The following is a reprint of a study from “A Study of the Formula of Concord “We believe, Teach, and Confess....”  Article II FREE WILL pages 14-17.  I pray that you find this helpful.  I am currently placing a file together to combat this controversy which raises it’s ugly head and deceives people into hell still today.  I will post each section as they are completed.

THE STORY


One of the most bitter controversies to strike the Lutheran church after Luther's death was the Synergistic Controversy. In a real sense it was strange that this should happen. After all it was Luther that had rescued the church of his day from the devilish doctrine of works-righteousness. The central article of the Reformation was justification by Faith alone without the works of the Law (Rom. 3:28). Luther himself had found peace in the bloody wounds of Jesus, his precious Savior, and he boldly confessed that truth (Rom. 5:1).


But the old sinful spirit in man does not give up easily. As the Israelites yearned to turn back to the fleshpots of Egypt, so the human spirit turns back to its own resources, even after it has found peace in God through the Lord Jesus Christ. Man by nature, even after his regeneration, tends to be a synergist.


Luther knew this tendency, even as he knew his own heart. He predicted that it would not be long after the Reformation that the Gospel would again be confused, specifically on this point, man's tendency to inject his own pretension of righteousness or his own cooperative assent in his conversion.


Human reason has always tangled with Scripture's teaching on the matter of the human will. While Scripture attributes man's conversion (or regeneration) entirely to the grace of God (Eph. 2:8,9), human reason argues that the so-called "free decision" of the individual is also involved.


As long as Luther was alive he was pretty well able to control the synergistic tendencies in his associates, like Melanchthon. This great teacher was of inestimable impor​tance to Luther and the Reformation. Next to the Reformer himself none contributed more, humanly speaking, to the success of restoring the pure Gospel to the church than Melanchthon.


But Melanchthon could not shake his humanistic streak. This made him soft on the matter of the human will, dulling what Scripture so plainly taught about man's total inability since the fall either to begin or to sustain a spiritual change within himself. The followers of Melanchthon came to be known as "Philippists." Not only had their leader failed the Lutheran church in negotiating the infamous Leipzig Interim, but more and more he and his students became avowed compromisers on this even more vital subject, the matter of the human will in conversion. The sides were sharply drawn; Flacius and his followers on one side; Melanchthon and his supporters on the other.


This was a very important, sensitive matter. Luther had never doubted that in conversion the human faculties were involved, that the human will was turned, the mind of man enlightened, trust and reliance of the heart drawn forth. But he always underscored the truth which Scripture made so plain over against reason's musings, namely, that this change in man (conversion) resulted from the Spirit's gracious working through the Word. Synergism was absolutely contrary to Scripture's teaching, for it injected the human will as a third contributing factor along with the Holy Spirit and the Gospel in accounting for the conversion of man.

THE ISSUE.....According to the Epitome, "the question is, What powers does man possess in spiritual matters after the fall...? Can man by his own powers, before he is reborn through the Holy Spirit, dispose and prepare himself for the grace of God? Can he or can he not accept the grace of God offered in the Word and the holy sacraments?" (II, 1)

THE ANSWER


Each one of us knows that his own mind and reason tell him to say: Yes, in some way the will of man must play a decisive role; but the fact is, as the Epitome puts it, that "the pure teaching concerning this article on the basis of the Word of God" contradicts and counters what seems so self-evident. With the Epitome we, therefore, hold and teach that: 

...in spiritual matters man's understanding and reason are blind and that he understands nothing by his own powers... 1 Cor. 2:14

...man's unregenerated will is not only turned away from God, but has also become an enemy of God, it is evil (Gen.8:21)... hostile (Rom.8:7).. spiritually dead (Eph. 2:5) (and of itself) not sufficient (2 Cor. 3:5).

...God the Holy Spirit. . does not effect conversion without means, (that is) the Gospel (Rom.1O:17)... and opens hearts through (His) grace and power (Acts 16:14)... (as) Christ also

states, "Apart from me you can do nothing" (John 15:5).. .(in which words) He denies all power to free will and ascribes everything to the grace of God, so that no one might boast in the presence of God (1 Cor. 9:16). (Epitome II, 2-4)

Having affirmed these things, the Epitome then proceeds to spell out in detail the contrary, false positions which must be rejected, namely,  that 

...man always acts only under compulsion (as the Stoics, Manichaeans, and fatalistic determinists teach).

...man can convert himself to God (as the Pelagians taught)

...man by virtue of his own powers could make a beginning of his conversion but could not complete it without the grace of the Holy Spirit (Semi-Pelagian position) 

... after the Holy Spirit has made the beginning, man's will is forthwith able by its own natural powers to add something (though it be little and feeble) to help, to cooperate, to prepare itself for grace. . . and to believe the Gospel (Synergism's usual form)

...after his conversion man is able to keep the law of God perfectly and. . (thereby) merit eternal life.

...God draws men to himself, enlightens them, justifies them, and saves them without means, without the hearing of God's Word and without the use of the holy sacraments...

SIGNIFICANCE TODAY

1. What is it that makes this doctrine on free will, as taught by Scripture, so difficult and unpalatable for human reason?

2. Why was Luther reasonable in insisting so strongly that this doctrine must be kept straight (along with the teaching concerning original sin), if the Gospel is to be kept straight?

3. When Scripture denies to man the capacity in spiritual matters to initiate or effect his conversion, or change into a child of God or believer, is this a denial of man's native psychic equipment, or faculties, of mind, will, emotive capacity? Explain your answer.

4. How may one rightly speak of these latter faculties without negating or contradicting what Scripture teaches concerning the bondage of the human will, the darkness of the human mind, and the perverseness of the heart?

5. On the basis of your knowledge and experience with members of different church groups, share your reaction to the following: It is on this doctrine of free will that much of the Christian world is terribly confused. Roman Catholic and many Protestant groups teach that there is at least some contribution which the will of man can make to his own conversion. Some evangelists (also Billy Graham) are inclined so to emphasize "free decision" ("YOU must decide for Christ") that their approach suggests synergism. No wonder that in the ecumenical movement there are so many who find spiritual kinship with each other!

