ey leb 7% ) @fm QUESTIONS f m

I. Whab iz & Chrlatians! uﬂ%%'biqn with Tagard bo dectrine oud practice over againat
Chriet and his fellow 5 7

—  A. A Chpistian's ohligation toward Christ.

1. #% a Christlan he will accept Coodsh’s Hord rholehoartedly, without rassrvelion.
7If thou shalt confess with thy mouth the Lovd Jesue, and shelt believe in thine
beaxd that God heth raised him frum the dead, thou shalt be saved.” Bem. 10,9.

"ihen ye raceived the word of Cod which yo hesrd of us, ye recelved %% nob ag Ghe
word of men, bub &8 it is in Sruth, the word of Ged." T Thess. 2,13.

"IL yo contdoue In the falth grovnded snd sattled, and be not moved swwy from the
hope of the gespel, which ye have hsard.® Col. 1,23,

"Rooved and built up in him, and stablished in the faith, as yo have heen tavght,
sbounding Vherein with thanlwegiving." GCol. 2,7

"inlle ye hawe light, believe in the 1ight, that yo may be the children of light.n
dJoha 12,36,

"Take hesd brethren, lost theve he In sny of you sn evll heart of wabellaf, in
departing from the living God." Heb. 3,12,

"Heep yoursslves in the love of- (od, leokiog for the merey of our Lord Jesus
Christ unto aternal life.” Juds 21.

2. 45 8 Ghrigtisn he will follow Chrsst’s Word implieitly in Ms life.

TIf yo continug in my word, then ere ye my disciples indeed. Johs B,31.
= "y shosp hear ny volce, and T know then, and they follow me." John 10,27
"Blessed sre thuy that hear the word of God, snd kesp §t." Iuke 11,28,
"IE we liwe In the Spirtt, lel ws also walk in the Splrit.Y Gel. 5,25.
"« « chaarve sll things whetscever I have comandsd you.® Mavb. 28,20,
"Thiz is the love of God, that we kesp his commandmento." I Jehn 5s3.

"Ba not conforwed to this worldy but bo ye tramsformed by tha reneulag of your
mind. Abhor thet which is evily ¢loeve to that which iz good " Rem. 12, 2.9.

“Whoscever ehall do the will of my Pathor which im inm heaven, the same 18 ny
brother, and sister, and mother.? Matt, 12,50.

3« & a Cbristien he will do a1l he can te dofend the truth of Uhxiabls Word.

"Prowe gll thinga; hold fast thet which is good.® T Thess, 5,20.

"L« « » exhort you that ye should earnestly contens for the faith whieh was once
delivered wmto the sainte.” Juds 3.

"heloved, bellews nch every spivit, bubt try the spirits whethsr they aye of Godg
becsuse many Ffalse prophets ore goms cut into the world." I John yde

"Bowere of falee propheis, uhich coe to you in shesp's clethiag, bub imsardiy they
are ravening wolves. Yo sball know thom by their fruits.® Metb, 7,15.16.

Bo A Chzistisn’s obligation towsrd his Pellew Christisn.
1. He 43 fo encourage his follow Chrlelbisn to fsithfviness.

a. by leading an exsmplery life.

"¥a shouwld show ferth the prafees of him who hath called you oudt of darkness into
hiz marvellous 1ight," T Pet. 2.9,
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"laet your light so shine before men, that they msy see your geod works and
glorify your Father which is in heaven." Matt. 5,16.
MHerein 1s my Father glorified, that ye bear much fruit; so shall ve be my dis-
ﬂiplﬁﬁ M John 15,'5-
"He that helieveth onme . . . ocub of his belly shall flow rivers of living
waters."” John 7,38.

b. by brotherly exhortatlon and admonition.

ilet the word of Christ dwell in you richly in all wisdom; tesching and admonlsh-
ing one ancther.® Col. 3,15,

Tithorting one anotherj and so much the more, as yo see the day approashing.®
Heb. 10,25.

“ixhort one enother daily.' Heb. 3,13. i
"Brethren, 1f a man be overtaken ir a fault, ye which are spiritual, restors such
an one in the spiriit of meelmess; considering thyself, lest thou slsc be

tempted."” Gal. 6,1.

"If eny man obey not our word by this epistle . . . admonish him as & brother.

IT Thess. 3,14.15.
2. HBe is to rebuke his fellow Christian when he errs.

a. Private errors are to be privately rebuked.

"If thy brother shell trespass sgalnst thee, go and tell him his fault between
thee and him alone." HNatt. 18,15,

"If thy brother trespass ageinst thee, rebuke him." ILuke 17,3.
iTheu shalt in any wise rebuke thy neighbor, and not suffer sin upen him.® Lev.19,17.

b. Public errors are to be publicly rebuked.

Tihien Peter was come bto Antloch, I withstood him to the face, because he was to be
blamed, I seld unte Peter befors them all . . . Gel. 2,11.14.

"Them that sin rebuke before all, that others also may fesr.” I Tim. 5,20.
"Hebuke them sharply, that they msy be scund in the faith.” Titus 1,13.

II. What 15 a Christian pastor's obl;.gatiun with regard to doctrine apd practice cver
agolnst Christ and his congregabion !

As A pastor's cbligation toward Christ.
1. le must be personally faithful to Christ and His Word.

"Fight the good fight of faith, lay hold on eternal life, whereunto thou art also
called, and hast professed a good profession before many witnese. Keep that which
1s committed to thy trust.® I Tim. 6,12.20.

"Be ready alwayp to give an answer to every man that asketh you a reason of the hope
that 1s in you with meekness and fear, having a good consclence.” I Pet. 3,15.

"fake heed unto thyself, and unto the doctrine; continue in themj for im doing this
thou shalt both save thyself, and thew that hear thee." I Tim. L,16.

"Holding fast $he faithful word sa he hath been taught, that he may be able by sound
doctrine both teo exhort and to convince the gainsayers." Titue 1,9.

"In doctrine showing uncorruptness, gravity, sincerity, sound speech, that cannot
be condemmed.* Titus 2,7.8.
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2. He must preach and teach Christ's word falthfully. '

"Preach the word; be instant in season, out of seasonj reprove, rebuke, aexhort with
all longsuffering and doetrine." II Tim. L,2.

", . . teaching them to cbserve all things, whatscever I have commanded you." Mt.20,20.
"Speak thou the things which become sound doctrine." Tituws 2,1.

"For do I now persuade men, or God? or do I seek to please men? for if I yet pleased
men, I should not be the servant of Christ." Gal. 1,10.

B. A pastor's obligation toward his congregation.
1. As an swbassador for Christ, he must feed the flock with truth, 28 he is called to do.

"Feed the flock of God which 1s among you, taking oversight thereof, not by con-
straint, but willingly." I Pet. 5,2.

"Take heed therefore unto yourselves, and to all the flock, over the which the Holy
Ghost hath made you overseers, to feed the church of Jed, which he hath purchssed
with his cwn bloed." Acts 20,28,

e preach Christ crucifled . . . unto them which are called . . . Christ the power
of God, and the wisdom of (od." I Cor. 1,23.2k,

", . « determined not %o know nay thing smong you, save Jesus Christ, and him cruci-
fied.,* I Cor. 2,2.

"Teaching them to observe all things, whatscever I have cummsnded you." Matt. 28,20.

2. As an embassador for Christ and an undershepherd, he must guard the flock from error.

] "I have made thee a watclman unto the house of lLarael; therefore hear the word &t my
mouth, snd give them warning from me." Egek. 3,17.

"{See Acts 20,20 sbove) For I know this, that after my departing ehall grievous
wolves enter in among you, not sparing the flock. Also of your own selves shall men
arise, speaking perverse things, to draw away disciples after them." Acts 20, 28-31.

"(See II Tim. k,2 above) For the time will come when they will not endure sound dee-
trine + . . They shall turn away their ears from the truth . . . Bul watch thou in
all thinge, endure affliectiona, do the work of an evangelist, make full profif of
thy minlstry." II Tim. b,2-5.

#They watch for your souls, as they bthat must give account." Heb. 13,17.
"He that is spiritusl judgeth all things." [ Cor. 2,15.

(NCIE: It is understood, of course, that many of these passages will overlap because
everything the Bi.bla saye cencerning the conduct of Chidetlans in general ap-
plies also to the pastor; and much of what the Bible says concerming the con-
duct of pastors applies also to the Christian layman and laywoman and child,

There are also other psssages which deal with the matter at hand. OSome of them
will ba quoted in snswer to later questions and are, therefere, not being listed
under questions I and II in order to make this as brief es poassible.

Every communicant and catechumen is encouraged to study these pacssges
thoroughly; for they are basic to the matter that disturbs us in the Church
at large and at heme, not only with regard to the disturbance in the symod,
unionism, snd the “one-church''movement, but also with regard to 21l mattsrs
of doctrine, practice, and church discipline that arise from time t-a tine.

Enlighten our minds, we beseech Thee, O Cod, by the Spirit which prm:.eedeth from Thes,
that, =s Thy Son ha‘bh promised, we may be led into all truth. Amen.



IXI. What 1s nacessary for church fellowship?

A. In the invisibla Holy Christiar Church, the comsmnion of paints.

1. Here only faith in the doctrines essential %o salvetlon 1s necessary.

Tiiow therefore ye are no mors strangers and forsigners, but fellow-citizens with
the saints, and of the household of (odj and are bullt upon the foundation of
the apostles and prophets, Jesus Christ himself being the chief corner stonej in
whom all the bullding fitly framed togather groweth unte an hely temple in the
Iord: in whom ye also are builded fogether for sn habitation of Ood through the
Spirit."” liph. 2, 19-22.

"3o we, being many, are one body in Christ, and every one members one of ancther.”
Rom. 12,5.

"One is your Master, even Christ; and all ye are brethren.® Matt. 23,8.
"He that believeth and is baptized shall be saved." Mark 16,15.

2. Because faith lies in the heert, this fellowship is known only to Ged Himself.

"The kingdom of God cometh not with observatlon; neither shall they say, Lo herel
or, lo therel for, behold, the kingdom of God is within you." Iuke 17, 20.21.

"I em the good shephexd, and know my sheep, and am known of mine, My sheep hear
my volce, and I know them, and they follow me." John 10, 14.27.

"The foundatlon of God standeth sure, having this seal, The Lord lmoweth them that
are his." II Tim. 2, 19.

B. Among visible church bodies, synods, congregations and Individusl Christiana.

1. Here sgreement in public doetrine and practice, based upon God's Woxd, is also
necessaxy ., s '

"low I bessech you, brethren, by the nams of our Lurd Jesus Christ, that ye all
speax the same thing, and that there be no divisions among you, but that ye be
perfectly joined together in the sams mind and in the same Judgment.® I Cow. 1,10,

"If any man speak, let him spesk as the oracles of God; . . » that God inm s1)
things may be glorified through Jesus Uhrist, %o whom be praise and dominion for
ever and ever. Amen." I Pat. 4,11

"The prophet that hath a dreem, let him tell a dream; snd he that hath my word, let
him speak my word faithfully." dJewr. 23,20.

"To the law and tc the testimony: if they speak not according to this word, it is
because thers is no light in them,” Isa. 8,20.

2. This fellowship is mnﬁiz-ad by men vecause it deals with public preaching, teaching,
oreads, confesaions, policies, and reaolutions.

"That which we have seen and hsard declare we unto you, that ye also may hove fel-
lowship with ue. " II John 9.7 T Jcha 193

"let us hold fast the profession of our faith without wavering; (for he is falthful
that promised;) and let us consider cne ancther to provoke unto love snd to goed
workst not forseking the agsembling of ourselvea together, as the mamner of soms
is3 but exhorting one another: and so much the more, as ye see the day approaching.”

Heb. 10, 23-25.

"Oonfess your faulte one to another, and pray for one another." James 5, 16.

"I also, after I heard of your faith in the Iord Jesus, and love unto all the
saints, cease not to give thanks for you." Eph. 1, 15.16.
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IV, When must Christisns forego fellowship smong visible churches?

A

Ba

Wnen the public doetrine and confession of on individual or of a church bedy does not
agrea witﬁ the Holy Serlptures, or when God's Trufh and error are silowed t0 co £,

"In vain they do worship me, teaching for doctrines the cummsndments of men." Mt. 15,9.

"Beware of false prophets . . . by their frolts ye shall know them." Matt. 7, 15.20.

"Behold, I am against the prophets, saith the Lord, that use their tongues, and seay:
He salth. Behold, I am ageinst them that prophesy false dreams, saith the Iord, and
do tell them, and cause my people to err by their lies, and by their lightness; vet
I sent them not, nor commanded them; therefore they shall not profit thls people at
all, saith the Loxd." dJer. 23, 31.32.

"If any man teach otherwise, snd consent not to wholesame words, even the words of our
Lord Jeaus Christ, and o the docirine which is according to godliness; he is proud,
knowing nothing, but doting about questions and strifes of words, whersof cometh
envy, strife, reilings, evil surmisings, perverse disputings of men of corrupt minds,
and destltnte of the truth, supposing thet gein is godliness; from such withdram
ﬂl}"BEIf.“ I Tim. 6,3'54

"If any men preach any other gospel unto you then that ye have recelved, let hin be
acoursed.” Gal. 1,9.

"Now I bessech you brethren, mark them which cause divisions and offences contrary to
the doctrine which ye have learneds and avoid them. For they that are such serve
not our Lord Jesus Christ, but their own belly; and by good words and fuir speeches
decelve the hearts of the simple." Rom. 16, 17.18.

"Whosoever transgresseth, and abideth not in the doctyine of Chriet, hath not Ood. He
that abideth in the doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father and the Son. If
thare coms any wnto you, and bring not this doctrine, receive him not into your house,
neither bid him God speed; for he that biddeth him God speed 14 partsker of his evil
deeds.® II Jokn 9-11.

When the practical church lifs of an individusl or of & church body does not E@ with
Hhe public Penchings and coniosaions On Lhe bavis of WHiCH ISLLOWSLLp Was FOrmed.

TIf ye continue in my word, then are ye my diseiples indeed; end ye shall know the
trath, and the truth shall make you free." Johm 8, 31.32.

"If we say that we have fellowship with him, and walk in darimass, we lle, and do not
the fruth." I Jelm 1,6.

"Can two walk together, except they be agreed?™ Amos 3,3,

"low we commend you, brothren, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, that ye withdraw
yourselves from every brother thet walketh disorderly, and not sfter the tradition
which he received of us." II Thess. 3.6.

"Have no fellouwship with the unfruitful works of darkness, bub rather reprove them."
figh. 5,11,

"Be ye not unequally yoked together with unbelievers; for what fellowship hath rlght-
sougness with unrighteousnesa? and what communion hath light with darkmese? and what
conuord hath Chrdst with Belial? or what part hath he that bellieveth with an 1nfidel?
and what agreement hath the temple of God with idols? for ye are the temple of the
living God; =8 God hath said, I will dwell in them, and walk in themy and I wdll be
their God, and they shall be my people. Wherefore come out from among them, and ba
yo separate, gaith the lord, and touch not the unclesn thing; and I will recaive you,
and will be & Father unto you, and ye shall be my avns and daughters, saith the
lord Almighty." II Cor. 6, 1L-18.



6.

V. How have thesa Biblical principles of fellowship been applied by us in the pest?

Be

L.

B.

We heve declared and exercised pulplit, altar, and prayer fellowship with thase
church bodiles whose public doctrine Znd practical ﬂEurc

h 1fe 15 in complets

Spreement With ours and the beachings of the Holy Scriptures.

Eaply in the history of the Intheran Church in imsrica, this fellowship ineluded
the Thio and Norweglan Synods, who joilned with the Missourd, Wisconsin, and
Minnescta Synods to form the dical Confarence in 1872.

The Ghlo Synod resigned from the Symodical Conference in 1881 because of a difi-
ercnce regarding the dectrines of Elsction and Conversion. Two years later the
Norwegian Synod looseded its tles to a certain extent. Later this synod reached
agresusnt with other syncds not in fellowship with the Synodicel Confersnce and
merged with them in 1917. A esmall number of pastors refused to join this merger
and joined the Smodical Conference in 1920 under the name "The Norweglan Synod
of the Amsricen ILatheran Church. (In the past 1t hes been affectionately called
by ve "The Little Norweglan Syncd." Its official name now 1s the Evangelical
Iutheran Syned, EIS). The Ohio Syned later Joined the Iows and Buffalo Synods
to form the American lLutheran Church (LIC). The larger Norweglan Synod, now
known as the Evangelical Iutheran Church (ELC), in 1930 joinmed the ALC, the
Augustana Synod, the Lutheren Free Church, and the United Danish Lutheran Church
to form the Americen Lutheran Conference. This year asnother closer federation
is axpected to be formed between the ALC, the BIC, and the UELC (Danish), which
will be known =8 The American Imtheran Church (TALC). The Imthersn Free Church
hai so fsx not entered this merger. The Augustana Synod is spreading out to jolin
the United Lutheren Church and others.

Since 1917, then, we have exercised fellowshlp only with those who remained Ia
the Synodical Conference: The Iutheran Church + Missouri Syncd (LC-MS), the
Bvangelical lLutheran Synod (ELS), and the Slovak Synod.

We do not exercise church fellowshlp with other Christian churches (Protestant and
Cathoile], nor wivh lutheran Synods vubside Lhe Synodigal Gonisrence,

1. because their public doctrine is not in perfact agreement with the Holy Scriptures,
2. because thelr practical church life does not agree with the Lutheran Confessions, or
3. because truth and error sre permitied equal status in thelr midst.

{See paseages under Question III and IV)

V1. W%hat has disturbed the fellowship we have enjoyed in the Synodical Conference?

A, With regard to the Lutheran Church - Mlssouri Synod -

1.

Misgouri, esince 1935, has been negotiating with the ALC towards poseible union,
even though the ALD officlally says, "It is neither possible nor necessary to
agres in all non-fundamental doctrines,” and "There 1s a wholesome snd allowable
latitude {(difference) of theological opinion on the basie of the teachings of the
Word of God."

In 1950, Mismouri accepted the Common Confession as a settlemsnt of the differencen
between iteelf and the ALC. (Since the AlL will be out of existence sfter this
year, Missourl has stated that the Common Confession wlll no longer serve ae 2
"functioning besic document towsrd ths establishment of altar end pulplt fellow-
ship with othar church bodies." A%t the same time, however, it said in 1956 "{hat
the Cosmon Confession . . « be recognized as a statement In harmony with the
Saored Seriptures and the Lutheran Confessions.m)

In 19Lli, the Misscuri Synod offledally lefi its former Seriptural posltion sgainet
soouting organizations by permitting congregations within ite midet to tolerate

or for: scout troops. At its last convention in 1959, it reaffirmed this compro-
mizing polley as belng "sound snd realistic.®
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L, For over ten years Miesouri has cooperated with the liberal National Lutheran

Couneil in matters which are admittedly no longer In the field of "externals,”

but which are cooperation in spiritual mabters. This wes done in connection

with rafugee work, in 1ts armed forces communion agreement with the NIC, and

now it is reported that the LC-M3 will meet with NIC representetives to discuse

the posaibility of even wider cooperation; even though they are not in felluwshlp.

Two months ago the Missourd Synod's Board for Home Missions also epplied for

membership in the Uivision of Home Mlsslons of the Nationsl Council of Churches

(NGC), which is made up of meny denominations besides Lutheran.:

S+ Becavse we are dealing with the corporate and official body of the Mdssvuri Symed,
we shall omit references to the many offences on the part of individusls in its
widat. (These can happen in any church body and can be overlocked, if they are

roperly dealt with, which is not always the case in Hiaﬂuuri}ﬁnnr in Wiaconsin,
or Lhat matter). The cause for the disturbance in the Synodical Conferance 1s
nicely swuned up in the Wiscomsin Synod's resclutions of 1953 and 19551 "We
declare that the latheran Church-Missourl Symod

b) by its persistent u.tﬂzmnma to ite unlcnistic practices (the Coumon Confes-
sion, Joint preyer, seouting, chaplaincy, on agreement with the
Hational Iatheran Council, cooperatlon with unorthodox church bodles in
matters elearly not in the field of axternals; negotiating with lodges and
Boy Scouts of America with the plsa that this gives opportunity to bear
witness, under the same plea taking part in undonistie religicus programs
and in the activities of unionistic ohwrch federations; negotiationg for
purposes of union with a church body whose offlclel position it is that it
is neither posslble nor necessary to sgree in all matters of doctrine snd
which centends for an allowable and wholesome latitude of thecological
opinion on the basis of the teachings of the Word of Geod) hss brought about
a bresk in relations that is now threatening the existence of the Synedicel
Conference gnd the continuance of our affiliation with the sisbter Synod."

6. The ‘entire matter centers in the term "unionism®, that is, uniting or fellowshiplng
or conperating in spiritual matters with IndIviduals or churches not perfectly
agreed with us in doctrine and in practice.

B, With regard %o the Wisconsin Symod -

i. The Preamble to the 1955 resolutions in matters of church union (Proc., p. 82-86),
included the above conclusion (4,5), which wee arrived at after much careful
study of the reports of the Chureh Union Committee which had bsen dealing with the
problem since 1939. Several months before the 1955 convention, the Union Commit-
tes had stated its convistion by reporting: "We have, however, arrived at the
firm convictlon that, because of the divisions and offenses tha.t. have basen caused,

i Wiiioh have until now not been removed, further pestponement of a declsion
would be a violation of the apostolic 1n,1un¢ti.on of Homans 16,17 (I beseech you,
brethren, magk them which cause divisions and offences contrary to the doctrine
which ye "have learned; and avoid thm} At the convention this committes issued
another report which said, in part: ". . . no indicatlon thatf divisions and of-
fences . . . will be mmmi; no change on the part of the Mo. Synod; cur tesiimony
is being openly repudisted; . . . complete and unconditional demfal . . ." The
preeident, in his vreport to the conventlon, said: "We have reached the cenviciion
that through these differences divisions and offences huve beean causad contrary
to the doctrine which we have lserned. And when that is the case, the Lord our
Ged haa a definite command for us: 'Awvold theml'™

On the basis of these reports and statements, the delsgates at the comention
umui.muusl_.; adopted the Resambls containing the charges against divisions and
offences of long standing (Cf. Proceedings 1939, p.159; 1941, p.h3f; TuEf; 1947,
p.10het; 1949, p.OILEE; 1951, p.110ff; 1953, p.95£f). On this basls, the conven:-

tion applied an&us 16, 17 to the Missouri Synod, but the majority 'lm'l:-erd to post-
pone final action on this resolution for a AT




L.

a.
The resson given for this postponement was: "This continues to heed the Scriptural
exhortationa to patlence and forbearance in love by giving the Lutheran Church =
Misscuri Syned opportunity to express itself in ite 1956 convention.” Yei tho same
convention evidently felt that further sdmonition was not only unnecessary tut ime-
possible, for it resolved "to discontimue its participation in the comitiees ap-
pointed by reguest of the Synodical Confersnce."

At its recedsd convention in 1956 (Proc. pp. 70.71), the Church Union Committee
reported that "the controversial issues listed under 1,b of ocur Synod's 1953 reso-
lvtions in themselves still remain whu% pnregolved” and that "the sister synod's
pogition . . . has nob undergone any © " The floor committes of the conven-
tion agreed with thils obsgervation and added, "We lore the specific resoivbions
which our aister synod passed . . . saud ths fach several other issues were not
acted upon at all." Yet the majority of Wisconsin resolved to remain in fellowship,
but on a wigorously protesting basie. (II Thess. 3, 1L.15)

At the reguler convention of 1557 in New Ulm, the Church Unfon Committee again re-
porteds ", . . the controversial issues atill remain wholly unresclved and continue
to cavsa offense," and ". . . the Miseourd Syncd representatives were not ready to
declare the issues between us divisive." The floor commlitiee of the convention
recognised this contlnuation of offenses and felt "consolance~bo o declare
publicly, that these principles, policles, end practices create s division betwsen
our syncds . . <" This comittee recammended that the Wisconsin Synod terminste
fallowship with the Lotheran Church - Missourl Synod. Ihe majority defested thie
recommkendation and the Pvigorously protesting fellowship” wes to be centinued.

Last August at S&Egnwﬁpgg tﬁﬁaﬁmm items that are stlll disturbing the re-
lationship between the two synods, some of which were nct moted upen the dele-
gates at all. In spite of the fact that Wisconsin had said 4n 1957: "We are not
ready to stand commitied to the contention °That the Common Confession, 1 1 . be
recognized as a statement in harmonywith the Sacred Serdptures and the Confessions, 't
&nd in spite of the fact that the Misscourl Synod lest summer elevated this document,
together with the ACDP Report (vwhich denies that the Popfe is the AntiChrist), %o
the stetus of public doctrine in ite synod, the Common Confesslion was not mentlioned
in the reports to the convention. While the Misdourl Synod had not yet accepted Lhe
Joint Union tteets Statement on the Antichrist, wihich 4t hed the opportunity to
do, (This Statement and the ACDP Report are at odds), that synod did pasgh resoltion
to hold fts pastors, teachers, and professcrs™o teach and sct in harmony with"

Tgvery doctrinal statement of a confessicnal nature adopted by Synod ag & true ex-
puai%iun of Holy Scriptures.™ This resolutlion Includes alac the ACDP Report and
the Common Confesslon. In spite of ell this, the Wisconsin delegation adepted &
resolutdon which states thatt: "The unifying power of the Word of God has brought
sbout sgresment In . . . the Statement on the Antichrist adcpted by sll contingsnts
of the Joint Union Committees,” and rejoices because of it.

The Church Union Committee also reported that Missouri's resolution reaffirming its
position on scouting "is the language of one who 1s demanding recognition for his
stand."” The convention committee reminded the delegstes that "many of the offenses
of the Iatheran Church - Miseouri Synod . . . which are named in our 1955 Saginaw
Resolution (p. 85) have nol been remeved and have bsen agravated by the ILutheran
Church~Missourl Synod's reaffirmation of thelr position on Scouting.” In spite of
these coniinvations of offences, which were once considered sufficient to demand
termination of fellowship, the Majority of delsgatez voted to remain in vigorously
protesting fellowship with ths IC-MS.

Of an even more serious nature iz the sdopted resulilons of Committes No. 23. By
adopting this report the majlority of Wisconsin accepted officially the new fellow-
ship principle it has been following since 1955, mamely,

"lermination of church fellowship is called for when have reached the
conviction that admonition is of no further avail %t the erring
brother or church body demands recognitlon for thelr erropr."
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In aceepting this new fellowship prineiple, those who su ted the memorial
"4 Call for Decision" (of which your pastor 1s one), thos€iare in sympathy with
with this memorisl and othor memordals of a simllar nature, - and these are in the
minority- maintein that the delegates of the convention wore hasty and premature
in thelr actlon. We maintain that, thereby, the Wisconsin Synod has urfgﬂiaﬁ
averthrown the principles of church fellcwship which the Seriptures declare, which
it formerly upheld, which are taught in its Catechism, and which we have consiz-
tently tawght and endeavored to follow in ceonnection with practical church life,
nawaly,

WTlermination of church fellowship 1ls called for when Scriptural

correction has been offered and rejlected and the erring brother or

church body have continusd in thelr error desplts admonition. This

iz the persistence which diastinguishes an errorist (Romans 16,17-18)

from an erring brother (Galatians 2, 11-1k4).

It was the ferwvent hope and prayer of the minority that the delegates to tha con-
vention would at least recognize that there iz a serious division in the Wisconsin
Syned and that they would provide for s thorough inveatizetion of the charpes made
in "\ Call for Decision" bafore passing judgment. DBut the delegates saw fit to
"disavow the serious and repeated chargea®™ both with regard to language end content.

After "disavowing the chargea" the lWisconsin Synod showed itself prepared io con-
tinue along the course of these new fellowship principles by appointing a committee
to meet with those, whose Scriptural position it has disavowed, with the evident
intent of comverting the signers snd thelr sympathizers to its official pusition,
gince the majority of this committee is directly involwved in the charge and will
be expacted certainly to uphold its own and the synod's position.

(Note: We had hoped that by today you would have in your hands the Proceedings of
the last convention, 8o that you could study "A Call for Decislon” and
other related memorials in thelr entirety. At least two other congrega-
tions in the area have received thelrs, but ours have nob yet arrived.)

Although the symed claims to be ln a state of “vigorously protesting fellowship!
over againat the Mlissourl Syned at present, basing its position on II Thess. 3,
1,15, the majority etill continues in pulpit, altar, and prayer fellowship with
Missouri, especiilly on an official lewel. This confusing praciice is defended
in an "Open letter" from the President, dated Hov. 20, 1953: "As long as the Synod
has not definitely severed all fellowship relations, I do not feel conscience-
bound to avoid praying with Missourdans at these meetings." There is no evidence
that thls position hes changed; 1ln fact, thers is evidence to the contrary. Pulpit,
altar, and prayer fellcwship are belng carried on to this day by officials of Wis-
consin and by other pastors and coagregations following their example, for instance,
Joint Union Commitise meetings, Jjolnt Reformatlion Day services in the Twin Citlss
and other areas, joint Preaching-Teaching-Reaching evangelism programs in Michigan.
ﬁaaa are only a few examples; undoubtedly there are more that are not generally
O .

This practice is directly opposed to the application Prof. Meyer of the Seminary
made of this passage im 1950, and published in the theologiocsl journal of the Wis-
consin Synod as true and correct: "Paul thus conceives of the cage as not yet
having come to a complete rupture . . . Regarding church life his instruction is
very definite: have nothing to do with him - no pulpit and altar fellowship, no
prayer fellowship, nor even an cccasional joint prayer. And this in spite of the
faet that the bresk hss not been consummated. and they 8till regard him as a fellow
believer. In this way they will show real brotherlineas. They will show real
brotherly concern. They will show how serious his error is in their estimation,
while an occasional jJoint prayer would, to say the lsast, take the edge off their
testimony . . « That mode of procedure truly is, as Paul expresses in the next
verse (15), admonishing him as a brother, and treating him as an enemy. That
is e love od , touar 7 1 dod's truth, apd toward the ex:
: rotlisr. re 18 hopa of bringin senses, when he gsees how deeply
We Brm grisved, so that we cannot pray together wisth him.b

< e
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VII. What has been dome to correct this disturbing situwation in the Synodical Conference?

A, Following the Lowd's instructions, the Wisconsin Synod has repeatedly, patiently,
and fraternally offered Serdptureal correction and admonition to the erring lMissourd
Simod.

1. When Missouri took steps in 1938 to join the ALC, whieh held te the false fellowship
prineiple that-"it is nelther necessary nor possible to agres on all non-fundamental
doctrines,” Wisconsin offered the admoniltion that "under existing conditions, further
negotiations for establishing church fellowship would involve a denial of the truth
and would cause confusicn and disturbance in the Church and ought therefore be sus-
pended for the time being." (1939 Proc. p. 61) And since 1939, Wisconsin “has not
ceased to warn and admonish the sister synod with monoionocus though tragic regularity.”
(Prof. M. Lehninger)

2. In 1941, 4n an effort to convince Missouri of the danger involved in its chaplaincy
program, Wisconsin unanimously adopted this resolution: "The commissioning of Army
and Navy chaplains By our 5?%#& would conflict with Scriptural principles and es-
tablished Lutheran practice." (1S4l Proc. p. TT) _

with the ALC

3« In 1943, Wisconsin intensified ite admonition regarding negotiations
by addreselng a memorial to Missouri, asking her to halt negotlations as long as
the ALC held to its false fellowship principle.

li» When Missourd abandoned its former position on Scounting by stating in 19LL that the
matter "should be left to the individual congregation to deelds," thus giving the
movement & clean bill of health, Wisconain offered admonition by sdopting a thor-
oughly Seriptural set of theses on Seouting in 1947. (Proc. p. 106 £f.) This, too,
was adopted unanimously after long amd careful study.

5. Since the old offences still continued and new ones had arisen, particularly with
regard to spieitual cooperation between churches not in fellowship, a distinction
between prayer fellowship and joint prayer, the contention that Rom. 16,17 does not
apply to errorists in the lLutheran Church, and others, Wisconsin adidresssd six
q uestions to the Missourl Symod Yy which to eontinue admonitlon. AL the same time
Wisconsin said: "With deep concern we note that the tges which have united us par-
ticularly with the Synod of Missourd are being lossened,." (Proc.l9L9, pe. 1L5).

6. When Missouri in 1950 adopted the "Common Confession” sa a settlament of the diff-
erences between itself and the ALC, Wisconsin carefully studied the document in
congregations, conferences, and districts., IU was studied again by the delegates
at the New Ulm Convention of 1951 and was unanimnuség rejected as "inadequate" to
fulfill the purpose for which it was intended and that it "crested = basically
untyuthful eltuation." Furthermore, since Wisconsin considered Missourdi's answers
to the six questions of 1949 as "in part conditional, in part incomplete, and
sometines evasive,” if approprizte action wers not fortheoming beforehand, Wis-
consin felt, "constrained to carry the issue to the Synodical Conference at its next
regular convention." (1951 Proc. p. 148).

7. At that convention, which was held In 1952 at 5%, Paul, the Wisconsin delegation
declared themselves to be In a state of confesslon, or protesting fellowship, be-
cause they felt that ths issues had not been met at all.

8. When no favorable action was taken by Misscuri at its 1953 convention with regard
to specific requests of Wisconsin, Wisconsin sdopted the unanimous repert of its
Flooyr Unicn Committee, stating that Missouri hed "brought about the present break
in relations that 1s now threatening the existence of the Synodicel Conference and
the continuance of our affiliation with the sister symod,” and that they approved
the Protest of the delegates at S5t. Paul in 1952,

9, Not only to inform its own membership of thess serioc nceg. but &
way of %urthar admonition, Hiscansinpprintud and ﬁisggigéiggrgﬁe eldven tr%%gaEw
"Continuing in Hia Word."
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10, When 1t became evident in 1955 that the prevailing situation remained unchanged,

that its testimony was “being openly repudiated by Missourd Synod representatives,”
thet there still was "no indication that the divisions and offences" would be re-
moved, that its objections were met by a " complete and unconditional denlsl," Wisconsin
unanimnuﬁg adopted this statement:”A ehurch bedy which creates divisions and offences

official resolutions, policies, and practices not in accord with Seripture also
becomes subject to the indictment of Romans 16,17.18. The Luthersa Church - Missourd
Synod has by its official resolutions, policies,amnd practices created divisions and
of fenres both in her cwn body and in the entire Symedical Conference. Such divisiona
and offences are of long standing.® (1955 Proc., p. 85).

THIS WAS THE CLIMAX K 4 nd here is where Wisconsin also began to reirest from lts
former Seriptural position. (Some feel that this retreat
began already in 1953, when the formal declaration was first
drawn up.)

11. Conmittee meetings with Missourd representatives were cut offj a wait snd see what
Missouri will do" policy was adopted. Because some saw a "ray of hope" at Missouri's
1956 convention, Wisconsin went back to a "vigorously protesting fellowship(II Thess.
3,14.15), at its special convention of 1956, in spite of"the fact that the questlon of
unionism and the controveralal igsues listed in our Syned's 1953 resoluticns in them-
selves still remained unsolved," in spite of the fact that Missouri passed specific
objectiohable resolutions Won the issues of Scouting and Military Chaplaincy,” and in
spite a:fs;:ha fact "that seversl other issues were not acted upon at all."(1956 Proc.
Blte TlI»-T a

12, Hew committees were set up, whose intended purpose it was to admonish Missocuri further,
but whose activites have degenerated to mere negotilation. WNumercus questions were officlally
addresged to Missourl representatives, whose answers Showed the Unien Commdtiee that

nthe issues raised by the Common Confession must still be considered as forming =
definite part of the sbtatus controversise( peint of controversy ) existing within the
Synodical Conference." These answers also showed that the 1956 "ray of hope" in
mogt cases was unfounded. Consequently the Floor Union Commlttes felt consclence=-
bound to advise severance or termination of fellowship. Their report was defested;
and the ®vigorously protesting fellowship” continued, as &Xd 8180 all the offences
in Missouri against which they were protesting.

13. Last fall, (as you are now able to read for yourselves) it seems the issue of the
Common Confession was entirely forgotten (except that Missouri has now elevgted it to
the position of public doctrine). Resolution No. 2 states that "Many of the offences
..o Which are nsmed in our 1955 Saginaw Resolution have not been removed and have
been aggravated? On page 173 we are told that "Ii is to be regretted that, while
motion on the VStatement on the Antichrist" was deferred, the approval of the Repori
of the ADP . . « was reaffirmed.” The next page brings us the conclusion that
Missouri ls speaking "the féllhguage of one who is demending recongnition for his
stand" by stating "that the policy adopted by Synod (MU.) in 194l is sound and realistic.’'
Any offences that had been removed were offences that have arisen since 1955,

The o%inal offences, it cannot be denied, not only still continue but some of them
have been vated. In spite of this unchenged condition, Wisconain again resolved

1o remain vigorously protesting fellowship.” (P.196).

30 WISCONSIN IS STILL TODAY CARRYING ON THE WADMONITIONY WHICH IT BEGAN IN 1939.
Who will venture to say that Wisconsin has not dealt with patience and brotherli-
negs?

(Note: It should be mentioned that admonltdon and correction was offered, not only
by mesns of synodical resolutions, but also by means of mixed conferences,
conmittse meetings, and personal contact, and & great volums of official
and private correspondence.)
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By Following the lowid's instructions, the Eyjﬁorii.y in Wiscensin has repeauedly, frater-
nally, and patiently offered Seriptural corresction and admonition te the errdng majority

1.

5o

Already in 1953, when Wisconsin formally declared that Missourl had fbrought about
the present bresk in relations," some felt this to mean thd Missouri had rejected
Sderiptural correction and that it was continuing in its error despite admonition.
Consequently, a proposal was offered to the convention advising the application of
Romans 16, 17 to the Kissouri Syncd and the terminztion of fellowship. The matter was
not setiled at this time but referred to & special convention later in the year, where
the substitute proposal was defeated and the original resolution to remain in a

state of confession carried, Those who spoke in support of the substitute proposal,
however, were already offer Seriptural correction and admonition to the Wisconsin
3]’“0&- {1953 Proo. s PP 1@4-1012?q

According to the Unilan Committee reports of 1955 ; the men who were closest to the
entire matter had arrived at the firm conviction that "Further postponement of a
decision would be a viclation of the apostolic injunction of Romans 16,17," and
presented u resolution advieéing Wisconsin to terminate fellowship. TIhis, too, was
by way of Scriptural admonition to the convention delegates., Consequently, the
conventicn unsnimously adopted the statement referred to in No. 10 above, But the
majority declded to defer termination of fellowship for ai least a year by z Yote
of 9l to 47. Most of those L7 delegates, voting and advisory, requested that their
"No" vote be recorded in the minutes as protesting the resolution to defer, after
having debated the matter on the floor for hours. This debate and these recorded
negative votes were offered as Scriptural correction and admonition to the majority
in Wisconsin. (1955 Proc., p. 87.088).

Before the recessed convention of 1956, several written protests against the action
of 1955 were directed to the Wisconsin Synod, which may be "summarized in the state-
ment that favold them' in Romans 16,17 does not permit a delay, but as soon as the
‘divisions and offences® are mayked'". In splte of this Sur:?tuml admonition and
because some saw what appeared to be & “ray of Hope® in intersynodical relations,
the majority of delegates voted to continue fellowship even though the offences in
Missourd also remainsd unresclved, {1956 Proc. s Bpe 6L~75) (Note: These proceedings
came to you in conjanction with the Minnesota District proceadings of the same year.
Yeu will find them at the end of the book,)

Ine matter was of course taken up in IMstrict Conventions which were postponed 1In
order that the districts might hear the reports regarding Misscuri's convention.

In our district, 15 delegates recorded their negative vote when the majority of the
distriet adopted this sentence: "We recommend that bhe Syned does not at this time
terminate its fellowship with the Luthersn Church - Missourd Synod." These negative
voles atthe District Convention were recorded only after much fraternal admonition
had bLeen offered to the brethren present. Ihe actual number voting against the
above sentence was 26. Your pastor was among those who gave his resson for his
recorded negative vote, (Dist. Prog,, 1956, p. 52-53).

At Rew Ulm in 1957, the Union Committee reported Missourd interpreted its 1956 reso-
lutions differntly than the majority of Wisconsin's official observers had, Conse~
quently, the original "ray of hope" was dimmed congiderably. (Note: The "ray of hope"
came Into being mainly becavse of the "impressions" of the majority of the Union Com-
wittee in 1956. Others were convinced that the resolutions of Missouri extinguished
acy such “ray of hope.") In the meantime, protests and memorials had been flowing
through the proper channels, edmonishing Wisconsin to teminate fellowship because

of the unchanged situation. Three such memorials were from entire dlstricts and some
from individuals or groups of individuals., After atudying the matter thoroughly, the
Floor Unilon Conmittee decided to heed the admonition and advised the aynod to termi-
nate fellowship. But in spite of this Seriptural admonition from its committees and
from several districts and individusls, the majority voted to reject the report, 77-61,
snd the vigorously protesting fallcuah;.p continued. Looking upon this sction as a
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rejection of the Seriptural correction sud admonition they had offered, several
leading delegates elther terminated fellowskip with the Wisconsin Syned or elase
loosened the ties that had bound them together. A few pastors and congregations
had severed the bond sarlier already. (1957 Proc., pp. 130-148).

Between 1957 and 1959, a flood of Seriptural admonition wes received by the committee
set up for this purpose (Protest Committee) and by the officials of the Symod. In
our own District Conventlon of 1956, W7 delegates voted to advise the symod to ter-
minate fellowship with Missouri, 26 of which registered their votes. (1958 Dist.
Proc., pp. 51-53). But the majority provailed in a matter which Scripture decides.

By last Avgust, at least ten memorials were forwarded to the delegates at the con-
vention, in addition to the volums of protesis the mails had carried previously

and the 3eriptural correction and admonition that had been offered on the confer-
ence end district level. One of theee memordials, "4 Call For Decision” (p. 211 f),
attacked the false fellowship principles of the Protest Comrittee Report, mailed

%o all pastors and teechers in June, 1958. This memorial, too, was by way of
Sceriptural correction offered to the Synod. As you are sble to read, the memorials
and admonition advising termination of fellowship were rejscted by the sdoption of
the Report of Floor Conmittee No. 2 (pp. 154-197). ™A Call for Uecision" was
soundly "disavowed" both as regands langusge and content. This can be itaken only
88 a rejecilon of the Seriptural correction and admonition that has been offered
over a period of years by many consecrated and concerned brethren in the Wisconsin
Synod. Wisconsin has also shown itself determined to continus in its error despite
admonition by delegating a committes, not to "study . . . what Seripture teaches
concerning the boundary . . ." (p. 212, Res. lio. 3), but to convince the minority
of the correctness of the synod's position. This has bsen brought out in all of the
moetings this committee has held with the signers of "A Call for Decision" and others.

After resding all the reports and proceedings of the past ssven years, WHO WILL VENTURE
TO SAY IMAT I'HE WISCOMSIN SYNOD HAS NOT BEEN ADMONISHED REPSATZDLY, PATIGNTLY, AND FRA-
TERNALLY? But the synod continues on its chosen course and defends its poaition, in
splte of gll this Seriptural admonition and correction.

A REPORT

-

The meeting of last Tuesday, Feb. 9th., was such a mesting between the eigners of "A Call
For Uecision" and others and the Committee appointed by the Conference of Presidents. At
this meoting, il became even more svident to your pastor and to some others, that the
majority in the synod, at least this official comnittee ; 18 following the promptings of
human reason rather than Seripiure alone.

1.

Thia committee claims thers is no difference betueen the fellowship principles laid
down in & "Report Lo the Protest Comndttee" and in "A Call For Decision". (See Ques.
VL, B, 5). Committee No. 23, in its first report, found a difference and reported

it to the convention. (Note: Fnis report is not found in your Procesdings. It says:
"It hus become clear from lengthy discussions that the signers of the memoriel, A
Call For Decision' espouse & principle of terminating church fellowship which is at
variance with the prineiple which we as a Synod have been following and which is again
emunclated in a larger context in “The Report to the Protsst Committee.'") Furbher-
more, some congregations have termineted the call of thelr pastors Lecause their pas-
tors differ with the synod, which in itself is nct a Seriptural resson. Only if they

could successfully accuse thelr pastors of false doctrine would they have such Serdp-

tural reason. DPut then they would have to admii that thers is a differsnca betwsen

the poslition of these pastors amnd the position of the synod. Yet thaze congragations
are issulng calls to and are accepting pastors from the synod, with the apparent bleg-
sing of the officisls, even while the gynod holds that ©Termination of fallowship is
called for when you have reached the conviction that edmonition is of no Purther aveil."

Thia committee defends the gross lack of "vigorously protesting fellowahip! (See Ques,
VI,B.6) by greatly emphasizing the “where necessary" of the 1956 resolutions, in spite
of the fact that Wisconsin has always dealt with Missour! as & corporate body, and not
ag individual members of a church bedy. This emounts to what 18 condemmed in Synodi-
cal Conference circles as "aelective fellowship." The symod has often, if not always,



















