfen 1fte mat 1925............... $ 589.42

Bidrag til hedbningemisjionstasfen. ... ... 440.94

Bidrag til Rinamisdfion. .. ............ 750.47

Bidrag Hl RNegermisfion.............. 842.07

Bidrag til misdfionen 1 Jndien. ... ...... 5.00

Bidrag £l Jndianermisdfion. ........... 102,32 .

Chech refurned ... L 15.00

€. Seuel, fasdfeter. .. ...... ... ... ... 1,370.90

Theo. W. Ccthart, fasferer............ 870.80

5 fasfen 1fte mat 1926............... 473.52
$2,730.22 $2,730.22

Barmbjertighedbsarbeide.

X fasfen 1fte mai 1925, ... ... .. ... $ 79.79

Bidrag HI barnehfem. ...... ... .. ... - 15.19

Bidrag tl Home Finding Society. ... ... 30.99

Bidrag #il Near Eaft Relief........... 925.20

Bidrag Y ngdlidende ........ ... .. ... 27.58

Bidrag I Hand Blefen. .............. 91.81

8. Sahls, fasferer.................. 100.00
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SHome Finding Socicth, Jt. Dodge, Ja.. . 30.99
91011 3.0 mnImtab ................. 27.58
R fn««)en 1fte mai 1926. e 111.99

$ 270.56 $ 270,56
Land jolgt £ Sam Ellefjon. :

Srasfen Aftemat 1925, ... ... ... ... $ 3031
S fasfen 1fte wmai 1926, ... ... ... . 30.31

@t}nnbcn% revijorer Bar glennvmgauet 1egnffuﬁeme for aavet
fea 1{te mai 1‘)20 til 1fte mai 1926 og funbdet bem i orven.
Shmtl‘)muob Sowa, 18de nai 1926, :
€ Q& Typsjen

Subftillinger behandlede vg antagne.
Fra Fomiteen for formanbens inbberetning:

Gynoden fglger formandepd antydbning at minded aarddagen
for den Hugdburgffe Konfesfions opervoeftelfe den 25bc juni 1530,
og af en Halb time fredag eftermidbdbag anbended bepti[ Raftorernsz
Harftad og Sullirfon veelges £ af indlede forhandlingerne,

Synoden paaminder prefterne om bered J,ahgt ifglge ©ynobens
fonititution, tap. 4, 3, Iit. g.

‘ Det Henitillesd hI be ftaaenbe fomtteer i god Detidd fer fl)nnha
mgdet at indfende tII formanben vapport om fin birffombed giennem
aovetd [gb.

(&Sidfte bunft angaaende balg af bifitatorer I)enbﬁteé til fomi-
teen for mhremtéfmn)

ﬁaumta .Butebp, Teﬁetaer.

Fra Fomiteen for memglyebsff‘n[c*m A

1) Synpden gIoeber fig over og taffer Gud for bet mﬁmhe Tnm
Har veeret udbfgrt § dend 7 barnejfoler det fmlﬁfme aar og for ben
velfignelfe, fom Har Dhuilet oper det.

2) ©ynoden gleeder fig over intere3fem uobift i denme gren aT
avbeidet; bibragene fom faa vigelig, at al unbderitgttelfe begjceret
funbe im;abefommeﬁ, og ben Daaber at interedfen vil vedblive og til-
tage.

8) Baa jamme tid fom Synoden er opmettiom paa, at ingen my
ffole bleb nprettet fibfte aar, gIa’her pen fig ower, Hbabd. der er gjort i
en menighed i @ammlltnn €o., Ja., og godfjender ben (tnaende Yo-
miteed. handling i forbinbdelfe I)Etmeb

C 3 Qui I 1, Te’hetcep.

Fra mhrcnn§uuuﬁfnnutcen

1) Spnoden ubdtaler fin gleebe ober ben fremgang mblemtsﬁoné-
arbeidet Jar Bavt i det {idfte aar.
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2) Den paaleegger indremisdfionsfomiteen at goe den ftprite for-
figtighed i fine bebilgninger, foa orbeidet poa Dedjte maade fan
fremumes.

3) Da indremidfiondarbeidet ftadig udvpides, vil fjamfundet til-
fEynde fine medlemmer H1 frembeled at ftgtte dette vort arbeide med
fine gaber og bgnner.

4) Synoden beelger en bifitator for 2 aar i Hver freds inden
Synoden il at biftaa formanden i Hansd arbeide. (Dette puntt ober-
gives til en fomite poa 5 indtil nwejte aardmede).

L S Guteby, formand,
N, A Mabdfon, fefreteer.
Church Extension:
Fra “Foreign Mission Commitiee”:

Synod notes with gratitude to God the progress on the mis-
s'on fields of China and India in which we are directly interested

Synod calls special attention to the increased bhudget of
$343,000.00 appropriated by Missouri Synod for buildings and
building sites for these missions, and wurge all to increase their
contributions accordingly. #

Synod also expresses its joy over the appointment of Wiss
Anina Christensen to the India mission field.

H. M. Tjernagel, president,
H. A. Preus, secretary,
K. Opheim.

Fra Fomiteen for wegermisiion:

1) Da negermidfionen drives of Synodalfonferenfen, er benme
misfion ogfaa bor misdfion. Bi begr derfor gjgre, Hvad vi fan for
at fremme den.

2) ¥ .aarene 1922 til. 1925 pdet vort famfund $1,832.03 til
benne misfion. Wen den freenger ftadig jtgrre bidrag til Ignnin-
ger, fleve bygninger, ffoler og tirfelofaler. Synoden Yenitiller der- -
for til alle at bidrage rigelig 1 benne misfion jamt fomme den thu
i fine bpnner. Unledningerne HI af bringe evangeliet il dyrefigbic
Ticele er ped denne misdfion jtove baabde i jpd- og norditaterne.

3) Bove medlemmer bgr leefe ,The L[utheran Pioneer”, fom gi-
ver et godt oberDlif over negermisfionen.

&. Ganbde, formand,
. € Moller, fefreteer,
LM Thorejon.

Fra Fomiteen for Garmbjertighedsarbeide:

Synoben tilfternmer den ftaaenbe fomiteed ndftilling, da ben
finder at oprettelfen af barmbjertighedBarbeide paa de tilbubdte fte-
der for neerveerende freever ftérve ubdleg end jamfunbdet fan paata-

ge fig. Chr. Andevjon, -
~ N. N Kspberg,
) € N Peterfomn
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Fra fomiteen for pengefager:

1) &ynoden taffer Sud, fordi Dan har givet vort folt baade vil-
ligheb og evne HI at yde fao rigelig 1il vort jamfunds gjgremaal, at
vi ogfaa iaor Yar funnet drivbe arbeidet uben at ftifte gjeeld.

2) Samfundet opmuntrer jine meblemmer il fortfat flid i af
pbe af de gaver, &ud bhar givet dem il af fremme Hang jag. Det
il minde bem om apoftelend ord: ,Men naar bi gigrer bet gobde,
da Tader 03 iffe Plive treette; thi bi ffal Hefte i fin tidb, faafremt bi
iffe froettes.”

3) For at mbfamlingen baadbe til de Igbende udgifter faaveljom
til famfunbetd pgorige gjgremaal, fan jfe baa en mere fyjtematiff
maade og mere letvindt, end ofte er tilfeelbet, vil Synoden raabde
menighederne £l at inbigre det jaafalbte ,Dupler Envelope Shften,”
for faa bidt, de iffe allerede Dar indfgrt bet. Terved bilde ogfan
bgrnerte og ungdommen venned Hl at ybe vegelmoedfig til Guds vige.

4) Synoben opmuntrer fine medlermmer til at ihufomme jam-
fundets gigremaal med ftgrre teflamentariffe gaver, naar de ffulle
ubbele de jordiffe eiendbomme, fom $Herren YHar betroet dem. - ,

5) Dedforuden vil Shnodben opmunire bemidlede meend og Foin-
ter 1 famfunbdet il itibe at beteenfe fin firfe med ftorre pengegaver
til bend gjgremaal. Rad enhver ,Eigbe ben beleilige id” ogfan ber-
bed, at Han Denytter {ig af de anledbninger, Gud giver ham til at
fremme firfen3 itore og vigtige fag. .

SoW MWoldftad,
€. Sanf en,
Jobh

n % Johnfon
Fro Fowiteen for Chureh theufwn'

1) @nnoben taffer @ubd for den gjerning, fom er ubfert for GSub%
firfe giennem €hureh Ertenfion.

2) Da denne fadfe fommer i underbalance, Jaafnart be lobede
Deleb er ubdbetalte, og ba ber er anbdre begjer om itptte, opfordrer
©unoben nenighederne paa det indftendigfte til at fomme bdemne
fasfe thu med fine rige gaver, ;

8) @uymoden vil minde prefter og menigheder om den beflutning,
fom blev fattet paa fynobdempbdet i Madifon, Wis., 1922 faalydende:
«Synoden Deder menigheberne Dbeteenfe vigtigheden af denmne fadie
og bedesd om af optage ot aarligt offer 1il den; og atf bette offer op-
tages paa beu niende fgndag efter frefoldighed eller en anden jdn-
bag.” (&2 el)noba(hmet 1922, fidbe 89).

: Y. Hendrict 5
Elling Seoraqe,
O M Sullerubd

Fra “the Committe of Publications”:

1) Synod recommends that a special efford be made to in-
crease the circulation of “Tidende and Sentinel” and that each
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congkrega.tlon of the Synod elect a committee to take care of that
wor

2) Synod notes with satisfaction that all reports for last
year were sold with a profit of $100.00.

3) It is found that the accounts of the Synod Book ConLern
are in order.

4) 'The Synod recommends that all outstanding bills be paid
within a reasonable period.

5) On account of ill health Mrs. Ella M. Lee has asked to
be relieved, as soon as somebody can be found to take her place.

6) * In the matter nf a manager for the Synod’s Book Com-
pany, the size of the edition of Synodalberetning and Kalender,
and the collection of outstanding accounts he left to the discre-
tion of the Board of Publications.

’ I. Blekkon, secretary.
Frn fowmitcen for huieve ffolev:

1) Gynoden taffer Gud for den Dbrobderaand, jom Tnﬁmene i
Misfourt og Wisconfin junodberne har vift ved, at tilftede vor u‘nghom
abgang til fine ffoler. '

2) Gpuoden opmntrer alle bove folf HI at gisre meft mulig
brug af bore haiere ffoler ved at jende gutter til Concordia College,
fom bil ubbanmne fig til preftegierningen, og piger HI dr. Martin
?futf)er Eollege, fom wil nbdanne fig for arbeidet i bore menigheds-

oler,

3) @ynoden paalegaer den flacende fomite at holbe fig jaa bel
underrettet, forr mulig, om alle bove jiudenterd bebhob, og at fdrge
for pem efter ebne.

‘1) Synoden udtaler bet Haab, at vet [nart lnI [pffes for Tomi-
teen for Yoiere ffoler at anfeette en faft brofesfor ved Concordia
@ollege, og Duis bdette iffe [ytfed ba ot forge for mibdlertidig be-
tiening.

5) Tiltrods for ot en del menigheder poede nofjaa ftore bidbrag
fil ftatte for treengende fhudenter, {oa var der egentlig iffe mof. Tor-
for beded clle menighederne iffe at glemme denne gren af arbeibet,

6) X anledning af Bethany Lutheran Eollege Asfociation er
Spnoden opmeertfom pae. at dette er en foreuing, jom beftaar fun of
meblemmer of Synoben, og endbidere. at foreningens Denfigt er
at byde en friftelig uddannelfe feerlig for unge fvinder i Shuoden
og Synodalfonferenfen. For nerverende fon den Norffe Synobde
itte vaatage fig noget anfear i denne fag, men vil dog udtale, at
pen BHar fuld tillid tif at Vethany Cutheran Eollege Asfociation vil
brive ffolen i ret lutherft, frifteliq aand.

(English) : In regard to Bethany Lutheran College Associa-
tion, the qynod takes cognizance of the fact, that this is an or-
ganization, whose membership is confined to members in good
standing of the Non\r‘glan Synod; and furthermore, that the
purpose of the organization is to provade a Christian env1ronment
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particularly for the daughters of our synod and of the sister
synods of the Synodical Conference. Witheut assuming any re-
sponsibility itself at this time, the Norwegian Synod nevertheless
expresses full confidence in the Bethany Lutheran College As-
sociation, that it will conduct the school in a true Lutheran,
Christian spirit.

A. . Torgerson, Martin Stene, C. A. Moldstad.

Fra Fomiteen il at gjenuemana protofoller fra preftefonferenfer:

1) Qomiteen finder, at den alinindelige prejtefonferend Holdted
ped Elbotw Lafe, Wiinn., 1 augnjt 1925, og fpecialfonferenfen for
nordvejtlige fredsd 1 Minneapoliz, Wihum., i mars, 1926.

2) Qomiteen gigr Synoden opmcerfiom baa ten enjtemmige be-
flutning af den almindelige preftefonferensd, at forhandle med Syno-
dalfonferenfen om on feelled cngelif jalmebog. Fra Albert [ea og
Ehicago og Madijor jpecial fonferenfer mangler brotofollerne.

B.A Widbvey,

Theo Ellingionm,

Dle A Olmanjon,
Tilfpielfe til Syuodens ¥onftitution:

NVehandlet og tiljtemt fom antaget jidjte aar. Se Synodalberet.
19925, fide 112,

Publicity work and preparation for next Conveniton:

The Synod authorizes its president to make proper arrangs
ments for publicity work in connection with the Synod’s annual
convention in 1927, prior to the ~meeting of the convention.
Adopted.

Alle indberetninger fra jtacende fomitecr mbfenbep til forman-
den og tryifes for fynohempbdet.

Alle, fom har jtriftlige fager at foreleeage mpghet Teperer didfe i
mindit to efgemplarer, belft ,tyrewritten”.  Antaget. ‘

Hevvendelfe il Syuoden, ’

To the Norwegian Synod of the American Evangelical Tuth
eran Church, assembled in convention at Belview, Minn., June
23—29, 1926. , ‘

Dear Brethren: The Bethany Lutheran College Association
respectfully asks permission to present its cause to the Synod.

A year ago, at the Convention at St. Peter, Minn., represen-
tatives of the Bethany College, Inc., approached the qynod with
an offer to sell this institution at what was then considered a
reasonable figure. A committee of the Synod reported adversely,
however, and recommended that the Synod table the matter for
the reason, that it was not possible in a limited time to look into
it from all angles and as carefully as a project of this magnitude
demanded. Our brethren of the Wisconsin Synod were then ap-
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proached with a similar offer by the Bethany College. Inc., and
this Synod voted to purchase at a price not to exceed a certain
sum. The committee appointed by this body to effect the pur-
chase soon discovered difficulties, and, after deliberating over a
period of many months, referred the final decision in the matter
to the Synodical Committee at this meeting, May 4th. Since the
Bethany College, Inc., found # impossible to await the action of
this committee, it again approached members of our Synod. The
matter was discussed in several circuit conferences, and the
opinion of many members of the layity was sought. It was the
general opinion that our Synod soon would need an institution
of its own in order to solve the problems of an educational charac-
ter which was before it, and that no more favorable opportunity
could be expected to present itself then the present. The senti-
ment was also expressed that the Synod should do what it could
to save this institution for the Synodical Conference. The opinion
prevailed that, as soon as fifty men, pastors or laymen, through-
out the Synod had expressed their willingness to be along in
forming a temporary organization to assume the obligations of
ownership, the deal should he considered closed. In response to
the call sent out at once, over seventy names were secured, and
within a short time others were added so that the corporation
now numbers about one hundred representative men from almost
all parts of the Synod.

The Bethany Lutheran College Association has earnestly de-
sired to serve the best interests of the Norwegian Synod and the
Lutheran Church in general. As a result of the merger of Nor-
wegian Lutherans in 1917 and the deplorable breach which fol-
lowed, our Synod was left with no institutions of its own, whether
educational or otherwise. Repeatedly we have been advised by
prominent men of those very bodies which have hitherto supplied
our needs and opened the doors of their schools for the young
men and women of our Svnod, to the effect that this could at best
only be a temporary arrangement, and that if we would succeed
in performing the task that God has set before us, we must soon
have an educational institution of our own. This conviction has
gradually been gaining ground within our ranks. We saw a God-
given opportunity in the offer which came to us from the Bethany
College, Inc., for here buildings and equipment would he provided
which would serve or purpose for long years to come, and at a
price which was within our reach. Bethany College is a girls’

school, it is true, but we have thought that an arrangement might

in time be made, with this as a heginning, whereby our young
men might be cared for as well. As for the Lutheran Church in
general, we considered that Bethany College, as a Junior College
for girls, should be preserved for the true Lutheran Church, since
this is the only institution of its kind within the Synodical Con-
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ference. An ever increasing mumber of our Lutheran girls are
receiving their education at institutions which are not Lutheran,
and in part, at least, for the reason that we can offer them no
school of their own. We share the responsibility of the loss
which the Church undoubtedly hereby has sustained, and ours is
the duty of providing the facilities which we are able to provide
for the right spiritual care of the daughters of our Church.

In coming before the Synod at this time, we would ask not to
be misunderstood. It is not our intention to ask the Synod to
shoulder a burden which to some, at least, may seem out of pro-
portion to ite ability. If the Synod at this time is willing and
able to take over the whole institution, with the obligations in-
volved, financial and otherwise, The Bethany l.utheran College
Association, would gladly see this done. Since the Synod will
hardly be ready to do this, our Association proposes to continue
its work until the institution has been paid for or such a time as
the Synod sees fit to assume the ownership. The Association also
proposes to assume the responsibility for the management and the
affairs of Bethany generally, as long as it is in our hands. How-
ever, since the membership of this Association is composed solely
of members in good standing of the Norwegian Synod, and since
the matter is of sufficient magnitude to effect the work of the
Synod as a whole, if it is not carried out properly, we would
deem it advisable that the Synod in some way hold the Associa-
tion, and, in particular, its officers, responsible for the manner in
which the institution is conducted.

May we commend this to the prayerful consideration of this
Convention and the whole Synod.

On behalf of the Pethany Lutheran College Association,

S. C. Ylvisaker, president.

Diverfe {ager.

Gubstienefter:  Foruden aabningdgubdsdtefien Noldted bder haa
fendag formidbag aqudstjeneite Daade i firfem og 1 det rummmelige
telt lige ved fivfen. < firfen preedifede paft. Emil Hanfen paa norff,
ng i teltet preedifede bajtor €hr. Anderfon paa engelif. Paa begge
fteder optogesd offer fil den indre midfion. Om eftermiddagen gaved
en Firfefonfert, jom lebebed af paft. Anderfon, fleve foloer blev givme
under Tonjerten. Prof. Holden LMfen Holdt en tale om Bethany
College. Cfter foranftaltuing af menighederned ungbom gabed en
udflugt +il Medwood JFalls State Parf for afle, jom gnifede det.

Mandag aften Holdted pajtoralpreedifen med altergang. Paft.
Yhoen preedifede, paft. B Sarvitad holdt {friftetalen, og pait. L. &.
Gsuttebg forrettede for alteret.

Alle fesfioner aabneded med (friftleduning, fahmefang og bemn.
Paft. K. L. Guttelg ordnede dermed, og felgende prefter holdt an-
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dbagterne: Gullirfon, Strand, €. . Moldjtad, € RN. Peterfon,
Blatfan, Unfeth, . 9. DMolditad, Suldbberg, Sande og Hendricts.
Hver fedfion luiteded med et falmevers, fadervor bedt i for, den
apoftoliffe trocsbefjendelfe eller $ervend belfignife.

En Fort mindfejt holdies frebag eftermidbag, den 25de juni, haa
396 aargdagen for den Ungsburgife Konfedfions overveetfelfe Hl foi-
fer Carl V baa rigdbagen i Augeburg. Pajt. Sullizfon talte pan
engelff over 1ilblivelfen og overreetfeljen af Ronfedfionen, og pajt
B. Haritad talte over befjenbelfens hoic betpdning og indholbd.

Oilfener:  Gn telegrafift hilfen bleb fendt -Synoden fra WMin-
nefota biftrift of Wisdconfin Somoben {amlet il mgde i Gibbon,
Winn, Fil at befbave denne hilfen mundlig valgtes paft. Andecfon.
En ftriftlig Hilien bleb fendt jynoden af paft. Johanjen; ligeledes
hilfte paftorerne Wiefe, Yaneitad ogq Sauct mnnben ped tilftedence.
rende prefter. Fovmanden og fefreteeren Meo paalagt at befoare
bisje Biljener, fom de ogfaa Dleb paalagte at femde en fondolenfe-
ferivelfe 1 anlebning af prof. Mug. Schlueterds bed.

Da det var ngbvendigt, forat Synoben paa loblig niaade fan
feelge eienbom i ftaten %aibmqtnn at Gynobdens ,Articles of Jn-
corporation” ¥an inbdfgresd i Dggerne 1 nobnte ftat, Hefluttede Syno-,
den falgenbde:

Resonlved that a certified copy of the Articles of Incorporation
be filed in the State of \Vabhinfffon and that the proper officers
of the Synod be author 1zec1 to execute the necessary dommentb
for such sale.

Sadjereren oplyfte, at nogle ftdrre gaver bar indformme til &y-
noben fiden 1jte mai; bigfe quver bar ifva: Mrs. Spren Neljon,
teftamentariff gabe paa $600.00; Knut Norftad il broderen slat
Thorbjgrniond minde $100.00; T, A. Daly fra BVesfie Aujan, te-
ftamentarift gave, $500.00 til indbremidfionen og $500.00 #l me-
nighedsifolen. Mr3. P. T. 1nfeth $100.00. Formanden og fefre-
teeren blev paalagt of taffe for bisfe gaver; de bleb ogloa panlaate
at fende Mrd, Ella M. Lee Synodend Hilfen og fympati med hende
i benbdes Tpgdom og taf for Dhenbded arbeidbe mebd boghanbdelen.

Kalgende prefter of Midfourt og Wiseoniin Synoden blev Hilfte
pelfornne og givet jeebe 1 forfamlingen: . Brouer, ohn H. Hincf,
Geo, . Scheitel og Ad. & Frey. Den {idjtncennie gaved anled-
ning til at omtale Jin vicfjombet 1 Toillingbperne fom bymisHoncer.

Neefte anesmpde.  LUme Creel menighed, pail. H. Ingebritfons
fald, indbgd Synoden til at Holde {it neefte aardmpade 1 dend mibte.
Ssnbbpbelien blep mobdtaget nied taf.

Dippets flutning: Baa Synodend vegne taffede formand Sul-
[ixfon menigheden og alle, iom paa en eller anden maade Gabde
bidbraget til at gigre mobet faa Huggeligt © alle nraader; Han ;auﬂ’ebe
alle Guds rige neIﬁgnehe

Stebets preft, pajt. Wommfun, ubtalte derpaa, at 1 alle be aar
han Habbde pirfet haa bette ftet, havde Han og Hanz menighedsfolf



22

gienntemgaaet mange treengiler; men nu var de naaet Hoidepunitet;
alligevel var de iffe midmodige, men bde taffedbe Herrven for, at de
fif naade til at ftaa fafte baa jandheden; og han var forvidfet om, at
bette mgbe Habde ftyrfet mange i troen og Haabet; og det bar dered
alled gnffe, at mgdet finde have varet en uge til.

Den aftredende formand, paft. Sullizjon, taffede for al Hielp og
Diftand pdet ham i Hand tieneftetid, og hHan betonede, at eet maal
Habde Han arbeidet Deninod og bedt Herven om fraft til at naa, og
det bar, at bort jamfund funde bebares i fandheden. Oan taffede
ogfaa for godt jamarbeide med Ciceformanden og ovbergab nu wed
aleede arbeidet £l ham mebd bgn om, at Herren bilde give ham big-
bom og fraft til avbetdets rette udfprelie.

Paftor Anderjon taffede paa fine egne og famfundetd vegne pajt.
Gullixfon for den twer og trojfab, Han DHavde lagt for dbagen jom
formand i disfe fire aar. Lernceft bad Han den aftrcedende for-
mand, om Han bilde taffe fin menighed for dens opofrelfe i at Iade
firr preft benytte faa meget af fivt tid og fin fraft 1 famfundets tjerne-
fte. Enbdelig beflagede han, at man habde balgt Hham til formand,
da Han bedre end nogen anden fjendie fine fvagheder; dog taffede
Han for den tillid, fom var bili Ham oa Had om, at man bilde beere
oberheerende og taalmodig med Hhanmt.  Han hevde ogfaa den glede
at funne mebdbele, at hand menighed iffe Havde lagt ham hindbringer
i peten for at tieme fom formand.

Medet {luttedes med at man fang no. 365, derbaa Iwite for-
mand Sullizion 9ab. 8, 7—14, Oborpaa Hhan nedbad Guds naade
ober Shnoden og hoer enfelt 1 Shnoden og endte med at Iyfe Her-
rend beljignelje ober mpbet.

LB Fenfen, jefreter.
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