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THE THIRTY-SECOND REGULAR CONVENTION
of The Norwegian. Synod of the Amencam Eva.ngehcal Lutheran
. Church, Bethany Lutheran Gollege, Mfmkato, anesota, »
August 12th to 1.9th, 1949

The thirty-second regular convention of the Norwegian Synod
opened at Bethany Lutheran College, Mankato, Minn., Atigust 12th,
10:30 A.M. with divine services conducted by Rev. Luther Vangen,
Tacoma, Wash. The Norwegian Order of Service was used, Hymns
233, 476, 224 and 261 in the Lutheran Hymnal were sung and Psalm
96 was read as the Seripture Lesson. Prof. A. Fremder served as
organist. Pastor Vangen preached on Matth. 28, 18-20, bringing out
the reasons why we should work with all zeal to carry out our
Lord’s last command to preach the (Gospel to every creature: 1)
Because this work is a glorious work, though it has many trials
with it; 2) Beecause Christ Jesus has promised such great blessings
to those who do His work, assuring them of His gracious presence
even unto the end of the world.

At the close of the service, Dr. 8. C. Ylvisaker welcomed the
Synod on behalf of Bethany Luth. College, and Rev. C. M. Gullerud
spoke on behalf of Mt. Olive Lutheran Church. President A. M.
Harstad responded on behalf of the Synod. ITe then appointed as
a Temporary Credentials Committee: Pastors P. Ylvisaker, H. L.
Bremer and Joseph Petersen, and Delegates Juhus dJ ohnson John
*Telson and John Levorson.

The first regular session opened at 1:30 P. M. with a brief
reading, Deut. 32, 1-12; and Prayer. The Secretary called the roll
of Standing Voting' members; 33 were present, three more arriv-
ing later. The roll of Standing Non-voting members was called;
10 were present, three more arriving later. The report of the Tem-
porary Credentials Committee was read by Rev. II. L. Bremer. 26
delegates from 22 congregations (17 calls) were present. (22 more
delegates from 9 additional congregations (6 additional calls) ar-
rived later.) The President then declared the Convention to be in
session.
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PASTORS PRESENT ELIGIBLE TO VOTE

‘Chr. Andersen, R. Branstad, H, L. Bremer, M. O, Dale, Stuart Dorr, A,
Gullerud, C. M. Gullerud, G. A, R, Gullixson, G, Guldberg, L. Hagen, Clar-
ence Hanson, A, M, Harstad, Norman B. Harstad, Iver Johnson, U. L. Lar-
sen, S, E, Lee, Geo. O. Lillegard, J. Madson, A, Merseth, N. C. Oesleby,
Milton Otto, Joseph Petersen, D, L, Pfeiffer, H. A, Preus, Robert Preus,
Grant Quill, A. Strand, T. N, Teigen, H, A. Theiste, M, E, Tweit, E. Un-
seth, J. B. Unseth, L. Vangen, F. Weyland, P. Ylvisaker, E. Ylvisaker, (36)

STANDING MEMBERS PRESENT, NOT ELIGIBLE TO VOTE

Rev, Julian Anderson, Prof. A. Fremder, Prof, M. Galstad, Prof. R.
Honsey, Prof. O. Levorson, Dr, N, A, Madson, Rev. J, A, Petersen, Prof.
B. W, Teigen, Dr. 8. C, Ylvisaker, Rev. A, J. Torgersen, Prof. J A.
O. Preus, Prof. P, Zimmermann, (12),

ADVISORY MEMBERS OF THIS CONVENTION

Dr. P, E. Kretzmann, Rev. Geo, Schweikert, Rev. Paul G. Koch, Rev, J.
H. Jungeman, Prof O, E, Overn, Mr, John Melaas, Mr. Oscar M, Wilson,
Mr. O. M, Vangen, Cand. of Theol. Theo. Aaberg, Cand, of Theol. Leigh
Jordahl, Mr, Albin Levorson, Mr. Ben Torgesen, Dr, J, W, Klotz, Rev, G.
Fischer, Mr. A, O. Seeverts, Mr, Martin Stene, Rev. E, Schaller, Rev. J.
Shepard, Rev, P. T. Melcher, Mr. E, Depperman, Rev. T, Bauer, Rev. Geo.
Baer,

PASTORS RECEIVED INTO MEMBERSHIP

Julian G. Anderson, LeVine K. Hagen, Norman B. Harstad, Iver C. John-
son.

TEACHER RECEIVED INTO MEMBERSHIP
William J. Eggers
CONGREGATIONS RECEIVED INTO MEMBERSHIP

Grace Lutheran Church, Elk Rapids, Mich., Hiawatha Lutheran, Minnea-
polis, Minn,, Zion Evangelical Lutheran Church, Thompson, Iowa,

EXCUSED FOR NOT ATTENDING THE CONVENTION
Rev. Walther C. Gullixson, Delegates Arvid Sundbom, Melvin Merseth.
EXCUSED FCOR NOT SENDING DELEGATES

Trinity Lutheran Church, Calmar; Immanuel Luth, Church Holton, Mich.;
Scandinavian Luth. Church, Holton, Mich.; Boston Norw. Lutheran, Redeem-
er Luth.,, New Hampton, Ia.; Albert Lea Congregation, Clearwater Cong.,
Minn.; English Luth., Cottonwood, Minn.; First Evanger, Fertile, Minn.

EXCUSED FOR ABSENCE PART OF THE CONVENTION

Pastors H. A, Preus, H, Bremer, Julian Anderson, Mr. M, Dreyer, Mr,
L. H, Hiller, Pastors A. Gullerud, J. B. Madson, R. Branstad, G. Guldberg,
Prof, J. A, O. Preus, Prof P. Zimmermann, Mr. Julius Johnson, Mr. Carl
Gilbertson, Mr, Elmer Busness, Mr, Donald J, Olson,
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. Pinehurst, Wis. ....... 32.
. Chris Knudsen

. M, Brudvig
. Edwin Gran

. Clarence Olson
. Christ Bredeson

Juliis Johnson

Chris Blinkman

Henry Weinberg,
Alternate

P, C. Kloster
Gordon Kloppen

. T, O, Johnson
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. Silas Helland
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Elmer Busness

Otto Rusenthal

. Dr, N. A. Madson
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J. Ingebretson
M, Dreyer

Fred Meyer
Gunder George
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Loeren Larsen

. John A, Robinson
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Alternate

Paul G, Petersen
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CONVENTION COMMITTEES

President’s Message and Report: Pastors T, N. Teigen, P. Ylvisaker,
Mr. J, Melaas.

Credentials: Pastors Paul Ylvisaker, H, L. Bremer, Joseph Petersen.
Delegates; Julius Johnson, John Nelson, John Levorson.

Nominations: Pastors E. Unseth, Chr. Anderson, 8. E. Lee, G, Gullix-
son, S. Dorr; Delegates Donald Olson, John Levorson, Geo. Tokheim,
J, Ingebritson.

Program: Pastor M. Q. Dale; Delegate P. G. Kloster,
Press: Pastors Iver Johnson, LeVine Hagen.

Higher Education: Pastors S. Dorr, M. Otto, A. Strand; Delegates Ben-
nett Olmanson, Loren Larson, Andrew Emerud, A. M, Mortensen,

Elementary Edueation: Pastors G. A. R. Gullixson, J. A. Petersen, N.
B, Harstad; Delegates Gunder George, Elmer Busness.

Finances: Pastors M. Galstad, N. Oesleby, M. Tweit; Delegates Wm.
Overn, Lawrence Schmidt, Fred Meyer, John Robinson, Ben Torgeson,
A, B. Prescott.

Home Missions: Pastors J. B. Madson, Robert Preus, H. A, Theiste;
Delegates Ole Sorenson, Harold Halvorson, Otto Rosenthal, Nels
Anderson,

Foreign and Negro Missions: Pastors Chr. Anderson, D. L. Pfeiffer, E.
Ylvisaker; Delegates Milford Brudvig, Chris Blinkman, Torger Ness,
H. Weinberg.

Church Extension: Pastors Raymond Branstad, Alf Merseth, E. Un-
seth, Delegates Herman Anderson, Chris Knutsen, M, Dreyer,

Publications: Pastors Grant Quill, H. A. Preus; Delegates Edwin Gran,
Carl Jacobson, A. Schartel.

Charities and Support: Pastors Clarence Hanson, T, N, Teigen, F.
Weyland; Delegates James Hangon, Clarence Olson,

Army and Navy: Pastors Arvid Gullerud, J. Anderson; Delegates
Christ Bredeson, Paul Peterson,

Pastoral Conference Records: Dr. N, A, Madson, Rev J. B. Unseth.
Resolutions: Rev, U, L. Larson, Mr. Carl Gilbertson.

Miscellaneous Matters: Pastors C. M. Gullerud, Luther Vangen, Can-
‘didate of Theol. Neil Hilton, Prof, R. Honsey.

Tellers: Delegates James Hanson, Paul Peterson, Neil Hilton.
Chaplain: Rev, Sophus E. Lee.

Equalization of Pastors’ Expenses: Pastors LeVine Hagen, Iver John-
son.

Timekeeper: Mr, Harry Olson,

Committee oun Doctrinal Matters: Pastors Geo, O. Lillegard, Robert
Preus, N, B, Harstad, Dr, N. A, Madson, Delegates John Munson,
Donald Olson, A. B, Prescott.
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PRESIDENT’'S MESSAGE

In Christ Jesus dearly beloved Fathers and Brethren:

The union of our congregations into a Synod has a most exalt-
ed and important purpose, namely, the up-building of the Kingdom
of our Lord Jesus Christ. Our Synodical Constitution states, among
other things, that the Synod shall guard over the purity and unity
of doctrine in its midst as well as over the proper development of
Christian life, shall establish and maintain Christian schools for the
training of orthodox pastors and teachers, further the cause of mis-
sions both at home and abroad, and promote the use of the Secrip-
tures and other orthodox Christian literature (Chapter IV). And all
this has as its purpose that stated above—the up-building of the
Kingdom of God on earth.

How extremely important this work of our congregations, pas-
tors, teachers and Christians is! The Kingdom of God is very dear
to the Lord. On account of it Christ died; for its up-building the
Holy Ghost was outpoured and the Apostles were sent into all the
world to preach the Gospel. On account of His Kingdom God gives
special gifts to men with which to labor for its up-building; and for
the sake of the Kingdom the world still stauds. In keeping with His
will of universal grace God wants to gather all men into His King-
dom, the Holy Christian Church, the Communion of saints. We are
members of the Church by faith in Christ. In the Chureh, God richly
endows us with His treasures of grace. In comparison with these
treasures, all the treasuves of the earth are as nothing. The Church
is dear, not only to the Lord, hut also to us, and its up-huilding is the
real purpose of our life. To this work we dedicate all our posses-
sions, yea, our body and life,

But, do we not call ourselves after the name of a man- Luth-
erans? Do we not acknowledge adherence to the Lutheran Church,
and thus declare ourselves separate from other ecclesiastical de-
nominations? Yes, we do, and we count it a special grace of God
that we are privileged to be members of the Lutheran Church. Be-
fore the whole world, we declare it to he our purpose to build no
other Church than this. For when we labor to build the true Luth-
eran Church, we are building the Christian Church. We have not
chosen to be called by the name of a man—TLuther. Our opponents
have given us this name. We would rather be called simply Chris-
tians, evangelical Christians, We do not labor for the building of a
schismatic party in the Church, but for the building of the Church
itself. Let us hear Luther in this matter. He says: ‘I ask that they
would not mention my name and call themselves Lutherans, but
be called Christians. What is Luther? The doctrine is not mine. And
I am not crucified for anyone. $t. Paul, in 1 Cor. 3, 4.5, would
not tolerate that the Christians called themselves after Paul or
Apollos, but after Christ. How has it come about, then, they should
call the children of the Liord by my unsalutary name? Let it not be
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so, dear friends, but let us purge out the party names, and be called
Christians, according to the deoetrine which we have. The papists
rightfully have a party name, because they are not content with
Christ’s doetrine and name, hut would also be of the pope, who is
their master. I am not, and will not be, the master of anyone. I
have, together with the Church, the one common doctrine of Christ
who alone is our Master. Matt. 23, 8.”’

Cur Church is not one that was established by Luther; but it
is as old as the Apostolic Chureh, yea, as old as the world, though
it has the name ‘‘Lutheran’’ only since Luther’s day. For our Luth-
eran Church teaches no new docctrine but the old Gospel of salva-
tion through Christ. It was Luther, indeed, who, under God, put
the Iight of the Gospel hack in its place in the Church. And we call
ourselves after him, not because we believe in him, but because we
believe the Word of God together with him, and want to belong to
the old Apostolic Church and to the Church which has been since
the heginning. Tumther emphatically diselaimed having invented any
new doctrine.

And that our Lutheran Church has never regarded Luther as
one who eould establish for us any point of doctrine is evident from
our Lutheran Confessions, where it is stated at the very beginning
of the Formula of Concord: ‘“We believe, teach, and confess that
the sole rule and standard according to which all dogmas together
with all teachers shonld be estimated and judged are the prophetic
and apostolic Seriptures of the Old and of the New Testament alone,
as it is written Ps. 119, 105: ‘Thy Word is a lamp unto my féet and
a light unto my path.” And St. Paul: ‘Thongh an angel from heaven
preach any other gospel unto you, let him he accursed,” Gal. 1, 8.
Other writings, however, of ancient or modern teachers, whatever
name they bear, must not he regarded as equal to the Holy Secrip-
tures, but all of them together he subjected to them, and should not
be received otherwise or further than as witnesses which are to
show in what manner, after the time of the apostles, and at what
places, this pure docirine of the prophets and apostles was pre-
served.”’ Trig. p. 777.

The Lutheran Church constantly asks, ‘“What is written? How
readest thou?’’ Therefore, she has the means by which the Chureh is
built, which is the Word of our God. Isa. 55, 10.11.

And we are not ashamed of the name “‘Lutheran’’, for here it is
a matter of confessing truth over against error. Let us hear how
Luther writes of this matter: ‘T see that admonition is necessary
anto those whom Satan now begins to persecute, among whom
there are some who think they would escape danger when they are
attacked, by saying: ‘T do not hold with Luther, nor with anyone,
hut with the holy Gospel and with the holy or Roman Church’.
Then they are left in peace and nevertheless maintain that they
hold in their heart that my doctrine is evangelical and that they
continue in it. Verily, such confession does not help and is as-much
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as a denial of Christ. Therefore, I ask that these should take care.
It is true that you should not say, I am of Luther, or of the pope;
because neither of these died for you nor is your master, but Christ
alone is your Master. Therefore, call yourselves Christians. But if
you consider that Luther’s doctrine is evangelical and the pope’s
unevangelical, then you must not rejeet Luther so entirely; other-
wise you will also reject his doctrine which you regard as Christ’s
doetrine; But thus you must speak: ‘Whether Luther is a sinner
or a saint does not enter into consideration here; but his doctrine
is not his, but Christ’s.” For, you see that the tyrants are not out to
slay Luther only, but they want to root out the doctrine; and on ac-
count of the doctrine they come to you and ask if you are Lutheran.
Here indeed you must not be like a wavering reed, but freely con-
fess Christ, no matter whether Luther, Claus or George has preached
Him. Let the person go, but confess the doctrine. Thus Paul also
writes to Timothy, 2 Epistle 1, 8: ‘Be not thou therefore ashamed of
the testimony of our Lord, nor of me His prisoner; but be thou par-
taker of the afflictions of the Gospel according to the power of
God.’ If it had been enough for Timothy that he confessed the Gos-
pel, Paul would not have commanded him that he should not be
ashamed of him. Paul does not mean to exalt himself, but the Gospel
on account of which he was a prisoner. If Timothy now had said,
‘I do not hold with Paul nor with Peter, but with Christ, and he yet
knew that Peter and Paul preached Christ, he would thereby have
denied Christ Himself, For Christ says concerning those who preach
Him, ‘He that heareth you heareth Me; and he that despiseth you
despiseth Me.” Luke 10, 16. As they regard Jesus’ messenger, so do
they also regard Him and His Word.’” St. L., XX, 90.

May God grant us that we, for the truth’s sake, dearly love
the name of our Church—the Lutheran Church.

And so, when we labor for the up-building of the Lutheran
Churech, we have a confident heart. Since we teach the doctrine of
the prophets and apostles, we work at a work that has glorious
promises connected with it ; for when we abide with God’s Word, the
fruit cannot fail, as God has promised.

“While we thus do our work with a econfident heart, yet we must
confess that it is a difficult work. For, the devil is the enemy of the
confession of the truth, and there are also opponents here on earth,
even among those who go by the name of Lutheran. There are those
who are even regarded as pillars in the Lutheran Church, who labor
at the undoing of the Lutheran Church. All is not Lutheran that
goes by that name, Sound Lutheran doetrine and practice is hated
even by some who are Lutheran in name.

And people who may not be well informed as to what real
Scriptural and Lutheran doetrine and practice are may easily be
misgled by a false Lutheranism that does not uphold Seriptural
prineiples, but has sacrificed them on the altar of popularity and
the gaining of a large outward following. This may be ecounted
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suceess by the world ; but before God it is failure.

Last year, we were instructed through the essay, ‘¢‘What Stands
Between?’’ concerning deviation from truth as it is found in the
midst of Lutheranism. This vear, one of our essays will fortify us
against one of the most iusidious attacks which the enemy is mak-
ing today on the confession of the truth, when he tries to deceive
orthodox Lutherans into common church work with heterodox Luth-
erans under the innocent name of ‘‘Cooperation in Externals.”’
May we be well informed concerning what real Lutheran doctrine
and practice are! We shall also be instructed this year at our Con-
vention concerning the important subject of ‘“The Royal Priest-
hood of Believers.”” God grant us His Spirit and blessing in all our
deliberations and employ us in the up-building of His Kingdom on
earth! Amen.

A. M. Harstad



PRESIDENT’S REPORT

: Sinee our last convention two young men, graduates of our
Seminary, have béen ordained and installed in their respective eon-
gregations:. .

_Candidate of Theology LeVine Hagen, ordained on July 25,
1948, by Pastor U. L. Larsen at Audubon, Minn., upon call from the
congregations of our Synod at Audubon and Hawley, Minn.

Candidate of Theology Iver C. Johnson, ordained on August 1,
1948, by Dean N. A, Madson at Lime Creek Church, Lake Mills,
Towa, upon call from the Lime Creek and Lake Mills congregations
of our Synod.

May the Lord richly bless the ministry of these new workers.

Two other pastors have been added to our number in the per-
song of Julian G. Anderson of Minneapolis and Norman B. Harstad,
until lately of Amherst Junction, Wis. Both of these pastors have
come to us from the Evangelical Lutheran Churell, having resigned
from that body for reasons of conscience. Pastor Julian G. Auder-
son successfully passed a colloquium conducted by officers and
professors of the Synod at Mankato on Sept. 5, 1948. He now serves
the HMiawatha Lutheran Church of Minneapolis. He makes applica-
tion for membership in our Synod. The documents accompanying
this application are submitted to this Convention. Pastor Norman B.
Harstad successfully passed a colloguium conducted by members of
our Seminary Faculty and officers of the Synod at Chicago, Il
following our Pastoral Conference there in the summer of 1948.
He was called as vacancy pastor to Amherst Junection and Mani-
towoe, Wis., Pastor Morris O, Dale having been granted a leave of
absence from these congregations in order to spend some time in
Arizona for the sake of his health. Pastor Dale has now returned,
and Pastor N. B. Harstad has accepted the call to First American
Lutheran Chureh, Mayville, N. D., and Bygland Congregation near
Fisher, Minn., where he expects to be installed on Aug. 21, 1949.
The latter charge was made vacant when Pastor Robert Preus resign-
ed in order to continue his studies at the University. Pastor Preus
had accepted the call to the Mayville and Bygland congregations
with the understanding that he later should be released in order to
continue his studies. Pastor Norman B. Ilarstad requests member-
ship in our Synod. The documents accompanying this application
are delivered to this Convention.

Mr. William J. Eggers, teacher in St. Mark’s Lutheran School,
Chicago, has been transferred to our Synod from the Northern Illi-
nois District of the Missouri Synod by Pres. A. H. Werfelmann of
said District. He was installed as teacher of St. Mark’s School on
Aug. 1, 1948,

Three of our pastors have resigned from their parishes since
our last Convention, Pastor Christian Anderson resigned from the
parish at Belview, Rock Dell, and Delhi, Minn, He celebrates his
50th anniversary in the ministry this year. Pastor Emil Hansen
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resigned from the Oslo Congregation, Volga, S. D., on account of
poor health. Pastor J. A. Petersen resigned from the Scarville and
Center Congregations, Jowa, also on account of ill health.

Candidate of Theology Leigh Jordahl has been called as Pas-
tor Anderson’s successor at Belview and annexed congregations.
The Oslo Congregation is being served temporarily by Pastor J. H.
Jungemann of the Missouri Synod, Egan, S. Dakota. And Student
Theodore Aaberg Jr. has been called to the pastorate in the Scar-
ville and Center congregations.

Mrs. John Iendricks, wife of Pastor Emeritus John Hendricks
of Minneapolis, was called to her rest on Oct. 21, 1948, and was
buried on Oct. 25, Pastor H. A. Theiste officiating,.

On Sept. 26, 1948, the corner-stone for the new church building
of Mt. Olive (formerly Bethany) Congregation, Mankato, was laid;
and the new structure was dedicated with the Word of God and
prayer on Feb. 20, 1949, the undersigned officiating.

On Nov. 28, 1949, Richland Congregation, Thornton, Towa, F.
" R. Weyland, pastor, rededicated its remodelled and renovated
church, the undersigned officiating.

The parsonge of the Pinehurst Congregation, Bau Claire, Wis-
consin, was dedicated on Oct. 17, 1948, the undersigned officiating.

The Immanuel Lutheran Church of Holton, Michigan, Clarence
Hanson, pastor, dedieated its new parsonage on May 22, 1949.

The Western Koshkonong Lutheran School celebrated its 25th
anniversary last fall.

Our Saviour’s Lutheran School, Princeton, Minn., observes the
25th anniversary of its founding this year. The same was celebrated
by special services on May 29, 1949,

The undersigned visited in an official ecapacity with Pastor E.
Hansen, Volga, S. D., on Oct. 26, 1948; with the Oslo Congrega-
tion of the same place on Nov. 30, 1949, and Feh. 27, 1949,

Visitor C. M. Gullerud and the undersigned visited the Con-
cordia Congregation, near Bagley, Minn., on Feb. 2, 1949,

Visitor Milton Otto has eondueted visitation in the Hartland
and Manchester parish in the fall of 1948, and in the Scarville and
Center parish in Dec., 1948.

Besides attending meeting of Synodical Committees and Boards

ag much as his time would permit, your President attended the
Pastoral Conference of the Madison-Chicago area, held at Eau
Claire on Oect. 19 and 20, 1948, and the Circuit meeting of the Iowa-
Southern Minnesota Cireuit at Northwood, Towa, on May 3, 1949.

Grace Lutheran Church of Eik Rapids, Rev. Branstad, pastor,
asks to be admitted as a member congregation in the the Synod.

Pagtors Iver C. Johnson and Levine Hagen seek membership in
the Synod.

Pastor B. Branstad has accepted the call to Concordia Congre-
gation, Eau Claire, Wisconsin.

Thompson and West Prairie congregations have been comhined
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into one eongregation known as Zion Lutheran Chureh. This congre-
gation asks to be admitted into the Synod.

The Scandinavian Ev. Lutheran Church of Holton, Michigan,
Clarence Ianson, - pastor, on June 12, 1949 dedicated its church
building and observed the 80th Anniversary of its founding.

It is the impression of your President that our Synodical Boards
are working faithfully and well; at the same time it behooves us as
congregations and as individual members of the Synod to ask our-
selves whether we are supporting the work of our Synod to the ex-
tent which our God-given means would demand of us. We must be
careful to heed the Word of Scripture which tells us to honor the
Lord with our substance and with the first-fruits of all our in-
crease. Prov. 3, 9. This we shall do because it is the will of the Lord
and because we have consecrated ourselves with all that we have
to Jesus.

Also, congregations must diligently bear in mind that their
pastor and the professors at our Synodical institution of learning
need to receive a salary on which they can live. The needs as re-
gards salary vary with the condition of the times. Certainly, the
congregations ought not to expect to be served at the expense, even
in part, of some one else than themselves, in that the pastor or pro-
fessor must support himself and family partly by resources gained
from other quarters. The congregations must not take advantage
of the fact that the pastor or professor does not complain, and must
not agsume that therefore he must of necessity be able to get along
on the salary paid him by the congregations. Perhaps it is only by
help from other sources that he is able to make ends meet. And the
congregations do not know of this, nor appreciate what others are
doing for the support of their pastor or professor.

The office of pastor and professor is one that should be appre-
ciated, and the appreciation should show itself in willing and ade-
quate support also as regards the material needs. No blessing will
conme from withholding from the pastor or professor the necessities
for a decent living. If a Congregation for some reason feels that it
is not satisfied with the servieces of a certain pastor, the way to at-
tend to this is not by seeking to ‘‘starve him out,”’—as it has some-
times been expressed. Grievances against a pastor are to be taken
care of in an honorable and orderly manner, the law of love being
always allowed to rule in all our conduct. How diligently do we not
all need to guard over our thoughts, words and deeds, lest we he
guilty of unloviug conduct and shall once have to answer for same
before the Judge of all, who knows the thoughts and intents of the
heart! God help us to live with one another in a loving manner, for
the sake of Jesus who loved us and gave Himself for us.

A, M. Harstad
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RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE PRESIDENT’S
REPORT
(as adopled)

Resolved: that a Planning Board be elected for the Synod.

Resolved: that the Synod authorize the President to appoint a Committee
to make preparations for the Jubilee, in 19853.

THE PLANNING BOARD'S DUTIES
Shall be to:

1. promote closer relations between the Boards of the Synod,
2. suggest a long term program and policy for the Synod.

3. bring advice to the individual officers, to committees, and to the con-
vention itself toward simplicity, co-ordination, and unity in the work.

4. make a study of the “synodical machinery” and bring recommenda-
tions to the Synod as to what revisions can be made in the set-up
toward expediting the work.

5. The term of office shall be two years.



THE ROYAL PRIESTHOOD OF BELIEVERS

Our subject, ‘‘The Royal Priesthood of Believers’’, is suggested,
of course, by the well known passage in 1 Pet. 2, 9— ‘““Ye are a
chosen generation, a royal priesthood, an holy nation, a peculiar
people’’. However, this is not the only place in Scripture where the
Tord thus speaks of the Christians. In Rev. 1, 6, the holy writer
says of Jesus that ITe ‘““hath made us kings and priests unto God
and His Father’’; in Rev. 5, 10, the redeemed in heaven sing a new
song to Jesus and say: ‘‘Thou hast made us unto our God kings and
priests’’; and in Rev. 20, 6, he says of all those who have taken part
in the first resurrection, the resurrection from spiritual death,—
the Christians, in other words,—that ‘‘they shall he priests of God
and of Christ’’. So it first appears as though St. John were bestow-
ing two separate and distinet titles upon the believers, ‘‘kings’’ and
“‘priests’’. But, as one writer has it, ‘A glance shows us that when
he states what these kings and priests do, he uses only one verb—
they shall reign. This is a hint that the two titles really go together
and form a unit, even also as he combines them and draws no special
line hetween them’? (Lenski, ‘‘Kings and Priests,’” page 9). And St.
Peter in the passage cited offers more than a hint that the two
words ‘‘kings’’ and ‘‘priests’’ are to be taken together to form one
idea; he makes one idea of the two when he calls the believers
“‘royal priests’’. That is to say, those upon whom the Scriptures be-
stow these titles are kings who are always priests and priests who
are always kings.

Now, then. what do we mean with the words ‘‘king’’ and
“priest’’? A king certainly, is one who has no one ahove him but
God. When we speak of temporal rulers and think of the old abso-
Tute monarchies, this is what we mean by ‘‘king’’—a man who owes
obedience to no one at all execept to God.—By the word ‘“priest’’
we mean to designate a person who has direct access to God. This
is the way the word is still used, also in the terminology of the false,
anti-Seriptural religions. In such religions, the great mass of the
people is represented as not being permitted to appeal to God di-
rectly,—mot in all matters, at any rate; between them and God
must stand a priest, one who does have direct access to God, and
who can represent them hefore God.

In this brief study we are occupied with the royal priesthood
of believers: that is to say, we are making the statement that the
helievers are kings and priests before God. Which believers? Be-
lievers in what? In the passage to which we referred before, 1 Pet.
2, 9, the holy writer simply says, ““Ye are . . . a royal priesthood’’;
to discover whom lie means by the word ‘‘ye’’, we look at the open-
ing words of this epistle, viz.: ‘‘Peter, an apostle of Jesus Christ, to
the strangers scattered throughout Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia,
Asia, and Bithynia, elect aceording to the foreknowledge of God
the Father, through Sanctification of the Spirit, unto obedience and
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sprinkling of the blood of Jesus Christ’’, 1 Pet. 1, 1.2. So, then, St.
Peter’s First Epistle, including the words ‘““Ye are . . . a royal
priesthood’’, was addressed to the Christians in general at the places
which he mentions. He was not singling out a certain group among
them ; he was speaking to all those who were elected, chosen, to be
sprinkled with the blood of Christ. And that is to say that he calls
all those who believe in Jesus, who—to use his picture,—have been
sprinkled with the blood of Jesus, kings and priests before God.

But what does it mean to believe in Jesus as the Savior? And
what is there about believing in Iim that causes God to make us
kings and priests? For we are sinners, and all our righteousnesses
are as filthy rags; the best that we have ever domne is still like a
filthy rag when it is compared with the spotless holiness of God.
How can believing in Jesus so completely reverse the situation? For
the prophet says: ‘“Your iniquities have separated between you and
vour God, and your sins have hid His face from you so that He will
not hear”’, Is. 59, 2. Sin blocks the pathway to God; it prevents the
very thing of which we have been speaking in defining the word
““priest’’—this direct access to God. And in Rom. 6, 20, the apostle
says this with regard even to Christians: ‘‘Ye were the servants of
sin’’; that is to say, they were not kings at all, free agents under
God; far from that, they were ( and we with them) the servants,
the slaves, of sin. When, e. g., God tells us that He wishes men every-
where to pray, He adds that e wishes them to lift up holy hands.
But who has such hands? The hands of every man are stained with
sin. How can it be that any man can have direct access to God, can
dare to knock on the door of the Father’s house, expecting to be
heard and admitted?

There can scarcely be a better way of answering the question as
to how believing in Jesus can make us kings and priests hefore God
than to cite the answer to Question 195 in the ‘‘Explanation’ of the
Catechism which is in common use among us. That answer reads, in
part: “‘God imputed to me the righteousness of Christ and acquitted
me of the guilt and punishment of my sin so that He regards me in
Christ as though I had never sinned’’. And here, of course, we are
opening the floodgates of the Gospel; here is the limitless store of
God’s good news pressed down into one little sentence. Just try to
understand what we have sald—To be a believer in Jesus means to
believe these things: 1) That God has imputed to us, that God counts
as being ours, the righteousness of Jesus. And Jesus is the holy Son
of God; everything that He ever thought and said and did was al-
together righteous. Now God counts all of that as being ours. ‘‘As
by one man’s (Adam’s) disobedience many were made sinners, so
by the obedience of One (Jesus) shall many bhe made righteous’’,
Rom. 5, 19. ““God was in Christ, reconciling the world unto Himself,
not imputing their trespasses unto them . . . for He hath made Him
to be sin for us, Who knew no sin, that we might be made the
righteousness of God in Him”’, 2 Cor. 5, 19.21. One staggers as-one
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thinks of it, but there it is! 2) To be a believer in Christ means to
gin. ‘“Christ hath redeemed us from the curse of the Law, being
believe that God has acquitted us of the guilt and punishment of our
made a curse for us, for it is written, Cursed is everyone that hang-
eth on a tree’’. Gal. 3. 13. Well we know the story of Jesus’ suf-
fering and death. God treated Jesus as though He were the guilty
one; on Him He poured His holy wrath. But Jesus withstood it all
and rose again from the dead, Victor over sin and death and hell.
So now God declares us to be just; He has acquitted us of the guilt
of sin. And He stores up no more punishment for us; He has freed
us from that, too. 3) To be a believer in Jesus means, as a result of
believing these other things, to believe that in Christ God regards us
as though we had never sinned. ‘‘God made Him to be sin for us,
Who knew no sin, that we might be made the righteousness of God
in Him?”’, 2 Cor. 5, 21. Here you have the well-nigh unbelievable re-
sult and effect of the Gospel ; it puts us back on a level with Adam
and with the holy angels, as far as our relationship with God is
concerned ‘‘As though I had never sinned’’—there is the way in
which God looks at all those who believe that Jesus is their Savior,
who can with St. Paul say: ““T was crucified with Christ; neverthe-
less I live, yet not I, but Christ liveth in me, and the life which I
now live in the flesh, I live by faith of the Son o £ God, Who loved
me and gave Himself for me”’, Gal. 2, 20.

Believing in Jesus makes us priests, then, because such bheliev-
ing, such faith, takes hold of Him, the great High Priest, Who threw
Himself between us and God’s righteous wrath. ‘“‘By one offering
He hath perfected forever them that are sanctified’’, Heb. 10, 14.
Such faith makes us kings before God ; for our great King, Jesus, has
conquered our former master, sin, so that God now tells us: ‘“Sin
shall not have dominion over you’’, Rom. 6, 14.

And so we dare to ask: What in the world is there now to keep
us from being kings and priests, us who believe in Jesus as our
Savior? God Himself has taken down the only barrier that existed
between Him and wus, the barrier of sin; now we do have direct ac-
cess to God; now we are our own priests. There was only one ruler
that could get between God and us, and that was sin, again; but
Christ has broken his rule. Now we are kings again, responsible to
God alone. No man, no thing, can have power over us any longer;
we are kings,

Affirmations, Not Exhortations

St. Peter in 1 Pet. 2, 9, is not exhorting us who are Christians
to strive to become kings and priests; he is stating that we are kings
and priests, a royal priesthood. St. John in the Book of Revelation
does the same; he says that Jesus has made us kings and priests. So,
these are no empty titles; this is not mere grandiloquent language
when you and I, believers in Jesus, are called ‘‘a royal priesthood”’,
“kings and priests’’. These are simple statements of the Gospel.
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Indeed, they are statements which fairly leave us gasping, if we
give them more than passing attention. But so are all the statements
of the Gospel. God’s merey in Christ is always so ‘great that it does,
indeed, take the power of the Holy Spirit to lead us to believe id it.
And here, when St. Peter and St. John by the inspiration of the
Holy Spirit tell us that God has in Christ made us kings and priests,
the wonder is all the greater; for here the Holy Spirit has brought
the Gospel to a climax, as it were, has shown how complete is the
Glospel. Tt is so complete, what Christ has done for us is so finished
a thing, that we are restored to Adam’s blessed relationship with
God; God regards us in Christ as though we had never sinned. Now
we can go directly to God again; now no one but God in His grace
rules over us; 1o one but He can put any blocks in our pathway to
Him and, far from putting any there, He has taken them all away.
Now no man nor any agent of Satan can bid us do thus and so and
demand obedience; we are kings, responsible to God alone as He
has revealed Himself to us in His Word.

To help us appreciate the wonder of our royal pristhood, St.
Peter uses other terms to deseribe us in the same sentence in which
he call ug a “royal priesthood.” ”They help to show what this
priesthood really is. As such we are a ‘chosen generation’, elected
by God Hlmoelf for our high position and function. We are ‘an holy
nation”’, separated from the world and set apart for God and for
divine service. We are in addition ‘a pecu]ial people’, or more liter-
ally ‘a people for God’s own possession’, belonglng to Him in a
peculiar manner, intended also for a pecuhar work”’ (Lenskl_
“Kings and Puests”, page 10).

Now we should be drawing an incomplete and a mlsleadmg plc-.
ture of the royal priest if we dld not also add that, in spite of the
fact that he is perfectly redeemed from sin, yet sin still lives within
him. It is a sad fact, but it is a fact. Who of us is not compelled to
say with St. Paul: ‘T know that in me, that is, in my flesh, dwelleth
no good thing”’, Rom. 7, 18?2 And the sin that lives in us rises up
again and again to hinder our relationship to God as royal priests.
Satan can and does make our Old Adam believe that our case is still
not settled with God, that there is still something between (God and
us. And our naturally wicked heart often, so very often, leads us
aside from the paths of righteousness, upon which we as kings and
priests have been put. Here, then, we shall need to comfort our-
gelves with the Gospel again, to be reminded, too, that it is only be-
cause of our wealness, our failure to believe wholeheartedly in
(fod’s promises in Christ, that we go aside after sin. The (Gospel
fact still stands there, undamaged ; we are still kings and priests be-
fore (tod through faith in Christ. Weak, stumbling, wretched sin-
ners that we are, whenever we lift our eyes of faith to the great
King of salvation, Jesus, to the great High Priest, Jesus, God pours
down His mercy and forgiveness and puts us ught back into our
position as kings and priests. SR
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Linked To Justification

Tt is clear, then, that to say that we are kings and priests he-
fore God is, as far as the Scriptures are concerned, precisely the
same as saying that we are saved by grace, for Christ’s sake,
through faith. We are kings and priests before God-—the pathway
to (fod is opened, there is none above us but God—hecause of the
fact that God in His limitless grace gave us Jesus, the Savior, and
because God gives Iim to us simply by leading us to believe in Him
through the Clospel. Aud it is also clear, then, that the farther a per-
gon gets away from this central truth of Seripture, the more priests
he is going to interpose hetween himself and God. Consider, e. g.,
the system of the Pope of Rome. ITe teaches the people that Christ
did not perfectly redeem them, that the way to (od is not alto-
gether opened, not completely cleared of sin. So, says the Pope, in
effect, let me clear it for you. Here, I shall give you a priest who is
properly aceredited with God; I’ just put him in between you and
God, and he will properly arrange things, what with saying masses,
ete., so that God will know ahout you and will take pity on you.
And because you will he wishing to do seme praying to God your-
self, let me recommend the saints to you; they have a good standing
with God: hefore you knock on God’s door, you knock on theirs
firgt ; they will issue vou some credentials that will get you safely
into (tod’s house. Kte., ete. This ig saying too much, you suggest?
Not at all. In fact, you could well summarize the Pope’s whole sys-
tem in this wav: It aims to get as many men and as much of human
things as pessible hetween God and the individual human being.
And the reason for all of that, the hasis for all of that. is simply the
denial that Christ has perfeetly redeemed us, that through faith
in that Christ God does regard us as though we had never sinned.

But the Pone is not alone in this thing. A good part of Prot-
estantism is saddled with human authority of one kind or another in
one deeree or another. You do not have to have much of an aware-
ness of what is going on in the religious world to know something
of how preachers and hishops and congregations and svnods and
conferences, and what not, are forever handing down rules and reg-
ulations which are supposed to he hinding upon a man in his rela-
tion to God. Tn fact. every denial of any part of the Gospel is iust
so much return to slavery, the slavery of sin and of the devil; it is
Just so much chipping away at this perfect liberty which (God has
given us in Christ. Tt is a lessening, a weakening, of the royal priest-
Tiood of helievers.

We can come still cloger to home. A great many who bear the
name ‘‘Lutheran’’, hecause they let this or that becloud the glory of
salvation hy grace, for Christ’s sake, through faith, have set up
systems which interpose man and human things between God and
the believer. They have done it on a congregational level ; they have
done it on other levels. And on every level it is wrong. For to seek
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to take away from any Christian his royal priesthood in any de-
gree is to seek to rob him of the sweet certainty that there is no
barrier betweenn Him and God any more. To take away this or that
privilege from a Christian, privileges which God has bestowed upon
him as a king and a priest, is to tell him by deeds and words that
Christ has not perfectly cleared the path to God for him.

Privileges Listed

What are some of these privileges? When you have said that the
Christian is a king and a priest before God, you have said every-
thing, surely, for the priest who is a king has every comceivable
privilege. But by way of illustration we shall list some of them here.

Tirst we think of the fact that each royal priest has the right,
the privilege, of searching God’s Waord for himself, of learning di-
rectly from God Himself what it is that He has to say to him. Clear-
ly, this is a privilege. Consider an illustration.—How many of the
140,000,000 citizens of our country have a chance, e. g., to read the
letters of the President of the United States? Very, very few. But
each of the citizens of the Kingdom of heaven has the right to read
and to study, to search and to compare the letters of God to man.
No man has any authority to take away from any one of God’s
royal priests the right to read His Word, to search it and study it.
Indeed, the Pope and many others have sought to restrict the right
of the individual royal priest to use the Word of God directly. But
it is the great King and Priest Himself to Whom we shall listen
also in this matter, Jesus said: ‘“Search the Seriptures’’, John 5,
39. And in the parable of the rich man in hell, when the rich man
asked Abraham to send Lazarus back to earth to warn his brothers,
he got this answer: “They have Moses and the prophets; let them
hear them’’, Luke 16, 29. Concerning the people at Berea to whom
St. Paul preached we read that ‘‘they searched the Seripture daily,
whether those things (which Paul preached) were so’’, Aets 17, 11.
The same Gospel which makes us royal priests gives us the right to
use that Gospel personally, directly, in the written Word.

The Gospel also gives to the individual royal priest the right to
convey the message of that same Gospel also to others; the
royal priest has the right to assure not only himself of the forgive-
ness of sins for Jesis’ sake but also others. In Mt. 28 Jesus says to
His helievers: ‘“Make disciples of all the nations, baptizing them in
the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost,
teaching them to observe all things, whatsoever T have commanded
you”’. And in Mark 16 He says to the same believers: ‘‘Preach the
Gospel to every creature’’. In certain false, anti-Seriptural religions
only certain favored persons are supposed to be able to
proclaim the heart of the Gospel, the forgiveness. of sins, but Jesus
has given this right to every believer along with his faith. He said to
the individual, Peter: ‘T will give unto thee the keys of the kingdom
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of heaven ; and whatsoever thou shalt bind on earth, shall be bound
in heaven; and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth, shall be loosed
in heaven’’, Mt. 16, 19. And Jesus repeated the same thing to all the
disciples as a group: ‘“Whatsoever ye shall bind on earth shall be
bound in heaven; and whatsoever ye shall loose on earth shall be
loosed in heaven’’, Mt. 18,18, Again, on Easter Sunday, Jesus said
to the disciples: ‘‘Receive ye the Holy Ghost: whose soever sins ye
remit, they are remitted unto them ; and whose soever sins ye retain,
they are retained’’, John 20, 22.23. Wherever Christ has bestowed
the gift of the Holy Spirit, there He has also hestowed the right to
proclaim the Gospel to others; wherever He has created saving faith,
there He has given the Office of the Keys, i. e., the right to forgive
sins for Jesus’ sake. That right comes from no man, from nothing
human, It comes as a result of, as a companion of faith in Jesus
Christ. This right, this privilege, which Christ has given to all of
us royal priests, is not merely a theorvetical thing, hut a thing to be
used (but of that more later).

Another privilege of the priest of God is the privilege of prayer.
He is able to go directly to God for Jesus’ sake and plead his own
cause; he is also able to plead the cause of others. For God not only
encourages us to pray on our own behalf but He also tells us that
He is anxious to hear from us with regard to others. “‘I exhort,
therefore, that, first of all, supplications, prayers, intercessions, and
giving of thanks he made for all men’’, 1 Tim. 2,1.

Commonly associated with the idea of being a priest is the right
to offer sacrifice. And that right we have, too. There is one sacrifice
which, thank God, we do net have to offer to God, which, in fact, we
could not offer. And that is a sacrifice of sufficient merit to take
away our sins. Among certain anti-Scriptural religions the priests
still labor for this thing. But, ¢“ Where remission of sins is, there re-
maineth no move offering for sin’’, Heb. 10, 18. ‘“Christ needeth not
daily . . . to offer up sacrifice, first for His own sing, and then for
the people’s; for this Ile did once, when He offered up Himself”’,
Hebh. 7, 27. That sacrifice, thank God, is done! But there is a kind
of offering, of sacrifice, which we royal priests can bring to God,
that is a thankoffering, a sacrifice of thanksgiving. ‘T beseech you,
brethren, by the mercies of God”’, says the Apostle, ‘‘that ye pre-
sent your bodies a living sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto God, which
is your reasonabhle service. And be not conformed to this world, but
be ye transformed by the renewing of your mind, that ye may prove
what is that good and acceptable and perfect will of God’’, Rom.
12, 1.2. The offering which we kings and priests bring to God is our-
selves; through joyous and thankful faith in Jesus we give ourselves
to Him Who has loved us, Who gave Himself for us. Through the
renewing of our mind, which the Holy Ghost through the Gospel
performs in us, we, insofar as we are Christians, are transformed;
what is evil in God’s eyes we come to hate; what is good in God’s
eyes we come to love. And this offering of ourselves to God and to
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the service of His Word we perform not of constraint, not of neces-
sity, but of a ready mind, of a wﬂlnwness created in us by the Holy
Spirit Himself,

~1In all that he does as a my"l] prlest the Christian will nesd: to
remember that he is not only a priest but also, under God, a royal
priest, a king, too. No man is his master in ma‘rters splrltual Not
even a fellow Christian, whoever he may be, is the master of the
royal priest. ‘‘One is your Master, even Christ, and ye ave all breth-
ren’’, Mt. 23, 8. Indeed, here-you see how closely the ideas of
“priest’” and ‘‘king’’ are tied together. When it comes to the ques-
tion: ‘“What offering shall T as priest render unto God?’’ the ans-
wer is: ‘““You are king, responsihle to God according to His word
alone. No human being can tell you: You must do this; you must do
that ; you must avoid that, No, you are king, answerable to God and
to Him only. You let Him direct you, as IHe speaks to you in His
Word. And though all the world should appear to be against you;
though all the world should eall good what God in His Word calls
evil; and though all the world should call evil what God in His
Word calls 0"ood——yov just remember this: You are king, responsible
to God In His Word alone. No human being hag any authority over
you at all. Under God, you are sovereign; proceed as such.”’—Now
some one might make z false deduction here, misapplication of this
great truth, and begin to say: ‘‘ Therefore T shall pay no attention to
my fellow voyal priests; I shall not worship and work together with
them.” We shall have more to say about that a little later; suffice
it to say just now that this is a misapplication.

But were we to seek to list all the privileges which are ours as
royal priests, we should have to deseribe the whole Christian life.
For this is the essence of the life of a Christian, that he is a king and
a priest before God. This is what it means to be a Christian—to be
redeemed by Christ from thralldom of every kind. The devil and
sin—they are ne longer our masters; we need serve them no longer.
Human heiugs with their ideas of what we ought to do—they are
not our masters either. We arve kings and we are priests; there is
no one and no thing hetween God and us now except His grace in
Jesug Clirist. And that is a glorious bond which ties us to Him.

In The Spiritual Realm, Mot The Physical

Lest we cause confusion, we must hasten to add that we are, of
course, speaking with regard to the spiritual realm, the realm of the
gsoul. What we have been saying does not at all mean, e. g., that a
Christian son is not subject to his parents. Being a royal priest does
not free a child from obedience to his parents. in all things in which
God has given them authority. God still says: ““Children, obey your
parents in the Lord. for this is right”’, ¥iph. 6, 1. Nor does being a
royal priest mean that we are no longer subject to temporal govern-
ment, the government of the United States, e. g. For the same Lord
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Who tells us that we are royal priests in our relation over toward
Him also tells us that He expects us to render obedience to the tem-
poral government which He hag placed over us.‘ The powers that be
are ordained of God’’, Rom. 13, 1. He even tells us that we are to
render obedience to our government in a 11 things in which God has
given it authority for conscience’ sake, Rom. 13, 5. It would be a
sorry mis-understanding of our royal priesthood if we should begin
to suppose that it (the royal priesthood) qualifies us to obey or to
disobey our temporal government, just as we should happen to wish
to do. For then we should be flying in the face of our King above,
Who has said: *“Ye must needs be subject (to temporal government)
not only for wrath but also for conseience’ sake’’. Rom. 13, b.

But this is really a small matter. We lose not a whit of our
royal priesthood when we cheerfully submit ourselves to human
authorities which God has placed over us. For it is impossible for
human authorities to enter into our souls, into our hearts, and to
tamper with our relationship with God in Christ. Human beings can
prescribe to us the manner in which we must deal with other human
beings in certain matters; they cannot interpose themselves between
God and us. Even if they should seek to do so, they still can not, if
only we shall cling to the statement of the Holy Ghost that we are
kings and priests before God. Therefore we, kings and priests, can
cheerfully and with a ready heart render ohedience unto human
authorities in all things in which God hag placed them over us.

Privileges Bring Responsibilities

‘When we have said that we as royal priests have certain privi-
leges from God, then we have also told ourselves that we have the
responsibility of seeing to it that we exercise these privileges. But
here our human language limps, does it not? For as soon as we speak
of “‘responsibilities’’, then we immediately begin to think in terms
of compulsion, of necessity. There is, indeed, a necessity, a compul-
sion, which leads us to exercise our privileges, but it is not the kind
of which people ordinarily think. Tt is, rather, the compulsion of
which St. Paul speaks when he says: ‘“The love of Clirist constrain-
eth us’’, 2 Cor. 5, 14. The love which Christ poured out upon us and
with which He filled our hearts to overflowing so that a love flows
hack to God from us—this is the thing which compels us to exercise
our privileges. It is the willingness which God the Holy Ghost im-
plants in us which leads us to be anxious to exercise our kingly and
priestly privileges; ‘It is God which worketh in you both to will
and to do of His good pleasure’’, Phil. 2, 13.

Shall we take note of how this works with regard to some of the
privileges which we have mentioned? We referred to the fact that
each one of us royal priests has the right to search and study the
Woid of (od. It is not only your privilege to know that Word, but as
you love, God in Christ, it is also your responsibility. It is not only
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your privilege as a royal priest to judge all things by that Word; it.
is also something whieh as.a royal .priest you cannot avoid domg.
This, like all of our other privilegés arid 1espons1b1ht1es, is'one which.
we cannot shift to someone else. R g.,.1f we should fall prey to-false
doetrine and should find ourselves stariding on the left side of Christ
instead of on the right side on Judgment Day it simply would not
do to bring an excuse like this to God: Dear God, T listened to what
others taught me and helieved it; I listened to the pastor of my eon-
gregation, to this teacher and that one, and I believed them because
I regarded it as their business to know the Word and to teach it
truly; do not blame me; blame them. Surely God would answer in
this wise: Did I not make you a royal priest? Did 1 not tell you to
search the Scriptures? Did I not tell you with regard to these Serip-
tures and those who seek to teach them: ‘‘If they speak not accord-
ing to this Word, it is because there is no light in them’’, Is. 8, 207
Did T not say to you, royal priest that T made you: ‘‘Beware of
false prophets’’, Mt. 7, 1567 And did 1 not beseech you to mark them
which cause divisions and offenses contrary to the doctrine which
ve have learned and avoid them, Rom. 16, 17? That is to say, God
would tell you that He had put the responsibility right where He
put the privilege—on you.—But let us not only bhe warned not to
fail to use this privilege; let us also he encouraged to use it. Re-
member Who is the Author of the Seriptures; it is God. And remem-
ber what He hag put there—the power of God unto salvation, Rom, I,

16. Thinking of it in this way, let us make diligent use of our ])r1v1-
lege of reading, studying, searching the Scrlptule% ' .

Ox consider the privilege which we mentioned before of assur-
ing others as well as OHY‘S&“lVGb of the forgiveness of sins on the basis
of the Gospel which it ig ours to study and to know. Now, we said,
this is not a mere theory, but a thing which can be carried out,
which you will wish to earry out, and that in ways so obvious that
the mentioning of them is sufficient.—Suppose that a fellow Chris-
tian is downhearted because of a stricken conscience; he has sinned,
and he knows that he has sinned, and he eannot get his feet back on
the pathway of grace. What are you to do? To stand dumbly by and
be a mere witness to his agony? No! You are a priest of God. Tell
him that it was also for this thing that troubles him now that Jesus
lived and died and rose again, Make it personal, direct ; tell him that
you have authority from God to declare this Gospel of forgiveness to
him. And if he should doubt that, show him 1 Pet. 2, 9, and tell him
that you belong in the number designated by that word ‘‘ye’’ there,
a royal priest commissioned by God to show forth the praises-of Him
‘Who hath called you out of darkness into His marvelous light. Oh,
what blessings would come if we thus G‘(Ql‘ClSGd our pr 1estly privi-
leoe every time there was oppm tunity,

_.Or here ig a person not a Christian at all, to whom you have op-
portunity to speak w1th regard. to salvatlon Suppose that he is so
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ignorant of the Word of God that his sin does not even trouble him.
You must first begin by showing him the facts of the Law, showing
him, finally, that he is under God’s condemnation. Then tell him the
facts of the Gospel; assure him of the forgiveness of sins for Jesus’
salke.—Or here is another non-Christian person but one who is aware
of his sin and is looking for a way out of it even hefore you speak
ahout the Law to him. Use the privilege which God has given you
and assure him of this, that in Jesus Christ God has already for-
given all his sin—You often hear the term ‘‘Personal mission
work’’. This ig it, and this is the way to think of it: You are one of
God’s priests, fully commissioned to use the Gospel not only for
yourself but also to take it to others.

Tt is the same with regard to the privilege of prayer. You are
a priest, fully equipped to speak to God for yourself and on behalf
of others. This privilege, like the others, is a responsibility ; it needs
exercising; it needs to be carried out. Here you will recall all the
precious things which you have learned from Seripture with regard
to prayer. Just now it is enough to emphasize that you, as a royal
priest, are fully equipped to pray both personal and intercessory
prayer.

But again we must say that to describe fully all the responsibil-
ities that go with the privileges which are ours as kings and priests
of God would be to describe the entire Christian life. Again it is
enough to note that the very essence of the Christian’s life is this:
that there is nothing between him and God. Because Christ has
hroken down the barrier of sin hetween God and us, there is a con-
stant communion hetween Him and us. We spend our lives as those
who are in daily, yearly, hourly contact with the Most High.

Royal Priesthood And Public Ministry

In the days before Martin Luther the Roman priesthood had
sought to rob the individual believers of their royal priesthood;
there was almost nothing left for the individual but to listen to the
priests and to obey. When by the grace of God Luther and others
had reemphasized the fact of the voyal priesthood of all bhelievers,
there were those who mis-applied this truth. They drew the false con-
clusion that, since each bheliever is his own priest over toward God,
there therefore was no longer any need for public teachers of the
‘Word. They, therefore, despised the work of the duly called public
teachers of the Word. Now, we said, this was a false deduction. For,
on the one hand, it was hased on a false conception of the nature of
the public ministry. For the work of the public teacher of the Word
of God is not at all the work of a priest in the Roman Catholic sense
of the word. E. g., the pastor of a congregation is not the go-between
between God and his congregation. He is there, rather, to show
them that Jesus is the go-between, that through faith in Him they
have an open pathway to Gtod. And, on the other hand, the fact is

24



that the Lord Himself has established the public ministry of the
Word. In Eph. 4, 11, f, we read : *“ And He, (Christ) .gave some apos-
tles and some pr ophets and some evangehsts and some pastors, a,nd
teachers, for the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the minig-
try, for the edifying of the body of Christ’”. Pastors .and . other
teachers of the Word are (God’s own gift to the Christians. To de-
spise the work of such teachers is to despisé” the Lord VVho gave
them,

What then? Ts there a conflict between the Fact’ ‘that the- 1nc11-
vidual believer is a priest before Glod and the fact that the Lord hias
also arranged for the public ministry of the Word? None at all."The
difference between the two, as well as the relation of ohe to the
other can well be estabhshed by emphasizing these words, ¢ prl-
vate’’ and “‘public’’.

The royal prlesthood is a private thing. It is not recelved col-
lectively at all; it is received individually, as a consequence of 8av-
ing faith in Jesus Christ. It comes as a result of being a believer in
Jesus and in no other way. A believer, e. g., who by some sef-of cit-
cumstances should find himself separated from all other Christians
would nevertheless still be a full-fledged member of the royal priest-
hood, fully able to go to God directly, fully able to announce the
forgiveness of sins, fully able to intercede with God on behalf of
others. Moreover, the royal priesthood of the believer ‘is a thing
which he exercises privately. E. g., being a member of the royal
priesthood does not entitle anyone to teach the Word of God pub-
licly. But it does enable the Christian to speak to the unbeliever and
and to seek to lead him to the knowledge of the forgiveness of sins;
it does enable him to speak to his fellow-Christian about the sin
that lies heavy on him and to assure him of the forgiveness of that
sin; it does enable him to offer prayer all by himself on behalf of
others. ‘What we do as royal priests we do as individuals.

The public mlnlst1y, on the other hand, is just what the telm
says—public. That is, it is exercised in a pubhc way, on behalf of
others. It is well known how a man gets to be the pastor of a econ-
gregation among 1s; he is called by the members of the congregation
to do that. The people in the congregation ask him to come and
preach the Word publicly in their name, to administer the Sacra-
ments publicly in their name, to instruct the children, to administer
to the sick, to do mission work in the community, all in their name,
on their behalf, at their request. It is the same when we call a teacher
into one of our Christian Day Schools; that teacher gets to be there
because the people in that group of Christians ask that person to
come and to teach their children according to the Word of God. Or
when we send out a missionary, we practice in the same fashion; the
Christians of our church body, acting through the ageney which
they themselves have established, issue a eall to a certain person to
go out and in their name do mission work at a certain place or at
a number of places. Or, when we establish & seminary for the train-
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ing of future pastors and missionaries, we work in the same way;
we issue a call to a certain man or to a certain number of men and
ask them, in our name, on our behalf, to prepare the young men for
future work in teaching and preaching the Word of God. :

You see, then, that when the royal priest makes use of the pub-
lic ministry, when he prays and labors and gives for the support of
the public ministry, he is not surrendering his royal priesthood or
any part of it. He 1s losing no privileges, and neither does he free
himself from any responsibilities which his royal priesthood has put
on him. For the public ministry is not a human authority placed
ahove the Christian, to give orders and hand down decrees, to take
away privileges or to give them. The public ministry of the Word is
just what the words say—the public ministry of the Word ; it is there
to administer the Word of God publicly, on behalf of the Christians.

Now the matter is just that simple; there is no eonflict between
the publiec ministry and the royal priesthood of believers. The Lord
Himself is the Giver of public teachers of the Word; Ile says so.
The members of the royal priesthood will keep that fact in mind
and will with a ready heart make use of the public ministry in their
midst. Yes, the fact is that a Christian will make use of every op-
portunity which the Lord provides him, not only to make use of the
public ministry for himself, but also to male the pubile ministry
available to others.

Kings And Priests

Tt is worth noting that St. Peter, when he uses our term ‘‘royal
priesthood”’, is speaking in the plural—‘‘ye are . .. a royal priest-
hood’’. And when St. John speaks of the same matter, he speaks of
kings and priests. Even as Jesus has promised that His Church will
endure, so the individual believer, the individual royal priest will
be remembering that there are other believers besides him. Christ
Himself taught us to pray, not ‘‘my Father’’, but ‘‘our Father’’. And
when the individual believer in Christ finds Christians who are prac-
ticing and teaching according to the same Gospel which he holds, he
will be wishing to worship and to work with them, to aid them and
to recéive aid from them. Hardly will it be necessary for anyone to
advise him of that, to urge it upon him; he will wish it just because
he i1s a Christian together with them. But lest our Old Adam
should deceive us and subtly seek to make us believe that, since we
are kings and priests, therefore we should ignore our fellow-Chris-
tians so far as joint worship and work are conecerned, the Lord has
specifically admonished us in Heb. 10,25: ““‘Liet us not forsake the as-
sembling of ourselves together, as the manner of some is’’. And thus
it comes about that we read in the Seripture that the apostles would
gather the believers in a certain place together and would teach
them ; together they would learn the Word of God; together they
would worship God; and together, too, they would carry on the work
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of the Gospel, establishing the public ministry in their midst. Here
one thinks of the congregation at Antioeh in Syria, which among
other things, sent out Paul the Apostle aud others to do mission
work. Or we think of what Paul wrote to the Christians at Thessa-
lonica: ““From you sounded out the Word of the Liord, not only in
Macedonia and Achaia, but also in every place your faith to God-
ward is spread abroad so that we need not speak anything’’, 1 Thess.
1, 8. Evidently the congregation at Thessalonica had been busily
carrying out the work of the Gospel, not only in its own midst, but
far beyond. Thus also, of course, it is done among us.

But also when the royal priest works together with other Chris-
tians in his neighborhood in earrying on the work of the Gospel
in a Christian congregation, we ought not lose sight of the faet that,
even then, he is functioning as an individual royal priest. It is not
ag though the individual Christian surrenders some of his priest-
hood for someone else to carry it on for him. Never. The prayers
which the individual Christian in a congregation offers for the work
of his congregation, his work for it, his gifts toward it — these are,
finally, very personal and individual things; for they all flow from
that very personal individual thing, faith in the great High Priest
and King, Jesus Christ. We work together in a congregation be-
cause individually we are believers in the same Christ, the same
Gospel, the same Father.

And the same Seriptures which show us the Christians in a giv-
en place worked together and together served the one great High
Priest and King, also show that the Christians in one place carried
out the work of the Gospel together with Christians in other places.
It was not this way, that the congregation in one ecity huddled to-
gether by itself and paid no attention to the congregation in an-
other place, as though each was disinterested in the work and wel-
fare of the others. Not at all. They were conscious of this, that,
wherever they were, they professed the same faith, were all royal
priests, with the same privileges and the same responsibilities. And
s0, very early in apostolic days, we notice that the Christians in one
place would be concerned about the Gospel taught at another place,
in another congregation.

An outstanding example of this is recorded in Acts 15. There we
are told how certain men came from Jerusalem to Antioch in Syria,
to the congregation which had sent out Paul. They said: ‘‘Except
yve be cirecumecised after the manner of Moses, yu cannot be saved’’.
Paul and Barnabas sought to refute that statement, for it concerned
the very heart of the Gospel. Because dissension and strife arose, it
was determined that the congregation at Antioch should send Paul
and Barnabas and certain others up to to Jerusalem to discuss the
matter with the apostles and elders there. As they went, ‘“They
passed through Phenice and Samaria, declaring the conversion of
the Gentiles and they caused great joy unto all the brethren’’. What
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Paul and Barnabas had been doing lhere and there by way of further-
ing the Gospel, what rather, the congregation at Antioch had been
doing in the persons of Paul and Barnabas by sending them out to
teach the Word of God, was of great interest to the Christians also
at these places. Then they came to Jerusalem for the discussion.
There Paul and Barnabas first made a mission report. Then some of
the Christians at Jerusalem who had been Pharisees made their
statement, that Paul and Barnabas ought to carry out the ceremon-
ial law of Moses in connection with those (Heutiles who becante be-
lievers, Then Peter made an address in which he showed that God
did not require the heathen who became helievers to be compelled to
take on the yoke of the Ceremonial Law. He ended his address in
this way: ‘“We believe that through the grace of the Lord Jesus
Christ we shall be saved, even as they’’. It was, as we said, a mat-
ter that touches the very heart of the Gospel which they discussed
at Jerusalem there, not some relatively unimportant thing. The ques-
tion was: What 1s necessary for salvation? the most important ques-
tion in the world. And the answer that Peter gave was, in effect:
faith in Jesus Christ as the Savior. The outcome of the meeting was
the group assembled there in Jerusalem wrote a letter which set
forth their statement that it was not necessary for the Christians
who had beer. Gentiles to be circumeised. And this letter started in
this way: ‘“The apostles and brethren send greetings unto the breth-
ren which are of the Gentiles in Antioch and Syria and Cilicia®. So
the message went to many places, likely to all those places where
trouble had arisen because of the contention of some that the Gen-
tiles must be circumecised. The false doctrine that had disturbed
their faith was now refuted, and those who had taken part in that
refutation wished to establish the faith of those in other places by
thus writing to them. What had hindered the cause of the Gospel
in one place could hinder it in another; what had settled the mat-
ter in one place might settle it in another. This instance, as well
as others, shows us that also in apostolic times the members of the
royal priesthood in one place sometimes worked together with the
members of the royal priesthood in another place for the preserv-
ation of the pure Gospel and for the furthering of that Gospel.

And thus it has always been, of course. To take a comparative-
ly recent example, consider our own synod., Wkhen in the middle of
the 19th century certain Lutheran Christians from Norway began
to settle here in the Middle West and after congregations were gath-
ered here and there, it was only a short time until those congrega-
tions became aware of each other and began to work together; to-
gether they undertook to do mission work, to train future pastors
and teachers, to do Christian charity work and the like. Tt is thus
among us to this day. And the thing that brings us together, that
makes us work together, that makes one of our congregations in
Towa, let us say, work together with congregations in other places
is a common Gogpel, the realization that all of us together are royal
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priests of the same priesthood, nnder the same great High Priest
and King.

And where shall snch working together of us royal priests stop?
Shall it stop at an ocean’s edge or a mountain barrier? No royal
priest who has heard Jesus say: ‘‘Preach the Gospel to every crea-
ture’’, would agree to that. Shall we not rather be saying: As God
gives us means and opportunity, let us work together with as many
as possible who profess the same faith in the One great High Priest,
the King of Salvation? Liet us strengthen the hands of cur fellow
royal priests wherever we can and, in turn, let our hands be strength-
ened by them.

But when you have said that, you must quietly recall that the
responsibilities which you exercise together with other royal priests,
wherever they are, are your responsibilities, that you do not surrend-
er your priesthood and your kingship to someone else. Just re-
member how you got to be a royal priest. You got to he a royal
priest because the great High Priest offered Himself in your stead,
because He took away your sing and clothed you with a kingly and
a priestly robe of righteousness. The holy hands which you now
have to lift up in priestly prayer, the kingly crown on your head —
it was Jesus Who put them there.

80 -—1it is you who are the king, you are the priest under God.
Just as much ag you ean, just as fully as you can, you join your fel-
low royal priests, in the work of the Gospel. But though all other
people should appear to you to desert the great High Priest, though
it should appear to you that all but you leave the pure Glospel and
seek a King and a Priest other than Jesus, do not forget this: You
are still a royal priest through your faith in Jesus the Savior. You
still have the Word of God, the beloved (Glospel, which guarantees to
you that your sin is taken away, that you are clothed with the spot-
less righteousness of Christ. There is nothing between you and God
but His grace, no barrier of any kind. That is to say that you are
still a royal priest. Never forget that. Rejoice in the fact. Live
the fact. You have learned to sing this — and you mean it, do you
not 4

Jesus, in Thy cross are centered

All the marvels of Thy grace;

Thou, my Savior, once hast entered

Through Thy blood the holy place,

Thy sacrifice holy there wrought my redemption

From Satan’s dominion I now have exemption;

The way is now free to the Father’s high throne,

Where I may approach Him, through Thy name alone.
Amen,

3. A. DORR
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COOPERATION IN EXTERNALS

The Christian Church is a Church Militant here on earily, and
must remain sueh to the end of tume., Ifor it is called upon at all
times to wage war, not only against the godless enemies of the
church outside 1tg ranks, bur atso agamst tne traitorous elements
withinn the camp,—ithe wolves in sheep’s clothing who come but to
destroy the souls of men, 'T'hig means that it must contend against
every form of error that crops up within the visible chureh, as well
as against heathenism and false religions and philosophies. (Acts 20,
29 £f.; I1 Pet. 2, 1 £f. ete.) True Christians who would confess the
whole truth of God must, therefore, separate themselves from those
who teach and advocate error. I'or they cannot couteund against
their error while at the sae time recognizing them as Chnstian
brethren and fraternizing with them on equal terms. ’Fhig is the
essential meaning of Romans 16, 17 and similar passages. No mat-
ter what the error is, whether it be what men regard as small or
what they consider important, the directions of Seripture are clear.
‘We are to set the erring teachers right, and if they ‘‘ consent not to
wholesome words, even the words of our Lord Jesus Christ’’ (I Tim.
6,3), we are to exclude them from our spiritual fellowship, even
though we may admit that they counld still be Christiang at heart, if
the faith of their hearts is better than the confession of their lips.
But we cannot look into the hearts of men and judge whether they
are sincere helievers or not. Seeing the ginful acts and false teach-
ings which the Word of God itself condemns so definitely, we must
be guided in our attitude to them by that.

Therefore it is that the attitude of a church toward error and
errvorists forms the very touchstone of its loyalty to Christ. Many
people today ridicule any talk of ‘“‘unionism’’ as a sin, and call it
‘‘Pharisaism’’ and ‘‘legalism’’ to take a determined stand against
any compromise with error. They tell us to be more ‘‘charitable’” to-
ward others who call themselves Christians; not to be so sure that
only we are right and all cthers wrong; to recognize ‘“‘the body of
Christ’’, as it manifests itself in all the various church bodies; and,
hence, to cooperate with all churches so far as possible or practie-
able.. To stand apart from other churches is dubbed ‘‘separatism’’,
‘‘isolationism’’, ete., and determined efforts are made to gather all
churches into one grand organization, which could be expected to
make a far greater ‘‘impact upon the world’’ than the contending
churches can make in their divided state. There have always, down
through history, been those who tried to bring the opposing churches
together. But hitherto their program has generally been to find the
greatest common denominator of the various confessions, or to ar-
rive at some compromise or amhiguous formula with which all nar
ties would be satisfied. In recent years, however, the main ef-
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fort of the unionists has been to bring about cooperation in so-eall-
ed ‘““externals’’ of church work. Some mean by this all the activit-
ies of the church,—its missionary, educational and charitable work.
They believe it poss1b1e to cooperate in these fields of work, éven
though their teachmgs and confessions differ on many points. Othels
seelk to limit their ‘‘cooperation in externals’” to such mattels as
do not affect or concern their teachings or the strictly ‘‘spiritual
side”’ of the Christian work. This form of unionism has captured
practically all the churches today, and threatens also thé peace
and unity of the Synodical Conference. TFor in many parts of our
country, members of the Synodical Conference are cooperating with
errorists in various ways, not only defending this on the ground
that it is only the ‘‘externals’’ of their church work that is affected,
but also expressing the hope that they in this manner can brlng
about the long-desired unity of the churches.

Our Pastoral Conference diseussed this situation- at its meetulgs
in 1947, 1948 and 1949 and agreed to bring the matter before the
Synod on the basis of the following theses:

“In view of the confusion in Synodical Conference cireles in
regard to so- called cooperation in externals, we present the follow
ing propositions:

1) Unionism is joint worship or joint church work with th&se
who do not confess the true faith in all respects. Rom. 16, 17;
Matth., 7,15; II John 10,11; Titus 3,10. :

2.) If orthodox Lutherans cooperate or associate with heterodox
TLutherans in any phase of the Churech’s work such as Education,
Missions, Charities, ete., they disregard the fact that joint church
work with false teachers is umionism just as much as is joint
worship. Ezra 4,1-3; II John 10,11.

3.) The test of so-called externals in chureh work is whether
they may properly be carried on with all manner of churches and
religious or eivie organizations.

4.) Since the National Lutheran Council, as well as the Luth-
eran World Federation, was organized to promote cooperation in
churech work between all Toutherans, without regard to doctrinal
differences, we object to them as unionistic 01gan1zat10ns and re-
fuse to take any part in their activities.

I

“Unionism 1s joint worship or joint chmch work with those
who do not confess the true faith in all respects.”’

It has been a generally accepted principle in all. Chnstendom,
and down through all church history, that there could be no co-
operation in church work, unless there was agreement on the points
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of doctrine and practice which the various churches or Christians
deemed essential, not only to salvation, but also to effective, friend-
ly cooperation. So far from considering the possibility of cooperat-
ing with other churches in the ‘‘externals’ of their work, the re-
spective churches often carried their opposition and enmity into
fields quite outside their religion,—into polities, husiness, social life,
ete.,—even persecuting with fire and sword those who disagreed
with them. In America, where the churches were free to or-
ganize as they wished, they have split up into several hundred de-
nominations, often for anything but seriptural or doctrinal reasons.
It is, no doubt, as a reaction against this extreme sectarianism,
that so many attempts are being made today to unite all churches
in some kind of external organization. The distinetive feature of
modern union movements is that they no longer seek to bring ahout
unity in doctrine, but allow each church to teach as it pleases and
seek only to bring about cooperation in the work of the church.
Unity in doctrine, they say, is not only unattainable but undesirable.
For, as Williams Adams Brown, of Union Theological Seminary,
says in his book, ‘““Toward a United Church,”’ (1946) with regard
to the so-called ‘‘Ecumenical Movement’’: ‘‘Those who have united
in the Movement have recognized that when finite and imperfect
men are dealing with matters as high and deep as those which
concern the Christian faith, one cannot expect complete agreement
as to their meaning and implieations. In any unity worthy of the
name, there must be room for honest differences of convietion, not
merely in unimportant matters of habit and preference, but even
in matters of vital belief . . . (p.4)— What is new in the present
movement is the type of unity to which the churches have com-
mitted themselves. This is a unity which has-broken once for all with
the ideal of conformity.’’ (P. 16.) That is, they do not even want to
try to agree in doectrine, but want truth and error, sound doctrine
and heresies, to have equal rights in the church, on the contention
that nobody knows what the real truth is anyway!

‘We received our first impressions of this Eceumenical Move-
ment in China, where we heard Dr. John R. Mott, the recognized
leader of the Movement, lecture to the missionaries, in Nanking, the
spring of 1913. Christian truth, he said is like a diamond with
many facets. One church sees one facet of that truth; another
church sees another facet of it; a third church still another facet,
and so on. In order to get the whole truth, the whole diamond, we
must combine all the churches with all their distinetive teachings in-
to one comprehensive body. Then the ““rent anud sundered body of
Christ’’, as they call all visible Christendom, will be made whole
again.—As there are said to be 168 facets in a diamond, this makes
room for practically all the major sects in the Church today, sc
that everyone should bhe satisfied!

For over 35 years, we have heard the changes rung on this
theme. We could multiply quotations from leading theologians in
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all churches, including the Lutheran, to show how they no longer
distinguish between truth and error, but- demand equal rights -for
the most contradictory theories and behefs, not excluding Catholic
idolatry. Their watch-word is, ‘‘not compromise, but comprehen-
sion’’. That is, the churches are to get together, not on the basis of a
compromise formulation of doetrine, but on the assumption that the
distinetive teachings of all churches are needed in order to arriveat
the whole truth. Thus Dr. A. Nygren, President of the Lutheran
World Federation, said in his report to the convention at Lund m
1947

““T’he Qospel is so exceedingly rich that no section of Chr15~
tendom can claim a full and exhaustive grasp of its richness. One
Church has grasped more of it, another less. One has penetrated to
the central things, while another has remained to a greater degree
at peripheral points. Omne has grasped one side, the other another
side. In this respect the churches can learn from each other nnd
help each other to arrive at a simpler, richer and deeper understand-
ing o)f the Gospel.”” (N. L. C. News Bureau Release, June 30th,
1947.

And Dr. Ralph H. Long, formerly Executive Director of the Na-
tional Imtheran Conuneil, said with regard to Lutheran participation
in the “World Council of Churches’’ which met in Amsterdamn,
August, 1948:

““We believe that the World Council will he a better balanced
organization, if it has strong confessional groups within its ranks,
than if it is made up of those who have little regard for confessional
standards. There must be a proper and dignified respect for the
confessional positions of all the churches in the ecumenical group,
and this can best be aceomplished by each denomination presenting
a united front. We are definitely in favor of the ecumenical pro-
gress that has been made, and we want it to result in the strongest
organization possible. This ecan result only from real honesty and
a genuine purpose to cultivate a due respect for the right of each
communion.to adhere to and propagate its own confession.”” (N. L.
C. News Bureaun Release, July 1st., 1947.)

The bland assumption all these advocates of the ‘“‘Eeumenical
Movement’’ make is that the various churches differ from each other
hecause they emphasize different truths, The fact is, however, that
it is their errors the sects emphasize most,—the Calvinist his ration-
alistic predestinarianism, the Baptist his false doetrine of Baptism,
the Episcopalian his unapostolie doetrine of ‘‘the Apostolic- Succes-
sion’’, the Modernist his evolutionary theories, ete. . . . The churches
have separated from each other becaunse they at some point or other
departed from the standards of true Bible teaching, which is the
only truly unifying power in the world. The Lutherau Cliuvch alone,
in its public Confessions, the Book of Concord, sticks to the whole
truth of God’s word, letting every facet of it shine with the hril-
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liance which belongs to it. Thus, e. g., when the Reformed Church-
¢s call the Saecraments mere signs of grace, while the Lutheran
Churceh calls them means of grace, they are not emphasizing dif-
ferent facets of the same truth; but one denies a Bible doctrine
which the other affirms. It is a demonstration of the superficiality
and shallowness of modern man in religious matters, that so many
people, including prominent theologians and church leaders even in
Lutheran cireles, should adopt this theory that eacli chureh has the
right to its distinetive doetrines, no matter how contrary to Serip-
ture they may be. The only unity that counts in the Christian
Church is the unity in the faith, which it is the first duty of the
Church to maintain, defend and propagate. When ecliurch leaders
forget this elementary fact and seek to turn the Church of Christ
into a kingdom of this world, exercising the influence of its organi-
zations and numbers on legislation, government, social and interna-
tional affairs, ete., it is not strange that they should be drawn into
such fundamentally anti-Christian movements as the modern ‘‘Eecu-
menieal Movement.”’

It would shed considerable light on the real character of the
World Couneil and allied union movements today to review the
origin and history of the Eeumenical Movement, but we cannot do
that here. (It has been done by the undersigned in an article to be
published in the Theological Quarterly of the Wisconsin Synod, also
by Rev. Ofstedal of the K. I.. C. in a pamphlet published by Augs-
burg Pub. House.) This review would show that the Movement is
rooted in Modernism, Socialism and Liberalism, and has had as its
recognized leaders an international coterie of men who are exponents
of the Social Gospel in theology and of International Socialism and
Radicalism in polities. This is so obviously the case that Fundamen-
talisi groups in our eountry have not only refused to join the World
Council and its subsidiaries, but have organized an ‘‘International
Couneil of Christian Churches’’ to counteraet the World Couneil,
even as they have organized ‘‘The American Council of Churches”’
and ‘“‘The National Association of Evangelicals’’, to counteract the
radical ¢‘Federal Council of Churches,”’ with which such Lutherans
as the United Lutheran Church are connected. In their ‘‘Internation-
al Call,”’ issued in February, 1948, the officers of the ‘‘American
Council”’ said :

‘“The projection of the proposed World Couneil of Churches
has given ample evidence that those who believed in an infallible,
inerraut Bible and the whole eouncil of God revealed therein cannot
be a party to that body. Its use in its leadership of prominent Christ-
rejecting and Bible-contradicting ministers, its championship of the
inelusivist ehurch displaying complete doctrinal indifferentism with
helievers and unbelievers partaking of the ecommunion, its union
with the Greelk Orthodox churches with their idolatrous mass, sup-
erstitious intercession to the Virgin and the Saints, its open invita-
tion to the Roman Catholic Church to join, and its deceptive use of
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traditional Christian phrases while denying the historical meaning
thereof—all combine to projeet an organization which will be ex-
pressive of apostasy and filled with abomination. The untold harm
which sueh a body will do in misleading the nations, in opposing the
pure Gospel, in closing doors to faithful missions and in advancing
socialism and political intrigue with the State can hardly be over-
stated. This situation challenges every Bible-believer throughout the
world who desires to lift high the banner of the Cross, and to glory
in the precious blood of the Lamb.”’

Delegates from a considerable number of conservative groups
in different parts of the world met in Amsterdam August 12th to
19th, 1948, and organized an ‘‘International Couneil’’ to ‘‘stand
against the World Council’’, which met in the same place August
22nd to September 9th.

In spite of the patently Modernistic character of the World
Council, practically all Lutheran Churches in the world have joined
it direectly, besides being connected with it through the Lutheran
World Federation. The U. L. C,, the A. L. C., the Augustana Syndd,
etc., have joined. The E. L. C. (Norwegian Merger) leaders tried to
get it to join. They insisted that membership in the World Council
would not involve their church in unionism; that it concerned only
cooperation in ‘‘externals’’, such as relief work in Hurope, a
“righteous and lasting peace hased on Christian prineciples, ’’ ete.
The Church Council of the H. 1., C. said, as quoted in ‘‘Luther-
aneren’’, Oct. 1946 : : i

““While the world burns, must we wait two full years before
we can decide whether to join hands with fellow-Christians to put
out, or at least check, the fire in a planmed, organized attempt?
Surely we are agreed with our fellow-Christians that a righteous
and lasting peace must be based upon Christian prineiples. But still
we must, at a time when every minute counts, wait at least two
yvears before we can contribute our mite toward a united Christian
effort to exercise influence on those who are to make the peace! We
must wait two years before we can join in with the unanimous testi-
mony of fellow-Christians against oppression of minorities, against
the fateful signs of the times pointing to a new increase of the Fas-
cistie spirit! — A frank recognition of the spiritual fellowship which
we express in the third article of the Apostles’ Creed, (I believe—
the holy Christian Church, the communion of saints) and, on the
basis thereof, a presentation of a ‘united Christian front over
against the situatious that confront the churches all round the
world,” is something else’’ (than unionism). (Tr. from the Nor-
wegian by L.) ‘ : _

Note the utter confusion of thought which identifies ‘‘the com-
munion of saints,’” the spiritual body of Christ, with all those who
call themselves Christians throughout the world, the great majority
of whom may be anything but true believers. It is only according
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as we preach the truth in Jesus Christ and testify agaiust all error
that we really build up the Church of Christ. But these ‘‘Lutheran”
leaders propose to build the Church and make its influence felt in
the world by joining hands with a multitude of people who deny,
either every fnndamental of the Christian faith, or at least many of
the Biblical, Lutheran teachings, such as that concerning the in-
spired Word of God and the Holy Sacraments. as divine means of
grace. We expect our confirmants to know the difference between
the visible and the invisible church, but these people do not!

At its convention in 1948, the E. L. C., as well as the Norwe-
gian Free Church, voted decisively against joining the World Coun-
cil. However, those who objected to the World Council because
of its Modernistie, Christ-denying character, have had nothing to
say against the Lutheran World Federation, most of whose mem-
bers belong to the World Council, and which as a unit is represent-
ed by Dr. Michelfelder, its Executive Secretary, at the World Coun-
cil. And the Lutheran World Federation, too, has its full share
of Modernists and critics of the orthodox Lutheran faith. When
people join hands to form a ring, they are connected not only with
those whose hands they touch directly, but also with all those
in the circle. So these E. L. C. Lutherans are connected with the
World Council, the Federal Couneil of Churches, and other modern-
istie, Socialistic organizations through their membership in the
Lutheran World Federation, whether they like to admit it or not.
Dr. Nygren, the President of the Lutheran World Federation, has
been praised, even in the Missouri Synod Press, as a conservative
Toutheran. Yet he and Bishop Aulen who lead the so-called ‘‘Lun-
dengian School’” of theology take considerable pains in their writ-
ings to show that they are ‘‘modern’ in their outlook and far re-
moved from traditional Lutheran orthodoxy. Thus Dr. Conrad
Bergendoff, in summarizing the report of Commission, headed by
Dr. Nygren, to the Lund Convention, says with regard to thesc
Tund theologians:

“They have delivered Lutheran theology from the stale intel-
lectualism which results from an orthodoxy which believed itself
capable of preserving the Spirit of God in the bottles of ‘pure’ doc-
trine. The result is a theology which more than ever throws the
church back on the Gospel and gives added meaning to the term
‘Word of God’, but will not allow itself to he mechanized and mat-
erialized by formulas of inspiration so dear to rationalists of hoth
theg;rthodox and pietist types.”” (The National Liutheran, Fall, 1947,
p. . .

It is evident, too, that the Lutheran World Federation will ex-
ert its influence toward breaking down the walls between Luth-
erans and other churches. Dr. Michelfelder said at Lund: ‘‘Our
provineialism must come to an end. Since our Lumtheran Chureh
embraces almost half of Protestantism we must assume the largest
share of responsihility.—The Lmtheran Church should take its right-
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ful plaee in the World Couneil of Churches.’. .
Thus there are few Lutherans. foday who ﬁdl\e anyf deflnlt I
stand against erroristic and heretical’ “churehes. Théy ¢ :
them . instead in more and more areas of their ‘work; plead" 1
first, perhaps, that it is only in ‘‘externals® that’ théy are. ¢t opemt-
mg, hut very soon adopting the prevailing ‘‘ecumenical” viéw that,
““externals’’ means all branches of the work of the c¢hurch. The
Lutheran Church eannot retain its character as ‘‘the Church of the
pure Word and Sacraments’’ when it ceases testifying agamst the
errors of the Reformed and Catholic Churches. There is, accord-
ingly, no greater or more important issue before our church today
than this, that we not only keep separate from such organizations
as the World Counetl, but also contend against them and fight them
with the sword of the Word without ceasing. And this we must do,
even if we stand alone or see one after the other of those who
formerly took a firm stand against unionism suceumbing to 1ts
blandishments and compromising with the world. :

IL

“Tf orthodox Lutherans cooperate or associate with hetero-
dox Lutherans in any phase of the Church’s work, such as educa-
tion, missions, charities, ete., they disregard the fact that joint
church work with false teachers is unionism just as much as is
joint worship. Hzra 4, 1-8; 2 John 10,11.”’

There are some allegedly conservative Lutherans who would
condemn any unionistic activities with the Reformed, but who in-
sist that it is in order to cooperate or associate in the work of the
Church with anyone called ‘‘Lutheran.”’ The name, ‘‘Lutheran’’,
seems to cover a multitude of sins for them. The people concerned
may be Modernists or Lodge members who deny the inspiration of
Seripture and question every important article of the Christian
faith; and vet by some strange alchemy their calling themselves
“Lutheran’’ is supposed to make them fit company for orthodox
Lutherans. But the fact of the matter is that the differences which
divide Lutherans into opposing camps are just as great as those
which separate the Reformed sects from the Lutheran Church.
There are even so-called Lutherans who depart from the Bible
teachings on more fundamental points than do some of the con-
servative Reformed groups. It simply is not true, as has so often
heen asserted also by Mi issourt Synod leaders of late, that conserva-
tive Lutherans have more in common with all other Lutherans
than they have with any Reformed Chureh. The position of.a man
like Dr. J. Gresham Machen, for example. tallied with our cornserva-
tive Lutheran p(mtlon on more pomts than that of many a Luth-
eran leader in ‘‘anti-Missourian’ camps does, - :

“‘Liberal Lutherans”—hbnral in their tolerance of error--may,
indeed, seek to join hands with all ealled Tintheran. But this -does
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not mean that they are willing to do so on the conservative Luth-
eran lasis, dissociating themselves from all error. The old Hauge’s
Synod, for example, consented to join the Merger of Norwegian
churches in 1917 only on the condition that it should be allowed
to continue its unionistic associations with the Reformed Churches
in the Student Volunteer Movement, Laymen’s Missionary Move-
ment, ete. . . Thus unionism with the Reformed hecame an integral
part of the platform on which the Norwegian Merger was based,
and it has grown like a cancer, until now the leaders in that body
want to join even the Modernistic World Counecil of Churches. The
United Lutheran Church has repeatedly invited the other Lutheran
Churches to join it ‘““on the basis of the Lutheran Confessions.’’” But
it hags made no move to break its connections with the radical Fed-
eral Council of Churches or the World Counecil. The sincerity of
its subseription to the Lutheran Confessions can be tested by the
simple expedient of asking it, if it would be willing to give up all
its contacts with the Reformed, in order to establish a true Luth-
eran union. Their answer would be a decided ‘‘no’’—as anyone
knows who reads their journals or has noted their fulminations
against ‘‘Missourian separatism,’’ meaning our stand against un-
ionism. They not only refuse to join us on a true Lutheran basis
themselves, but condemn us outright as ‘‘Pharisees’’ and loveless bi-
gots, for objecting to their flirtations with the Reformed, the Lodg-
es and the Modernists.

And yet there is a growing chorus of voices in our cireles in
favor of the proposition that all Lutherans can cooperate in var-
ious phases of church work, where it would not be proper to unite
with other Christian churches. Thus ‘‘The Lutheran Society, Inec.”’,
an association of Lutheran men of all synodical groups, in its ‘‘Res-
olutions’’ of May 12th, 1947, says:

“Whereas the evidences of Lutheran unity are constantly increasing;
Whereas differences in practice are disappearing among Lutherans and
the trend toward a unified, sound confessionalism is growing; Whereas
all Lutheran bodies have joined hands in providing service centers for those
in the armed forces, in the spiritual care of prisoners of war, in relief work
at home and abroad, in planning post-war reconstruction, and in many
other ways, thereby doing more effective work without duplication of ef-
forts or waste of funds; and Whereas a world in agony and fear needs
the voice and work of a united Lutheranism; now therefore be it

“Resolved, that we express the hope that continued successful coopers-
tion among Lutherans will lead to the solution of the problems of pulpit
fellowship. Communion administration, transfer of members, and the hold-
ing of joint Lutheran services; and be it further

“Resolved that we prayerfully appeal to all Lutheran bodies to expand
their efforts toward cooperation, which, God grant, may finally lead to a
Lutheran Church which is truly united.”

“Liutheran Men and Women in America’, another of the hy-
brid organizations now afflicting our Lutheran Zion, advertises as
its ‘“ Aims and Objects:”’
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“1. To develop better understanding among all Lutherans, and to en-
courage fellowship and cooperation in externals among Lutherans,

“2.-—to better acquamt the wozrld at larg-, and the community in which
this organization operates in particular, w1th thc Lutheran Church and its
activities.

“3. To help meet the gleat challenge vshich hag come to all Christen-
dom—and to create a voic. in Hollywwood to check juvenile delinquency.

“4, To encourage coopzration and joint action in projects and activit-
ies not contrary to synodical reg:lations.”

1

The ‘‘Federation of Lutheran Cin's’ la. AT
and has a consiceral.le num er ol Syn. ¢ L o ‘
as members. While the Wisconsin Synod .0 its pliciiCeieolle s ves
tified against these unionistic orge. nizations, the Luthercn Witness
has earried reports of their mce:ngs and activities vsithout ad\'er,
comment.

There are also several organizations working in the field of
Social Welfare and Charities which unite Lutherans of all groups,
e. g. ‘‘Associated Lutheran Welfare”’, Seattle, Wash. According to
its Executive Secretary, a Missouri Synod pastor, Rev. 1. Spannaus,
this ‘‘agency is considered an outstanding experiment in Lutheran
cooperation and an example of a timely program by leading Luth
eran social workers,”” (‘‘Inasmuech’’, Feb. 1946). And it says that its
most significant and important contribution to social welfare work
is the ‘“spiritual care’’ it alone can give, Apparently then, it does not
pretend to limit itself to ‘‘the externals’’ of charity work. 1n Wasgh-
ington, D. C., the ‘‘Lmtheran Inner Mission Society’’, ‘‘composed i
members of Lutheran congregations regardless of their synodica'
affiliations,’” has as its aim to ‘‘ingpire to a fuller m'n'stry the I
theran Churches in meeting the social and spiritucl needs ‘n 1.
respective parishes and in the community.”” (Luth. V:"mng
9th, 1948.)

Now a “‘Lutheran Hospital Association’’ has been formed, un-
der the auspices of the National Lutheran Council, in which Mis-
souri Synod members take part, according to the Luth. Witness of
Oect. 21st, 1947. Its members also belong to the ‘‘ American Prot-
estant Hospital Association’’, representing all Protestant churches.

In St. Paul, Minn., there is a ‘“‘Lutheran Council’’, with repre-
sentation from four synods, including the Missouri Synod, which has
engaged in ‘‘four projects: released-time school, stewardship cam-
paign, newspaper advertising and visual education library.”” (L.
‘W. Mar, 25th, 1947.) These activities in the field of education are
presumably regarded as ‘‘externals.’’

Other cooperative endeavors in the field of education are the
Theological Professors’ Conferences, the Interseminary association,
the ‘‘Luther Academy’’ of the A. L. C. in which Missouri Synod
members have taken regular part, and the Boy Scout Movement.
‘We need not analyze them in detail, as all have this in common that
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they claim to deal ouly with the ‘‘externals’’ of church work, and
hence do not involve nnionism, although they at the same time aim
to bring about “‘Lntheran umnity,”” Thus we read that the con-
ference of Lutheran Theological Professors last year dealt, among
other things, with ‘*the contributions which the seminaries can make
to Lumtheran unity.”” The Interseminary Association lists among
its aims: ‘‘To encourage the spiritual life of Lutheran seminarians.
“—To effect a better understanding of problems which face the
Lutheran Church at large.”” “‘The Lutheran’’ (U. L. C.) says of
it that its purpose is to ‘‘aid students in cooperation across synod-
ical lines.”” (Dec. 17Tth 1947.) The Theological Professors’ Confer-
ence also arranged for the publication of a book entitled ‘“What
Lutherans are Thinking.”’ According to the reviewer in The Chris-
tian Century, (Sept. 3d, 1947), ‘‘it is remarkable in its unity.”’—
Yet it contains both ‘‘a labored defense of bibical literalism and a
cogent denial of it quite frequenily repeated, a stultifying and me-
chanistic use of the debt-paying conception of atonement and a par-
tieularly effective repudiation of it (pp.308-309) when pressed be-
yond the limits of its validity. IHere is the wooden kind of Luther-
ism which takes its rise from the systematizers of the ecentury after
Luther and the vigorous criticism of it at the hands of those who
have renewed the dynamic of their Lutheranism under a ‘Luther
renaissance’.”’

But according to Dr, Paul H. Buehring, of the A. L. C., this
book shows that ‘‘twenty-eight different writers representing seven
different synods today can and do think alike and in harmony with
the basic principles of the Lutheran Church.”” (Theol. Quarterly,
Oct. 1947, p.298). Evidently the contrary teachings referred to in
““The Christian Century’’ are looked upon as merely ‘‘divergent
opinions of various writers’’ (The Preface), none of which are ““in
confliect with the basie confession.”” The Missouri Synod members
who wrote several chapters in this book may have presented Luth-
eran doctrine correctly in their particular essays, but they are still
tarred with the unionistic sentiments and Modernistic heresies
which the book as a whole presents so that it ean be praised even
by the ultra-radical writers of ‘‘The Christian Century’’staff.

As for the Boy Scouts,—Dr. Theo. Graebner now defends that
organization as ‘‘an external in which the Christian bhoy may par-
ticipate without thereby giving up any part of his religious convie-
tions and prineiples or entering into a spiritual fellowship.”” (‘*‘To
ward Lutheran Union,”’ p. 235.) Some years ago, Dr. Graebner pub-
lished a tract on ‘Y Religion aud Boy Scout Morality,’’ in which he
criticised the Boy Scout Movement severely. It is notable that prac-
tically all of the weaknesses and dangers of that movement to which
he pointed then exist in equal measure today, as the Wisconsin Synod
has repeatedly shown. Yet some Missourians would apparently ra-
ther destroy their fellowship with the Wisconsin Synod than give
up their Boy Secout troops and the eonnection with liberal Luther-
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ans which they have established through the ‘‘Lutheran Boy Scout
Movement.”’

The number of contacts which many Synodlcal COerl ence
members are making with ‘‘Anti-Missourian’’~ Lutherans: today
is almost beyond computation. We cannot list them all liere. There
are ‘‘Historical Societies,”” ‘‘Liturgical Associations,’” ‘‘Seminars™,
“Chaplains’ Associations,”’ ete., Lutheran Editors have niet regu-
larly for years, including some ‘‘Missourian’’ editors. Conferences
and ‘““ministeriums’’ have been organized locally in many sections of
the country, in-most of which ‘“‘prayer fellowship’’ is practiced and
“Lutheran fellowship’’ is emphasized. S

In the field of Missions, too, there has heen considerable co-op-
eration or ‘‘co-ordination of effort’’, as some like to call-it. Here
belongs ‘‘the spiritual care of prisoners of war,”” mueli of the work
done in ‘‘Service Centers’’ during the war, and in ‘‘posi-war re-
construction.”” There are Home Mission fields, e. g. in the Atlan-
tie District, where agreements have been reached to leave certain
areas to the National Lutheran Council churches, other areas to the
Missouri Synod. It is, of course, necessary to avoid all ‘‘sheep-
stealing”’’, or encroachment upon the work of other Christian
chiurches, whether Lutheran or Reformed. The true Lutheran does
not proselytize. But by the same token it is wrong to turn our

““sheep’’ over to the ‘‘tender care’’ of wolves in sheep’s elothing,
which is just what many who are called “‘Lutheran pastms truly
are. :

Similarly in the work of Student Missions, there are plaees
where the ‘‘Lutheran pastor in eharge of student work is recogniz-
ed on the campus as the Lutheran pastor representing all Lutheran
groups,’’ both National Lutheran Council and Missouri Synod. Thus
Missouri Synod students have heen left to the care of a U. L. C. pas-
tor even in a place like Cambridge, where the Synodical Conference
has a church conveniently located for student work. The U.L.C.
pastor there advertises the fact that his “University Lutheran As-
sociation’” works together with Reformed pastors and church- re-
lated student groups, and has brought to the campus such ‘‘dist-
tinguished Christian leaders as Reinhold Niebuhr and John Bennett
of Union Theological Seminary and Liston Pope of the Yale Divinity
School.”” (The National Lutheran, 1947, No 3, p. 30.) If ‘‘Missouri-
ans’’ can allow their student members to be exposed to such Mod-
ernistic and unionistic influences, they have moved a long ways
from the sound Lutheran position of their fathels

It is clear that the program of ¢ cooperatlon in externalq has
in many 1nstances gone far beyond anything .that could  legiti-
mately be called ‘‘externals.”” This is, no doubt, because there has
been a great deal of confuswn as to Just what was meant by “e
ternals of church work’’. For some mean by that all the aetlvmes
of the church in the fleld of Missions, Education and Charities,
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while others mean only such activities as do not involve the ‘‘spirtt-
ual program’’ of the church, that is, the preaching of the Word,
the ““cure of souls’’, and the administration of the Sacraments. Some
defend all the organizations and cooperative efforts referred to
above, while others condemn many of them. We need, then, to be-
come clear on the principle that joint church work involves union-
ism, just as much as joint worship does, when there is no agreement
in doctrine. For the essential thing is to avoid fellowship with those
who teach error in any phase of the work of the church, since its
activities properly concern at all times and only the furtherance of
the Gospel. In general, churches, as churches, should not concern
themselves with things external to their ‘‘spiritual program’’, but
should leave them to the civie associations that are so plentiful in
this eountry, and which Christians, as individuals, are free to join,
wherever their objectives are in harmony with the law of the land
and Christian principles.

The returned Jews who set about to build the temple of the
Lord in Jerusalem were told by their Samaritan neighbors: ‘‘Let us
build with you, for we seek your God, as ye do; and we do sacri-
fice unto him since the days of Fssarhaddon king of Assur, which
brought us up hither.”” The Jews did not accept their offer on the
plea that here it was only a matter of joint church work, which did
not necessarily imply joint worship. They said: ‘“Ye have nothing
to do with us to build an house unto our God; but we ourselves to-
gether will build unto the Lord God of Israel.”’ (XHzra 4, 2-3.) So
the true Lutheran will want to do all his church work without
mingling in syneretistic, unionistic fashion with the many heterodox
people who claim to be ‘‘seeking our God,”’ but who actually de-
part from the revealed Word of God on one point after another.
Then he will not need to write long disquisitions, trying to dis-
tinguish between the various kinds of church work, and to deter-
mine when his cooperation with false teachers is unionism and when
it is not, as was done in the book, ““Toward Lutheran Union.”’

One touch-stone, by which we can determine whether a certain
activity concerns the ‘‘spiritual program’ of the churceh or not,
may be found in this: Does it involve ‘‘prayer-fellowship?’’ The
cases referred to above, and many others like them, would do so.
Hence, those who insist on practicing what they call ‘‘cooperation
in externals’’ with heterodox Lutherans will be found defending
“prayer-fellowship’’ with them also. Through some strange mental
processes that it is hard to analyze they find it wrong to practice
““pulpit and altar fellowship’’ with errorists, but see nothing wrong
in practicing ‘‘prayer-fellowship’” with them. Seripture has nothing
on which to base this distinetion. It condemms all ‘“spiritual fellow-
ship’’ with errorists, while allowing Christians, indeed, to associate
with them on the civie, business and social plane. (I Cor. 5) We
can be friendly toward Jews, Turks and heathens, but ean no more
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pray with them than we can worship with them or work together
with them in religious matters.

Prayer, if it is worthy of the name, surely should be 1ega1 ded
as a ‘‘spiritual exercise.”’ It is, of course, an act of man, something
““external’’ in so far as it 1nvolves an activity of man, rather than
the spiritual activity of God and His Spirit in the healt of man.
But to chstmgulsh between prayer fellowship and pulpit or altar
fellowship in the manner that has become so popular even in our
circles today is to involve oneself in sophistical reasoning such as
should be anathema in the church. All kinds of church work, all
kinds of worship should be earried on strietly in accordance with the
Word of God, which is our one authority in all matters of both
faith and life. ““To the law and to the testimony; if they speak not
according to this word, it is because there is no light in them.—
And they shall look unto the earth; and behold trouble and dark—
ness, dimness of anguish; and they shall be driven to darkness.”
(Is. 8, 20,22.). The darkness that has fallen over such a large part
of Christendom today,~—with whole continents that once were called
““Christian’’ now under the brutal sway of Christ-hating Com-
munists, and other large areas in the visible ehureh groping in the
dim light of Christ-denying Modernism, idolatrous Catholicism and
a confused Protestantism,—can be called a direct result of the in-
difference to pure doctrine and the tolerance of all sorts of heretical
sects that has been so characteristic of the Church during the past
century. There can be no hope for better things till Christians are
willing to suffer persecution and want for the sake of the ‘‘faith
which was once delivered unto the saints,”’ (Jude 3), without chang-
ing one jot or tittle of it. Not by building great church organiza-
tions to ‘‘make an impact nupon the world,”” but by faithfully and
diligently using the Word of God in its truth and purity, shall we
further the cause of God’s kingdom and fulfill our duties as ‘‘the
salt of the earth,’”’ preserving it from utter corruption.

I1I.

““The test of so-called externals in church work is whether
they may properly be carried on with all manner of churches and
religious or civie organizations.”’ :

‘We have stated that “;]omt church work with false teachers is
unionism just as much as is joint worship,”” and have maintained:
that it is wrong to label any legitimate phase of the work of the
Christian church as ‘“‘externals’’, in contrast with the public preach-
ing of the word and the administration of the Sacraments as the
only ‘‘internals.’”’ There is no basis either in logic or in Scripture
for the dlstmctmn that so many make between ‘‘pulpit-and altar-
fellowship’’ with errorists—this, they concede is unionism—and the
fellowship that is created by the more irregular or incidental con-
tacts with errorists in the many cooperative endeavors of today.
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This is not to say, however, that there are not cases where we
in our e¢hurch work may come in contact with other churches in
such a way as to cooperate with them to an extent without any
unionism being involved. There are, for example, questions con-
cerning our relation to the State, where we may make common
cause with other Protestants, or even with Catholics and Jews,
without prejudice to our Imtheran confessions. Thus when the Child
Labor Amendment was debated in Massachusetts and other states,
we appeared at the hearings in the State House as representing the
Pastoral Conference of our church in Boston, alongside of an ag-
gressive group of Catholic leaders; our opposition to that Amend-
ment was based on eoncern for our parochial schools, as was the
Catholie opposition. Other Lutheran groups gave us no support in
this matter whatever. Many Socialistic Protestant groups were
against us. It was obvious that we were not working together with
Catholics because we felt that they were our brethren in the faith;
we happened only to share the same position on a legislative mea-
sure which affected the work of the church. Neither was there any
“prayer-fellowship’’ involved, as there always is in the type of
‘“eooperation in externals’ to which we object.

Similarly, a Liutheran congregation may rent the chureh build-
ing of another denomination, or a lLodge Hall, without thereby be-
coming guilty of unionism. The connection with the seet or lodge is
truly ‘‘external.” We may also furnish other churches with our
statistics and procure copies of their statisties for our own use,
‘“cooperating’’ with them to that extent, without hereby ‘‘fellow-
shipping’’ them in any manner. We could do the same for the State
or for any secular organization. There may be instances in connec-
tion with the work of Charities or Missions where we have to deal
with the State, and where our interests would be identical with those
of all other churches, so that we could consult with them or ‘‘co-
operate’’ with them in deeiding upon our course. But no organiza-
tion is required to do this, nor any such fellowship as the Lutheran
Associations named above practice.

- We read in “‘Toward Lutheran Union’’, p. 225:

“Efforts along the same lines (Charities, etc.)—have all proved the
need of cooperation of Lutherans rather than cooperation with all Pro-
testant denominations even in external matters related to the welfare

field, education, the gathering of statistics, etc. Not only their doctrine,
but their entire church life is different from that of the Lutheran Church.”

If cooperation with other Lutherans is encouraged on the plea
that ‘‘their entire church life’’ is like ours, while that of other
churches is ‘‘different,’” then it is clear that we are not dealing with
‘‘externals’’ at all, but with that which is the distinetive, spiritual
work of the church. Such arguments are an admission, ‘‘a dead
give-away '’ that this ‘‘cooperation in externals’ ig really ‘‘joint
church work’ with errcrists, as mueh to be condemned as ‘‘joint
chureh worship.”” Ifor that matter, it is not true that ‘‘the entire
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church life’’ of all other Lutheran bodies, outside of the Synodical
Conference, is so ‘‘different’’ from that of the Reformed Churehes,
or more like our own church life than the chureh life in those bodies
is. We have in earlier years associated with various Lutherans who
were definitely pietistic, Methodistic and un-Lutheran in their whole
church life; and, on the other hand, we have become 111t1mate1y ac-
quainted Wlth Eplscopahans, Pr esbytemans .and others, whose
“‘church life’” was much more like that of the conservative Lutheran
Church than is that of many called Lutheran. ‘““What’s in a name?’’
A Lutheran errorist smells no sweeter for bearing the name ‘‘Luth-
eran’’. And we should remember that the name Lutheran belongs
properly only to those who subseribe to ““God’s word and Luther’s
doetrine pure’’ without addition or subtraction. .

Therefore we say that the ‘test of externals in chureh work is
whether they may properly be carried on with all manner of
churches and religious or civie organizations.’’ If the matter at is-
sue is actually an ““external,”” which does not involve the confession
of the church or its spiritual program, then there could be no objec-
tion to joining in with Catholies, Jews, Masons, or any other organi-
zation that might happen to be concerned. And if the term, *“Co-
operation in Externals’’, is properly defined and limited, it will not
form the ‘“back door’’ to indiseriminate unionism, such as is being
practiced to an inereasing extent in our own circles today. We
should, then, take a definite stand against those who regard. as
unionism only a formal exchange of pulpits and indiseriminate altar
. fellowship, and who regard as a mere ‘‘external’’ everything else,—
membership in the Lutheran World Federation, the Federal Coun-
cil of Churches, the World Counecil, or any of the other unionistic
““Movements’’ and organizations of our day. Flse, with no voice
raised against the growing anarchy in the churches, the unabashed
sectarianism and false tolerance of error in them, the Church will
repeat the history of the Jewish Church and the Roman Papacy
and become but the ‘‘synagogue of Satan’’ or ‘‘the very Anti-
Christ.”” It is high time that we faced the issue squarely, making
the principle, “‘principiis obsta’,—‘resist the beginnings’’—our
slogan and purging out the leaven of false doctrine ere it corrupt
the whole lump.

IV.

“‘Since the National Lutheran Council, as well as the Lutheran
World Federation, was organized to promote co-operation in church
work between all Lintherans, without regard to doetrinal differ-
ences, we ob;Ject to them as umomstlc organizations and refuse to
take any part in their activities.’

The ground was prepared for the formatlon of the World
Council by a considerable number of unionistic organizations and
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“movements’’, many of which were guided by the same men. The
National Lutheran Council has a similar history. In New York City,
The Lutheran Society, representing all groups of Lutherans, de-
cided in 1916 to create an agency ‘‘to give wide publicity to the
Lutheran Quadri-centennial and to call attention to the profound
influence of the Reformation on modern history.”” (0. Ilauge,
“TLutherans Working Together’’, p. 23). This agency hecame in
January, 1918, ‘“The Lutheran Bureau,”” with Dr. O, H. Pannkoke
as director. Mr, Hauge says, (op. cit. p. 23-4) :

“The Bureau is of importance in the historical record because it rep-
resents the pioneer effort of American Lutherans to co-operate in the de-
velopment of a practical program relating to the external functions of the
Church. It not only played a fundamental role in rallying Lutheran forces

behind the war effort, but constituted a notable attempt to achieve mutual
understanding and to lay the foundation for still closer co-operation.”

It is significant that members of the Missouri Synod took a
prominent part in this ‘“‘practical program relating to the external
functions of the Church’’ from the very beginning.

In 1917, ““The Lutheran Brotherhood of America,’”’ an organiza-
tion of laymen representing miost of the Lutheran churches, was
formed to ‘‘further the religious, moral and social well-being of the
soldiers of the United States at the different camps,’’ by setting up
recreation centers, ete. At the same time, ‘‘The National Lutheran
Commission for Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Welfare’’ was organized to
carry on religious work among the armed forces. Practically all the
Lutheran bodies outside of the Synodical Conference belonged to
this organization, and the Missouri Synod also agreed to ¢‘coordi-
nate its efforts with the program of the Commission.”” The Luth-
eran Bureau, under Dr. Pannkoke, was assigned the task of pro-
moting the campaign to raise funds for the work of the Commission.

It was this ““ Army and Navy Commission’’ that was directly re-
sponsible for the organization of the National Lutheran Counecil,
““to earry on certain phases of its work and to give form to the
process of integration apparent in the historical development of
Ameriean Lutheranism.”” (Hauge, op. cit. p. 30.) Meetings were held
in Harrishburg, Pa., on July 17th 1918, in Pittsburgh, Pa., on August
Ist, and in Chicago on Sept. 6th, 1918, Thirty men, representing
eight Lutheran groups and the Army and Navy Commission, attend-
ed the last meeting, where the National Lutheran Council was for-
mally organized, with Dr. H. G. Stub as the first president.

Dr. Stub sought to define the purpose of this new organization
in an address to the Executive Board, saying:

“The National Lutheran Council will have a far-reaching scope, in-
volving functions of a character which as far as possible must be clearly
defined in order that no misunderstanding may arise and the impression
be created that by the organization of the National Lutheran Council already
8 federation of the different Lutheran synods has been effected.—At this
stage we must be very careful not to give the impression that the Council
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ig to be the exponent or spokesman of a United Church, in matters of doc-
trine, but only an organization dealing with matters of a more external
character, It is my earnest hope that the Council may be a great help in
bringing the different Lutheran Church bodies together in a great Ameri-
can Lutheran Church, but we must go slowly.” (Hauge, op. cit. p. 38-39)

Thus, instead of first seeking agreement in doctrine, in order
that all churches might work together effectively, the program was
to work together in the hope that doctrinal agreement and eventual-
ly one united Church would result. Social contacts, mutual interests
in the practical work of the Chureh, the alleged economy and greater
efficiency in carrying out the work that would result from pooling
their resources,—these were relied upon to unite the churches rath-
er than the doctrines of the Bible. It is not too much to say that
many Lutherans have had more faith in the efficacy of the coffee
cup as a unifying agency than in the Means of Grace! The emphasis
on co-operation in externals has led, and is bound to lead, to a com-
plete externalization of the Church and its work accordingly.

To begin with, the following ‘‘statements of purpose’’ were
adopted by the NLC to stress the fact that cooperation would be in
externals only:

“l.) To speak for the Lutheran Church and give pﬁblicity to its ut-
terances on all matters which require an expression of the common con-
viction and sentiment of the Church.

“2). To be the representative of the Lutheran Church in America in
its attitude toward or relations to organized bodies outside of itself.

“8.) To bring to the attention of the Church all such matters as require
common utterance or action.

“4.) To further the work of recognized agencies of the Church that
deal with problems arising out of war and other emergencies; to co-ordi-
nate, harmonize, and unify their activities; and to create new agencies to
meet circumstances which require action.

“5.) To coordinate the activities of the Church and its agencies for the
solution of new problems which affect the religious life and conscious-
ness of the people, e. g., social, economic, and educational conditions.

“6) To foster true Christian loyalty to the State, and to labor for the
maintenance of the right relation between Church and State as distinct,
divine institutions.

“7.) To promote the gathering and publication of true and uniform
statistical information concerning the Lutheran Church in America.”

In “Toward Lutheran Union,”” (p. 226) Dr. Theo. Graebner
says; after listing the ‘‘externals’’ quoted above:

“The Missouri Synod has never passed judgement on this program and
these pri—~+inles as contrary to our views on church fellowship. It is co-
operating at this writing (1943) with the Nationa] Lutheran Council in the
maintenance and management of Liutheran Centers for men in the armed
forces. Efforts to co-ordinate the work of our Emergency Planning Council
in the problems arising through the migration of workers in the war in-
dustries are now under way.”
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But the Missouri Synod did ‘‘pass judgment on this pro-
gram.’’ For ‘“The Lutheran Witness’” for Nov. 12th, 1918, contains
a strong indictment of ‘‘The Lutheran Bureau’’ pf wh‘le‘h. Rev.
Pannkoke was the director, and says with regard to its activities on
behalf of all Lutherans including those in the newly formed Na-
tional Lutheran Counecil :

“To unite for church work all who call themselves ‘Lutherans’ though
they differ in many points, is bald unionism.—The Editors would be justly
accused of hypocrisy if they fail at this time to protest against this most
regrettable attempt to give unionism domicile in our own Synod.” (p. 360.)

And in the same issue, Dr. Graebner had this to say about
“‘Christian Fellowship:”’

“Christian fellowship exists where the members of one Christian body
worship jointly with those of another church-body, or kneel together with
them at the same altar, exchange pulpits, accept members upon letters of
membership from the other body, extend ministerial calls to pastors in the
other body, engage in joint mission-work and charity-work, join their ef-
forts in establishing colleges, in publishing books and periodicals, or in or-
ganized work along other lines of church activity.

“According to the principle on which the Lutheran Church is built,
there must be Christian fellowship with those only who maintain, by public
profession, the same form of ‘doctrine; testifying their obedience to the
words of Christ, not only in positive statement, but also in negative, that
is to say, by testifying against error as well as by teaching the truth.
(p. 359.)

In this connection, he quotes I Tim. 6, 3-5; Rom. 16,17; Tit.3,
10; I Tim. 5, 22 and Rev. 2, 14 f. 20. The phrase ‘‘organized work
along other lines of church activity’’, in the ahove, would seem to
include also such ‘‘externals’’ as those listed in the NLC program.
Furthermore, the Missouri Synod refused to join the N. L. C. on the
ground that its whole program was unionistic, and in that manner
certainly ‘‘passed judgment’’ upon it. The Lutheran Witness for
March 16th, 1920, calls attention to ‘‘the wisdom of standing aloof
from intersynodical movements,’’ stating :

“Unless agreement in doctrine and in the application of doctrine to
church-life and church-work is first reached, federated movements are pre-
mature, and will only lead to new and most unpleasant embroilment, unless,
indeed, the more conservative element, through a mistaken sense of honor,

remains in an alliance which oppresses conscience since it involves a denial
of the truth.” (p. 86.)

The simple fact is that the N. L. C. was a thoroughly unionistic
organization from its inception, and that the program limiting its
activities to ‘‘res externa’’ was but the bait, in effect if not in in-
tent, by which it lured unsuspecting Lutherans into its trap and
disarmed suspieious Lutherans, so that they would not=3 . it be-
fore it was firmly established. Hence it began almost at once with
activities which even some members regarded as ‘‘res interna’’. It
helped to establish a Lutheran Home Missions Council, as well as a
Foreign Missions Council, to co-ordinate the worlk on the Home and
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Foreign Missions field. And it earried on relief work for Kuropean
churches and missions, which went far beyond mere ‘‘physical re-
lief’’; At the meeting of the whole Council in November, 1919, the
representatives of the various Lutheran bodies dlscussed doctrlnal
matters, but could arrive at no agreement.

However, as Mr. Hauge writes:

“All who were present manifested an eagerness for concord. A sense
of urgency was lent to these deliberations by the generally accepted con-
viction that the Council program would necessarily require some sort of co-
operation involving more than ‘res externa.” Ag Dr. Stub explained: ‘“The re-
construction work in different countries of Europe could not be limited to
giving physical relief. It would go much further. The same may be said of
the work in industrial centers, not to speak of the adjustments that in
specific cases would have to be made on the home mission fields in order
to avoid friction, division, and the organization of new congregations where

there already were one or more Lutheran churches.’” (op. cit. p. 46f.)

The Iowa Synod protested against this extension of the work of
the Council to ‘‘reg interna,”’ 'md withdrew when its protests went

unheeded, in 1920. Mr. quwe savs, (op. cit. p. 47) :

“This withdrawal and subsequent attacks by the editors of
The Lutheran Witness and others created a situation which almost
finished the Couneil. It did survive, and perhaps in the end was
strengthened by tribulation—but those were anxious days.’’

During the next few years, the N. L. C. devoted itself in the
main to relief in Burope and in the mission fields where Euro-
pean Societies had lahored. Largely as a result of this work, it be-
came instrumental in arranging for the first ‘‘Lutheran world
Convention,”” held in Hisenach, Germany, August 19-26, 1923,

Mr. Hauge says, (op. cit. p. 49) with regard to this gathering:.

“One hundred. and sixty-five delegates were present, representing the
65,000,000 Lutherans of twenty-two nations.—All Lutherans of the world
except the one and a half million members of the Synodical Conference.in
the United States were represented there.

“In the course of that historic meeting it became apparent that the
Church possessed a true ecumenical character, a unlty of spirit and inner
life, a genuine internationalism, As a tangible expression of this unity the
Convention adopted the followmg doctrinal statement: ‘The Lutheran World
Convention acknowledges the Holy Scriptures of the Old and New Testa-
ments as the only source and infallible norm of all church teaching and
practice, and sees in the Lutheran Confessiong, especially the Unaltered
Augsburg Confession and Luther’s Small Catech1sm a pure expositxon of
the Word of God.”

Here it was obvious that the American Lutheran churches Were
estabhshlng fraternal relations with many nominal Lutheran
churches in Europe which were not only thoroughly unionistic and
indifferentistic in their own doctrine and practice, but were alsq
honeycombed with Modernism and Rationalism. Their adoption of
the Lutheran Confessions meant no more than the recital of “the
Apostles’ Creed does to the Modernist who puts something entirely
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different into it tham what the words historically and legitimately
convey. Therefore Dr. M. Reu, whom none could justly accuse of
holding rigoristic views regarding ‘‘unionism’’, felt it ineumbent
upon him to explain how he and his church could take part in the
TLutheran World Convention, as well as in the National Lutheran
Couneil, which they joined again in 1930. He says in his lecture on
“‘Unionism,’’ after adnitting that it would be unionism to ‘‘estab-
lish ehurch fellowship with the United Lutheran Church under such
circumstances’’, (referring to its Modernism, Lodgery, ete.) :

“If membership in the Lutheran World Convention were to involve
church fellowship in the narrower sense of that term, then our participa-
tion would actually be unionism because in that case we would have church
fellowship with those who teach destructive errors or to say the least,
refrain from exercising and requesting doctrinal discipline against such
errorists.

“The situation, however, assumes an entirely different aspect when it
is remenibered that the Lutheran World Convention is no more than a free
conference, which may express itself on points of faith and life but has no
power to pass binding resolutions.” (p. 26)

He admits that to the majority of the Convention members, the
Confessional paragraph quoted above was ‘‘no more than an empty
form.’’ But he calls attention to the fact that he himself had brought
““‘testimonies of Lutheran truth in distinetion and opposition to the
views of the majority’” (p. 26), not only at Eisenach, but also at the
Conventions held in Copenhagen in 1929 and in Paris in 1935. Then
he says:

“We opposed the attempts to modify the nature of the Lutheran World
Convention as a free conference so energetically that they were nipped in
the bud. Every form of union with the Reformed was successfully com-
batted, even merely permitting Reformed Christians to partake of the
Lord’s Supper as visitors.—To date we have been successful in preventing
both of these innovations, (viz., the ever recurring attempts to change the
free-conference nature of the World Convention, and on the other hand, the
repeated suggestion to place a communion celebration on the program of
the meeting,) and on my motion the American Lutheran Church resolved
at Sandusky to instruct its delegates to prevent such departures also in the
future, It is obvious that membership in the Lutheran World Convention
‘does not involve unionism—unless prayer fellowship with those who con-
fess the second article of our Catechism as sincerely as we do, but other-
wise retain associations which we must reject, be defined as unionism.”
(p. 201.)

With regard to the National Lutheran Couneil, Dr. Reu savs
in the same essay:

“There was, indeed, a period when membership in the National Luth-
eran Council entailed the danger of unionism, since the Council did not
sufficiently confine its activities to the sphere known as res externae. This
wag one reason why the former Synod of Iowa for a number of years did
not hold membership in the Council. But when-—the Council itself was
clearly defined as an agency which represents the various constituent
church bodies within accurately circumscribed limits in certain external
matters, this danger was reduced to a minimum. We do not deny that this
danger still exists; but it does not lie within the constitution but in the lack
of vigilance on the part of those who should strictly observe the constitu-
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tion. Of course here too we are in prayer fellowship with Lutherans with
whom we have not established church fellowship.” (op. cit. p.-30)

Since Dr, Reu wrote this, (1940), both the Lutheran World Con-
vention and the National Lutheran Council have changed radically,
so that, in accordance with the above statements, he would condemn
them today as definitely unionistic organizations and would refuse
to be identified with them in any way. For the Lutheran World
Convention has lost its ‘‘free conference character’’ entirely, since
it at Lund, Sweden in 1947 adopted a Constitution and organized
permanently as ‘“The Lutheran World Federation.”” A communion
service marked the opening of the assembly, June 30th, 1947. The
National Lutheran, (Fall, 1947, p. 15) says

“When we knelt with the representatives from all the world before
the altar to receive the sacrament, it was the symbol of a new beginning.
Qut of this insight the Lutheran churches came closer together than ever
before, Out of the loosely organized Lutheran World Convention came the
firm organization of the Lutheran World Federation. Thus organized World
Lutheranism will appear at the World Council of Churches in Amsterdam
in 1948.”

Thus those who have joined the Lutheran World Federation
have established full pulpit-and altar-fellowship with the many
Modernistic Lutherans in the world and can no longer say that they
practice only ‘‘prayer-fellowship’’ and co-operation in externals.

As for the National Lutheran Council,—it may be said that it in
the early ’30s limited itself more to its official program than it had
done before, since the Relief work for European churches and mis-
sions was by that time turned over to the Lutheran World Conven-
tion, and the ‘““Depression’’ forced it to lead a struggling existence.
But under the leadership of Dr. Long, it soon expanded its work and
took more and more responsibilities for church activities that were
anything but ‘‘res externa.”’ Thus in the ‘‘Depression years’’ it ar-
ranged for the appointment of chaplains and pastors to ‘‘minister to
the spirtual needs of the young men in Civilian Conservation Corps
Camps.”” (Hauge, op. cit. p. 65.) When it in 1936 sought to work
out an agreement with the Missouri Synod for more such workers,
the Missouri Synod’s Home Mission Board answered :

“There are certain principles involved touching our doctrinal position
whég})‘l causes us not to favor the conference which you suggest.” (Hauge,
P

In 1939, the Council established, in consultation with the Ameri-
can Lutheran Conference Commission on Inner Missions and the Na-
tional Lutheran Inner Missions Conference, a ‘‘Lutheran Welfare
Agency”’

‘“to further the development of real Christian welfare service through
the Churches and to co-ordinate the inner mission, charitable, and social
welfare work of the constituent bodies.” (Hauge, p. 69)

When the war broke out in Furope, the National Lutheran
Council again undertook the support of orphaned Foreign Missions
and other relief work. In Canada, it organized the “‘Canadian Tiuth-
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eran Commission’’

“to provide religious service for civilian internes, to provide literature

and a spiritual ministry to the Lutheran men in the army, navy and air

corps, to minister to Lutheran prisoners of war in Canadian camps, and to
serve ag the agency through which Lutheran Chaplains might be appointe‘d‘
to the Canadian armed forces.” (Hauge, op. cit. p. 75)

In 1941 it organized ‘‘Lutheran World Aection’’ to raise the
funds required for its relief work and the growing work for the
armed foreces of our country. This same year, it also concluded ar-
rangements with the Army and Navy Commission of the Missouri
Synod for ‘‘the co-ordination of the Service Commission’s work with
a similar program sponsored by’’ the Mlssourl Synod. Mr. Hauge
says with regard to this:

“It was explained that this was simply an effort to coordinate the
work sponsored by the two groups, that it was not cooperative in the strict
sense of the word, Whatever the proper description of the new relationship
it was a mutually beneficial arrangement that provided for the joint main-
tenance of service centers in several of the largest camp communities with
resulting economies.” (p. 79.)

Encouraged by this eooperative spirit in the Missouri Synod, an
effort was made in 1942 to establish an ‘“All-American Lutheran
Convention,”” in which the Missouri Synod might take part, its
‘“‘participation, naturally, to be confined to externals.”’ (p. 82) But
the Missouri Synod decided to remain apart, and to work with the
Council only in certain specific tasks. The same year the Couneil
established a new department, ‘‘The Commission on American Mis-
sions’’, to ‘‘correlate the activities of Home Missions under the Na-
tional Lutheran Couneil,’’ and to carry on mission work particularly
in the new war industrial centers.

Thus at the end of its first 25 years, the National Lutheran
Couneil could issue a statement which reads in part:
“We thank Him (God) for that unity of faith, which finds its expres-

sion in the name Lutheran, and for that unity of interest and purpose which
brought forth this Council.

“We thank Him for those impulses of love flowing from our most holy
faith, which have broadened their scope till mutual approach and cooperative
endeavor in missions and in works of mercy are inevitable. we entreat
ever anew Hig Mercy and Grace—to keep the unity of spirit thus engender-
ed in the bonds of peace.” (op. c. 98-9)

In 1944 the Council was reorganized under a new Constitution
(formally adopted in 1945), which no longer made any pretense of
confining itself to such externals as it had emphasized before.
Among the'‘Purposes and Objectives’ of the Council, according to
this new Constitution, we find these:

“To witness for the Lutheran Church on matters which require an ex-
pression of common faith, ideals, and program.

“To further the interest and the work of the Lutheran churches in
America,

“To undertake and carry on such work as may be authorized by the
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Participating Bodies in fields where coordination or joint activity may be
desirable and feasable, such as publicity, statistics, welfare work, missions,
education, student work, and other fields,

This seems to cover the whole field of church work and leaves
little to the imagination. Since the members of the Council are no
closer to each other doctrinally than they were before, we have here

naked, unashamed unionism,—mno longer hiding behind the fig-leaf
called ‘‘cooperation in externals.”” Thus there is now full-fledged
cooperation in the field of Student Service. Dr. Long says:

“One of the first advances taken by the Council under the new Consti-
tution was the favorable response to proposals from the United Lutheran
Church and the American Lutheran Conference to take over their student
service in a united ministry. The functions of this service as outlined in-
clude the following: To conserve the faith, to develop the loyalty, and to
cultivate the spiritual life of Christian students; to discover, develop, and
direct future leaders of the Church; and to win students for Christ and
His Church.” (Hauge, op. cit. p. 108.)

Dr. Ralph H. Long summarizes the case for the National Luth-
eran Council, in “‘Lutheran Working Together’’, as follows:

“The exigencies of the first World War created specific problems which
made it imperative for the Lutheran Churches in America to organize the
National Lutheran Council as their common agency for united action.
After more than a quarter century of service, another critical situation
arose which demanded even greater cooperation. Moreover, during these
years, mutual confidence was quickened to such a degree that a genuine
desire was at hand to enlarge the scope of joint endeavor.

“Meanwhile efforts made during the thirties and early forties to bring
about greater unity and unification by theological formulae were some-
what disappointing, It now appears that through the process of an ever-
widening cooperation in the work of the Church through the National
Lutheran Council, the desired goal may ultimately be reached, The future
will no doubt demonstrate the wisdom of this approach and indicate still
other fields for united endeavor. For the participating churches and for the
National Lutheran Council a new era has dawned.” (Hauge, op. cit. p. 114.)

It is obvious that Dr. Reu would condemn the Council today as a
unionistie organization, if he were still here and of the same mind
as to what constitutes unionism as he was in 1940. And yet some

Missourians are far more ready to cooperate with it now than they
were years ago when its program was much less boldly unionistic.
Dr. Theo. Graebner, writing on ‘‘Lutherans move toward Union”’,
in “United Evangelical Action’’ for March, 1944, (the organ of the
““‘National Association of Evangelicals’’) says:

“A number of significant arrangements have resulted from the relig-
ious implications of the war effort. The National Lutheran Council—has
been able to coordinate its work for the spiritual care of the armed forces
with similar efforts of the Missouri Synod. For the first time, the Missouri
Synod has entered into coordination with other Lutherans in a joint task.
Service centers similar to the USO, but emphasizing religion as well as rec-
reation, have been established in 58 citieg and of these, 27 are under joint
National Lutheran Council-Missouri Synod management.—In the Lutheran
Centers, Service Pastors from all Lutheran bodies labor in comity side by
side,
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“More recently, a Commission has been established jointly by the Na-
tional Lutheran Council and the Missouri Synod for the spiritual care of
German prisoners distributed over a large number of camps in the United
States.—Conferenceg are being held at this writing for the inauguration of
an all-Lutheran effort for post-war work in HEurope and in the mission
fields once administered by German and Scandinavian Lutherans. For the
care of Lutheran youth in the nation’s capital, a joint National Lutheran
Council and Missouri Synod office has been established in Washington.”

In the same paper, he reports with evident approval the forma-
tion of a Federation of all Lutherans in the ‘‘Quad Cities’’ (Rock
Island, ete.), which, he claims, ‘‘“marked a significant turn in the re-
lationship of the four Lutheran hodies which represent more than
80% of the membership of that denomination in the United States.”’

A determined effort was made at the Chicago Convention of the
Missouri Synod in 1947 to have it join the National Lutheran Coun-
cil. An overture by Dr. L. Meyer illustrates the confused state of
mind which has found lodging in some areas of the Missouri Synod
with regard to the whole nunion program of today. First he presents
a number of wrong reasons for joining the Couneil :

“The over-all picture of Christianity in the world today demands that
the Church present a united front against its enemies of materialism,
humanism and atheism. The next decades will decide whether or not a
large part of the world will continue to live under the moral code of Chris-
{ianity or of paganism.

“The next decades will also determine whether or not Lutheranism
will continue to survive as the largest Protestant church body in the world
or whether it will shrink into a subordinate position, For that reason, Luth-
grangsm should be concerned about its survival, and present a world-united

ront.

“Lattheranism in America should present a united front because it
owes the interest on the pounds which it hag received from God to the rest
of Christianity in America.”

He finds also nothing seriously wrong with the new Constitu-
tion of the National Lutheran Council. Yet he argues against any
full participation in the Council, because it, as he shows in detail,
does carry on unionistic activities:

“The following fields, which we believe to constitute major portions of
the National Lutheran Council’s planning and work, namely, student welfare
work, missions among Jews, Negroes, and other minority groups, home mis-
sions, the publication of The Lutheran Outlook, youth work, postgraduate
seminary work, are fields in which we cannot cooperate unless we are
ready to change our whole definition of what constitutes unionistic practice.

All these unionistic activities are provided for by the Constitu-
tion which Dr. Meyer finds satisfactory; yet he argues against join-
ing the Council. The result of all this coufusion was that the Mis-
souri Synod decided to cooperate with the Council ‘“in matters
agreeing with Synod’s principles’’. The trouble in the Missouri
Synod seems to he that it is trying to hold togther two ele-
ments that are pulling in opposite directions,—to ride two horses at
the same time, though one goes right and the other left. The result
is hound to bhe a split sooner or later.
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The Missouri Synod has also taken a more friendly attitude to

the Lutheran World Federation than before, in spite of the obvious
fact that this Federation is far more unionistic than ever and has
lost whatever ‘‘free conferenee’’ characteristics it once possessed.
For the fivst time it sent, officially, several ‘‘observers’’, who ac-
cording to reports took active part in the Lund Convention,—one,
even acting as ‘‘official interpreter’’. They came away from the
Convention apparently very favorably impressed by its alleged con-
servatism. Many leaders in other Lutheran churches have ‘‘ express-
ed great joy that the Missouri Synod came in as ohservers’’ and are
sure that it will soon be a full-fledged member. A number of promi-
neut Missourians have been along making propaganda for the Lund
Convention and the Lutheran World Federation in the so-called
Seminars sponsored by the ATL.C. through the year, 1947-1948.
“The American Lutheran’, of course, is making propaganda for
this unionistic cause also. We are told that World Lutheranism needs
““the tone and timhre’’ of conservative and evangelical Missourians
to complete the harmony. The same argument is nsed for joining the
World Council of Churches. Thus Bishop Fjellbue of Norway in his
speech at Boston under the auspices of the World Council expressed
the conviction that ‘‘the Lutheran instruments were needed to com-
plete the orchestra of Christ’s Kingdom.’’ He voiced no fear of find-
ing the other instruments out of tune with the Lutheran; his con-
cern was only that the Lutheran instruments might play false, which
would be too bad! It is a part of the broad-mindedness and false
charitableness of our day to be very modest and humble about as-
suming that our Lutheran Confessions are the true Bible doctrine
and that we can be sure of possessing the whole truth of God’s
Word. No, we must admit that the man who holds opposite beliefs
may be more right than we are! Thus even the Lutheran Witness
‘‘genses a danger to the future of our synod as an evangelieal body”’
in the claim that we ‘‘of the Missouri Synod more consistently than
others proelaim the truths which we confess with all who subscribe
to the Lutheran Confessions and make them operative in the life
of the Church.” (May 4th, 1948, p. 150.) It finds ‘‘a note of ar-
roganece’’ in such claims.

It is, indeed, possible to bhe ‘“arrogant’’ even about such a holy
matter as the true Christian faith. But arrogance is much more likely
to be found among those who hold and advocate false doetrine than
it is among those who ‘‘contend for the faith once delivered unto the
saints.”” Note, e. g. the arrogant manner in whieh those who seek to
live up to the old established Lutheran principles regarding union-
ism have been charged of late with ‘‘separatism’’, ‘“‘lovelessness’’
and other sing and vices. There is true love and charity only where
divine truth is first of all maintained and defended against all ad-
versaries. The ‘““love’ and ‘‘humility’’ which surrenders even one
iota of that truth is of the devil and will in God’s own time be un-
masked as the hypoerisy it is.
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In 1919, Dr. Theo. Graebuer writing in Lutheran Witness,
(p. 180ff.) on ““Two Types of Lutheranism’’ said:

“How shall we strengthen those American Lutherans—Ilet me say, also
those Merger Lutherans (for there are such)—who are aware of the ‘life-
and-death struggle’ which is going on, and who come out openly on the
side of the right? Surely, by maintaining in our own body an unbroken
front against the incursion of the lodge-evil and of unionism, Let synodical
officials perform their duty; but, above all, let us all be awake to our
responsibilities. Better a thousand times a Missouri Synod of only 10,000
souls, but faithful, than a body of a million, honey-combed with the lodge-
spirit and infected with unionism-—that lethal leprosy of the Church. Let us
stand firm—no matter what losses in membership and outward influence
our stand may entail; the Lord must look out for that, it is none of our
business. A Missouri Synod growing lax in practice, refusing to see the
stealthy influence at work, afraid to testify, afraid to bring offenders to
book, afraid to lose a congregation here or there, which dispenses itself from
obedience to the Word of God,—a Missouri Synod growing effete, smug, and
spineless, boasting of numbers while it permits dry rot to destroy its inner
life, would not only be the kind of Church which Christ shall spew out
from His mouth, but would bring down others into ruin and prove a traitor
to all Lutheranism. This is the plain lesson of the facts—-."

As a result of the activities of a considerable number of promi-
nent Missourians, the days may not be far distant when there will,
indeed, be only some ‘10,000 souls’’ standing on the old ground
that Missouri held so bravely for a century. The signs of ‘‘dry rot’’
are mutiplying abhout us. It is not enough for us to talk about the
evils of these latter days, We must do something, even at the cost
of being labelled as ‘‘separatists’’, ‘‘isolationists’’, ‘‘disturbers of
the peace of Zion’’, and other such opprobrious terms in the union-
ists’ well-stocked vocabulary of abuse. We must testify openly and
publicly against every form of unionism so long as there is oppor-
tunity for us to do so with some hope of gaining the erring brother.
We must separate ourselves from him as soon as it is evident that he
no longer will-accept rebuke, but sets himself up instead as a judge
over us, impugning our motives, repudiating our Seripture-based
teachings, flaunting his sin openly and proudly and ‘‘calling the
evil good.”” If we do not do this, we will lay ourselves open to the
charge of being just as unionistic as those whom we ecriticise, since
we too will be maintaining fraternal relations with such as set aside
the authority of Seripture and insist on teachings and practices
contrary to the word of God. ““Let him that thinketh he standeth,
take heed lest he fall.”” There is no guarantee that we will not go
the way of better men hefore us into unionism and Modernism, un-
less we seek daily to be faithful to the word God has given us and by
daily repentance and renewal keep the humility and meekness of
spirit which alone will enable us to walk the narrow way that leads
to life. . :

Reo. O. Lillegard
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REPORT OF THE HOME MISSION BOARD

The Synod’s Board of IHome Missions held six regular meetings
since the last convention of the Synod. In spite of our many human
weaknesses and shortsightedness, our gracious God has seen fit to
bless our humble efforts in hehalf of His Kingdom.

The principal work of the Board has been that of supervising the
activities and maintaining the regular subsidies of the 17 parishes
served by 11 pastors in our mission fields. The total amount of sub-
sidies paid out and the amount paid to each parish will be found
listed in the treasurer’s report.

The missionaries have reported no unusual problems or extra-
ordinary difficulties in their work, and while their annual reports
showed no startling numbers added to their congregations, definite
advances were reported in most instances. For this we express gra-
titude to the Lord of the Church of Whom it is written: ‘‘and the
Lord added to the church daily such as should be saved.”’

The greatest numerical advance was reported from our mission
in Sioux Falls, South Dakota, which is showing fruits of the faithful
sowing of the Word. Also from Lakewood mission in Tacoma, Wash-
ington, have come indications of a fruitful harvest about to be reap-
ed as the migsion becomes better known and more firmly established
in that community.

Of the parishes being subsidized, twelve are old congregations
established by individuals and family groups who, in order to main-
tain true confessional loyalty to the Lutheran doctrines and praec-
tices, had to organize their own congregations. Being too small to
maintain a pastor by their own efforts, it was only right and proper
they should be given assistance from their fellow Christians. The
strengthening of our stakes is a divinely approved work of the
Synod. But in doing that work we should unot overlook the fact that
the extending of our cords and the enlarging of our tent is also a
direct command of the Lord of the Church. 1t has therefore been a
matter of concern that a number of our subsidized congregations as
well as some of our self-sustaining congregations have shown no
definite indieation of mission activity over a period of years. With
multitudes of souls in our land perishing for lack of the Gospel, and
vast areas of our country untouched by any Lutheran Church, we
must exercise care lest we become remiss in our duty of preaching
the Gospel to all nations by becoming too self-contained. The Home
Mission Board therefore urges adoption of the following resolution:

1. RESOLVED, That as part of the preparation for our Centennial
Celebration every congregation of our Synod shall undertake a
mission survey of the community in which it is located or in a
neighboring community where it may seem likely to begin mis-
sion work, and shall make a report of such survey to the Home
Mission Board on or before November, 1950.

Several pastors could get together in conducting such eanvasses
in neighboring areas, or theological students might be used during

57



the vacation periods. Pastors should not overlook the possibility of
using members of their congregations for the canvass. Such surveys
if condueted by our congregations should prove a powerful stimulus
to mission activity in our Synod.

The establishing of new missions becomes a concern of the
Synod also for another reason. Now that we have our own Theolog-
jcal Seminary it becomes our duty to make provisions for placing
these graduates immediately upon eompletion of their studies. But
to spread out into new fields will require more funds than the Home
Mission Board has been allocated for subsidies. This need can be
met two ways. One is by increasing Synodical eontributions for
Home Mission purposes. The other is to decrease the amounts paid
out to subsidized congregations.

To cut subsidies at the risk of reducing the pastors’ salary
would be quite unfair. And yet it is also unfair to members of the
Synod, as well as poor stewardship, to continue to pay the same sub-
sidy amounts year after year to congregations that have made no
advance in contributing to the raising of their pastor’s salary fund.
Salaries have been raised to meet economic changes, but the propor-
tionate contributions remained about the same. In an effort to cor-
rect this matter and to make available more funds for expansion
purposes, the Home Mission Board announced a general 10% re-
duetion in all subsidies and asked each congregation to assume this
amount in its own budget so that the minimum salary paid its pastor
should not be impaired. In order to make this an established policy
of our Home Mission work, we recommend the adoption of the fol-
lowing motion:

b

2. RESOLVED, That the Synod advise all subsidized congregations
that where normal conditions prevail it is expected that they shall
reduce their subsidy requests each year by 10%, or at the rate of
$1.00 per month per communicant gained that year, whichever shall
be more convenient. Where unusual conditions arise making this
provision impractical, such conditions shall be reported to the Home
Mission Board, who in consultation with the Synodical visitor for
that district shall make an equitable adjustment, and , where neces-
sary, hold a meeting with the congregation concerned,

Since our Synod is not in a position to employ the full time
services of one man to supervise the Home Mission work and make
regular visits for consulting with and encouraging our missionaries,
we recommend the adoption of this policy:

3. RESOLVED, That the Synodical visitor shall make at least one
visit per year to consult with the pastors of the subsidized congre-
gations within his district and report such visits to the Home Mis-
sion Board on or before March first,

‘We believe that where our members are properly informed re-
garding the work and the needs of our Home Mission Board, there
will be no lack of willingness or dearth of funds for such work. We
therefore urge the Synod to adopt this policy:
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4. RESOLVED, That the Field Secretary of the Home Mission Board
shall make provisions to supply the editor of the Sentinel with
some information of general interest regarding the Home Mission
work at least once a month. And where he fails to do this, he shall
be considered remiss in his duties and shall be so informed by the
President of the Synod.

In an effort to establish new missions, the Home Mission Board
made provisions to canvass three promising fields in Rochester,
Minn., Sheboygan, Wisconsin, and Madison, South Dakota. Four
pastors of our Synod were engaged to canvass Rochester. The re-
sults were very encouraging and a call to begin work was sent to
Pastor Quill. But at the request of his congregation, he was moved
to decline the call. Under the prevailing conditions the Home Mis-
sion Board, after further consultation, resolved to accede to the re-
quest of the Trinity Congregation of the Missouri Synod in Roch-
ester that this matter be placed in their hands for the time being.
The canvass in Sheboygan was undertaken by the Rev. Norman Har-
stad, who found there a promising field. This field is still under
consideration, but the beginning of work had to be postponed be-
cause of impending changes. The survey in Madison, South Dakota,
was undertaken by three pastors of our Symod, but at the time of
this report the Board has not had occasion to consider the results
of the survey.

A new mission has been organized by Pastor Julian G. Ander-
son in South Minneapolis. We thank the Lord of the Church for this
opportunity to expand our work, and pray that we shall be enabled
to carry on this new mission in a manner pleasing to Him and for
the welfare of our Synod.

At the 1948 convention of the Synod the Home Mission Board
reported it had granted a sum of $10,000 towards the erection of
the Bethany (Mt. Olive) church building, payable at the rate of
$1,000 per year. The Home Mission Board regarded the resolution
of Synod passed 1947 relative to Synod giving financial aid to this
building project and the acceptance of the 1948 report of the IHome
Mission Board as authority and approval of the Synod. Since this
has been questioned the Home Mission Board respectfully requests
that the Synod at this convention give their interpretation of this
matter.

The matter of placing theological students for summer work has
been committed to the Home Mission Board with the provision that
the students be paid a minimum salary of $125.00 per month. That
this shall be accomplished in an orderly manner we recommend that
the Synod adopt the following resolution:

5. RESOLVED, That all congregations who desire the services of a
theological student for the summer shall send in their requests to
the President of the Synod on or before March first of each year.

With regard to the calling of theological candidates, to avoid
confusion, we recommend the following policy:

6. RESOLVED, That all congregations who intend to call a theolog-
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ical candidate shall make their intention known to the President of
the Synod on or before March first of each year.

. A. THEISTE
Field Secretary

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON MISSION WORK
IN CORNWALL, ENGLAND

Cornwall, a small section of England, located on the extreme
southwest corner of the island, is sorely in need of the Gospel. The
people who have been exposed only to a liberalistic and legalistie
type of Methodism have seldom heard the unconditioned Gtospel of
salvation by grace alone, The small Methodist chapels which dot the
countryside of Cornwall are almost empty on Sundays because of
the unevangelical preaching and lack of zeal on the part of the pas-
tors. There are about four lay preachers who have no other pastoral
duties to every ordained pastor in Cornwall. Joseph Pedlar, con-
verted and theologically trained in the United States, resides in
Goonhavern, Cornwall, a small village located in the central part of
this locality. Ile is a staunch and confessional Lutheran. Until just
lately he has been preaching in many of the Methodist chapels with
what seems to be no small amount of success. Many more people
come to hear his thoroughly evangelical preaching than come to
hear the Methodists. According to Mr. Pedlar, who has spent the last
thirteen years preaching in Cornwall the possibilities for sound
Lutheran missionary work in Cornwall are unlimited. He asks any
orthodox Liutheran Synod or group of Lutherans only to send a mis-
sionary who with his help may preach to the unchurched. The fields
are white already to harvest. May God give us grace to answer this
call which Mr. Pedlar and many other true Lutheran Christians are
extending us from Cornwall.

At a meeting held June 10, 1949 of a committee appointed by the
Home Mission Board of our Synod to study the possibilities of imis-
sion work in Cornwall, England, the following resolutions were
drawn up to be presented to the Norwegian Synod of the American
Evangelical Liutheran Chureh at its regular convention to be held
August 1949:

1. That the Norwegian Synod make a preliminary survey of the pos-
sibilities of promoting the preaching of the Gospel in Cornwall,

2. That the Norwegian Synod commission a missionary who shall
work togther with Mr. Pedlar for a period of not less than three
months in order
a) to study the field
b) to make a careful survey of the mission prospects, and, if
possible, o
¢) to assist in forming mission congregations.

3. That the expenses of this preliminary work be met by individual
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or group subscriptions (not confined to the members of the Nor-
wegian Synod.)

4. That the Norwegian Synod elect a special committee of five to put
these resolutions into effect as soon as possible.

R. PREUS, Chairman
D. PFEIFFER, Seec.
S. C. YLVISAKER
H. ANDERSON

A. MOCK

0. M. RUNHOLT

RECOMMENDATIONS of the CONVENTION COMMITTEE on HOME
MISSIONS (as adopted)

1. The Synod recognizes that there are far reaching implicationg in
the Supreme Commission to Preach the Gospel to Every Creature,
and implores the Lord of the Church to increase the zeal and de-
votion of the Synod’s members towards this cause of Home Mis-
sions which He has so graciously blessed in the past.

2. The Synod resolves that every congregation of the Synod be urged
to undertake a mission survey of the community in which it is
located, or in a neighboring community where it may seem advis-
able to begin mission work, and malke a report of such a survey to
the Home Mission Board before the next convention of the Synod.

3. The Synod asks the Home Mission Board to prepare and make
available suggestions and materials for such survey, and that
samples of this material be sent to all the pastors as a reminder
of the Synodical resolution.

4. The Synod adopts Resolution No. 2 in the Synod Committee’s
Report above.

5. The Synod adopts Resolution No 3 in the Synod Committee’s
Report above.

6. The Synod resolves that the Field Secretary of the Home Mission
Board shall make provisions to supply the editor of the Sentinel
with some information of general interest regarding the Home Mig-~
sion work after each regular meeting of the Home Mission Board.

7. The Synod expects that all the students in our theological Semi-
nary shall be engaged in some church work during the summer
months, The Synod resolves that all congregations who desire the
services of a theological student for the summer shall send in their
requests to the President of the Synod, on or before March 1, who
in turn shall make such requests known to the Home Mission Board,

8. The Synod adopts Resolution No, 6 in the Synod Committee’s
Report above.

9. Resolved: That the Norwegian Synod adopt the recommendations
regarding the preaching of the Gospel in Cornwall, as printed in
the report of the Special Committee above,
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REPORT OF THE CHURCH EXTENSION BOARD

Since the last Synod Convention the Church Extension Board
has held two meetings.

Due to a shortage of funds in the regular Church Extension
Fund the Board has bheen forced to refuse requests amounting to
$7,000. Two of these requests have heen placed on file and will be
filled when funds are available.

During the year one loan of $400 wag granted, from the Wiseon-
sin Corporation Church Extension Fund, to Our Savior’s Lutheran
Church, Amherst Junection, Wisconsin.

Much time at the Board meetings has been spent diseussing the
failure of many congregations to pay their ‘‘one tenth . . annually.”’

In view of this the Board recommends:

1) That Synod earnestly request the Congregations with loans to
comply with the resolution found in the ‘“Rules Governing Church Exten-

sion Fund” (Synodical Report, 1943, p. 76, Rule VI a) stating that: “At
least one tenth of the principal shall be repaid annually.”

2) That if renewals of notes be made after the first ten years, then
the percentage of repayment will be increased to fifteen percent of the
original loan.

CHURCH EXTENSION GENERAL ACCOUNTS

Original Amount Balance Yr
Loan Paid Due Due

Bethany Lutheran Church, Mankato, Minn. §6,000.00 300.00 5,700.00 58
Concordia Luth. Church, Eau Claire, Wis. .... 2,425.00 775.10 1,649.10 51
Emmaug Luth, Church, Minneapolis, Minn... 1,900.00 67.21 1,832.79 51
Emmaus Luth. Church, Minneapolis, Minn... 5,000.00 630.00 4,370.00 53

Home Missions, Bagley Residence .............. 3,000.00 574.91 2,425.09 57
Home Missions, Lakewocd Mission ... .. 2,000.00 383.27 1,616.73 57
Cross Lake Luth. Church, Fosston, Minn..... 1,200.00 1,080.00 120.00 49
Our Savior’s Luth, Church, Amh, Jct, Wis. 500.00 450.00 50.00 49
Our Savior's Luth.. Church, Hawley, Minn. 2,500.00 ... 2,500.00 57

Bethel Lutheran Chureh, Sioux Falls, S, D. 3,700.00 614.00 3,086.00 49
Redeemer Luth. Church, New Hampton, Ia. 1,200.00 306.85 893.15 dm
Our Redeemer Laith. Church, Currie, Minn. 1,600.00 255.10 1,344.90 54

Parkland Luth, Church, Parkland, Wash..... 3,600.00 ... 3,500.00 58

Salem Luth. Church, Eagle Lake, Minn. ... 1,500.00 640.00 860.00 54

Trinity Lutheran Church, Calmar, Iowa ...... 5,000.00 1,000.00 4,000.00 55
TOTALS ... .-$41,025.00 7,076.17 33,948.00

CHURCH EXTENSION ACCOUNTS, WISCONSIN CORPORATION

Concordia Luth. Church, Bau Claire, Wis. .... 4,000.00 560.00 3,440.00 52
Pinehurst Luth, Church, Eau Claire, Wis, .... 3,500.00 280.00 3,220.00 57
Our Savior's. Luth, Chureh, Amh. Jet., Wis.
(Loan made June 27, 1949) ... 400.00 .......... 400.00 59
TOTALS ... $7,900.00 840.00 7,060.00
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RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION COMMITTEE ON
CHURCH EXTENSION (as adopted)

1. The Synod adopts the proposals of the Church Extension Board
regarding repayment of loans as printed above.

2. The Synod recommends that the Church Extension Board and the
debtor congregations keep in closer contact with one another by
requesting:

A) That the Church Extension Board reminds the debtor congre-
gations at least once annually of their obligations.

B) That the debtor congregations inform the Church Extension
Board each year of the amount of their repayments or the cir-
cumstances which prevent them from making payments,

NEGRO AND FOREIGN MISSIONS

Your representative on the general mission board of our Synod-
ical Conference has also the past year been able to be present at the
plenary sessions of that bhoard, and can report that our work both
among the colored people in the United States as well as in our Ni-
geria Mission in Afriea has horne abundant fruit. Qur Norwegian
Synod has now its own representatives in this field of labour both
at home and abroad. The Rev. Paul Anderson, will soon come
back from the Nigerian field on his regular furlough, and will be
able to give a more intimate account of the progress of the work in
Africa than could be expected from your representative on the mis-
sion board. But it ecan be reported that we have now established our
own theological seminary in Nigeria, where native workers are be-
ing trained for the ministry. The Rev. Norbert Reim of our Ukpom
Station in Nigeria was by the mission board elected as permanent
teacher at the seminary and has accepted the call, Ior the present he
is also on his leave here in America and is devoting much of his
time lecturing in our congregations in the interest of our Nigerian
mission work. We trust that it will be possible for many of our
congregations to hear the message which he has to bring directly
from the field.

In the course of the past year we have also established a mis-
sion for the colored people in Sonth Minneapolis, which is now being
gserved by our Pastor Julian Anderson, Since he will speak to the
convention on the nature and scope of his work, we shall leave de-
tails to his diseretion.

Due to the humid and enervating climate of our Nigeria field,
your mission board has, in the course of the past year, adopted a
different schedule governing the leaves granted the missionaries,
bringing them more into eonformity with that of other missionary
societies’ leave of absence. It is poor economy so to burden the mis-
sionary in his labours under the climatic conditions of Nigeria that
they are on the verge of nervous exhaustion before being granted
their regular leave,

Our general mission director, the Rev. Karl Kurth, has made an
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extended tour of visitation on our Nigeria field in the course of the
yvear, and hag brought back pictures (movies) from that field which
we also trust may be made available to most of our congregations.
He has also written, and is writing, in our church organs articles of
interest covering all of our work among the colored people. We
would urge upon our people that they subseribe to ‘‘The Missionary
Lutheran,’” edited by the Rev. Wm. G, Kennell, Pensacola, Florida in
order that they might be kept informed about our work among the
colored people both in America and Afriea. Published monthly, it
costs but 50 cents per year. Many of our people did subsecribe for it
at last year’s synod convention, and we shall be glad to receive
subseriptions also this year.

Since the expense entailed in the carrying out of this vast mis-
sion is pro-rated per communicant member in each of the constituent
synods within the Synodical Conference, our share is naturally com-
paratively small. We have also this year met our allocated budget.
But it is to be hoped that we may be able to assume more than our
proportionate share. The immediate need on our Nigeria field is the
establishment of a well-equipped hospital. Because of the most gen-
erous gift of a member of our sister synod of Wisconsin, the estab-
lishment of such an institution hias now been made possible. As soon
as a qualified medical man can be found within our Conference to
assume the task of getting the medical center established, that vital
work on the mission field will be begun. Pray God that it will not
long be delayed.

As a Christian church, we simply eannot be indifferent to the
crying needs of the countless souls on this vast continent so steeped
in heathen darkness. May our prayers and our offerings ever at-
tend the faithful missionaries who now are labouring in our behalf
among the sons and daughters of Ham, Just as certainly as we are
true children of the Reformation, we will sing with our beloved
Luther:

“May God bestow on us Hig grace,
With blessings rich provide us,

And may the brightness of His face
To life eternal guide us;

That we His gracious work may know
And what is His good pleasure,

And also to the heathen show

Christ’s riches without measure,

And unto God convert them.”

NORMAN A. MADSON

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION COMMITTE ON
COLORED MISSIONS (as adopted)

1. Resolved that the report of our Synod’s representative on the
. Synodical Conference Mission Board be adopted, and that we join
him in urging our people to subscribe to the “Missionary Lutheran”,
a monthly magazine published at fifty cents per year in the in-
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terest of our mission work among the negroes.

2. That the request of the Rev. Julian Anderson for funds to complete
the chapel of his negro mission be granted in the amount of seven
hundred and fifty (750) dollars which shall be paid to the proper
party without delay, and, if he is unable to get additional funds
elsewhere, that two hundred and fifty (250) dollars more be given
for this purpose by our synod. ’

3. That the aforesaid grants be taken from the Colored Mission Fund
of our synod,

4, That these grants be gifts.

REPORT OF THE BOARD OF CHRISTIAN ELEMENTARY
EDUCATION

The Board of Christian Flementary Eduecation has held one
meeting since the 1948 Convention.

Eleven Christian day schools were in operation during the past
year, at the following places: Prineeton, Minn.; St. Peter, Minn.;
Mankato, Minn.; Lime Creek, Ia.; Somber, Ia; Western Kosh-
konong, Wis. ; Madison, Wis.; Parkland, Wash. ; Jerico, Iowa; Saude,
Towa; St. Marks, Chicago, Ill. This Board has again sponsored the
Christian Day School Bulletin, published monthly during the school
year. It also sponsored the special Christian Day School issue of the
Sentinel last fall,

Subsidies granted during the year amounted to $1350.00.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION COMMITTEE ON
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (as adopted)

1. We give thanks to God for His continued blessings on our Chris-
tian Day Schools.

2. One of these blessings is the generous response of our congrega-
tions in bringing their offerings to the cause of our Christian Day Schools
in connection with the children’s Christmas services. In view of the antici-
pated greater needs, the Synod encourages our peole to a still more general
and generous participation in the support of Christian elementary education.

3. We appreciate the reception our Superintendent of Schools has re-~
ceived in his visits to our schools. We urge that teachers not permanently
called notify their congregations of their intentions for the succeeding
year as early as possible, and we recommend that congregations needing
teachers notify the superintendent by April 1.

4. We request that the superintendent make an annual report to the
convention,

5. We ask the Committe to continue the annual Christian Day School
issue of “Lutheran Sentinel” and the publication of the Teachers’ Bulleting.

6. The Synod calls attention to the excellent publicity literature and
posters prepared by the Missouri Synod in the interest of the Christian
Day School, These can be secured through our Synod Book Co. at a nomi-
nal cost.
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REPORT OF THE BETHANY REGENTS

Since the 1948 convention of the Synod your Board has had five
meetings; a part of one of these meetings was held together with the
Fin, Board of the Synod, a part of another togetlier with the
Board of Finance and the Board of Trustees.

We beg leave to refer you to the report of the President of the
College for details as to administration, ete., during ’48-49.

With regard to the summer school authorized by the 1948 con-
vention (1948 ““Report’’, page 72, par.l), we must report that we
were unable to make the necessary arrangements for beginning such
a school in 1949. The board entertains the hope, however, of being
able to make such arrangements in time for the summer of 1950.

‘With regard to the 1948 convention’s approval of the board’s
proposal for building smaller dormitory units (1948 ‘‘Report”’,
page 72, par. 4), we must report that to date no such project has
been undertaken for the reason that the necessary funds have not
been forthcoming,.

In accordance with the request of the 1948 convention (1948
‘“‘Report”’, page 72, par. 6, b) Bethany College has begun to use the
proposed campus addition, now under control of the Bethany Cam-
pus Development Association. A fairly complete athletic field is
being laid out there, the funds for the project being raised by Beth-
any students themselves.

The continuing need at Bethany is one for more space—more
living quarters for the students, a larger library room, a larger
auditorium and gymnasium. We believe that this problem will con-
tinue to be with us. For while we recognize that the record enroll-
ment at Bethany may in some part be explained as being a result
of the ““good times’’ that have prevailed, yet we also believe that
the larger enrollment is also in some part due to an inereasing recog-
nition on the part of our people of the need for a Christian educa-
tion such as Bethany offers. Your Board therefore REQUESTS

That the Synod at this convention take the time to discuss

thoroughly our future policy at Bethany, the physical needs deter-
mined by that policy, and the means of supplying those needs,

May the same good Lord who has so richly blessed our efforts at
Bethany in the past guide us as we make plans for the future there,
so that it will be His glory that we seek and the furthering of His
Gospel that we acecomplish !

REPORT OF BETHANY'S PRESIDENT

The statistics for the year 1948-1949 are as follows: Total num-
ber of students, 254, distributed thus— Theological seminary, 7.
Seniors, 3; middlers, 2; freshmen, 2, Junior College, 122, Post-grad-
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nates, 6; sophomores, 45; freshmen, 71. Boys, 59; girls, 63. High
school, 125, Seniors, 31; juniors, 36; sophomores, 32; freshmen, 26.
Boys, 45 ; girls, 80. By synods: Norwegian, 70; Missouri, 123; Wis-
consin, 42 ; non-Synodical Conference, 12.

The following teachers have resigned and are to be replaced:
Miss Peters (German and French), Miss Luebke (Dean of girls),
Miss Buseh (Nurse), Mr. Hickhoff (Music). Applications come to
us from far and near, even as far away as Bolivia, but we can accept
only those who hold active membership in the Synodical Conference
and who qualify in other respects, so that the matter of teacher
supply econtinues to be serious. In this respect, too, our own seminary
will undoubtedly be of great help.

In the line of major improvements 1 may report that the replac-
ing of the leaky gutters has finally begun. I am afraid that some
damage has been done because of the delay. The new chemistry lab-
oratory has been installed, the new laundries on fourth floor, and the
new classroom for the music department. Through money gifts and
collections of the students themselves it has been possible to com-
plete the new athletic field, with running track, three tennis courts,
and a football field.

Attention is called to another substantial increase in the en-
rolment. What the enrolment will be this fall we do not know as
yet, but indiecations point to erowded conditions similar to those
which prevailed this past year, For this reason I must ask the con-
vention to consider seriously the letter 1 sent to the voters in our
congregations last winter showing the need for a new gymnasium-
auditorium and eventually also new dormitories. It would seem that
this project should not be delayed much longer,

A movement is on foot to make more of the so-called Bethany
Auxiliary. This organization has so far been limited to the women
and has been active only in spots. The question has been raised
whether it would not be well to include also the men, set a regular
membership fee, and try to organize for greater efficiency. The goal
would be to form a synod-wide auxiliary which would concern it-
self directly with special improvements in the dormitories, kitchen
department, ete., at Bethany, There is undoubtedly room for such
an organization through which our lay people would have a way of
showing their direct interest in their school here,

Special donations have been received as follows: from Mr. In-
golf Teigen, $1000; from an anonymous donor, $2000; from Miss L.
Rickels, $25; from St. Paul’s Lutheran Church, Melrose Park, Illi-
nois, $100; from the Ladies’ Aid of Zion Lutheran Church, Traecy,
Minnesota, $90; from Mr. E. Stene, Minneapolis, $25; from Mr. Bus-
sert, Chicago, $100; from Dr. Juergens, Belle Plaine, Minnesota, $50;
from the Men’s Club of Fairview Lutheran Church, Minneapolis,
$50; from the Twin City Bethany Auxiliary, $50; from the grad-
nating classes of 1949, $150; from student collections for the Ath-
letic Field, $1884.04; from individuals, $122—+total, $5646.04, To
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these and to all our regular contributors throughout the Synod our
sincere thanks!
- e Soli Deo Gloria.

8. C. YLVISAKER

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION COMMITITEE ON
HIGHER EDUCATION, as adopted:

Resolved

‘1. That the Bethany Expansion Program be made the Synod’s special
project for its centennial in 1953,

2. That each congregation be encouraged to begin a special solicita-
tion in its own midst for this purpose as soon as possible, (The
method of carrying out this solicitation is left to the discretion of
the congregations).

3. That all golicitations for this purpose he under the supervision of
~ the Finance Board.

REPORT OF THE BOARD OF PUBLICATION

The Publication Board has sought to supervise the publications
of our Synod.

‘We are pleased to report that 900 copies printed of the Annual
Report were all sold. The essay ‘“What Stands Between?’’, contain-
ed in the Report, was printed in pamplet form. Of the 500 copies
printed very few remain,

Because only 83 advance orders were received for the Folkeka-
lender it was decided to discontinue this publication.

The expense of printing Tidende and Sentinel the past year was
$4160.86 and the receipts were $2815.64. In order to avoid future
deficits we must either have an inerease in the numbher of subseribers
or raise the subseription rate.

8. E. LEE

MEMORIAL RE SENTINEL & TIDENDE

Our Saviour’s Congregation, Princeton, Minnesota, recommends
that the editorship of our church papers, Tidende and Sentinel, he
placed in the hands of the faculty of Bethany College.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION COMMITTEE ON
PUBLICATIONS (as adopted)

1. Whereas conditions during the past year did not warrant publica
tion of the Folkekalender, be it resolved that
The publishing of this year’s edition be 1e1‘t to the discretion
of the Publication Board.

2, Whereas the number of unpaid subscriptions to Tidende and Sen-
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tinel has greatly caused the deficit in this fund, be it resolved that
The Business Mgr,, with necessary assistance, send statements
at the month’s expiration.

3. Whereas the Sentinel and Tidende, as the official organs of our
Synod, serve as a publicity and missionary medium, be it resolved
that

We do not raise the subscription price of these papers.

REPORT OF THE CHARITIES AND SUPPORT BOARD

During the past year two requests for aid have been granted by
your committee (one to a retired pastor and the other to a pastor’s
widow). This is in addition to the monthly checks being sent to two
of our retired workers. Although no other requests have been made
to our committee up to the present time, prospects are that a few
more will be forthcoming.

Your committee feels that about $400.00 a month is required if
we are to function properly and partially fulfill our obligation to
those who have faithfully served in the Liord’s vineyard (or their
families).

We are aware of the fact that a special committee has been
authorized by Synod for drawing up a system for conducting this
work of support. Our Committee recommends that Synod adopt a
sound system for conducting this important work.

ARVID G. GULLERUD, Secretary

SUPPORT PLAN
Dear Brethren in Christ:

The support of the retired church workers rests on the should-
ers of the Christians whom they have served during their lifetime.
Cf. I Tim. 5, 18; Gal. 6, 6; T Cor. 9, 11. 14. This is not only an act of
charity, but also a moral obligation, in much the same sense as it is
the moral obligation of a congregation to support its present pastor
or teachers who are laboring in its midst.

So that our retired pastors and teachers and/or their dependent
families may receive a regular monthly income, as their particular
needs require, we propose the following plan for adoption:

RETIRED CHURCH WORKERS SUPPORT PLAN
Article I. Contributions

1. Before the fifteenth day of each month, every congregation
and mission charge, served by pastors and teachers of the Nor-
wegian Synod of the Am, Bv. Lnth., Church, shall be asked to send a
fixed amount to the treasurer of the Synod to provide adequately
for the retired workers of our Synod.
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2. A guide for the amount of their contributions should be the
need, their knowledge of the Seriptures and their faith in the Gospel.
Remember I Tim. 5, 18; Gal. 6, 6; I Cor. 9, 11. 14; also IICor. &, 12:
“Tor if there be first a willing mind, it is accepted according to that
a man hath, and not aceording to that a man hath not’’; and II Cor.
9, 7: “Ivery man according as he purposeth in his heart, so let him
give; not grudgingly , nor of necessity, for God loveth a cheerful
giver.”’

3. According to I Cor. 14, 4 a congregation ought not decrease
its contributions for this purpose without first consulting the Board
of Support.

4. Individual Christians and especially the workers are en-
couraged to make voluntary contributions and bequests for this pur-
pose.

Article II. Eligibility
Eligible are:

1. All pastors, professors, teachers, including lady teachers,
who have made the ministry of the Gospel their life calling and have
continuously served the congregations of the Synod, until their re-
tirement,

2. All pastors, professors, and teachers who have continuously
served congregations of the Synod and are forced to retire before
the retirement age because of failing health or other causes.

3. All widows and dependents of such workers after their
death. The support of pastors, professors and teachers who have
faithfully served the Church before they were foreced to retire, and
their dependents in case of a worker’s death, shall rest in the hands
of the Board of Support.

Article ITI. Amount of Support

1. Every worker, referred to in Article IT, paragraph 1 and 2,
shall upon his retirement receive a monthly salary in the amount of
required needs.

2. In the event of the death of a worker, his widow shall re-
ceive a monthly salary in the amount of her required needs, provid-
ed she remains a widow and unemployed and her eln]ch en are un-
able to provide adequately for her support.

3. The support of a worker who has become incapacitated
shall rest in the hands of the Board of Support, except in case of his
death, when the widow and dependent child or children shall re-
ceive the widow’s support according to par. 2 of this article until
the youngest child has reached its 18th bhirthday or until she marries
or takes up some employment in which she is able to support herself.,
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Article IV. Sick Benefits

A worker who because of illness is forced to take a leave of
absence for a period of time shall receive a monthly income in the
amount of his required needs, from the time that his leave of absence
heging until he resumes his work.

Article V. Forfeiture of Benefits

1. A worker leaving the Church before his retirement age or be-
fore his retirement has been accredited by the Board of Support, if
this takes place hefore his retirement age, or who is excommunicated
from the Church or unfrocked, shall forfeit all rights to a retire-
ment support.

2. Such cases shall be handled by the Board of Support.

Article VI. Board of Support

1. The Synod shall elect a Board of Support, consisting of four
members (two pastors and two laymen), which shall have charge of
all matters pertaining to this plan, each member to be elected for a
period of two years, and so arranged that two members are elected
at each annual meting of the Synod.

2. The Board of support shall meet as often as the needs re-
quire—at least once a year, before the meeting of the Synod.

3. The duties of the Board of Support shall be:
a) To keep this plan in operation.

b) To provide for.its publicity by letters, pamphlets and
personal contact.

¢) To encourage delinguent congregations.

d) To decide who is eligible.

e) To handle all emergency cases.

f) To give a written annual report to the Synod.

Article VII. Treasurer of the Synod

His duties regarding this plans shall be:

a) To keep an aceurate and systematic record of all contri-
butions from congregations and workers.

b) To make all payments aceording to the requisitions of the
Board of support.

¢) To notify the Board of Support when a congregation be-
comes delinquent.

d) To keep this fund separate from all other Synodical funds.
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Note: All monies and requisitions shall remain under the gen-
eral supervision of the Board of Trustees of the Synod.

Article VIII. Alterations
Alterations of any article or paragraph or parts thereof are to
be made by the Synod. Such alterations or amendments to become
effective immediately upon its passage or according to the decision
of the Synod.

Article IX. Expenses

The expenses incurred by the installation of this plan shall be
paid from the Synod Fund.

PRACTICAL APPLICATION OF THIS PLAN

Supposing the total estimated needs of our retired workers
(and/or their dependent families) would be $150. per month, o
$1800. for the year (this is a conservative figure) ; then supposing
that the communicant membership of the Synod would be 6,000 (in
round numbers) then the proportionate share per communicant
member would amount to 30e¢ for the entire year.

Then, supposing, for the sake of round numbers, that the com-
municant membership of a given congregation were 100; multiply
this figure (e.g. 100) by 30c¢, and that would make $30 from that par-
ticular congregation for this year. This proportionate share may be
remitted to the Treasurer of the Synod either monthly, quarterly, or
for the entire year, as the individual congregations may determine.
If the congregation chooses to remit its proportionate share on a
monthly basis (and the communicant membership is 100), then it
would send $2.50 monthly to the Treasurer of the Synod.

If this Support Plan is adopted and put into immediate opera-
tion, there will be sufficient funds to provide for all our retired
workers of the Church and/or their dependent families according
to their specified requirements.

F. R. WEYLAND, Chairman
Robert Preus, Seeretary

REPORT OF THE OLD PEOPLE’S HOME BOARD

In accordance with the mandate of the Synod Convention of
1948, The Old People’s Home Board engaged the services of Land
& Raugland, Architects, of Minneapolis, to draw plans for an Oléd
People’s Home. The Architects presented two studies, one for a
Irome housing 40 people on one floor; the other for a home of two
stories, housing 47 people. The Board believes that the plan for a
two story building best suits our purposes.

72



We recommend that the Convention consider this plan and come
to a decision regarding the erection of an Old People’s Home ac-
cording to it.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION COMMITTEE ON
CHARITIES AND SUPPORT: (as adopted)

Regarding the Support Plan—

Resolved: that the Support Plan as printed above with minor changes, as
listed below, be sent to all congregations in the Synod for ratification (in
order that the next Synod convention may vote on it).

SUPPORT PLAN: Article I,

1. Before the fifteenth day of each month, every congregation and
mission charge, served by pastors and teachers of the Norwegian
Synod of the Am Ev. Luth. Church, shall send a fixed amount to
the treasurer of the Synod to provide adequately for the retired
workers of our Synod.

Article 1T,

1. Al pastors, professors, teachers, including lady teachers, who have
made the ministry of the Gospel their life calling and have served
the congregations of the Synod until their retirement,

2. Al pastors, professors, and teachers who have served congrega-
tions of the Synod and are forced to retire before the retirement
age because of failing health or other causes.

.
Article V.

1. A worker leaving the Church before his retirement or who is ex-
communicated from the Church or unfrocked, shall forfeit all rights
to a retirement support.

Regarding Old People’s Home—

1. Resolved, that the matter of providing for an Old People’s Home
be referred to the Old People’s Home Committee, the Board of
Trustees, and the Finance Board, with power to act.

2. Resolved that the matter of procuring three acres adjoining the
property on which Mt. Olive Church stands be referred to the same
committees,

REPORT OF THE ARMY - NAVY COMMISSION

Again our Liord Who ‘“maketh wars to cease unto the end of the
earth’’ has kept our country at peace. May this blessiing of our
Lord continue to rest upon our dear land.

The Army-Navy committee again recommends that each con-
gregation keep in eontact with their members in military service by
means of the Sentinel, church bulleting, letters, and other material.

The address of the Armed Services Commission of the Lutheran
Church—Missouri Synod is: 736 Jackson Place, N. W. Washington
6,D. C.
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REPORT OF THE CONVENTION COMMITTEE ON PASTORAL
CONFERENCE RECORDS (as adopted)

Your committee has carefully read all the minutes submitted
from the pastoral conferences held in the course of the past year,
namely: The Madison-Chicago Conference, Oct.19,1948; The Iowa-
Southern Minnesota Conference, Oct. 27, 1948 The same conference
May 4, 1949; The Northwest Pastoral Conference, March 29-30,
1948; The General Pastoral Conference, April 19-22,1949. We are
glad to report that these conference records show evidence of our
Synod pastors doing that which is expected of Pastoral Conferences
worthy of the name. Not only have they studied exegesis consis-
tently, but church-historical subjects, pastoral theology themes, and
questions of casuistry, indicating that they are awake to the prob-
lems confronting the Church of our day.

Of the General Pastoral Conference we wish to state, that it
has given the most complete report. But we are not informed wheth-
er or not the papers have been filed in the Memorial Library, a prac-
tice which should be consistently followed.

The Northwest Conference report is also quite complete. The
Towa-Southern Minnesota Conference reports very good attendance,
and while some of the topics have been reported quite completely,
others leave much to be desired. Regarding the Madison-Chicago
Conference, we would like to have had the Seripture passages read
indicated, and we would also like to have had at least a summary
of the discussion on Bible Camps.

In conclusion, we would like to remind our pastors of the fol-
lowing resolution adopted at the General Pastoral Conference,
April 20, 1949, ““The Secretary was asked to list names of speakers
and he was urged to give the gist of discussions presented.’”’

REPORT OF THE Y. P. COMMITTER

Your committee was elected at the 1948 convention of the
Synod for the purpose of making a study of young people’s work
within the Synod. An overture regarding young people’s work had
been presented to the convention; no action other than the setting
up of this committee was taken.

The committee believes that all recommendations and proposals
for action in this econnection are premature until the Synod itself
has formally decided what part the Synod as a synod wishes to take
in young people’s work. One of the purposes of the 1948 overture
referred to above was to bring about a discussion that would lead to
a decision in this very matter. Since it is still undecided, the com-
mittee requests

1.. That the convention thoroughly discuss and decide upon the extent

of the role which the Synod as a synod wishes to play in young

people’s work among us. (E. g., shall the Synod interest itself in a
synod-wide educational program for young people, synod-wide pro-
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jects for young people, synod-wide gatherings or conventions of
the young people ? Etc.) .

After such a decision has been reached, the committee recom-

mends

2. That the Synod now, at this convention, proceed to elect a young
people’s board to carry out the program outlined by the Synod. (As
to the makeup of such a board, we beg leave to refer you to the
1948 “Report”, page 65, pars. 2 and 3.)

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON BRESLAU-SAXCONY UNION

Your committee, consisting of Dr. S. C. Ylvisaker, the Rev.
David Pfeiffer, and Dean Norman A. Madson, has made a careful
gtudy of the submitted ‘‘Einigunssatze zwischen der Lutherischen
Kirche Altpreuszens und der Evangelisch-Lmtherischen Freikirche,”’
and submits herewith the following report.

To our best knowledge the documents have taken into consider-
ation such points of difference ag have exigted between the synods
concerned, namely: CONCERNING SCRIPTURE, CONCERNING
CONVERSION AND PREDESTINATION, CONCERNING THE
CHURCH AND THE MINISTRY, CONCERNING THE LAST
THINGS.

We find the Theses Seripturally sound, convineingly clear, and
fully documented with proof passages from Secripture and testimo-
nies from our Lutheran Confessions. The Union Committees of our
German brethren in the faith are to be commended for having faced
the issues squarely and henestly, and for their forthright declaration
of principles which speak as do ‘“the oracles of God.”” The Theses
evinece a spirit of willingness to ““‘Bring into captivity every thounght
to the obedience of Christ’’ (2 Cor. 10, 5), which is as commendable
as it is wholesome when discussing questions pertaining to our most
holy faith,

Your committee recommends to the Norwegian Synod of The
American Evangelical Lutheran Church that it join its sister synods
in the Synodical Conference in expressing its gratitude to God for
the union which has been effected on the basis of the Theses of
Agreement and that our Synod takes steps to welecome these new
brethren into our federation.

RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION COMMITTEE ON
MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS
RE: EQUALIZATION OF LAY DELEGATES TRAVEL EXPENSES

The committee recommends
a) that, whereas the lay delegates no doubt are prepared to take part
in an equalization plan this year, the Synod proceed with an equal-
ization plan as in the past (Referred to the Lay Delegates’Meeting.)

b) that for the future the Synod adopt a plan similar to that used by
its pastors. (Referred to the Synod’'s Finance Board)
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RE: YOUNG PEOPLE’S WORK

The committee recommends

1)
2)

3)

4)

that the Synod elect a ‘“standing” board for young people’s work;

that this board shall be made up of one pastor and one layman from
each circuit of synod and the president of Bethany Lutheran
College;

that at this convention half of the membership of this board shall
be elected for a term of one year and the other half for a term of
two years, and that thereafter one-half of the membership of this
board shall be elected at each convention, the term of office being
two years;

that this board
a) arrange for Synod-wide young people’s conventions,
b) take steps to revive the Choral Union, and
¢) make suggestions for educational work in the young people’s
societies,

RESOLVED TO ADOPT THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS:

a)

“To our best knowledge the documents have taken into considera-
tion such points of difference a: have existerd between the synods
concerned, namely: CONCERNING SCRIPTURE, CONCERNING

CONVERSION AND PREDESTINATION, CONCERNING THE CHURCH
AND THE MINISTRY, CONCERNING THE LAST THINGS.

b)

c)

“We find the Theses Scripturally sound, convincingly clear, and
fully documented with proof passages from Scripture and testi-
monies from our Lutheran Confessions. The Union Committees of
our German brethren in the faith are to be commended for having
faced the issues squarely and honestly, and for their forthright
declaration of principles which speak as do ‘““the oracles of God.”
The Theses evince a spirit of willingness to “Bring into captivity
every thought to the obedience of Christ” (2 Cor. 10,5), which is as
commendable as it is wholesome when discussing questions per-
taining to our most holy faith.”

The Norwegian Synod of the American Evangelical Lutheran
Church joins its sister synods in the Synodical Conference in ex-
pressing its gratitude to God for the union which has been effected
on the basis of the Theses of Agreement; and our Synod declares
itself ready to welcome these new brethren into our fellowship.

RECOMMENDATION OF THE COMMITTEE ON DOCTRINAL

MATTERS (as adepted)

Resolved that the Synod, through its officials, send the following state-
ment to the Presidents and Secretaries of our sister Synods in the Synodical
Conference:

In view of the continued agitation in Synodical Conference circles for
union with heterodox Lutherans on a wider basis than the conservative
Lutheran Church has hitherto considered Scriptural, particularly in the
field of so-called “externals” of church work we of the Norwegian Synod
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wish to present to our sister Synods our position on the following points:

1. With regard to Pres. J, W, Behnken's call for a “Free Conference’:
~—Although we, in general, favor “free conferences’” for doctrinal discussion
with any and all who are willing to bow to the Word of God, we consider
such ‘“free conferences” of but doubtful value at the present stage in union
negotiations among Lutherans. They are not welcomed by those Liberal
Lutherans who want federation or organic union at once without further
doctrinal discussion. Nor can they accomplish much toward building up a
more conservative spirit in our own and other churches, so long as we in
our own circles are divided on the fundamental question of what constitutes
“Unionism.” Cf, the agitation still carried on by the so-called “Statemen-
tarians,” the “American Lutheran,” etc.,

2. With regard to the “co-operation in externals”, so-called, which is
becoming so widespread in our circles through such organizations as “Luth-
eran Men in America”, “The Lutheran Editors’ Association”, “The Associa-
tion of Lutheran Seminaries”, certain Welfare agencies, etc.;—We hold that
this constitutes Unionism. Cf. the Brief Statement. The organizations re-
ferred to do not limit themselves to things properly to be called ‘“exter-
nals”  but concern themselves also with the spiritual side of the work of
the church, Cf. for detailed evidence the Synodical Essay appearing in the
Norwegian Synod’s Report for 1949, Synodical Conference Report, 1948,
p. 52,

3. With regard to the form of unionism connectedi with “Prayer
Fellowship”, as distinguished from Pulpit and Altar-Fellowship:—We hold
that the position presented in Dr. 3. C. Ylvisaker’s Synodical Essay on
“Prayer”, in 1947, is the correct, Scriptura] position. Cf, Report of the
Synodical Conference, 1940, p. 89,

We are deeply concerned over these and other matters which are caus-
ing strained relations within the Synodical Conference and appeal to our
sister Synods to do everything possible, under the gracious hand of God, to
maintain true unity of spirit in our circles, As a step to that end, we as a
Synod are asking our sister Synods, at their next Conventions, kindly to
consider this statement of our Synod and express their agreement or dis-
agreement with it.

BE:— RULES FOR VISITORS

1, A visitor and an alternate visitor are to be elected by the Synod for
each circuit for a term of four years. In the event that the office of visitor
is left vacant, the president of the Synod shall have the authority to fill
the vacancy by appointment.

2. Visitations are normally to be held in each parish at least once
every four years, The president of the Synod is to conduct or arrange for
the visitations in the visitors’ parishes and in the congregations outside the
regular visitation circuits.

3. The visitor shall ascertain from the congregation whether a visita-
tion is agreeable; if so, the visitor shall announce his coming to the pastor
and the congregation a reasonable time prior to his visit, If for some reason
the congregation finds the time suggested unfavorable, it shall suggest an
alternate date.

4. The purpose of visitations shall be to render service, under God, in
the preservation of doctrinal purity, Scriptural practice, and the unity of
the Spirit in the bond of peace. The visitor shall be ready to give advice in
difficult matters as well as in the calling of pastors when the congrega-
tions desire it. The president of the Synod shall see to it that the visitors
do their work and shall, each year, receive from them a report of their ac-
tivity which shali in turn be reported by him to the Synod.
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5. In order that the visitations may serve their purpose,

a) The visitor shall, if possible, arrange to attend one of the regular
church services, or ask the pastor to submit to him a few sermon
manuscripts.

b) The visitor shall ascertain whether tlie pastor rightly divides the
the Word of Truth (Law and Gospel); whether he teaches the
Gospel of salvation in all its truth and purity; whether he uses
simple, clear, and unmistakable language in his sermons; whether
he properly correlates doctrine with life; whether he teaches the
true doctrine, and duly warns against existing false doctrines,
taking into account that this should be done not because of car-
nal zeal, but because of love for the truth,

£) Wherever Christian Day Schools are conducted, wherever cate-
chization, catechetical instruction of catechumens, Sunday Schools,
and Bible Classes are held, the visitor shall, if possible, attend
such and ascertain whether the children and the catechumens are
required to memorize the text of Luther’s Small Catechism, and
whether they understand the meaning and are able to cite proof-
texts from the Bible to show ils agreement with Scriptures.

d) 'The visitor shall also ascertain how liturgical forms and cere-
monieg are being used in the churches of his circuit, and whether
the church books and official lists of the churches are well kept.

e) 'The visitor shall ascertain whether services are being held on
Sunday afternoons, on Sunday evenings, or during the week, how
these are conducted, and whether the pastor also preaches on the
Catechism,

f) 'The visitor shall inquire how the pastor applies the Law and the
Gospel in hig cure of soulg and when exercising church discipline.
If requested, the visitor shall advise the pastor as to particular
cases, The visitor shall algo ask the pastor and his congregation
with reference to such things as altendance at services, at Com-
munion, and the voters’ meetings, the salaries of pastors and
teachers, the participation of the congregation in the work of the
Church at large and in migsion work, reading the Bible, family
devotions, bringing up the children in the home in a Christian
manner, announcements for cormmunion, the kind of reading mat-
ter and religious boolkg found in the homes, reading the church
papers, schismatic tendencies, conventicles, lodges, or secret so-
cieties and similar anti-Christian organizations. The visitor shall
also inquire whether there have been any excommunications, and
if there have been such, he shali ask permission to read the min-
utes referring to them,

6. The visitor shall inquire which troublesome sects or secret socielies
or other anti-Christian organizations are found in the territory of the con-
gregation, and what is being done to guard the meinbers against the evil
influence of such.

7. As far as the paslor himself is concerned, the visitor shall in a
manner becoming a brother speak with him as to his own spiritual life and
as to his studies,

8. The visitor is advised to be carefu] not to create the impression,
when performing hig official duties, that he is resorting to legalistic mea-
sures; he should, on the contrary, at all times diligently seek to proceed in
a truly evangelical manner and show that he is functioning merely in an
advisory capacity,

9. The visitor’'s report to the president, ag well as the president’s re-
port to the Synod, should contain nothing which would offend against true
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Christian charity and the instruction which Christ' Himself has given us,
Matt. 18, 15-17, Such a report, therefore, must never contain any confiden-
tial information which may have been given to the visitor or to the
president. .

10. The Synod may amend or add to these rules.
The Synod adopted the above rules as a whole.

REPORT OF THE FINANCE BOARD

‘With a word of remembrance for the grace of God, which has
again during the past year made possible the continuation of our
Synodical endeavors, we gratefully acknowledge the many contri-
butions of our people toward our joint work in the Lord’s vineyard.
Nevertheless, in all seriousness we must remind ourselves that we
have during the past year failed to reach our budget goal, and that
by quite a margin. Of special note is the fact that for the second
consecutive year insufficient funds were available even to begin the
repayment of the substantial loan appropriated a few years ago
for needed repairs and improvements at Bethany College. While
other reports of insufficient funds could also be made, we have cited
this one instance because of its importance at the moment.

Your Finance Board has during the past year held its regular
nieetings in an attempt to further the work of the 8ynod. A number
of joint meetings with other boards has also been held. Through the
Sentinel attention has been called every month to the standings of
the various funds, and it is the board’s intention to continue the
‘“What is requested’’ and ‘“What has been received’’ columns in our
church organ.

In the light of our work during the past year, in light of the
present finaneial condition of Synod, and in the light of future needs
of our Synod, the Finance Board presents the following recommen-
dations to the 1949 convention:

1. That Synod raise the subscription price of the official church or-
gans, Sentinel and Tidende, in order to avecid the perennial deficit
in that department,

2. That a Bethany College Building fund be established, in order that
the necessary expansion at our school may begin When the funds
for the same are at hand.

3. That all congregations which as yet are not employing a regular
and systematic method of contributing to Synodical purposes adopt
at least a monthly envelope system for Synodical contributions,

4. That Synod proceed with cautien in authorizing further special ex-
penditures until those expenditures already authorized have been
paid.

5. That the Synod encourage the Finance Board to limit the budget to
the average annual total of the regular contributions that have
been received during the past three years, if the régular contribui-
tions during the present year do not meet the budget requirements.
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REPORT OF THE BOARD OF TRUSTEES

1. In reference to item 11 on page 84 of the 1948 Report of the
Synod the Board of Trustees has adopted the following resolution:
““That the sum of $10,900.00 be, and hereby is, a legal obligation of
said Synod to the said ‘Thomas and Louise Hanson Memorial ¥und,’
which sum was formerly invested in Bethany Lutheran College
bonds numbered. . . . That the principal of said fund has been invest-
ed in the property of the Norwegian Synod of the American Evan-
gelical Lutheran Church at Bethany Lutheran College, Mankato,
Minn. That interest on said sum shall be paid to the Bethany College
Fund of said Synod.”’

2. In reference to item 6 on page 84 of the 1948 Report of the
Synod, relative to the policy of having teachers at Bethany purchase
their homes, the joint meeting of the Board of Trustees, the Board
of Regents, and Finance Board resolved ‘‘that we favor continua-
tion of the policy whereby the Synod provides housing for the pro-
fessors at Bethany College. ‘‘Note: This resolution is not to be con-
strued to mean that individual professors may not buy homes if
they so desire.”

3. The teacher’s residence at 1143 E, Main St. was sold be-
cause it proved to be inadequate.

4. The house at 631 So. Second St. was transferred from the
0Old People’s Home account to ownership by the Synod as a resi-
dence for Bethany teachers, thus effecting sale of the property so
far as the Old People’s Home project is coneerned.

5. The house at 631 So. Second St. is being extensively re-
modeled to provide four apartments for teachers.

6. The business manager of Bethany College has been author-
ized to engage an attorney to collate a complete abstraet of title to
the Bethany College property.

7. The Board decided to remove the Ottesen Museum from the
class room building at Bethany College but to obligate the Synod to
provide an equally attractive room for the same.

8. The Board recommends that the Synod rescind its action of
setting up the Wisconsin corporation of the Synod.

0. M. VANGEN, Secretary

TREASURER'S REPCET
(Subject to Audit)

ARMY . NAVY COMMISSIONS

Balance 1 May, 1948 126.42
Contributions .............c...... 9.79
Balance April 30, 1949 136.21

136.21 136.21



BAGLEY RESIDENCE

Deficit May 1, 1948 . e 93.70
Deficit April 30, 1949

93.70

93.70

93.70

Synod holds deed to Missionary’s residence at Bagley, Minn, Home Mis-
sion Fund owes 2425.09 to Church Extension fund on purchase of

Residence,
BETHANY COLLEGE FUND
Balance May 1, 1048 866.98
Contributions .............. 3,523.27
Convention Offering .. eceeieeerveeee e eete e e e ennann 3,123.30
Bethany Day Offering ..oeoviiercciceenieeas 1,222.96
From Hanson Trust TUNd .co.oovoeoeooierseeeeeeenereeeeneee 436.00
LOANS  ieiraeececeeeinna e eenaamemnenenen 3,971.15
Transfered to Seminary Fund .
SUbSIAY oo .
Repairs at Bethany College .
Board of Regents Expense ... .
Garage built on Bethany Campus . 940.00
Interest on Notes ....ooocoieiiine. 342.00
Paid on loans ..., 21.15
Tuition and Expense of Prof, Galstad 159.83
Expense on Bethany Day ... 45.00
Deficit April 30, 1949 ... 732.43
13,876.09 13.867.09
Loans in the Bethany College Fund of 15,150.00
BETHANY COLLEGE DEBT FUND
Balance May 1, 1948 . ... 307.34
Balance April 30, 1949 ... 307.3
307.34 307.34
BETHANY SCHOLARSEIP FUND
Balance May 1, 1848 .. ... 92.54
Contributions Iowa-So. Minn, YPS 61.50
Paid Bethany Scholarship .. 51.10
Balance April 30, 1949 ... 102.94
154.04 154.04
BETHESDA LUTHERAN HOME
Contributions ..., 96.34
Paid to Bethesda Lutheran Home ........................... 96.34
96.34 96.34
LUTHERAN CHILDRENS FRIEND SOC.
Contributions ..o 64.05
Paid to Lutheran Childrens Friend Soc. ........... e 64.05
64.05 64.05
CHRISTIAN DAY SCHOOL FUND )
Balance May 1, 1048 ... 3,837.76
Contributions ..o 1,540.02



Subsidy to Bethany Lutheran Cong. Mankato ........ 400.00
Subsidy to Holy Cross Luth. Church, Madison, Wis. 450.00
Subsidy to Parkland Luth. Church, Parkland, Wash. 500.00

Christian Day School Board EXPense ... 45,88
Visitation EXPense ...ccccerommecmminrneieces - 42,16
Christian Day School Bulletin Expense .. . 41.53
Balance April 80, 1949 ... 3,898.21
5,377.78 5,377.78
CHURCH EXTENSION FUND
Balance May 1, 1948 ..o 2,205.25
Contributions : . . 1,113.33
Received Payments on Loans 3,437.16
Loan to Bethany Lutheran Cong., Mankato ............. 6,000.00
Correction, transferred to Church Ext. Wisc, Corp. 140.00
Balance April ‘30, 1949 ..o e cene e 615.74
6,755.74 6,755.74
CHURCH EXTENSION CAPITAL ACCOUNT
Balance May 1, 1948 e 31,305.99
Loan to Bethany Lutheran Cong Mankato Minn, 6,000.00
Received on Notes Receivable .covoooeeeeeeciieceeeeeceenes 3,437.16
Correction, Transferred to Wisc. Corp. Capital
AcCCOUNT oo 140.00
Correction Payment in 1947, 48 .. 40.00
Balance April 30, 1949 ... 33,968.83

37,445.99 37,445.99
CHURCH EXTENSION CAPITAL ACCOUNT ITEMIZED
Notes Receivable wceevicaiirrmrice e e cc e re s 33,968.83

Bethany Lutheran Church, Mankato ............... 5,700.00
Concordia. Lutheran Church, Eau Claire, Wisc. 1,669.90
Emmaus Lutheran Church, Minneapolis, Minn. ........ 1,832.79
Emmaus Lutheran Church, Minneapolis, Minn, ....... 4,370.00
Bagley Mission, Payable by Home Missions Fund.... 2,425.09
Lake Wood Mission, Payable by Home Missiong

2058 oV O U U ON 1,616.73
Cross Lake Lutheran Church, Lengby, Minn. ............ 120.00
Our Savior’s Lutheran Church, Amherst Jct., Wisc. 50.00
Our Savior’s Lutheran Church, Hawley, Minn, ....... 2,500.00
Bethel Lutheran Church, Sioux Falls, S, Dak, ....... 3,086.00
Redeemer Lutheran Church, New Hampton, Jowa 893.42
Our Redeemer Lutheran Church Currie, Minn. ... 1,344.90
Parkland Lutheran Church, Parkland Wash ............ 3,500.00
Salem Lutheran Church, Eagle Lake, "Minmn. . 860.00
Trinity Lutheran C'hurch, Calmar, TOWE, orovreereeoooe 4,000.00

33,968.83 33,968.83
CHURCH EXTENSION WISC, CORPORATION

Balance May 1, 1948 ... e 3,559.29
Correction, Transferred from Church Extension ... 140.00
Received Payments on Loans 140.00

Balance 30 April, 1949 ............. oo 3,839.20
3,839.29 3,839.29
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CHURCH EXTENSION WISC. CORP. CAPITAL ACCOUNT

Balance May 1, 1948 s 6,940.00
Received on INotes Rec. ..o 140.00
Correction, transferred from Church Ext. Capital
ACCOUNT oot s 140.00
Balance, April 30, 1949 ... 6,660.00
6,940.00 6,940.00
CHURCH EXTENSION WISC. CORPORATION ITEMIZED
Notes Receivable i 6,660.00
Concordia Lutheran Church, Eau Claire, Wisc. ........ 3,440.00
Pinehurst Lutheran Church, Eau Claire, Wisc. ... 3,220.00
6,660.00 6,660.00
CHURCH EXTENSION HANNAH ENGEBRIGTSEN FUND
Balance May 1, 1948 .. ... s 15.00
Balance April 30, 1949 s 15.00
15.00 15.00
COLORED MISSIONS
Balance May 1, 1948 . it 2,077.65
Contributiong . 1,890.18
Payments ....ooceeiiiie. .. 1,070.70
Balance April 30, 1948 s 2,897.13
3,967.83 3,967.83
DEAF INSTITUTE, Detroit, Mich
Contributions ............. 78.73
Paid to Deaf Institute 78.73
78.73 78.73
FADNESS FUND
Deficit May 1, 1948 s 237.32
Interest on $4,000.00 at 39 invested in property at
509 8. 4th St Mankato, Minn, ... 120.00
Interest Payments to Old Peoples Home . . 120.00
Deficit April 39, 1949 e 237.32
357.32 357.32

The Synod holds a deed to a tract of land on Marsh Street, Mankato,
Minn. $4,000.00 of this fund is invested in Tufte Residence.

GOUGHNOUR RESIDENCE

”

Deficit May 1,1948 ..o e 3,301.14

Sale of Residence .........c.cc.co..... 3,700.00

Payment of loan on Residence ... 456.00

Transfer of Loan on Residence ... . 400.00

Expense of Sale of Residence ... 9.55

Deficit April 30, 1949 ... e r e e dnat e ans 466.70
4,166.70 4,166.70



0. M, GULLERUD MEMORIAL ¥OR INSTITUTIONAL MISSIONS

Balance May 1, 1848 . e 131.00
Balance April 30, 1949 ... e 131.00

131.00 131.00

E, M. HANSON MEMORIAL FUND

Contributed by Mrs. Mary Hanson ..o 500.00
Balance April 80, 1949 ..o 500.00

500.00 500.00

THOMAS AND LOUISE HANSON FUND

Balance May 1, 1948 Bonds ......coooocorrermeeceminereneieneae 10,500.00
Balance May 1, 1948 Cash ........... . 65.98
Interest on Fund from Synod Fun 436.00
Paid to Bethany College Fund ...... . 436.00
Balance April 30, 1949 Bonds -..cooreioimcecmianieccecons 10,900.00
Balance April 30, 1949 Cash ...cooricmiecmceene 65.98

11,401.98 11,401.98

THOMAS AND LOUISE HANSON FUND SPECIAL
Balance May 1, 1948 Bond .......cccceeevncee. 348.30

Interest on Bond from Synod Fund . 13.93
Paid to Mrs, W. T, Christenson ....... . 13.93
Balance April 30, 1949 Bond ... 348.30
362.23 362.23
HOME MISSIONS

Balance May 1, 1948 6,408.27
Contributions ...o...cooooorioiereieecceeee e 12,537.30
Emmaus Lutheran Church, Minneapolis .. 546.00
Bethany Lutheran Church, Mankato .............. ... 409.50
Salem Lutheran Church, Eagle Lake Minn ... 183.30
Bethel Lutheran Chulch Sioux Falls 8. Dak. ... 2,470.00
Our Savior Lutheran Chur ch, Amherst Jct, 524.16
Rev. U, L, Larsen, Fosston, Minn. oo 1,516.62
Redeemer Lutheran Church, New Hampton, Ta. ...... 936.00
Rev. J, B, Unseth, Bagley, Mlnn ................................ 1,679.25
Rev. Luther Vangen Tacoma, Wash, .......ccceeveeeaeee 2,493.00
Rev. M, O. Dale ................. . 550.00
Scandinavian Lutheran Church, Holton, Mich, ...... 390.00
Immanuel Lutheran Church, Holton, Mich ....... 390.00
Grace Lutheran Church, Manltowoc 'Wisc. 524.17
Trinity Lutheran Church Calmar, | Y 1,230.62
Our Saviors Lutheran Church Hawley, Minn, . 165.00
Immanuel Lutheran Church, Audubon Minn, ... 335.00
Rev. N, Harstad -oocoocemeeeeeceeceeeeecee e 231.99
Rev. LeVine Hagen ecooeceercecereeenceraen. 13.75
Rev, Paul Ylvisaker, Freeborn County ........ - 380.00
Bethany Lutheran Church Mankato, Minn. ............ 1,000.00
Church Extension for Emmaus Luthéran Church,

Minneapolis, MINn, .....ooccivomeveoiccrneeeereeeernns 630.00
Church Extension for Holy Cross Lutheran Church,

Madison, Wisc. ... 250.00
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Church Extension for Bagley Residence ................... 299.95

Church Extension for Lakewood Missions ............... 199.97
Moving Expense for Missionary to Lakewood
MISSIONS oo . 599.55
Moving Expense for Missionary to Amherst
Junction, Wisc, ... 231.38
Home Mission Board Expense ...... 678.78
Balance 30 April 1949 ... . 77.58
18,945.57 18,945.57
INDIGENT PASTORS FUND
Balance May 1, 1948 1,201.59
Contributions .o s 818.91
Payments to:
Rev., John Hendricks ......ccoeioiiiciiciicccinencnns 180.00
Rev, A, J. Torgerson . . 300.00
Mrg, Bergit Runholt ... 350.00
Rev, Emil Hanson ..... 200.00
Balance April 80, 1949 . 990.50
2,020.50 2,020.50
JUBILEE FUND
Balance Bonds and Stamps May 1, 1948 ... 39.15
Over draft of cash May 1, 1948 ... . 12,92
Balance Bonds and Stamps April 30, 1949 39.15
Over draft of cash April 30, 1549 ... ... 12.92
52.07 52.07
KROGSTAD FUND (920 Marsh St. Mankato)
Deficit May 1, 1048 e 3,050.42
Pavments to Mrs. C. B. Krogstad for Hospital and
Funeral Expenses 533.97
Payment of loan ... ... 1,000.00
Deficit April 30, 1949 4,584.39
4,584.39 4,584.39

The Synod holds a deed to property at 920 Marsh St., Mankato, Minn.

Notes payable in Krogstad Fund total $2,000.00
LARKEWOOD MISSION PROPERTY

Balance May 1, 1948 ... 273.59
Improvements Made .. 82.56
TAXES  ooeccireeecee e 9.83
Refund on Improvements . 7.32
Balance April 30, 1949 e 188.52
280.91 280.91
The Synod holds a deed to property at Tacoma, Washington,
MR. AND MRS. JACOB LUNDE STUDENT FUND
Balance May 1, 1948 .. s 45.00
Balance April 30, 1949 ... 45.00
45.00 45.00
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MISCELLANEOUS ACCOUNT

Balance May 1, 1948 . - 39.03
Contributions for:
European Relief ... 567.68
Negro Missions South 1.00
Luther College ........... 1.00
Ebenezer Home ....ooccceeeeoncracnccnancen 6.00
Lutheran Synod Book Company ...... 1.68
Bethany Campus Fund, Anonymous ............. 2,454.75
Bethany Campus Fund, Mr. John Melaas ........ '500.00
Chicago Missions ... . 15.00
China MISSIONS .o e e 25.00
World Action ...occeciiieennneee . 1.00
Army & Navy Commissions 49.85
Bethany Lutheran Church, Chr. Day School,
Mankato ... - 41.00
Clergy Bulletin oo 3.00
Student Aid Designated 100.00
Bethany Building Fund ... 245.00
African Missions 1.36
Lutheran Childrens Friend Soc, .c.ccovivimmeecrnnenee. 14.98
Student Aid Designated ... . 50.00
Addison Childrens Home " 15.00
American Bible S0C. .o 9.75
Chicago City Missions .. 15.00
Lutheran Welfare Soc. 1.00
Paid as Designated ..o 657.62
Balances April 30, 1949:
Ching, MIiSSIONS oo r e 25.00
Deaf Mute Institute ... 4.00
European Relief .
Bethany Campus
Clergy Bulletin . .. .
Bethany Building Fund ... 245.00
Chicago Missions ............... 10.00
Lutheran Welfare SoC. occoooiirecivaecenncen. . 1.00
4,158.08 4,158.08
MITCHELL RESIDENCE (1115 E. Main St., Mankato)
Deficit May 1, 1948 . . 6,508.12
IMProvements ..o s 383.35
Rent from Seminary Fund ... 480.00
Loans 2,250.00
Deficit April 30, 1948 tvmeesenrnraceeairean 4,161.47
6,891.47 6,891.47

The Synod holds a deed to property at 1115 E, Main St., Mankato,
Minn, Notes payable against property $7,250.00.

REV, JOHN A. MOLDSTAD MEMORIAL FUND

Balance May 1, 1048 . s 610.35
Contributions 20.00
Balance April 80, 1949 ... 630.35
630.35 630.35
MONICH PROPERTY ON BETHANY CAMPUS
Deficit May 1, 1948 .o, 1,821.47



Payments on Contract
Deficit April 30, 1949

2,037.47

2,037.47 2,037.47
There is a contract for deed on lot 12, Block 9, Hinckley’'s addition to
Mankato, Purchase price $2,600.00

OLD PEOPLES HOME FUND

Balance May 1, 1948 ... 2,718.03
Rent ReECEIVEA ..coeeeeeeicceeeeeceeecenieaaeeseeeeameasssnnenaasnnns 669.85

Contribubions ..o 205.08
Interest on Fadness Fund from Synod Fund 120.00
TMProvements ..o 166.08
Insurance ......... . ercerieeeeeeeraerenrenee 25.20
UtIHEISS oot e e e 419.62
Qld Peoples Board Expense .. - 21.25
Balance April 30, 1949 . e 3,080.81
3,712.96 3,712.96
HANNAH OTTESON STUDENT LOAN FUND
Balance May 1, 1948 e eeenne 522.05
Loan to Student ... . 150.00
Payment made by student on loan ... . 50.00
RBalance April 30, 1949 ... . 422,05
572.05 572.05
RADIO ACTIVITIES
Contributionsg ... - 52.00
Paid to Designated Stations . 49.00
Balance April 30, 1949 ... 3.00
52.00 52.00

RESIDENCE FUND (Bethany Campus)
Balance May 1, 1948 ... e 428.07

Loans Made .o 3.500.00
Rent Received from Bethany College . 3,777.50
Improvements ....ooocoooiieciiiii e - 64.00
Payment of 10ans .....coccceeei. 6,000.00
Loan transferred to Mitchell Res, ... 1,850.00
Deficit April 30, 1949 e 208.43
7,914.00 7,914.00
All notes payable against this residence have been paid. - .
SCHMIDT RESIDENCE (516 Page Ave. N. Mankato)
Defict May 1, 1948 . 180.47
Repairs ccoocececeeeeceeenn. 7.25
Deficit April 30, 1949 187.72
187.72 187.72

The Synod holds a deed to property at 516 Page Ave,, North Mankato,
Minn, Y

Notes payable against residence total $2,500.00
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SCHNEIDER RESIDENCE (1047 E. Main St. Mankato)

Deficit May 1, 1948 655.89

Taxes 72.02

Payments on Contracts . 486.00

Deficit April 30, 1948 s 1,213.91
1,213.91 1,213.91

There is a contract for deed on property at 1047 E. Main St. Mankato
Minn. In addition to the contract for 'deed there is a note payab]e of $200. 00

SEMINARY FUND

Balance May 1, 1948 4,815.85
Contributions - 3,997.12
Deans Salary . 3,129.00
Teachers Salaries ... 1,589.00
Tuition for Seminary Students .......ccccociimiiaiiiiinnen. 180.00
Books and Magazines .......cccceeeeeeen . 97.57
Expenses for Meetings 36.15
Office Supplies 9.50
Rent for Deans Residence .. 480.00
Balance April 30, 1949 eeeeeresenerereneeerernnnrn—aaas 3,291.85
8,813.07 8,813.07
SENTINEL AND TIDENDE
Deficit May 1, 1948 1,205.22
Printing, John Anderson Publ, CO. .oriviereennee. 3,952.60
Expenses . 10.00
Subscriptions 2,790.48
Deficit 1947-48 paid from Synod Fund 1,205.22
Deficit 1948-49 paid from Synod Fund 1,172.12
' 5,167.82 5,167.82
SOLFER RESIDENCE (1052 Marsh St. Mankato)
Balance May 1, 1948 e 177.89
Bullding Garage .o cieeereeemeee e eeceees 1,015.40
Deficit April 30, 1949 e 837.51
1,015.40 1,015.40

The Synod holds a deed to Lot 7, Thielges Addition to the City of

Mankato, Minn., 1052 Marsh St., Mankato, Minn.
Notes Payable against Residence Total $3,000.00.

SPECIAL COLLECTIONS FUND

Balance May 1, 1948 et 1,625.59

Contributions ......ccoeecveevccvccrnnenne . 13.00

Balance Bonds May 1, 1948 . . 962.00

Balance Cash April 30, 1949 ... 1,638.59

Balance Bonds April 30, 1949 ... . 962.00
2,600.59 2,600.59

STUDENT FUND
Balance May 1, 1048 ... meveseessneeaseseeaas 300.49
Contributiong . 111.04

Loan made to Student




Balance April 30, 1949 ... 261.53

411.53 411,53
SYNOD FUND

Deficit May 1, 1948 et ce e eeenen 4,560.37

Contribulions ..o 5,937.11

EXPENSES:

Schmidt Residence, Interest ... 84.50
Repairg  .oeceeeececeennns 80.22
TaXeS . ieeoreoeeieeeeenan 68.53
Solfer Residence, Interest ... 84.00
ReEPAITS oo e eeanes 81.36
Improvements 20.00
Schneider Residence, Repalrs ...t 17.06
INSUrance .......cocceeeeee 22.27
Krogstad Residence, Interest 82.10
Repairs ... 330.22
Residence Fund, Interest ... 113.88
Repairs 168.04
Mitchel Residence, TNEETSt —oomooooooooemooemor oo 150.00
Repairs . 210.26
Improvements .. 146.80
Monich Residence, InSuUrance ... 20.60
Repairs ... 240.00
Tufte Residence, TNEETESE  oooooooooooomsemeoooeeemeroens 120.00
Repairs 89:50
Old Peoples Home, Interest ..oooocveeerceeecicecvnann 120.00
Repairs . 83.88
Gaughnour Residence, Tnterest ............................ 26.82
Interest on Fadness Fund ....... 120.00
Offering Bnvelopes ...ooocvoveecereveicceeemeennees 70.16
Lakewood Mission property, insurance .. . 51.20
Sentinel and Tidende Deficit, 1947-48 ... ... 1,205.22
Sentinel and Tidende Def1c1t 1948-49.. ... 1,172.12
Union Committee Expense ... 38.07
Insurance Bethany College 489.82
Bank Charges eeeeeraeevm et evaaearaseveeaen 52.45
Presidents Office, Expense 60.50
Treasurer Office Expense 70.80
Secretaries Office Expense 16.00
Convention Handbook .....ccoceceeeiioeeeoeveiieeieeencees 18.55
Finance Board Expense ..... 36.60
Publication Board Expense 12.38
Trustees Board EXpPense ... 24.26
Svnodical Convention Delegates Expense ........ 101.64
Bond Treasurer Office ...... " 31.25
Synodical Mission Board Expense 2.95
Interest Hanson Trust Fund ........ceoeeoeoceeeeees 449.93
Treasurers AlOWANGCE .ceceeoocveooeeererseoarmeceeencns 300.00
Miscellaneous Expense . 85.48

Deficit April 30, 1949 .o eeeeeenen 5,392.68

11,329.79 11,329.79
Synod holds a note for $1,000.00 signed by Bethany College.
TUFTE RESIDENCE (509 8. 4th St. Mankato)

Deficit May 1, 1948 oo eeeevescs e 2,218.48
Deficit April 30, 1949 ......cooviiicireenenr e 2,218.48



= 18 48 2,218.48
Synod holds a deedx to property at 509 S, 4th St., Mankato Mlnnesota
Notes payable against property $4,000.00.
$4,000.00 of the Fadness Fund is invested in this Residence.

TWIN CITY MISSIONS

Contributions ..o 95.00
Paid to Twin City MiSSioNns ..oceeeeeerirenemrencererrsiercnas 95.00
' 95.00 95.00
WHEATRIDGE SEALS
Contributions 507.11
Paid to Wheatridge Sanitorium ......ciicincccnnne 499.36
Balance April 30, 1949 et .75
507.11 507.11

To the Board of Trustees

Norwegian Synod of the American Evangelical Lutheran Church
Mankato, Minnesota
Gentlemen:

We, the undersigned, have audited the receipts and disbursements of
the Norwegian Synod of the American Evangelical Lutheran Church, Mar-
tin Galstad, Treasurer from May 1, 1945, to April 30, 1946, and Halry G.
Olson, Treasurer fom May 1, 1946, "to Aprll 30, 1947, and May 1, 1947, to
April 30 1948, and have found; them to be correct.

M. R. HANDBERG
S, BE. LEE

RECOI\!IMENDATIONS OF THE CONVENTION GOMI\IITTEE ON
FINANCES (as adopied)

1. Resol\;ed, that a Bethany College Building Fund be established, in
order that expansion at our school may begin when the funds for
the same are at hand.

2. The Synod advises that all congregations which as yet are not em-
ploying a regular and systematic method of contributing to Synod-
ical purposes adopt at least a monthly system for Synodical con-
tributions.

8. The Synod shall proceed with caution in authorizing further special
expenditures until those expenditures already authorized have been
paid.

4. The Synod adopts the report of the Board of Trustees, paragraphs
1 to 7. (as printed above)

5. . The Synod expresses appreciation for the thorough and pains-
taking work of its Auditors and Treasurers.

6. The Synod reminds all Boards and Officers that expense vouchers
must be submitted for all disbursements from the Treasury.

7. In instances where the Home Mission Board has assumed the re-
sponsibility of repaying Church Extension loans for congregations,
the payments shall be made first to the congregation and then the

~congyvegation shall repay the Church Extension Fund.
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8. The Trustees of the Synod are hereby asked to keep an inventory
of the portable property of the Synod.

9. The 1947 and 1948 resolutions of the Synod pertaining to assisting
the Mt. Olive congregation, Mankato, Minn. neither approved nor
disapproved the Home Mission Board grant of $10,000.00 to said
congregation,

10. Pursuant to the recommendation of the Auditors, the Home Mis-
sion Board is asked to formulate a mission policy relative to the
support of small, old, and isolated parishes, that takes cognizance
of paragraphs 3 and 4 on page 55 of the 1945 Report.

11. The Trustees shall procure 2ll necessary information relative to the
proposed dissolution of the Wisconsin Corporation of the Synod and
report their advice to the next convention; and the Trustees are
authorized to dissolve said corporation if they find it advisable.

REPORT OF THE DEAN OF BETHANY LUTHERAN SEMINARY

The past school year we have been permitted to earry on the
third year of our recently established seminary without hindrance
and without any serious sickness among our students, for which we
are truly grateful to God.

Seven students were envolled in the regular eourses of our semi-
nary, while two were taking part time work. Three students were
graduated in June (two of these having had all of their theological
training here). Two of the graduates have already been called into
the direct service of the Church, while the third is still without a call.
There is, however, no reason to believe that he will not he placed in
the near future. The fact that one of our ‘““middlers’’ was called di-
rectly by one of our parishes must not be construed to mean that any
of our graduates were nnacceptable because of their being unfit for
the ministry. It was a case where a certain amount of knowledge of
the Norwegian language was deemed a requisite.

God has blessed our seminary with serious-minded and able stu-
dents who have applied themselves diligently to their work. May
Giod continue to bless our ‘‘school of the prophets’ in the years to
come, 80 that we shall never lack promising young men for work in
the harvest fields to which our Saviour hag directed us, that of
blood-bought souls, but that our confession may ever be:

“O blessed ministry

Of reconciliation,

That shows the way to God
And brings to us salvation!

By Thine evangel pure,

Lord, Thou preserv’st Thy fold,
Dost call, enlighten, keep,

Dost comfort and uphold.”

Norman A. Madson, dean.



PAROCHIAL REPORT

Members Con- Bap- Services
firmed | tisms
° "
n
Pastors Congregatto , o 5 ) -g ?,, ..5 Qé 3
S| 8l wlBlallls 192|988 ¢
) Sl Hig |88 E o} Ele ggig |
8 E|2|21812|818 |88 5525 |2
a138]8 61318 |81a )2 |25 |«
1. |[Andersen, Chr. . - Rock Dell Ev. L. 41 18} 60|
2. |Andersen, Chr. O. 8., Belview 1
3. |Andersen, Chr. First L., Delhi
4. |Branstad, R. . First L., Suttons BaYy ... e
5. |Bremer, H. J. Redeemer, New Hampton.... 1
6. [Dorr, S. Zion, Tracy 1
7. {Dorr, S, . O. Redeemer’s, Currie -
8. lauidberg, G. . W. Prairle .. 1
9. |Guldberg, G. . Thompson | B
10 |Guldberg, G. . Forest City 2
11. |Gullerud, A. E. Paint Creek 3
12, {Gullerud, A. W. Paint Creek ...
13, |Gullerud, C. M. Bethany, Mankato 3
14, |Gullerud, C. M, Salem L., Eagle Lake . 1 -
15. |Guilixson, G. W. Koshkonong . 4
16. |Gullixson, W. Parkland ... 1
17. {Hagen, L. K. Imman., Audubon
18, [Hagen, L., K, O. 8., Hawley
19, |Hansen, E. .. Oslo L., Volga ..o 1y 1120 81 S0l Shop O L. 8
20. {Hanson, C. Imman., Holton . i
21, |Hanson, C. Scandinav., Holton 1
22, |Harstad, A. O. Saviour’s, Princeton. 1 120 25
23. |Harstad, A. Princeton
24, |[Johnson, I. Lake Mills 2
25, |Johmson, I. Lime Creg]
26, |Larsen, U. L, Conc., Clearbrool
27. |Larsen, U. L. Cross Lake, Fosston
28, |Larsen, U. L, . Imman., Lenghy
29. |Larsen, U. L. Gran
30. {Larsen U, L. Chester
31, |Lee, S. E. -1Emmaus, Mpls.
32. |Lillegard, G. o. Boston Norw.
33. (Madson, J. B. Somber Norw. .
34. {Madson, J. B. 1st Shell Rock
35, |Merseth, A. 1st Evanger, Fertile
36. {Merseth, A. 1st So. Wild Rice
37. |Oesleby, N. C. .|O. 8., Madison ..
38. |[Otto, M. Saude
39. |Otto, M. Jericho
40, |Petersen, Jos. Cone., Eau Claire
41, |Petersen, Jos. Pinehurst
42, |Peterson, Jos. Seymour
43. |Peterson, J. A. Scarville
44, |Petersen, J. A. Center
45. |Pfeiffer, D. L. Engl., Cottonwood
46. {Preus, H, A, . Trinity, Calmar .
47. [Preus, Rob. Bygland, Fisher
48. |Preus, Rob. 1st Am. L., Mayville 2
49, |Quill, G. C. J 0. S., Albert Lea .. 5
50. {Strand, A. H. St. Mark’s, Chicago 8
51, |Teigen, T. N. Bethel, Sloux Falls
52. [Theiste, H. A. . .| Fairview, Mpls. 10 15| 15
53. |Tweit, M. E. Nicollet 1 3| 36
54. {Tweit, M, E. .| Norw. Grove 5 20 17
55, [Unseth, E. G. St. Paul’s, Chicago 8 2 18
56. |Unseth, J. B. . .| Clearwater
57. |Unseth, J. B. Bagley 20] 10
58. [Unseth, J. B. Ebro
59. {Vangen, L. Lakewood, Tacoma
60. |Weyland, F. Richland ... 1
61, |Ylvisaker, E. Holy Cross, Madison 9
62. |Ylvisaker P. Hartland ... 1 2.
63, |Ylvisaker, P. . Manchester . 2
64, |Zagel, H. M. Bethany, Story City
65. |Dale-Harstad Ambherst Jet. 2
66, {Dale-Harstad Manitowoe 487 35] 15| 1 28] 35
Totals 9587| 6533| 2225[336] 36[183| 91]12708]137]125| 119] 258]|3005[3561

1. Member of Synod. 2. Prea.:ong Station, 3. Not yet member of Synod.

92



FOR YEAR 1949

Day Sunday| Other Stu-~ Value of Debt on
School | School | Schools| dents Contributions Property Property
<
@
g ol o

. 0 ¢ [gg @ e}

=1 = 21630 | @

@ m o et | s @

HlEl,|E|5 H|85 58 &8 58

AT (. ;

Rt~ ]

A&l &|&|&]4|74ag] =a ]
1 ] 48] 2| 10] 27| 14 $2 805 00| $1 472 00 $20 00 00
2 30 2l 13 9 1 385 00 201 00 3 000
3 15 1| 10 420 00 79 00 8 000 00
4 23 41 10 6 3234 18 429 39 10 000 00
5 17 3] 12 5 909 00 74 00 5 000 00
6 40 4] 20 9 4 401 18 1 068 51 30 000 00
7 15 325 00 2 000 00
8 3 1 270 00 341 00 5 000 00
9 29 5 7 662 00 150 00 5 500 00
L SO 25 4 6 1 370 00 404 00 3 500 00
11 7 3 3 1 456 29 594 76 9 800 00
12 15 3 4 1 846 00 594 18 9 760 00
13 21 1f 47 5 1 5 964 00 1 235 060 40 000 00
14 17 3 2 750 89 75 10 4 000 00
15 19 1 20 3}.... 21 8 988 21 1 266 23 40 000 00
16 44 1l 76 7 10 9 195 38 483 84 65 000 00
17 28 5 8 517 74 100 00 10 000 00
18 8 2 2 802 63 10 00 650 00
19 30 6f 10 8, 1 730 00 400 00 6 000 00
20 30 3| 10 8 1 623 38 255 38 15 000 00
21 19 2| 10 3 770 52! 80 77 5 000 00
22 60 6f 19 27 4 525 00 1 360 00 20 500 00
23 3 |} SURIOUY UTRONTN IO FRUORN 120 00] ] s
24 30 6] 36] 21 1f 16 2 157 82 508 32 4 000 00
25 8 1 - 1 4 1 964 88 373 05 10 000 09,
26 14 3 18 1 400 00 600 00 3 000 00
27 22 4 360 00 150 00 2 000 00
28 1 200 00 5 00 500 00
29 30 . 2 108 00 50 00 1 000 00
30 30 . 2 228 00 100 00 e o -
31 x1 50 7y 20] 65 1 12 3 986 28 272 15 19 000 00 8 051 17
32 e 40 7] 10| 12 3| 17 5 383 60 3 372 92 50 000 00 1 300 00
33 11 il 18 3} 1oy 17 4 [ 2 821 54 738 12 10 000 00
34 35 5| 14] 21 19 3 550 41 59 83 10 000 00
35 11 3 2 2 979 45 235 97 12 000 0O
36 34 4 6 1235 71 185 91 5 400 00
37 *8|reenen 35 5/ 10} 20 8 000 00 1 350 00 50 000 00
38 15 1 2 5 3 281 59 1403 47 15 000 00
39 16 1 377 31 2] 12 5 4566 46 1903 31 23 000 00
40 89 9| 40| 64 20 17 3 200 00 600 00 23 000 00
41 89y 10{ 15 85j...... 21 3 300 00 250 00 15 000 00
42 27 3 312 00] | ]
43 11 1 15 8| 1 3 6 032 12 859 41 20 000 00
44 23 4§ 20| 11 i 10 2 482 12 648 04 13 000 00
45 24 2| 18] 12 1 9 3 150 00 782 00 8 000 00
46 26 51 20 22]... 7 3 000 00 580 00 25 000 00
47 6 2] 10 8 1 1 047 42 363 94 5 000 00
48 29 5 10| 26 p S 3 473 59 609 22 3 000 00
49 104) 10} 28] 16 1 16 7 270 03 971 91 30 000 00
50 32 1 80| 12 4; 20 9 056 75 2 062 27 50 000 00!
51 59 T 18] 53| 2 1 760 00 260 00 10 000 00
52 g0} 15] 1o} 56 7 36 11 962 60 2154 71 80 000 00
53 16 il 28 3 10 9 8 874 47 2173 95 40 000 00
54 6, 1 1 1 091 00 548 00 15 000 00
55 44 6 3 12 6 880 27 1 260 06 40 000 00|
56 97 00 66 84 1 700 00
57 1 1 . 8 00 178 13
58 10 2l 10 3 700 136..73
59 18 3 2 613 35 38 47
60 41 4| 26 2 4 4 308 96 750 56 600
61 *10 1} 112 8 1} 36 6 420 00 550 00 000
62 28 4] 10| 21 6 8 2 647 00 620 00 000 00
63 23 5 15| 18 2 8! 2 196 00 1 643 00! 500 00
64 435 00 000 00
65 8 1 T 2183 76 - 000 00
66 13 (] SNOURR PR poupeos 2 478 53 156 55 000 00

234] 11]1839| 246] 728[1145] 89| 514 187 472 11 41 016 82 1 018 350 00
*Union School xAttending schools of sister congregations.

93



TABULATED LIST OF CONTRIBUTIONS,

Pastor Congregatlon 2
2o g
iz 53
s 171
1, |Anderson, CHI. secvemmrnn Belview 96 57| 72 00
2. |Anderson, Chr. Delhi 19 35
3. |Anderson, Chr. ..|Rock Dell 425 05 292 00
4. |Branstad, R. Suttons Bay
5. |{Bremer, H. L. New Hampton 55 55
6. |Dale, M. O. Amherst Junction .. 61 55 102 T
7. |Dale, M. O. .. |Manitowoc 70 55 13 50
8. |Dorr, S. Tracy 392 62 148 05
9. |Guilerud, A. ..|W. Paint Creek 224 62 116 21
10, |Gullerud, A. . E. Paint Creek 280 86 170 86
11. [Gullerud, C. M. Eagle Lake 34 93 11 80
12. |Guilerud, C. M. Mankato 658 59 96 69
13. |Guldberg, G. Forest City 145 18 19 40
14. |Guldberg, G. Thompson 99 61 29 11
15. iGuldberg, G. W. Prairle 141 05
16. |Gullixson, G. Western Koshkonong 595 81 190 39
17. |Guilixson, W. Parkland 33 10 165 81
18, |Hagen, L. ..| Audubon 66 00
19. {Hagen, L. Ulen 64 93
20. |Hanson, C. Holton, Immanuel .. 47 25
21. [Hanson, C. ..{Holton, Scandinavian 8 3b 24 00
22. |Hanson, E. Oslo 239 65
23, |Harstad, A. .. |Redtop 30 00
24. |[Harstad, A. . Princeton 848 94 86 90
25, [Johnson, I. Lime Creek 85 00
26. [Johnson, I. Lake Mills 176 45 188 30
27. {Larson, U. L. . Concordia 144 77
28. |Larson, U. L. . Cross Lake 57 95
29. |Larson, U, L. .. |Lengby 88 50
30. |Larson, U. L. Gran 27 00
31. {Larson, U. L. . ..[Chester 24 28
32, [Lee, S. E. . Emmaus 15 09 15 09
33. [Lillegard, G. Boston 50 00 100 00
gg- ﬁ:g:gﬁ: g Northwood 99 20} 362 66
5;6. Motseth, A, | gffx;‘bel 301 21} 69 61
7. [Merseth, A. Fertile 168 35 17 75
38. |Oesleby, N. Madison 372 1«1 267 32
39. |Otto, M, Saude 667 64] 145 93
40. |Otto, M. . Jericho 534 90 275 33
41, |Petersen, J. A. Searville 237 63 173 31
42. |Petersen, J. A. Center 301 69 171 64
43, |Petersen, J. . Pinehurst 39 35
44, |Pfeiffer, D. Cottonwood 241 69 80 00
45. [preus, R. Fertile 38 67
46. |Preus, R. Mayville 88 21 74 88
47, [Preus, H. A Calmar 144 02 147 95
48, 1Quill, G. Albert Lea 193 56 309 65
49. )Strand, A. Chicago 302 01 244 51
50. |Teigen, T. . Sioux Falls 129 75
51. |Theiste, H. Minneapolis 406 87 335 38
52. [Tweit, M. Nicollet 583 37 444 03
53. |Twelf, M. Norweglan Grove 110 40 92 60
54. [Unseth, E. . Chicago 637 92 149 13
55. {Unseth, J. B, .| Bagley 92 07 11 00
56. {Unseth, J. B. Ebro 135 84
57. {Unseth, J. B. Clearwater 42 00 10 00
58, |Vangen, L. . Lakewood 17 32
59, {Weyland, F. Thornton 218 07
60. [Ylvisaker, E. Madison 330 17
61. [Ylvisaker, P. Hartland 69 25 50 86
62. [Ylvisaker, P. Manchester 162 88
03. |Zagle, H. Story City 30 00 75 00
64, {Vacant -|Zan Claire 265 00 3
85. |Miscellan 00 00
""""" . 280 00 184 50
12 368 65 5 977 15
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MAY 1, 1948 TO APRIL 30, 1949

= 3
B " g8 g
] 1

g8 | 3 38 g 4% : 2

g3 g 8% B 5 58 g 5

%3 g g 23 g 3 H S

&8 & & S g g3 84 E &
1 28 71 37 00 30 37 264 €5
2 27 60 20 15 16 40 83 50
3 243 17 140 40| 35 00 18 62 10 00 1163 64
4 40 50 20 76 44 25 110 71
5 100 2 50 100 60 05
6 20 00, 79 05 25 86 21 00 310 21
7 23 22 5 62 30 82 112 16 97, 161 80
8 245 08 61 39 6 23 51 81 10 33 10 35} 926 36
9 116 32 69 32 9 93 29 83 16 56 20 98 603 77
10 107 86 35 26| 3 09 16 60 716 14 37 636 06
11 16 45 4 00 14 16 28 50 109 84
12 359 36 130 42 47 06 33 43 15 96 59 61 1401 10
13 34 38, 9 69 2 64 65 97 441 16 52 298 19
14 54 86 20 13 31 85l 90 2 24 8 82 247 52
15 30 00 18 35 58 00 30 91 11 00 298 31
16 282 59 101 42 28 60 61 81 8 21 a4 22 1311 05
17 79 60 51 00 6 75 41 57 5 00 82 21 465 04
18 23 00 33 31 122 31
19 27 56 8 16 5 00 105 64
20 30 50 480 82 55
21 12 25 44 60
22 31 65 28 80 38 60 27 00 10 00 5 00 380 70
23 5 00 25 00/ . . 60 00
24 277 84 121 09 5 00 9 21 9 27 61 74 1 419 69
25 37 80 34 80 2 00 182 60
26 39 49 31 90| 1 00 437 14
27 107 75 ; 252 52
28 12 00 69 95
29 5 00 40 00| 83 50
30 27 00
31 15 00 10 00 49 28
32 15 09 15 08| 10 00 - 70 35
33 95 00] 75 00 20 00 15 00! 50 00 110 00 515 Q0
34 86 32 46 66 2 03 135 3 38 203 ‘603 63
35 87 53 97 80 29 07 26 07 24 03 28 41 663 73
36 19 27 25 00 a4 27
37 42 65 36 71 14 94 100/~ - 281 40
38 493.04 69 12 15 70 5 88 31 40 174 46 1 429 08
39 256 43 185 76 41 92 60 00 19 54 40 22 1417 44
40 189 08 291 21 § 24 164 75 872 20 00 1492 23
41 321 66 51 11 90 93 6 07 30 64 40 47 951 82
42 51 59 113 05 108 50 37 18 2 50 25 00 810 80
43 23 50 6 00 68 85
44 101 94 85 72 2 53 45 23 421 17 18 - 578 50
45 115 27 153 94
46 53 90 53 42 270 41
a7 56 55 17 50 11 00f . 377 02
48 244 00 161 53 8 27 52 85 13 80 20 23 1 003 89
49 439 55 59 64 295 71 26 49 86 83 578 07 2 032 82
50 71 00 62 10 31 58 300 297 43
51 354 05 341 54 60 00 14 88 138 95 193 28 1844 95
52 381 47 333 83 5 00 133 34 187 60 335 48| 2.404 20
53 60 91 69 80 43 15 95 75 472 61
54 180 35 104 00 113 30, 161 62 1 356 32
55 22 00 31 50 69 96 5 00 10 00 241 53
56 10 00 - - 145 84
57 52 00
58 17 32
59 188 41 77 95 52 62 44 39/ 21 00) 602 44
80 203 50 535 67
61 } 76 53 47 83 10 00, 16 06 214 25 493 78
62 102 00} 38 25 19 57 ) 48 00 370 70
63 10 00 115 00
64 39 80 .2 60 X L. B80T 15
6% 960 88| 384 25 622 00 110 00 182 00 4 157 95{ 6 880 88
7 611 85 3 736 31 1 850- 66 1549 10] - -1 058 33] 6 795 42] 40 972 28
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SYNOD SUNDAY

A different procedure was tried in respect to Synod Sunday
services this year, resulting in two separate services—Norwegian at
Mount Olive Church, and English at Bethany’s auditorium. The
service at Bethany was in charge of Rev. Milton Otto, Lawler, Iowa.

Pastor Otto chose as his sermon text Rev. 8, 7-8, words describ-
ing and comforting the congregation at Philadelphia. As our synod
cannot boast of numbers, often the auestion arises, “‘Is it worth-
while that we cling so to Seripture? Would it not be easier NOT to
insist on what God’s Word teaches?’’ But the answer to that ques-
tion, as Pastor Otto very simply showed, depends on whether we
want the favor of men—or God.

Thus from the examnle of Philadelnhia’s congregation, we learn
THE GLORIOUS DISTINCTION OF THE FATTHFUL CHURCIL

The first distinetion of such a church is the praise which the
Lord pronounces over her. And the praise is this, that even though
there be ‘‘little strength’’, yet she has kept God’s Word. And in
connection with this is the fact that the same has not denied Christ’s
name. It keeps the WHOLRE Word, the WHOLE Christ! For it is the
keeping of the Word, the refusal to deny Christ, which makes strong
and large in the eyes of the Savior.

The other distinetion of the faithful church is the promises
which the Lord gives her. And the first of these is the ‘‘erown of
life’? of so great value that we dread nothing more than to lose it.
‘“Hold that fast which thou hast, that no man take thy erown.”’

And the other promise is another which our synod should heed.
For as long as we be faithful, the Lord sets before us an ‘“‘open
door’’—an ever inereasing opportunity to conduet mission work. Te
doubt such a promise of opportunity, could make any group an un-
faithful one.

Norwegian Services

The preacher at the Synod Sunday services held in the Nor-
wegian language at Mt. Olive Church, was Rev. Milton Tweit, Norse-
land. He spoke to a church well-filled with worshippers on the text
Tuke 19: 1-10, Christ’s meeting Zacchaeus.

Pastor Tweit’s message on this text pointed all listeners toward
the SEEKING SAVIOR AND THE FRUIT OF HIS SEEKING. For
in this text we see the seeking of two men, as Rev. Tweit noted:
‘‘Here there are two hearts seeking one another . In Zacchaeus, a
heart longing for salvation, so that he sought to see Jesus. And in
Jesus, a heart longing to save; therefore he sought Zacchaeus.”
And how comforting that the call ‘‘Seek ye the Liord while He may
be found,’’ not only calls, but also in itself gives strength to the
called one to heed the invitation.

‘Where there is true faith in Christ, there the fruits of faith
will always follow. This was the case with Zacchaeus, as we see from
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the text. These fruits of faith will also be found, in greater or less
degree, in our lives.

Sunday Afternoon

Two-piano musiec for Synod Sunday afternoon services was pro-
vided by Barbara Ylvisaker and Esther Tjernagel Olson, and vocal
solos by Georgia Stoll and Betty Liou Stoll.

At this program, Rev. Robert Preus spoke about CORNWALL,
Cornwall is a small agricultural distriet in the southwestern corner
of England. That the spiritual conditions are very poor is evident
from the fact that some have estimated a regular church attendance
of barely 2% of the population. This condition ean hardly be blamed
on the out-and-out heathenism of these people, but on the negligible
spiritual activity among them. In name these people are Methodists,
although a few belong to the Anglican Church of England. Scat-
tered throughout Cornwall are many small churches, served by com-
paratively uneducated Methodist preachers and laymen, with the
result that most echurches are practically empty each Sunday. Very
few have heard the sweet unconditioned Gospel preached to them,
and their religion has, to a large extent, deteriorated to a pietistie
legalism.

Among these Cornish people lives a very consecrated man, who
has the interest of his fellowmen’s souls at heart. His name is Josephi’
Pedlar. In his early life he preached some, then came to America,
where he received more education in the state of Michigan. He was
invited to a Missouri Synod Lutheran Church, where he, through
hearing Gospel sermons, was brought to the conviction that the
Lutherans taught the Word of God correctly. After taking instrue-
tion from Pastor Nickel, he returned to Cornwall with this ‘“‘good
news’’ which he began to preach with a great measure of success to
his people wherever and whenever he had the opportunity.

Now this same Mr. Pedlar asks for help. He is eonvinced that
Cornwall is ripe for a fruitful harvest of souls into the Lord’s king-
dom. And for that purpose he asks that our synod help the Cornish
people. He does not ask for money at this time, but only that we
send someone to look the field over and see what we can do. This is
our opportunity! Dare we let it slip through our fingers?

On this same program Rev. Julian Anderson spoke on ST.
PHILIPS. The Norwegian Synod in years past has always shown
great interest in missionary work among the Negroes. Rev. H. A.
Preus, at the Synodical Conference meeting in 1877, pleaded for
work among the Negroes. Now our Synod, working in the Confer-
ence, is sharing in the fruits of 100 Negro congregations in all parts
of the U. S, served by 60 pastors. In addition, a teachers’ college
has been established at Selma, Ala., and a seminary at Greens-
horough, N. Carolina.

So now a Negro eongregation, St. Philip’s Chureh, is growing
in the Negro district of Minneapolis, begun by Rev. Palmer. A ean-
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vass conducted by ex-servicemen started the projeet, and a $10,-
000.00 loan from the Synodical Conference continued it to this point.

There are no other Lutheran groups in this district, and so the
work started very slowly. The church was dedicated in 1948 (Oect.
31). The Vacation Bible Schools conducted have been very success-
ful. This is the first Lutheran mission among the Negroes in this
part of the U. S. There is much work to be done, but there is ap-
preciation from the people for every bit of help given to them. Pas-
tor Julian Anderson, present missionary in this parish, appealed to
the pastors, delegates, and friends of the Norwegian Synod to adopt
this mission as their pet, and do whatever they can to further its
growth.

And in all these things, we dare not forget the words of our
Savior, ‘“Other sheep I have, which are not of this fold, them also
I must bring, and they shall hear my voice; and there shall be one
fold, and one shepberd.”’ It is every believer’s duty to bring the
voice of our shepherd to ALL these sheep. May all of us remember
this also in regard to St. Philip’s congregation!

The attendance at Synod Sunday service at Bethany was 495.
Attendance at Mt. Olive Norwegian services was 160. This totals
655 for the day.

The Synod Sunday offering amount by Sunday evening was
$2,630.80. The Sunday afternoon offering for the Music Department

- of Bethany College was approximately $67.00.

NOTES ON THE CONVENTION

Kach session opened with devotional exercises. The morning
devotions, when there were no other services, were conducted by Pas-
tors 8. . Lee {who was the Chaplain of the Convention), Rev. A.
Gullerud and Rev. Grant Quill, who gave a series of short sermons
on texts dealing with the Early Christian Church. The afternoon
sessions were opened with brief devotions, conducted by Pastors
LeVine Hagen, Geo. Gullixson, S. K. Liee and A, Merseth.

The Pagtoral Communion Services were held Tuesday morning
in Mt. Olive Lutheran Church, Rev, C. M. Gullerud, Pastor. Rev. A.
Merseth had charge of the service; and delivered the Confessional
Address, on the basis of Luke 5, 32. Hymns 96, 90, 312, 154, 155 and
46. v. 3 in the Lutheran Hymnary were sung. Prof. M. Galstad
preached on IT Cor. 2, 12ff., bringing out the fact that Paul the
Apostle was one who suffered many things in his ministry, and who
knew both how to be abased and how to abound. We should not
think it strange, if we meet with similar difficulties.

Rev. George Baer from our Nigeria Mission field was present
Tuesday evening, and addressed the Convention briefly on the work
of the Synodical Conference in Africa, Rev. Paul Anderson of our
own Synod, who had hoped to be able to attend this Convention, was
delayed, and sent greetings to the Synod from a hospital in Nigeria,
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Africa. The Synod sent greetings to him in return; also to Past. Em.
J. Hendricks, Minneapolis, Minn., Past BEm. Emil Hansen, Rev. C. A.
Moldstad, and Rev. V. B. Skov of the Missouri Synod, formerly a
member of the old Norwegian Synod.

In connection with the discussion of the Christian Day School
cause, Rev. George Gullixson addressed the assembly, Saturday
afternoon, bringing out ,on the basis of Matth. 6, 33, the importance
of putting first things first in the education of our children. In con-
nection with the discussion of Home Missions, Rev. . A. Theiste
addressed the assembly, urging one and all to carry out their mis-
sionary duties. And Rev. Norman B. Harstad spoke on how to eon-
duet a survey or canvass in a prospective mission field.

Although there were not as many delegates present as usual,
there were many visitors, so that the attendance at the sessions was
comparatively large, except the last half-day. On Synod Sunday,
the weather was as usual fine, and the heat was never excessive.
All in all, the convention was a pleasant one, and owr ‘‘little Synod’’
has cause to be grateful to God who so graciously guided matters
that we can hold our meetings in the ecomfortable halls at Bethany
Lutheran College.

The convention eclosed Wednesday noon, with the singing of
Hymn 655 and a prayer by President A. M. Harstad.

GEO. 0. LILLEGARD,
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Bibles - New Testaments
Hymn Books

Devotional Books

Order your religious books from

The Lutheran Synod Book Co.

BETHANY LUTHERAN COLLEGE
Mankato, Minnesota

LUTHERAN SENTINEL . . $1.50
Luthersk Tidende . . . . $1.00
Both for . . . . . . . $2.00

Send your order for these pertodicals to

MR. ERLING PETERSON
St. Paul’s Lutheran Church
9919 W. North Ave.

Chicago 47, 1/I.
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