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The Wisconsin Synod's break in fellowship with the Lutheran
Church-~Misgsouri Synod in 1961 was one of the most traumatic
events, maybe the most traumatic event, in the synod’sg entire

history.

=

This long drawn-out effort to maintain a precious
fellowship is a major chapter in the story of

Wisconsin's interchurch relationg. Puture developments

may well show us that thig episode is the most

significant and important occurvence in all of our

church body's history.

Even though the signs of trouble had been in the air for
many vears, even though the 1961 synodical convention "called for

¥

an orderly termination of -Hoint projects” and "expressed a

willingness to discuss the issues ‘under proper conditions' "%
vyet the decision of that convention to suspend fellowship with
Misgouri hit the Wisconsin Synod and its members hard.

Yet dust as a doctor prepares the patient before performing
major surgery, so the Wisconsin Svaod prepared its people for
what amounted to a maijor amputation. This preparation came

1
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through education. On the local lav

13}

he parish pastor worked

with the individuzal congregations: on the synodical level the

5
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Northwester

b

Lutheran plaved an important role in educating

&3

readers about church fellowship issues, unionism, and the
situation with the Missouri Synod. This paper will examine the

means and methods used in the Northwestern Lutheran to educate

¥

lg . Fredrich, "The CGreat Debate With Missouri,” Wisconsin

Lutheran Quarterly, LXXIV (April 1977), p 157.

Xmoo, iredrich, The Wisconsin Synod Lutherans (Milwaukee:
Northwestern Publishing House, 1992), p 207.
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members of the Wisconsin Synod on fellowship and union issues
and, as events turned out, to prepare them for the break in
fellowship with Missouri and the eventual disscolution of the
Synodical Conference.

In preparing this paper I examined coverage of fellowship
and issues related to the Missouri Svynod situation in the

Northwestern Lutheran from 1938, when the convention of the

Migsouri Synod formally resolved to begin working toward
fellowship with the American Lutheran Church (ALC)Y, until 1963,
the vear the Wisconsin 38vynod formally withdrew from the Synodical

Conference. During these years the Northwestern Lutheran printed
many articles and editorials pertinent to this examination.
Because of the wealth of material, T will not attempt to
summarize everything printed, but instead I will give an overview

of what the Northwestern Lutheran did to educate the Wigconsin

3]

Synod.
The Northwestern Lutheran covered f=llowship and union

igsues in two basic ways. The first we might call "positive” or

"abstract”. This category covers the many articles and
editorials which discussed fellowship and the church in =
general, purely educational way. The goal of these was to teach
the truths of Scripture and to instill a love for those truths,

as a form of vaccination against false teachings. In this way
the Northwestern Lutheran mirrored our catechetical training,
where the students spend most or all of their time learning the

positive truths of Scripture and relatively little time looking



at negative false teachings. The "negative” function of

Northwestern Lutheran’s teachi

tai

g of fellowship issues wasn't
necegssarily limited to coverage of false teachings, though it
certainly included those. Rather, in this category we would
include the many "practical’™ articles, which discussed specific
teachings, ideas and actions which applied the teachings of
Sceripture and which either upheld them or fell short of
faithfulness to Scriptural principles.

First Stage: Before the "Common Confession”™ {(1938-1949)

In the early vears, the Northwestern Lutheran did not dsvote

much coverage to discussions between the Missouri Svnod and the

ALC. Tt is not =asy to develop a clear picture of the exact
progresaion of hisgstorical svents
Lutheran alone. This i1is not to gayv that the issues were neaver

covered., However, both Wisconsin and Missouri Synod editors
agreed to "refrain from discussing controversial issues in those

n Instead,

publications which are designed for our lay members
lay members received much of theilr information and education on
the specific issues through their congregatiocnal leadership, who

were kept up to date through the Quartalschrift.4 The

Northwestern Lutheran followed that policy until 1947, which was

i)

considered a vear of "momentous decisgions, in which the eves o

Lutherans evervwhere, liberal as well as conservative and
‘2. Reim, "A Time to Keep Silence, and & Time to Speak,”
Northwestern Lutheran (April 13, 1947)., » 115.
f1pig.
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confessional, will be fixed on our gister svnod, esagerly seeking

to determine what its future stand will be.™

By 1938 a strong spirit of unionism was in the air. The

T

ervading theme of this push toward union wasg not a desire for
deectrinal unity, but rather unity in svite of doctrinal
differences. '"Unionists deem 1t sufficient to agree in
fundamentals. In non-fundamentals thev are willing to agree to
digagree,..The Lutheran Church must testify against ervor, and
not adopt the principle that one doctrine is as good as
another. "

Wisconsin Synod members could not be assumed to be

automatically immune to such a spirit of doctrinal indif

or. at best, of making doctrinal unitv secondary. Nor could they

be assumed to know automatically +dust where they and their svood
stoed in relation to such unicn movements. Thus the Northwestern

Lutheran printed doctrinal information on unionism and fellowship

in general, and alszo sgspecific information on union movements

active at the time.

To combat false ideas about union, the Northwestern Lutheran

1

presented truths. TFor example, Irwin Habeck wrote in his articl

"The Church's Strength”l that Cod pleasing church union grows

out of agreement in doctrine and practice, then "there will

. 7%

Theo Hover, "Union Movements in the Church,” Northwestern
Lutheran (September 11, 1938), » 296.
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follow, first mutual encouragement, then the removal of external
causes which might lead them to friction, and finally a
recognition of the existing unity of spirit by the formulation of

an outward union of some kind. It was thus that our Svonodical

X 0
Conference grew together.™
B, Reim., then a npastor in Neenah, Wisconsin, wrote "Union,
Unity, Jnionism”,9 which was printed in 1939 and reprinted in

1947 when the Migsouri situation began teo heat up. Since
"Tutherans of the 8vnodical Conference have been confronted with
the necesgsity of informing themselves on the merits or demerits

- union, the one submitted by the

e

of a definite proposal fo

4

American Lutheran Church to the Missouri Synod,"lO Reim briefly

examined the three terms "union,"” "unity.,” and "unionism” and the

17

Scriptural principles behind them. Reim presented "union” as an

initially neutral term. Union can be sither good or bad,
depending on the elements taking part in the union or merger.
Unity, true inward unity, is a poszitive thing, while unionism,

d re Tor union without inward deoctrinal unity, "is

o
"
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ng a complimentary term...[whilc!
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suggestion of improper motiveg, aims, and method
W.J. Schaefer in his article "UNION” confezsed that he was

not in favor of unionism and then told why, answering the claim

S1pid,

INorthwestern Lutheran (July 16, 1939), » 226,
Wipid.

Urpig,
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that outward divisions are detrimental to t

message as a whole. Not outward union, but

important

If these bodies
circumstances

at all times and under

are mindful of the

unite them in "the same mind and in the sgame Judgment”

and are scrupulously considerate of one another, then

the verv outward separation will only tend to mmmhthze

the inner union, and after a~m, this is the important

factor in the sight of CGod.

Indeed, Schaefer made it clear in "Blind Leadesrs of the
Blind™? that divisions in visible Christianity come from not
teaching the Word purely. Rather, those who leave the Word's
pure teachings are the ones who cause divisions, vet they are the
ones who want to create by force a unified man-made church. Nor

brotherl

i_!.
ot

he church and

[
Ui

inward unity

all
vy ties that

did Schaefer leave any doubts about where unionigtic tendencies
lead: eventually they bring about total unionism. Avoiding
unionistic tendencies i1s not cause for shame and does not cause
divisions, as some unionists contend. Rather, it is mple
obhedience to God's Word:

To the superficial unregenerate ohgsrver it may seem

that by declining to merge all churches or even to

unite in union services regardless of doctrine we are

causing divisions, but God turns the thing around In

the last chapter of Romans the Apocstle writes., "I

beseech vou, brethren, mark them which cause divisions

and offences contrary to the doctrins which ve have

learned, and avoid them.” Does Paul sav, "Mark them

which cause divisions by refusing to -Hdoin in church

Uy 7. Sl chaefer], "UNION," Northwestern Lutheran (Mav 21,

L 39), p 168.

IJNDrthwestern Lutheran (May 18, 1941), p 147,

My, g, Slchaefer], "The Road of the Unionists--Whither Doeg It
Lead?"” Northwestern Lutheran (Dec 15, 19240), p 387.
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unions because of disagreement in deoctrine and do not
follow their intolerant, mnarrow-minded example”? No,

he savs that those who go contrary to the doctrine are
causing the divisions. The shoe is on the other foot.
Those who are loudest in accusing others of being
troublemakers are often the real troublemakers

themselves .

Writers in the Northwestern Lutheran recognized the need to

deal with specifically Lutheran union efforts, which would have a

N

tronger pull on Wisconsin Synod Lutherans than efforts among

n

other denominational traditions. Professor A. Zich covered the

big Lutheran mergers of recent vearsg: the 1917 Norwegian merger,

comes to wasg. 18 to be achieved upon the gafe grounds of strict
o PR . vell
agreement in doctrine.
At this time the Northwestern Lutheran often mentioned the

United Lutheran Church, especially in connection with its
struggle over the doctrine of inspiration.

As mentioned earlier, during these early yvears the
Northwestern Lutheran commented often on union efforts between

other Lutheran bodies, but was much more restrained when dealing

ps’
Ch

with the Missouri Svynod. In 1938, when the Migsouri Syncd an

Q
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n
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the ULC began discussions "to consider doctrinal guesti

1.9, Frevy, "Who is the Troublemaker?” Northwestern Lutheran
(September 24, 1939), p 310.

165 . . . ,

Ta.] zlichl, "Lutheran Union Movements.” Northweslern
Lutheran {(October 23, 1938), p 339,

Yipid.



began his comments with a digclaimer: "Mere!

taken from the News Bulletin and without anv comment we publish
. wld . .

the following.”™* Anv comments or svaluations were very

regtrained. In 1939 the Northwestern Lutheran reprinted =

"doctrinal basis for future church fellowship with the American

¥ and included the Norwegian Svaod's comment on

Lutheran Church,
the matter: "In our Judgment this agreement leaves much to be

desired as a doctrinal basis for fellowship between synods that
have been in serioug and mutually acknowledged disagreement for

19

decades . ”" Since the original appearance of the Lutheran

fl

Sentinel article the ALC had met at Sandusky and issue=d

resolutions which would have made fulture nego

nothing to add in the wav of comment, but we venture to hope that
it will be well considered by our readers, to whom this report
should be of great interest . "

Recause of the Missouri Svynod’'s longtime membership in the

Synodical Conference, reports on such matters would indeed be

interesting to Wisconsin 8vynod readers. Because of fellowshin

ich],
5, 1938), » 182.

19 . ; ) . , . ) ;
Braa Zlich], "Comments: The Inter-synodical Commities.”
Northwestern Lutheran {(January 15, 1839), p 21.



arrangements within the Synodical Conference, anvy action Missouri

took would affect the other members. Vet at this stage, after

the ALC's Sandusky convention, it mayv not have zeemed very likely

that doctrinal agreement would be found between Missouri and the
ALC,
ALC-ULCA agreements on Sc ure in the well-known
"Pittshurgh Agreement”™ ha clouded the issue that
continuing negotiations b en the ALC and anv
Synodical Conference members would invelve a denial of
the truth and would causze confusion and listurbaﬂcepand
should be suspvended until the air could be cleared.*
In the report on the 1939 synodical convention, Pastor Edgar

Hoenecke talked in detail about "Union Endeavors.
reported that in response to the Missouri Synod's request for
opinion on their 1938 convention actionsg, the Wisconsin Synod in
convention adopted a communication addressed to Missouri. The
first two preliminary points gave the historical data. The third

gave the princivles which ghould govern such a reszolution as

Migsouri adopted. The fourth avplied thoge principles to the
VY& e Fomoas Aane o e Mmoo 5 SEm e ] T aTe Mmake bnows e
PRI = B el N L ol dAnazs MMLosOWL L VO redodnlze NG Mui L 2 iz

i th Re utions and the Pittsburch
Agreement. Although the Northweztern Lutheran mayv have refrazined

situation, it certainly did not refrain from reworting the facts
of the matter. Wisconsin's close ties with Missouri required

such thorough information.

21Edward C. Fredrich, "The Great Debate With Misgsouri,”™ » 159,

MEdgar‘Hoenecke, "The Spirit of the Convention.,"” Northwestern
Lutheran (August 27, 1939), p» 285,
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More thorough information appeared in the report on the

P

Synodical Conference convention of 1940, in the report of the

Committee on Church Union:

The Committee on Church Union, which was appointed to

give all the members of the Synodical Conference an

insight into the proceedings of the Union Committees of

the Missouri Synod and the American Lutheran Church

submitted a printed report which wag distributed to

h oa long and
™

5_44
Froat

~

the delegates. This report brought for
lively discussion., but the ddmon1+1cn
truth in love was heeded. It was »

following still stood in the wav ﬁf
Missouri Svnod and the American Lut
American Luthesran Chureh still belongs to
Lutheran Conference, the Mizsouri fSvnod t
Svnodical Conference: various statements
Sandusky Resclutionsz: the approach of the
ULC: matters of practice, as for instance
uniozism,u

This was the last thorough information to appear for seve
years, until the appearance in 1944 of the Missouri Synod and
ALC's attempt a joint document, the "Doctrinal Affirmation.”
With the start of America's invelvement in World War II the

rthwestern Lutheran devoted much less space to union matters

than i1t had in previous vears. One notable exception wag

y I“ . - o .
Today.”"! In his article Lehninger devoted three full pages to
a detailed account of union efforits in the ULC. the ALC and th

Bp. achumm "Report of the gynodical Conference Convention,
Northwestern Lutheran (September 22, 1940), p 295.

Unorthwestern Lutheran (March 9, 1941), p 68,

10



Northwestern Lutheran up to this point. This set & pattern for
Tater articles on the subiject, a pattern necesgary for a

periodical: first would come a summary of past events involved in
a particular issue, then would come the isgue itself. Given the
complicated nature of the issues in later vears, this fregquent
review of historical background was a definite advantage for
understanding the development of later controversies.

d
By 1943 the editors of the Northwestern Lutheran began to

deal with various effects of the war on ecumesnism. World War II

brought 2 rise in unionistic spirit. Once avain the Northwegterr
Lutheran provided some basic education on matters of unionism. A
unlonistic spirit does not call for union baged on doctrinal

or ignore. "There is, then, but one principle on which all

religiong can unite and that is the faithful adherence to every
, 9 . , . L
word of the Bible."! Divisions show that people ignore this
L

principle. As soon as everyvone follows it, union will bs

achieved,? Particularly timely was Pastor Raymond Huth's

28

I

a

which pointed out that even though

~tdcle on "Isolationism,”

Mipid, w 20.
99
“Northwestern Lutheran {(April 18, 1943), p 121.



may be accused of isolationism. in actuality it i3 zimply holding
to itz sacred duty to search the Word and seek CGod first. During
1943 J.P. Mever ran a zerises on 2f the L
which concluded with a statement that church strength is not to
be sought in outward things, i.e. large numbers or superficial
agreements. The points found in these teaching articles were
echoed often in the following vears, particularly in editorials
by I.P. Frey and W.J. Schaefer.

The Northwestern Lutheran was not alwavs up to date in
reporting new developments in the Missouri-~ALC situation. Such
was the case with the "Doctrinal Affirmation”™ of 1944. I found
no mention of it until the report of the 1945 Wisconsin Svynod
convention.? The section titled "Church Union" reporied cn ths
Misgouri-ALC discussionz. "The
in axists
and the American Lutheran Church, for = union without this unity
is imposgible.”m The synod’s standing committee to watch
church union matters wasn't satisfied that the "Doctrinal
Affirmation” prepared by the committees of the Missouri Svynod and

the ALC adequately safeqguarded the truth of God’'s Word. The

standing committee was ready to report misgivings to Missou

=
i
=

The problem became more difficult because of number of incidents
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anticipating that union. Official protest had been filed. The
report on this convention devoted almost a full page to a summary
of J.P. Mever's doctrinal essay on unionism; the Northwestern

Lutheran was o YeB R AR ~ested i reporting the merese facts, but
Iran wag Do CIRILY iAnrterested 1l @ QUTLING Toe mers Taclts, DUt

Some of the other problems developing in Missouri also
received little coverage in thelr esarly vears. izzus of

naplaincy was not mentioned during the war. and Scouting onl
received one short article in 1945, along with brief mention in

¥

r's doctrinal essay as an example of a modern back door for

=

€3

<
)]

unionism. Missouri's problematic effort to distinguish between

.

joint praver and praver fellowship also received no mention until

m
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1947, We need not criticize the Northwse

doubtlessly wanted to avoid reporting false information and

making hasty -udoments on controversial issues, as 1its =ditors
. . .. . R N
had agreed with the editors of Misszouri's Lutheran The
Northwestern Lutheran’s editors and writers zurelv knew what was
GoLnO 1 the Misg i Svnod but kept their reporting =parse
L nown viae MLsS UL o yVILhoo DUt Lept THSelr Fe2pOLTild Iparss
until 1947 Abhout the nlv ciftic mentiol f Migmouri-ALC
0 I A Lodemd E48 LAt Lile 4 PURR R R S 4L S R DI & KR 3 IR A SIS P L L lit.

issues until 1947 appeared in connection with conventions of the
Wisconsin Synod or the 8Svynodical Conference. In the report on
the 1946 convention of the Synodical Conference,

Northwestern Lutheiran summed up the hopes it had alwavs held for

Hw
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Milwaukee Host to the Synodi Northwestern

Lutheran (September 15, 1946
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the eventual outcome of the intersynodical problems:

We note with gratification the desire of the Committee
on Doctrinal Unity of the Missouri Synod te work in
close cooperation with the constituent synods of the
Synodical Conference, asz evidenced by the submission of
thig report [on changes made to the "Doctrinal

Affirmation” to remove obiectionable partsl. . . HWe
urge the Committee on Doctrinal Unity of the Missouri
Synod to continue in its efforts at preserving the
truth o0of the Gogpel and the true unity which =2lone can
o o 7
make for sound Lutheran fellowship.’*

Throuchout the intersvnodicgal problems the editors =znd
writers of the Northwestern Lutheran ezpregsed the hope that
doctrinal disagreements could k=s un and normal
fellowship through unity in doctrine could be restoved. Az we
know verv well todav, this desirs was not fulfilled.

"The Debate On
The vear 1947 saw a change in the Northwestern Lutheran’s

w

policy of avoiding coverage of controversial is

Migsouri Synod. With E. Reim's editorial "A Tims to Keep
. . 3 __—
Silence, and a Time to Speak,”h the floodgates were opened and

the magazine hegan to give thorough coverage of the issues and

)
Union.” Reim in his editorial stated that the former policy o
kEeeping silence was no longer zpprobrizte. Instead
Now we believe th there has me "a time to speak”
7 W Dellave &, ere Nas me 2 Tl 1O peal .
T £ - L P - : oy ot i L1 - T o o
No, not for the purpose disrupting now the fellowship
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about which we were so concerned heifore. This
fellowshiy we zhall trv to preserve, now 33 sver
garnestly "endeavoring to keep the unity of the Lrit
in the bond of peace.” If we deem it necessary to
digscontinue our previous policy of sgsilence, it 13 not
because we now have a different end in view and have
therefore changed our obijectives. It is rather because
the situation is no longer the sams. Time is passing.
Issues must eventually be decided. Indications are
that this year of 1947 will bhe ons of momentous
decisions, in which the eyves of Lutherans evervwhere,
liberal as well as conservative and confessional, will
be fizxed on our sister svnod, eagerly sesking to

determine what 1its future stand will be.
Reim's first article under the heading "The Debate On

Union.,"” entitled "How Did ¥We CGet Into

- 1 the findi 11 cantahl - [
comment on gem, TInalng Tiell UNacCoeRlanieée d2 @ DaZls Lor

fellowship, and later defended its stand, it was only "in =eriocus
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compliance with a solemn obligation wh
ach other in the fellowship of our Svnodical Conference.

In his next two articles in the series, both titled "Where

£
P
1

Do We Stand?™!! Reim dealt with Missouri and ALC's "Doctrina

Aftfirmation.” The "Doctrinal Affirmation” was not an =adeguate
9
S Ibhid.
“Northwsstern Lutheran (April 27, 19473, = 136,
1
TIibid
[NDf,ﬂﬁésf@Eﬂ Lutheran (May 11, 1947) »n 150, and



Migsouri's "Brief Statement.” the itzeli had

; L v .
retdected the "Doctrinal Affirmation™ in its convantion
Reim found the main problem in the ALC s indifferent attitude

toward doctrine. This attitude came out clearly in the ALC's
Priendly Invitation."” which stated "that it is neither necessarvy
nor possible to agree in all non-fundamental doctrines.

ALC didn't see any fundamental differen which would forbid

Q

e

W

pulpit and altar fellowship with Missouri: any differences, it
felt, were in "areas where there exist an allowable and wholesome

latitude of theological opinion on the bagis of the teachings of

&

’4() v rar
the Word of ¢God.’™’ Reim recognized this attitude: "Thiz ig the
nrincinle whiech the old Towsa vrood advocstead A ztvreancsiy bBatare
| I S S AL NS B S o} Ll Gl [ R LD LW 2VILOLL AlLV Lol e e WAL L Ldmil L e
,f!"!
4L o I ) - S
TR S R notw
constifute an acceptance of the "Brief 8Statsment.” bscause it dig

instead left room for them to persist. and becauss it was willing
to allow doctrinal disagreement within the context of fellowship.
The ALC accepted and even desired this theclogical latitude.
However, it was not acceptable within the Synodical Conference

hecause it was forbidden by Scripture itself.
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Reim next asked, "What Are The Pr:c:'fspec’r:sﬁ:””"l He saw two
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conservative side., Migsouri would havs to decids what courss

take 2t its convention in July. 1 decision W e
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Wisconsin's position. Two
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articles followed which dealt with the issue of "Scouting
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1 Church” (June 22 and July 6, 1247). The July 20
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spnecifically with "cooveration in extsrnzlsg.’” The Augusit 3

2 cle answered the guestion, "Doctrinal Differsncss in Ths
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Svnodical Conference Here Reim dealt with still more of
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igsues causing the Svynodical DrAY

fellowsghip, the doctrine of church and ministry., and chavlain

and seemed to find not differences in doctrine, but rather

difference
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s in application (as in church and

Uyor -thwestern Lutheran (June 8, 1947), » 182.

19 e .

1pid.

Yyorthwestern Lutheran (July 20, 1947), p 233.
YNorthwestern Lutheran (August 3, 1947), »n 245,
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judgment (as in chaplaincy) between the svnods.
Reim's last articles in the series "The Debate On Union’
dealt with the synodical conventions of 1947. In "The Chicago

. 45 , , . . C . o
Convention” Reim discussed the Missouri Svnod's convention,

which he had attended. Since this particular convention was

onvention,” the delegates showed “an
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resolutions would not be a basis for fellowship, it did not
actually face the underlving issue: theological latitude.
Although the convention postponed action on the guestion of
membership in the National Lutheran Council, vet it "expressed

its official willingness 'to cooverate in matters agreeing with

n
13,

milar manner with praver

. L i o .
Svynod's jm"lnr:lx.vles”g”’7 It dealt in

. 1o _ ~ . erdf

Reim in his last article, The Watertown Convenition ™
reported on the Wisconsin Svnod's conventicn., but heczuss of the
importance of Misgsouri's convention he mainly veported on their

L o . ) 0o )

“Northwestern Lutheran (Auogust 31, 1947), p 285.
Y1pig,
T1pid,

NNbrthwesterQ Lutheran (September 14, 1947), » 295,
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decisions. In this article he exhibited 2z cauticuz atiitude
toward developments at Missouri’s convention. He closed the

need arose.

Meanwhile, the Northwestern Lutheran informed readers about
a new development: the Lutheran Men of America in Wisconsin. The
L.M.A.W. was a unionistic group formed of laymen from different
Lutheran bodies. In his article, "What is Wrong with the

‘Lutheran Men of America in Wiscomsin'?” G.W. Fischer identified
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The Northwestern Lutheran fought an ongoing battle L.M.

and its paper, the Milwaukee Lutheran. which tocok exception to
Figscher's remarks. The editors of Northwsstern defended
Figcher's stand, and later reported outright unionigm in the
organization which invoeolved Missouri gvnod lavmen and pastors.
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The Northwestern Lutheran between Reim
and the "Common Confession” of late 1949 provided more education
on issues related to the intersynodical problems. In 1947 it ran
a series of articles about Scouting and its disagreement with
Scripture. In 1947 J.P. Mever published the article "Praver

i

Fellowship, which discussed praver and the fact

Christians who are united in doctrine wrayv together.

=




because true praver i1s only through Christ. In 1948 rveaders
learned about "Joint Praver =zt Public Meetiuqs.”ﬂ Both of theze

articles upheld praver fellowship onlv between Christians who are
united in doctrine.

For those who worried about being viewed zs intolsrant
because of such principles, Dr. Henry Koch wrote "The Spirit of
Intolerance." Koch contended that the church cannot be

tolerant of false doctrine and unchristian practiceg. We can be

tolerant with weak brothers "for a time, so that thev mav see the

1l

Tt

errolr of their way and mend it. We must be intolerant of al

false doctrine and laxity in church discipline.
Only by a strict adherence to Scriptures can the true
Church held her own. There is but one Truth. Let us
always be found siding with it and never warring ox
plotting against it. It was Luther. who liberated the
Church from the voke of intolerance. Lst us oling to
true Christian freedom and =ver znd anew proclaim the
Truth that makes us free. ' ‘
The sditors had nothing gcod to sav about unionism. In the

for an interfaith rally including Jews. Protestants and Catholics
a rabbi thought it would be impressive to include an

"interracial" choir (i.e. Gospel choir). Although the rally

-h
(=

itself was a glaring case of doctrinal compromise, it backfired

oy

Mpe, Henry Koch, "Joint Praver at Public Mee
Northwestern Lutheran (May 23, 1948), p 16

Ayorthwestern Lutheran (November 9, 19247), p 362.
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for that rabbi: the choir sang "Were vou there when they

crucified my Lord?" "Here then is a case of unionists themselves

undoing Unionism, "™
"Where Do We Stand?”
In 1949, bhefore the advent of the "Common Confessicn.” E.

"Mhere Do We Stand?” These articles covered soms of the same
territory as the series "The Debate On Union,” but from a
somewhat different perspective. "The Debate On Union” presented
a historical perspective on the Missouri situation as it
developed from 1938 on. '"Where Do We Stand”™ presented the
Missouri situation within the social framework of unionism.
Althoucgh the series mentions Missouri's negotiations with the
ALC, those union efforts weren't the primary issue in early 1949.

Rather, the primary problem with Missouri was unionism in both

subtle and blatant forms.

Tn the first article, "The Point of the Ouestion." ! Reim
introduced his new series and presentsd its purvose: to keep
Wisconzin 8vnod readers up to date with the latest intersvaodical
developments, and alsc to examine Wisconsin's own stand. Reim

wanted to examine the answer to the guestion. "Where do we
stand?” to make certain that Wisconsin stood firmly on Scripture

in its principles.

55"Siftings," Northwestern Lutheran (March 28, 1948), p 102.
Wworthwestern Lutheran (January 30, 1949), p 37.
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nd pointed out

The second article, "II: We Face A Trend,
that incidents of unionism were not isolated, but were part of a
general trend within the church. Reim observed that "the facts
speak for themselves. Lutherans of the Synodical Conference have
been working together with other Lutherans to a degree which has
never bheen the case before.™! The newlyv-formed World Council

of Churches was a demonstration of unionism on a laroer scale, a

unionism which ezxtended into the secular world of businsssg and

politics too. Reim contended that understzanding this trend Tis
an indigpensahle first step toward a true understanding of our

problem.
With this backaround, Reim wrote his third article, "We
Judge The Trend. " Reim answered the guestion, "Is it proper
for a Christian to -judge?” The Christian has the duty "of
soberly and carefully weighing all things that bear upon his
personal faith or upon the work and welfare of the Church. That
is the meaning of the Biblical inijunction to 'prove all things,
hold fast to that which is good’,"51 However, in doing that
welghing we must watch out for false motives on our own part.
This was a common cauticon in articles dealing with fellowship.

(UL QR R R § R A g F

Myorthwestern Lutheran (February 13, 1949). n 56,

Pipid.

V1bid, p 57.

Wyorthwestern Lutheran (February 27, 1949), p 70.
lipid.
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unity is ruptured. However, in anv work toward unitvy it is
necessary to keep in mind Romans 16:17. "It is according to this
and similar passages that we must Judge the trend of which we are
speaking. Doctrinal unity must ever be recognized as the basic
requirement."62 When that requirement is recognized, it is
easier to judge the value of union movements. Union efforts
aimed at union without doctrinal unity first, condemn themselves.
"We Judge The Trend" concludes that "in the main this trend is
unsound, misleading, dangerous,”63

"We Resist The Trend"™ describes some of the historv and

means bv which the Wisconsin Svnod had resisted ths prevailing

trend toward unionism, particularly between Missouri and the ALC,
In 1939 the Watertown convention had rsfused to sanciticn the St.

Liouis Agreement of 1938, The Synodical Conference was used as a
tool to resist and to debate the underlving issues. Wisconsin
Synod periodicals~-the Northwestern Lutheran, the Gemeindeblatt,
and of course the Quartalschrift~-educated and warned members
against union movements. Even many Missouri Synod pastors had
resisted Missouri's union efforts. The results? Reim found it
difficult to say. However, what was certain was that the

Wisconsin Synod would continue to resist the trend toward union

Reim's next three articles. V. We Have A Problem:
1pig
B1hid
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Uyorthwestern Lutheran (March 13, 1949),.
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iy "We Have Another Problem: L.M.2."% znd TYIL, still

Scouting.
More Problems: Co-operation dealt

problems in the Missouri Svnod. Reim found the Scouting program

which would compromise the Christian's confession of Christ as
the only source of salvation. Reim found the L.M.A. improper
because of its blatant unionism in worship, a feature which

itself passed judgment on the movement when viewed in light of
Romans 16:17. The third article dealt with cases of supposed

" which actually ended up being "doint

68

"cooperation in externals,’
work of a spiritual nature, and thus unionism.

Reim closed this series of articles with "VIII. A Strong

Position. "t After examining the issuss of unionism with the
Miggouri Synod, Reim concluded that the Wisconsin Svnod could bhe
certain of its strong position because that position was based on

Scripture, not on any human ideas. That Word of ¢od not only

provides a source of strenogth, but zlso a means for winninog those

1=t

who disagree. We can be certain of that position because of
Jesus' words, words which had been often used in the Northwestern
Lutheran when dealing with the proper basis for fellowship: "If

ye continue in my word, then are ye my disciples indeed, and ve

65Northwestern Lutheran (March 27, 1949), p 106.

56Northwestern Lutheran (April 10, 1949), p 119,

" Northwestern Lutheran (April 24, 1249), p 133,
Bipid.
wﬁorthwegterﬂ Lutheran (May 8. 19423, p 154,



shall know the truth, and the truth shall make vou free.”
This detailed examination of Northwestern Lutheran's

coverage of fellowship issues from 1938-1950 in =2 way provides a
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foretaste of its coverage from 1950-1961. Th

" and following events understandably brought a

"Common Confession
dramatic increase in the amount of space given to such matters,
but the content of what was printed in the later vears of the

intersvnodical conflict repeatad much of what had already been

said.

Second Stacge: The "Common Confession™ (1950-1955)

In late 1949 the "Common Confession"” was released. This was
to be the single document which would provide a doctrinal basis
for further work toward Missouri-ALC fellowship. First notice of
this document in the Northwestern Lutheran came in early 1950.
The "Common Confession” signaled a new stage in Missouri-ALC

relations: it signaled a desire to move forward with fellowship

2

dizcussions. Thiz was guite serious from the Wisconsian Svynod’s

perspective, because agreement on the "Common Confesszion’ might
have heen Just one step away from full fellowship between a

Svynodical Conference hody and one which had been demonstrably
more liberal. Reim stated in 1950 that "this Lutheran merger may

w1 phe seriousness of this move

well be just around the corner.
prompted a flood of new information and articles in the

Northwestern Lutheran. Some of these examined and evaluated the

70E. Reim, "This 'Common Confession QOf Paith'-~-1." Northwestern
Lutheran (February 26, 1950), p 74.
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"Common Confession” itself. Others kept readers up-to-date on
developments in the intersynodical situation more than had been
done previously. The Northwestern Lutheran clearly wanted its
readers to be as informed as possible, which was a necessity
considering the close relations between Wisconsin and Missouri up
to this time. Wisconsin Synod readers needed to know as much as

possible about their synod's position and the reason for that

o

+
1

1at

position., so that thev could, with good conscience. hold t

position themselves.

That desire to keep readers informed was the reason for E.
Reim’s article "As Others See Us: Separation or Separatism?”n
An unofficial Missouri Svnod paper, the American Lutheran, had
expressed "grave concern over the ‘growing spirit of separatism’
"12 yhich it had claimed to have observed in the Wisconsin
Synod. The editorial which made that claim had been reprinted in

the ALC's Lutheran Standard and the L.M.A.'s Milwaukee Lutheran,

and thus Wisconsin Synod lay members could end up hearing that
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accusation made by cthers. Because of
decided it was fitting to replv to the charas. Reim called
"separatism"” (causing division where Scripture doesn't call for
it) dust as much a sin as "unionism” (establishing union while
lacking the Biblical reguirements for it). Yet he distinguished

12

between "separatism''--a sin-~and "separation”--a Biblical mandate

71Northwestern Lutheran (February 12, 1950), » 57.

D1pid.
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to avold fellowship with those who dif
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Svnod was not being sgevaratistic, but was practicing

@

and would continue to practice separation wherever the situation
called for it. He concluded, "we remind our critic that not
every separation is separatism. And finally we remind him that
misrepresentation may also become a sin.""
In "Separation or Separatism?"” Reim set the tone for a new
series of articles under the heading "As We See It." For the
next five vears (Pebruary 1950~July 1955) thig series was the

Northwestern Lutheran's primary means of keeping readers informed

on the intersvnodical situation. Reim wroite over 50 articles in

historical information about the intsrsynodical situstion, giving
updates on developments at synodical conventions and providing
information on dther developments. With the situation continuing
as long as it did, such notices were necessary to keep readers up
to date. Other articles, mainly at the beginning of the series,
presented doctrinal information intended to inform readers of the
theological problems involved with the Missouri Synod and the
"Common Confession.” Many of the articles gave a little bit of
both, giving the doctrinal and theological causes or implications
of various developments in the controversy as they happened.

regenting his information and in
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Union. Thus he was in a prime position to inform the Wizc
Synod on what was taking place in the intersvnodical conflict.
Examininag the "Common Confession”

Some of Reim's first articles in "As We See It" dealt with

" Reim realized and stated from the

the "Common Confession.
outset that "It is self-evident that a question of =such
importance needs to be studied carefully from every side--without
haste, without prejudice, in a calm and sober attempt to judge
the issue according to its merits, on the basis of the Word of
God, and with an earnest praver for His help and quidance."74
When he wrote his February 27 article, "This 'Common Confession

0f Faith'~-~-I," Reim had not vet received an official copy of the

Common Confe=zgion,'" so he could not deal with the content at

the =2xternals and the background of the documsnt.’ He rointed

3}
in
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put that the "Common Confession” was
to be a basis for fellowship hbetween Missouri and the ALC.
However, the new document would have to be examined to see if it
would be a worthy successor to Missouri's "Brief Statement” of
1932, "Anything less will be a surrender--unless it can be shown
7?76

that the old position [of the "Brief Statement"] was wrong.

Reim also pointed out that previous attempts to produce a

\a)

4 . . . , ) i
Mg, Reim, "This 'Common Confession Of Faith’~-1," Northwestern

Lutheran, (February 26, 1950), n 74.
Prpid.

Mrpid.



single document--namely the "Doctrinal Affirmation--~had failed.
Obviously differences in doctrine still remained which had foiled
those attempts. Reim asked, "Has the new document solved these

LI

difficulties bv the application of God's Word. or has it merely

avoided them?”77 Closely related was the guestion of whether

the new ztatement would "breathe the ALC spirit'-~i.,2. allow rcoom
for theologiecal latitude. the old Iowa Svnod's "open guestions.”
The guestions Reim raised would have to be a vital part of

[}

evaluation of the "Common Confession.
After Reim had received copies of the "Common Confession' he
asked and answered these questions in "This 'Common Confession Of
Faith' " parts II and III. He dealt with the last guestion
first: "Has the issue been faced that is raised by the oft
expressed view of the ALC, namely that full doctrinal agreement
is not necessaryvy for church feal1ows].lip':”"[8 He found that
although the "Common Confession'" opened with the assurance that

"it is the dutv of the Church to be faithful to its Lord and His

Word in =all its testimony,"79 a promising beginning. vet "in
fairness one must arant that when the ALC speaks of its princirle

of "wholesome latitude' [in theologyl. it is of course honestly

convinced that therebv it is being 'faithful to its Lord and His

"ipid, » 75.

g, Reim, "This 'Common Confession Of Faith'--II,"
Northwestern Lutheran (March 12, 1950), » 87.
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Word. !

To answer the other questions, whether or not the "Common
Confession” upheld the high standards of the "Brief Statement”
and whether or not it had solved existing doctrinal differences,
Reim briefly examined some of the chief articles of the "Common

Confession": Election, Inspiration., Justification. Conversion.

and Eschatology In 2ach of these he found problems and
concluded that the "hicgh level of the Brief Statement haz not

a2

In his third article on the "Common Confsssion,”" Reim
asked the gusestion, "Are we too critical?” The matter between
Missouri and the ALC certainly was cause for concern in the
- Wisconsin Synod. But was Wisconsin expecting too much of the
"Common Confession”? Reim pointed to two editorials, one printed
in the ULCA's The Lutheran and the other in the ALC's Lutheran
Standard, which pointed out false ideas on Scripture held within
those church bodies, ideas which the "Common Confeszsion" could
not proscribe. "Have we been asking too much of this document?
We think not. . . It is a =zituaticn which can not safelv be
13

ignored,

Wipig.
Uibid, » 88.

g, Reim, "This 'Common Confession Of Faith'--III,"
Northwestern Lutheran (March 26, 1950), » 104.

Yrpid, p 105.
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"An Investigation Qf The Common Confession.”

Reim dealt with the "Common Confession” again in a few of

his other columns, but no in-depth discussions of the statement
appeared until after the Wisconsin Synod convention of 1951.
During the convention a series of six essays was read with the
general theme, "An Investigation Of The Common Confession.”
Summaries of these essays appeared in six successive issues of
Northwestern Lutheran from September 23 to December 2, 1951. The

issues investigated were: the Word, Justification, Conversion,

I=1

laction, Church and Ministrv. and the Last Things. The

summaries themselves are masterful examples of <clarity. They
explained clearly to readers exactly what was obdectionable about
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ment on a deoctrine, while dnitially sounding accentable,
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actually proved to leave room for the exact same false
understanding found in the ALC's predecessors. . Each summary.
article emphasized the need for a doctrinal statement to contain
antitheses to exclude any possible misunderstanding of any
doctrine, whether intentional or not.

In "An Investigation Of The Common Confession's Statement On
The Word," Professor John Hoenecke found that the "Common
of verbal inspiration and for the old Iowa Synod error on the

function of the Law. These failings made the statement "entirely

YNorthwestern Lutheran (September 23, 1951). p 297.
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gimilar weakness. In his article. "An Investigation Of The

Conference position, then reviewed the Ohio Synod's rejection of
objective justification. When examining the "Common
Confession’'s" statement on this doctrine, Wendland found room for
the Ohio Synod error.

Pastor T. Adascheck, in "An Investigation Of The Common
Confession's Statement On Conversion.™ contrasted the Biblical

and Lutheran position with the Ohio and Iowa Svnod error of

synergism. Again, although the "Common Confession’'s” statement
was Scripturally correct, "The inadeguacy of the article

. , . . . , . 28
consists, not in what it savs, but in what it omits. " The

"Common Confession" statement left room for =vnercism in

conversion.

In the fourth article, "An Investigation Of The Common
Confession's Statement On Election,"¥ Professor Armin Schuetze
presented a summary of the election controversy and found that

the "Common Confession" did not settle the issues at all. He

¥ibid, p 298.
86N0rthwestern Lutheran (October 7., 1951), p 311.

87N0rthwestern Lutheran (QOctober 21. 1951), p 333,
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concluded that "This article must be considered as a compromising
confession and whatever compromises the truth of Scripture must
be considered false and re‘iectec‘{.”g0

The final two articles came to the same conclusions as the

first four. In "An Investigation Qf The Common Confession's
Statement On The Church And The Ministrv.”91 Professor E.
Kowalke found falge ideas on the nature of the Church which

Bl

F
L

contra ted. Scripture and which opened the door for unionism.

0
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He also found the common misinterpretation of Jesus' prayer in
John 17, "that all of them may be one.” The "Common Confession!
understood these words to refer to outward union, a
misunderstanding held by all who desire union without doctrinal
unity. Finally, the "Common Confession” left room for the Iowa
Synod teaching on the ministry which held "a touch of popery."92

Bgain the "Common Confession” turned out to be unacceptable,

Finallv, in "An Investigation Of The Common Confession's
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Statement On The Last Thinqs,"h Paztor O. Bisgler oy
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tion of millennialism. When hs examined the "Common
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C =gsion,” he found room for the old Iowa Synod teaching of

Q

n
millennialism and doubt on the identity of the Antichrist.

teachings which were still found at Wartburg Seminary at the

Nipig.

glNorthwestern Lutheran (November 18, 1951), p 361.
Nrbid, p 361.

BNorthwestern Lutheran (December 2, 1951), p 378.
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time.

These articles unanimously found the "Common Confession" to
be unacceptable as a statement for doctrinal unity. The "Common
Confession" statements were almost always shorter than those in
the "Brief Statement," leading to suspicion that they weren't as
comprehensive. When examining the various statements, that
susricion was found to be true--due to double-talk and lack of

antitheses, the "Common Confession” left room for the old errors

U)

of the ALC The "Common Confession” thus could be accepted by
the Missouri Zvnod for what it said and by the ALC for what it
didn't sayv. In printing these articles the Northwestern Lutheran

gave its readers an education in Scriptural doctrine and a clear
analysis of the problems with the "Common Confession’'s" teaching
on a few key doctrines.

Reim wrote a few other articles on the "Common Confession"
and its inadequacies, ultimately finding the "Common Confession®™

to be unionistic because it allowed doctrinal disagreement under

the guise of doctrinal unity.” It could be read and understood

-t~

in more than one wav. When looking at some of Missouri's recent

statements on Antichrist, he even found a hint of a shift awav
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had to ask if one of those defenders was "beginning to alter the

g Reim, "The Unionism of the CC: Justification,”
Northwestern Lutheran (May 15, 1955), p 150.
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5 zmtatements left little doubt =hou

In Statu Confessionis
When the 1952 Synodical Conference convention was not able
to make anv progress toward resolving the intersynodical
problems., the Wisconsin delegation declared itself--and the
synod~~to be in statu confessionis. Reim reported on this
immediately and explained djust what it meant: that it was no

longer possible for relations hetween Wisconsin and Missouri to

remain. exactly the same ag thev alwavs had, vet Wiszconsgsin was not
vet ready to break fellowship with Missouri. It was "necezsary
that no one be left in doubt"96 that the relzatiocnzhin had been
changed. However, the new situation could not be allowed to
"serve as an excusze for adapting oneself to an unpleasant

situation and learning to live with it, so to speak. We must
recognize what deception would be involved against ourselves and
others if we were anyvthing but completely sincere in our
protest."97 Two months later the Northwestern Lutheran

published another article, "A State of Confession: A Study of Its

Implications on the basis of II Thess. 3:14~15," by Professor

Frederic E. Blume.98 Blume reviewed the Wisconsin delecgation’s

E, Reim, "The Unionism of the CC: Antichrist,” Northwestern
Lutheran (June 12, 1958), p 184,

Of N

Y Reim, "R State 0OFf Confession.,” Northwestern Lutheran
(September 7, 1952), p 282.

M1pid.

8Nortbwe5t utheran (November 2, 1952), ©» 345.
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action and its implications, and presented the Scrivtural basis
for that action in an examination of II Thessalonians 2:14-15,
He wrote that the Wisconsin Svnod had taken the position of
admonishing an erring brother, that it had been forced into that
position "NOT because they find themselves in disagreement with
anvthing that Missouri has taught. in the wast. but because in
their estimation at least the spokesmen for Missouri...have taken
a position which deviates from the historic position of the
Missouri Sync;d."99 As this new "state of confession'" developed,
~the Northwestern Lutheran showed a desire to help its readers
understand the Wisconsin Synod's new state of protest.

The Northwestern Lutheran wanted readers to understand

thoroughly not only the issues directly related to the Missouri
situation, but alsoc more widelv related issues. Reim wrote
geveral articles on the Synodical Conference and its purpese,
helping the reader to understand -ust what role this body was
plaving in trving to settle the controversy. In the "As We See

It" series, Reim also wrote articles about Scouting, chaplaincy,
and outside criticism of Wisconsin's position.

The Northwestern Lutheran worked hard to encourage its
readers to learn about the intersynodical controversy. When
Northwestern Publishing House produced a series of tracts, "The
Differencesz Between The Wisconsin Synod. And The Missouri Synod,"
the Northwestern Lutheran encouraged readers to use them. "The

tracts will not be light reading.. Thevy will reguire serious
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study by pastors and congregation members together. . . The
pamphlets are to serve an educational purposgse in our

. . ]
congregations, and ought to be in demand by our Deople."ﬂg

the Northwestern Lutheran also wanted reazders to have a

good foundational underztanding of the background issues of the
doctrines of church and fellowship Thuz 1t encouraged readers

101
controversy."ﬁ"

For this more general educational. purpvose of understanding
.the principles of church fellowship, the Northwestern Lutheran
also published such articles as E. Schaller's "A Brief Catechism
on Unionism,"102 and P.E. Kretzmann's "When Separation Becomes A

: , 1 , . . . . ,
God-~given Duty,"j3 which pointed out the important distinction
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100"Siftings," Northwestern Lutheran (February 7, 1954), » 34.

lolW.J. S[chaefer], "The Differences,” Northwestern Lutheran
(May 2, 1954), p 132.

Wyorthwestern Lutheran (May 7, 1950). p 155,
l“Nbrtbwestern Lutheran (July 2, 1950), p 212.
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The Northwestern Lutheran even pointed out and Jjudged
unionistic thought from the President of the United States. In
early 1951 President Truman had told church press members that
denominations should forget doctrinal differences and work
together for peace. According to Truman, all people are headed
for the same place, after all. The editor asked the obvious
question: Who gave him authority to speak on religion? Obviously

. . 4
he didn't know what he was talking about.w'

o

ion of the "Common Confession™” had mads it

Since examina

0
¥

clear that the election controversy was not guite desad. ths

Northwestern Luthe

f

~an presented some historical background on
that issue in J.P. Mever's two-part examination of "The Doctrine
of God's Election In American Lutheran Controversy.™® o give
readers backaground on the entire doctrine of the church, the
magazine alsoc printed Meyer's l1l6-part Series on. "The Church As
Jesus .Spoke Of It" from 1953-1954.

As efforts were made through the Synodical Conference to

resolve the conflict between the svynods. the Northwestern

facts without comment. Reim. of course. in "As We Bege It"
reported the factg and put them into historical perspective

104"Sif‘tings," Northwestern Lutheran (April 22, 1951), p» 114.
l%Northwestern Lutheran (November 16 and November 30, 1952).

38



convention approached.
The Approach of the 1955 Convention

The 1955 Wisconsin Synod convention is regarded as a turning
point in interchurch relations. PFredrich states. "One would have
to go back as far as 1868 for a synodical convention to equal
that of 1955 in significance for the interchurch relations
field."" The situation with Missouri had not improved but had
~deteriorated, and the situation was rapidly becoming intolerable.
By this time, continuing to remain in a protesting fellowship
while admonishing the Missouri Synod could possibly involve
Wisconsin itself in unionism by maintaining fellowship which was
no longer based on doctrinal unity. "All this added up to the
conviction that something drastic would have to be done in
1955, i

Ironically, relatively few articles related to the
intersynodical problems appeared in the Northwestern Lutheran
during this pivotal vear. Part of the reason for this was the
end of Reim's series "As We See It," just before the svnodical
convention. His efforts before the convention dealt mainly with
keeping readers up-to-date with current intersynodical
developments, especially in regard to Scouting and the chaplaincy
issue. The Missouri Synod's recent provision for its chaplains

"in emergency situations" to serve the Lord's Supper to Lutherans.

lﬁE.C‘ Fredrich, "The CGreat Debate With Missouri," Wisconsin
Lutheran Quarterly LXXIV (April 1977), o 167.

Wipig,
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of any body had provided a great deal of material for
Northwestern Lutheran writers and was proving to be a major bone
of contention between Missouri and Wisconsin. Reim's reporting
continued until the July 10, 1955 installment of "As We See It,"

w8 o report on. the Norwegian

entitled "The Norwegian Action,
Synod's suspension of fellowship with the Missouri Synod. Reim's
closing words echoed the feelings of many by the time of the 1955
convention: "The Norwegians are a small group, but they have met
a major test magnificently. They have measured up! God. grant
that we do as well when the time for our decision comes!"!!}

I.P. Frey in an August 7, 1955 editorial titled
"{chabod "o pointed out the need for caution in making that
decision, the need to make that decision based on love for the
gospel and for the truth, on living faith. The Biblical name
Ichabod means "the glory is departed” That name could be applied
to many church bodies, who are proud of large membership and are
impressive in outward things, but who don't have the gospel
anymore. The Wisconsin Synod holds fast to true doctrine., but
also needs living faith. "Orthodoxy with no living faith is like
a nut which is all shell and has no kernel. Ichabod, the glory
has departed; let us pray God that He may never have reason to

apply that name to us . "l

NaNorthwestern Lutheran (July 10, 1955), p 215.
Wipid, p 216.

Wyorthwestern Lutheran (August 7, 1955), p 244.
Hlipig,
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Final Stage: Efforts Toward Restoration (1955-1961)

The Thirty-Third Convention of the Wisconsin Synod was held
in Saginaw, Michigan August 10-17, 1955. It was the convention
which did Fredrich's "something drastic"--almost. The
Northwestern Lutheran reported that the convention passed the
resolution:

That whereas the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod has

created divisions and offenses by its official

resolutions, policies and practices not in accord with

Scripture, we, in obedience to the command of our Lord

in Romans 16:17-17, terminate on fellowship with the

Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod.-

However, that resolution was not to go into effect
immediately, but would be presented for final action to a

recessed session the next year. The Northwestern Lutheran gave

the reasons:

i. This resolution has far reaching spiritual
consequences,
2. This continues. to heed the Scriptural exhortations

to patience and forbearance in love by giving the
Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod opportuﬂ%ty to
express itself in its 1956 convention.

The Northwestern Lutheran report on the convention
emphasized the fact that Missouri would have its chance to react
to the resolution before it was put into effect. It explained
the application of Romans 16:17-18 to the current situation and

pointed out that the Wisconsin Synod would "terminate fellowship

with the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod if there is no concrete

Wingpe Thirty-Third Synod Convention," Northwestern Lutheran
(September 4, 1955), p 277.

Wpid.
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evidence of a substantial change in the situation."! The
Northwestern Lutheran report emphasized the great amount of study
and work put into this matter. It reported on the dissenters,
who felt the action should have been put into effect immediately.
The report ended with the conclusion that "What is needed, above
all else, is the earnest prayer that the Lord may in His mercy
rebuild the crumbling walls of the Synodical Conference Zion and
lead His own to do His will,"

Overall the Northwestern Lutheran presented a clear,
balanced report of the action taken by the 1955 synod convention.
It fairly reported on the dissenters, but explained the reasons
for the delay in putting the resolution into effect, just in case
any readers might wonder. In the November 13, 1953 issue, the
Northwestern Lutheran printed the full report .of the Floor

116 so readers could see it for

Committee On Church Union,
themselves. During this time of critical decisions with enormous
implications the Northwestern Lutheran did a commendable job of
providing its readers with detailed and thorough coverage of the
main issues leading up to the convention's action and the

consequences of that convention--the resolution to break

fellowship.

Wrpig,
Wipid, p 278.

Neroommittee No. 2 -- Floor Committee On Church Union,”
Northwestern Lutheran (November 13, 1955), p 360,
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"The Voice Of The C¢.U.C."

Not all agreed with the Wisconsin Svnod's decision to delay
final action on its 1955 resolution, however. The Northwestern
Lutheran reported that fact when it spoke of the dissenters. One
of those dissenters was E. Reim. Because of his stand, he "felt.
that he could no longer serve as the spokesman for the Standing

nlll This essentially

Committee in Matters of Church Union.
meant the end of the long-running informative series "As We See
It." However, Reim agreed "to write when asked to do so by a
different editor."™? fThus, even after the 1955 convention a

few articles did appear under the heading "As We See It."
However, the Northwestern Lutheran's educational articles on
church union proceeded along a different path. The members of
the Standing Committee "felt that the readers of the Northwestern
- Lutheran would want the Committee to keep them informed about the
matters which lie heavily upon the hearts of all of us in the
differences which are tearing the Synodical Conference

apart."119 Thus, under the heading "The Voice Of The C.U.C.,"

the Standing Committee in Matters of Church Union would "try to
bring articles which we hope will answer qguestions which You may
be asking. We do pray that the Lord may use what we bring to

show you His will and to make you cheerful in obeying it for your

Wtryin Habeck, Editor's Note to "The Voice 0Of The C.U.C.,"
Northwestern Lutheran (November 27, 1955), p 374.

Wryiq,

Wirpig.



Savior's sake."

This push to educate readers on church union matters became
particularly noticeable in the Northwestern Lutheran between the
1955 and 1956 conventions.  From late 1955 through 1956 more
.articles appeared dealing with the intersynodical issues than in
any other similar amount of time. The largest single source of
‘these articles was the series "The Voice 0f The C.U.C."--eighteen
articles between November 27, 1955 and July 22, 1956. "The Voice
Of The C.U.C." was written by a number of different men,
including Habeck, Carl Lawrenz, J.P. Meyer, and F.E. Blume. Even
Reim wrote an installment (April 15, 1956). The content of the
articles varied from doctrinal essays (e.g. "Does Romans 16:18
Limit the Application of the 'Avoid' of verse 177" by F.E.
Blume"“l) to information on Missouri's doctrines (e.g. Carl
Lawrenz's "The Missouri Synod's Position on Scouting"”z) to
practical essays aimed at encouraging lay members (e.g. Irwin
Habeck's "A Preacher's Quarrel?"”3).

"The Voice Of The C.U.C." wanted to prepare the readers of
the Northwestern Lutheran as much as possible for the action of
the 1956 convention, and it did so by presenting a wide variety
of information related to the issue at hand. The series made

clear to the reader that the differences and problems were in

Wypiq.

l“Northwestern Lutheran (November 27, 1955), p 374.
Myorthwestern Lutheran (March 18, 1956), p 88.
Wyorthwestern Lutheran (March 4, 1956), p 72.
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fact real and serious, serious enough to break doctrinal unity
and thus church fellowship. By examining the problems with the
new Missouri Synod positions on Scouting, prayer fellowship,
chaplaincy and other issues, "The Voice Of The C.U.C." showed its
readers exactly why such serious action was necessary. The
series was not always negative, either. ™"On the Credit Side of
the Ledger,"124 by Karl F. Krauss, reported some positive
developments in the Missouri Synod, and although the articles
clearly showed the seriousness of the intersynodical conflict and
its potential consequence--a break in fellowship--yvet many of
them still expressed hope for a settlement and correction. of the
problems and a renewal of the long-standing fellowship with the
Missouri Synod.

Other articles outside the series also worked to educate
Northwestern Lutheran readers. Carl Lawrenz in his series
"Studies in God's Word" occasionally dealt with church issues
(e.g. "The Christian Church, The Glorious Work of God's
spirit"? and "The Marvelous Growth Of Christ's Kingdom™10)
and praver (e.g. "Lord, Teach Us To Pray"”7). In one igsue two
editorials, "Remember Our Lutheran Heritage" bv Norman Madson,

and "Our Kind of Church" by &. Sydow”8, worked to build

Wyorthwestern Lutheran (May 13, 1956), p 152,
leorthwestern Lutheran (May 13, 1956), p 148,
Wyorthwestern Lutheran (June 10, 1956), p 180.
Wyorthwestern Lutheran (April 29, 1956), p 132.
128Northwestern Lutheran (May 27, 1956), p» 163.
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appreciation for conservative Lutheran church and its heritage of
pure doctrine.. H.A. Koch in the August 5, 1956 issue dealt with
"The Antichristian Religion of the Freemasons and other

w2 1p 2 later issue Koch dealt with Scouting under a

Lodges.
.similar title. [E. Schaller in his series "From A Wider Field"

dealt with union and fellowship issues often during these vears.
Some articles .dealt with fellowship in a more practical way. ¥Wm.

130 covered. "what is

H. Wiedenmeyer in "That You Might Know
fitting and proper in a funeral service". Wiedenmever spoke of
proper music, and then moved to the fact that scolo singing is a
form of preaching, so only those united with us in doctrine,
faith and practice should do this. The =same holds true with
organists. Both of these come under the category of unionism,
which God wants us to avoid (Romans 16:17).

The Northwestern Lutheran presented so much informatibn on
union and fellowship issues between the 1955 and 1956 conventions
that the faithful reader certainly would have been thoroughly
informed and prepared if the 1956 convention decided to uphold
the termination of fellowship resolved in 1955. Yet "The Voice
Of The C.U.C." in its last installment before that convention

reported some hopeful signs within the Missouri Synod, signs

which seemed to express "an earnest desire of reestablishing the

Wyorthwestern Lutheran (August 5, 1956), p 246.
lebrthwestern Lutheran (April 29, 1956), p 138.
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nlil Thus the Standing Committee

former unity of spirit.
recommended that the convention hold the 1955 resolution in
abevance. Meanwhile, on an inside column right next to this
report ran an article titled "Why Avoid Them?”“z, an

explanation of Romans 16:17-18 and its bearing on the current
situation. Both these articles expressed prayverful hope that the
intersynodical situation could be resolved and that the Synodical
Conference could be restored to its former status. President
Naumann clearly expressed the seriousness of the coming
convention and his desire for such restoration of harmony within
the Synodical Conference in his article "Finally, Brethren, Pray

For Us!"i¥ based on II Thessalonians 3:1.

The 1956 Recessed Convention

The recessed convention voted by a wide margin to accept the
recommendation of the Standing Committee in Matters of Church
Union. and the Saginaw resolution of 1955 was held in abevance.
The Northwestern Lutheran devoted several pages to a report on

that convention“4. The conclusion was that

lu"Report of the Standing Committee on Matters of Church Union
to the Nine Districts of the Joint Synod of Wisconsin and
Other States," Northwestern Lutheran (July 22, 1956),
P 231.

Blotto g. Eckert, "Why Avoid Them?" Northwestern Lutheran
(July 22, 1956), p 232.

BNorthwestern Lutheran (August 19, 1956), p 264.

Mg ¢. Fredrich, "fellowship To Continue: Report 0Of Recessed
Convention," Northwestern Lutheran (September 16, 1956),
p 2

94.
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Not all of our hopes and not all of our fears were
realized at Watertown. Problems and difficulties
remain with us. But so does our cherished, though
strained, fellowship with The Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod. And so does our God. . . He it is, not we or
others, who has averted a termination of fellowship.
He has given us more than we ourselves could have
gained or have deserved. Ebenezer. His djov is our

115

strength in the year and years ahead.-”

After the 1956 convention, the amount of space devoted to
union and fellowship issues dropped off dramatically for two
vears. No maijor series devoted to such issues appeared until
1961l. It was a time of waiting, watching to see what the
Missouri Synod would do. Smaller articles and editorials
continued to provide information on the foundational issues in
the controversy, such as Scouting and chaplaincy, but much
attention turned away from the intersynodical problems and
focused on unionism outside the Synodical Conference, such as the
World Council of Churches and other such unionistic
organizations.

However, the controversy was far from over. The 1857
convention of the Wisconsin Synod saw much debate over the matter
of termination of fellowship. Even though many felt that
immediate action needed to be taken, after long debate the
convention rejected a resolution to break fellowship and "urged a
continuation of efforts to restore full unity."136 Those

efforts would involve discussions on two levels: "joint union

Wipid, p 295.

Big ¢, Fredrich, "The Great Debate With Missouri," Wisconsin
Lutheran Quarterly LXXIV (April 1977), p 170.
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committees of the Synodical Conference and the conclave of
theologians that would bring the overseas brethren into the

nld7 These discussions were aimed at producing a

picture.
doctrinal statement which would serve the Synodical Conference as
a whole. As these meetings were held, the Northwestern Lutheran
reported on them without comment. Several reports appeared under
the heading, "The Voice 0f The C.U.C." By 1959 the joint
committees had made some progress. They had produced a statement
on Scripture which the Wisconsin Svnod in convention adopted
unanimously, as did the other synods of the Svynodical Conference,
Fredrich comments that "It was fitting that the Synodical
Conference's swan song should be a testimony to its historic
position on the Holvacriptures."138 "The Voice Of The C.U.C."
printed that statement in the Northwestern Lutherant¥?, along
with the doctrinal statement on the Antichrist!!! which had been
drawn up and which the Wisconsin Synod also adopted in its 1959
convention, but which the Missouri Synod did not.

While the Northwestern Lutheran was able to report some

hopeful developments in the intersvnodical situation, other

developments were not so positive. The long duration of the

Blipig,
Wrpid, p 171.

Wngtatement oOn Scripture Adopted by the Joint Committee of
the Synodical Conference," Northwestern Lutheran
(February 15, 1959), p 59.

Wogphe Antichrist,” Northwestern Lutheran (January 4, 1959),
p 8.
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controversy had led some to conclude that the Wisconsin Synod was
sinning in not breaking fellowship with Missouri. Irwin Habeck
in his article, "Disobedient to God's Word?"!!! dealt with that
notion by looking at the recent history of intersynodical
relations on the basis of Romans 16:17-18. The Missouri Synod
had not indicated that its course was unchangeable and so hope
remained that the problems could be solved. However, Habeck
concluded that if the last-ditch efforts being made by the joint
committees were to fail, i.e. if the differences could not be.
reconciled, then the Wisconsin Synod would have no choice but to
apply Romans 16:17-18 to the Missouri Synod and "avoid them.”
Impasse

The issue which ultimately destroved hope for reconciliation
was the doctrine of church fellowship. Missouri's long-standing
distinction between praver fellowship and joint prayer had always
been a divisive issue. In 1960 it finally divided Wisconsin and
Missouri. .The Commission on Doctrinal Matters (formerly the
C.U.C.) reported in the June 19, 1960 issue of Northwestern
Lutherant'? that the Missouri Synod could not and would not
accept the Wisconsin Synod view of the unit principle of
fellowship. Instead, the Missouri Synod upheld its distinction
between praver fellowship and joint prayver and defended its

unionistic activities, including. its attempts at establishing

Myorthwestern Lutheran (April 27, 1958), p» 135.

Mltryin Habeck, "The Commission On Doctrinal Matters Reports,”

Northwestern Lutheran (June 19, 1960), p 197.
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e

relations with the National Lutheran Council and the National

ouncil of Churches. The Wisconsin Synod's Commission on

19

Doctrinal Matters would report this impasse to the Synodical
Conference convention .0f 1960 and to the Wisconsin Synod
convention of 1961. The handwriting was on the wall.

As the intersynodical conflict heated up for the last time,
coverage of union issues in the Northwestern Lutheran heated up
too. During 1960 many editorials and articles dealt with
unionism. Some discussed the newly constituted ALC and the newly

formed Lék. It is interesting to note that at its constituting

P e
convention the ALC predicted another big Lutheran merger coming
before too much time passed. In reality it took 28 vears.
Many of the articles in the Northwestern Lutheran during
1960 continued to educate lavmen on issues involved in the
conflict. The usual subijects of Scouting, lodges, and funeral
fellowship received treatment, along with new issues such as the
Billy Graham Crusades. To keep laymen informed that the
seemingly picky issues at hand were indeed important, C. Toppe
wrote a short editorial entitled "Distinctions With a
Difference":
Laymen at out conventions frequently become impatient
when pastors debate about the words and phrases in
confessionsg and doctrinal statements. To the laity
such arguments may appear to be mere guibbling about
words. The clergy seem to be making distinctions
without a difference.
But it is more likely that thev are seriously concerned
about safeguarding truth against error. They know that
error can readily pass as truth. We need theologians

who can distinguish the vital difference between truth
and truth-simulating error, even if thev must leave no

51



word unturned in doing so.“3

Preparation for the 1961 Convention

As the Wisconsin Synod's 1961 convention approached, the
Commission on Doctrinal Matters published a series of articles
about the impasse on the doctrine of fellowship. The series
would show first of all the two opposing views of church
fellowship involved in the impasse, and then would show that the
Wisconsin Synod position was nothing other than the doctrine of
Scripture itself.  This series of six articles was prepared by
. Gerald Hoenecke, J.P. Meyer and Armin Schuetze. After presenting
the two differing views on fellowship, the authors looked at the
history of the two synods and of the Synodical Conference to see
which view had been historically practiced. The authors found
the Wisconsin position of unit fellowship to be the historic
position of the Synodical Conference, and then presented five
areas where the Missouri Synod had departed from that position:
the distinction between praver fellowship and doint praver: doint
conferences of seminary students., faculty, editors and others:
cooperation in mission activity; application of Romans 16:17: and
pravers at civic occasions.!* In the last installment the
authors looked at fellowship practices before the founding of the

Synodical Conference, and concluded from all their observations

that all forms of unionism must be avoided. The authors clearly

Wyorthwestern Lutheran (September 11, 19%960), p 291.

144"Fellowship Then and Now,'" Northwestern Lutheran
(April 9, 1961), p 117.
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presented historical and doctrinal background on the fellowship
controversy which showed that the Wisconsin Synod position was

not only the Synodical Conference's position, but historically

that of the Church as a whole.

The 1961 convention would be a time of crucial decisions.
The course Wisconsin would have to follow seemed unaveidable:
suspension of fellowship with the Lutheran Church-Missouri Svnod.
However, the Northwestern Lutheran had prepared Wisconsin Svnod
members for this necessary action.  The magazine kept reminding
readers that no matter how much was at stake in the way of joint
work and benefits, social relationships or any other earthly
thing, the overriding.principle the Wisconsin Synod would have to
follow above everything was faithfulness to God and his Word. On
the eve of the convention C. Toppe urged that "As a crucial
convention approaches, our pravers must be that, above all, our
position will be found to be God's position, and, if it has been
~found to be such, that we act solely in keeping with that
position."145

Suspension of Fellowship (1261}

The September 10, 1961 issue of the Northwestern Lutheran
reported that the synod convention had taken the difficult., vet
neceszary step of suspending fellowship with the Missouri Svnod.
Two of the three editorials in that issue dealt with the

convention's action, but not in an introductory way. The editors

Wi | Toppe, “"To Prove What Is Right,"” Northwestern Lutheran
(July 30, 1961), p 243,
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~.agssumed that the news of the suspension would have reached the
reader long before the Northwestern Lutheran did. C. Toppe's
editorial, "Progressive '.Traditionalists',"146 strengthened the
conviction that the convention's action was a correct one by

pointing out that even though the great majority of Americans

L)

would see that action as "hopelessly reactionary," yet the synod
convention actually had been very forward-minded in its actions
concerning worker training, evangelism and many other issues.
The Wisconsin Synod was not "hopelessly reactionary."”" but was
instead reacting to God's Word by taking actions in accordance
with it. 1.P. Frev's editorial, "A Mere Formal Church
Membership,"“7 took advantage of the heightened awareness of
church-related issues to repeat the fact that church membership
is more than mere orthodoxy or church attendance, but rather is a
matter of having a living faith.  This reminder was a good
encouragement to readers to examine their own spiritual lives and
to think about the reason for their membership in the Lutheran
church.

The report on the synodical convention also appeared in the
September 10, 1961 issue. The section on "Union Matters"
presented a detailed account of the process by which the

convention arrived at its decision to suspend fellowship with the

d a resolution to

in

0 report

i

Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod. It al

YWoporthwestern Lutheran (September 10, 1961), » 29%1.
l”Northwestern,LutheranA(September 10, 1961), » 291.
Wyorthwestern Lutheran (September 10, 1961), p 295.
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reconsider the Watertown resolutions and Fort Atkinson
suspensions which had led to the Protes’'tant controversy. On
such an important issue and weighty action, the Northwestern
Lutheran wanted its readers to be as informed as possible,
especially because the synod's action at the convention would
affect a great many of those readers. The report gave the text
of the resolutions and brief comment on them, devoting three
pages to the matter. As the Wisconsin Synod carried out the
action for which it had prepared so long, the Northwestern
Lutheran brought that action to the lay members of the synod.

Aftermath (1961-1963)

Even though the Wisconsin Synod had been preparing, directly
or indirectly., for over 25 vears for the suspension of fellowship

1sion was

*

with Missouri, the actual fulfillment of that suspe
still a hard blow. BRefore the convention of 1961 the
Northwestern Lutheran informed its readers about all the issues
which were part of the intersynodical conflict. After the break
in fellowship, the Northwestern Lutheran still worked to help its
readers understand just why the action had been necessary, and
also worked to inform readers of the implications for their daily
lives.

In the troubled times after the convention, the Northwestern
Lutheran provided encouragement for its readers, who may have
been shocked by the blow. €. Toppe in his editorial, "Minding

Our Business,"? pointed readers away from the fact that "For

lMNDrthwestern Lutheran (Octeober &, 1961), » 323.
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' because

many it will not be easy to live in the new situation,'
of all the changes which would have to take place in
~intersynodical relations as well as esveryday Christian living.
Topre pointed them instead toward the fact that as a Christian
church the Wisconsin Synod =till had work to do. the work of
proclaiming the gospel. to the world. He pointed readers to
Paul's words in I Thessalonians 4:11 and urged them to keen their
eves focused on CGod's work. "We are to tend to our kmnitting., to
get the work of the kingdom done. That's good advice at any
time. "0

Toppe also reminded Northwestern Lutheran readers a year
after the 1961 convention that "You Can't Go Home Again."”l
Because of all the intersynodical troubles, "there may come a
desiré to escape the unrest and disturbance caused by this break
in relations between synods once long in fellowship.. We may wish
to return to the past when the two synods believed and confessed
as one."H! Many Wisconsin Synod members had been raised in
Missouri Svnod churches., and may have been thinking about
returning to the Missouri Svnod. Toppe reviewed many notable and
commendable traits which the Missouri Synod had held in the past,

but then reminded his readers that "A new spirit reigns in that

synod today. . . The synod of the past is no more. To that synod

Wipid.
Blyorthwestern Lutheran (Bugust 12, 1962), p 243.

Blrpid.
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nlhl

.you ' can't .go home again. I.P. Frey in "Negative

nlid reminded readers that the Wisconsin Synod had not

Theology
shown "a spirit of negativism'" in its dealings with Missouri, but
rather Wisconsin simply had been carrving out its God-given duty
to expose and condemn false teachings. "Sometimes it is
necessary to tear down the structure of error to build the
edifice of divine Truth."!¥

The Northwestern Lutheran also devoted space to more
practical matters pertaining to the fellowship situatien. Most

ern. to Our

(u
¥

notably Armin Schuetze's long~running series, "A Lan

Footsteps: God's Reply to Our Questions,” turned after the 1961
convention to answering reader questions .about issues related to
the fellowship suspension. The articles covered a wide range of
gquestions related to the fellowship issue. Some of these were:
"May We Pray At Table With People Not of the Wisconsin
Synod?"”ﬁ, "Is the Synod Resolution Binding On All
Congregations?™’, "Is the 'Avoid Them' of Romans 16:17 the

H&

..same As Excommunication?” and "Is the Interpretation of

Luther's Catechism the Same In the Different Lutheran Church

Bi1piq.

Wyorthwestern Lutheran . (September 23, 1962). p 291.
Brpid.

YWyorthwestern Lutheran (October 22, 1961), p 342.
l”Northwestern Lutheran (November. 19, 1961), p 375.
Wyorthwestern Lutheran (December 3, 1961), p 391.
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Bodies?™® In this series, Schuetze provided a uszeful and
necessary service to Wisconsin Synod members by answering their
specific concerns.

Finally, the Northwestern Lutheran ran other series of
articles dealing with church and fellowship, in an effort to keep
Wisconsin Synod members informed on those issues during times
when many guestions, concerns and doubts arose. Carl Lawrenz
published a series of eight articles from December 3, 1961

through March 25, 1962, covering "Entrenched Unionistic

' les Lawrenz showed
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Practices"” in the Missouri Syneod.. In his

8

fore and after the

(o2
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how developments in the Missouri Svnod bhot

suspension of fellowship had shown the wisdom of that actiom.
The situation was not improving as time went on.
Covering more general fellowshir and union izsues were "Some

' by CGerald Hoenecke,

Reflections on the Ecumenical Movement,'
which ran in the April 1962 issues of Northwestern Lutheran. and
"A New Cooperative Association of Lutheran Churches in America?"
a three-part series by 0. Siegler, which ran from May 6 through
June 3, 1962.

Wisconsin Synod's closing act in the scope of this paper was
its withdrawal from the Synodical Conference in 1963. 1In the

report of the synodical convention of 1963, in the section on

"Doctrinal Matters,"lm Marcus Nitz talked about the activities

{1

of the Commission on Doctrinal Matters in keeping contact and

lebrthwestern Lutheran (Februarv 24, 1963), p» 357,
leorthwestern Lutheran (September 22, 1963), p 293.
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reporting developments in other Lutheran bodies. and then
reported the svnod's decision to withdraw f£rom the Svnodical

Conference in "solemn protest against the departure of The

Lutheran ¢Church-Missouri Svynod from the historic doctrinal
L , 161
position of the Lutheran Synodical Conferencei"j' The report

closed with mention of efforts to reunite with the Church of the
Lutheran Confession and the Protes'tant conference.
Evaluation
Now that we have seen what the Northwestern Lutheran did to
prepare the Wisconsin Synod for the suspension of fellowship with
Missouri, the natural gquestion to ask next is how well did it do

this do0b? Evaluation of the Northwestern Lutheran’'s coverzage

need not include such incidentals as writing stvle or guality--

ot

gince the vast ma-dority of articles was written by theclogically
trained professionals, writing guality and clarity were almost
always guite high. Evaluation of such incidental matters would
not teach us much. Rather, evaluating the Northwestern
Lutheran's coverage in terms of content and technigque can teach
us much about theological education and about dealing with
controversy today.

When surveying the vast amount of information printed.in the
Northwestern Lutheran during the intersynodical controversy, some
general trends and characteristics bhecome evident in the

reporting. This evaluation will identify some of those trends

and characteristics and then draw some general. lessons from them,

goes
PE
P

Ibid.



first dealing with more general characteristics of the
Northwestern Lutheran's reporting, and then evaluating more
specific technigues used in reworting and educating during the
intersvnodical conflict.

During the early vears of the controversy, when perhaps it

puri Svned would actually come

ta
1

Mis

@
et

vy that th

D

didn't seem so lik

-+

¢t

v with

«t

w2l uni he ALC, the information

-1

to agresment on doctri

Q

presented in the Northwestern Lutheran was not as thorough or
complete as it was later, specifically after 1947. E. Reim
informed readers in 1947 that that scantness of information was
intentional., due to an agreement between Missouri and Wisceonsin
Synod editors... During these early vears, pastors and
congregational leaders .were obviously more important as a source
of information and education for . layv members. . That fact didn't
necessarily change after 1947, but the Northwestern Lutheran did
sxpand its coverage immensely after that vear. Where in the
garly vears the lav members had to get most of their information
from secondarv sources--pastors~~gome of whom might not have been
ag close to the situation or as well informed as cothers, the
Northwestern Lutheran's expanded coverage after 1947 standardized
the information provided to lay members--all readers had access
to information of the same completeness and gquality. Most likely
this standardization of information went a long way toward
preserving synodical unity. A laity which is informed on
doctrinal problems is far less likely to permit similar problems

in its own midst. A laity which is uniformly educated about the
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. problems which its church body faces will have a common ground on
which to stand together.

In the earlier yvears the Northwestern Lutheran was not
always very up-to~date in reporting new developments in the
Missouri~ALC situation. This may possibly have been due to
channels of communication at the time. Today, however, with all
our modern means of communication, we need to be as up-to-date as
possible in revorting new developments in the religious world.
especially when they hold direct bhearing on our own church bodyv.
We need fto respond to problems and conflicts aszs quickly as
possible, esven if that response only means simple acknowledgement
with the promise of more detailed treatment to follow. Rumor
volat, especially with today's communications systems. On the
Internet, for example, just within the last month I've sent
electronic documents around the world within minutes and held a
real-time chat with a Lutheran in Finland. Information travels
-more quickly than ever, and the same is true of rumors, problems,
and controversies. Today we need to make use of rapid

communications and keep our laity informed as cuickly as

p—

possible.

Those who wrote the Northwests

editorials used some effective technigues to show readers the
real issues in the controversv. One technigue often used was

review of the historical development of the controversy and its
various parts, to give a background and a clearer understanding

of where an issue stood, where it came from, and how it could
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best be resclved. For example, by showing some of the historic
errors of the Iowa and Ohioc Svynods, those who investigated the
"Common. Confession" could more easily show the reader how the
"Common Confession" was inadequate in excluding those exact
errors from present~day Lutheranism.

Another effective technique often used during. these. yvears
was the article series. Since space in a magazine is so limited,
a series of articles could more adequately present the large
amounts of information needed for a proper understanding of the

intersvnodical situation. A series of articles also gave
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important fac

The writers themselves showed 2 consistent evangelical
attitude which helped readers sese that their articles were honest
~attempts to solve problems, rather than diatribes against
enemies. The Northwestern Lutheran writers consistently used
Scripture to show the principles inveolved and how to apply those
princibles, They always held up God's Word not only as the
highest source of authority, but also consistently held up
doctrinal unity as the key reguirement for any kind bf union or
fellowship. The Northwestern Lutheran articles kept applying

Scripture to the issues at hand, and kept explaining the meaning
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the readers that the authors were not attempting to present a
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human viewpoint, but instead were presenting God's will.

Those who wrote the Northwestern Lutheran articles during

evaluations. When they saw problems. thev weren't afraid to sav
so, to describe and explain those problems in no uncertain terms.
Yet they also were always willing to "put the best construction
on everything." They were usually willing to give the Missouri
Synod the benefit of the doubt, and they always expressed hope
that the Missouri Synod would come back to its old doctrinal
position, the position of the Synodical Conference.

The Northwestern Lutheran and its writers set a good example
and a high standard in informing and prevaring the Wisconsin
- 8ynod for the eventual break with the Missouri Svnod. The
Northwestern Lutheran faithfullv carried out its task as
watchman, warning Wisconsin Svynod Lutherans against doctrinal

error and unionism. and keeping them up to date on the battle

-
o

which was being fought. The Northwestern Lutheran and its

writers alwavs pointed readers back to Scripture and showed them

[

the importance of remaining faithful to God in all situations.
Whenever we defend the truths of Cod's Word, we will want to

remember that example and follow it ourselves.
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List of Articles and Series 1938-1962

N.B. This. list gives only major. articles. and.series of articles
pertaining directly to the intersynodical situation., though it
also includes some other articles pertaining to fellowship. This
list is far from exhaustive. Many other articles and editorials
dealt with fellowship in gesneral and the intersvnodical szituation
specifically, but the articles listed here are by far a ma-jority
of the most important. The lists of geries themselves are as
complete as possible, but I may have missed an instzllment. or
two.

"Grow In Knowledge: Union, Unity, Unicnism’--Pastor E. Reim
July 16, 1929; rnbrlnted Awrll 13, 1947 .as part of "The
Debate On Union”

"Lutheran Union Movement Todavy''--Professor M. Lshninger
March 9, 1941

"The Debate On Union"--Prof. E. Reim
April 13, 1947: "Union, Unity., Unionism"”
April 27, 1947: "How .Did We Get Into It?"
May 11, 1947: "Where Do We Stand?"
May 25, 1947: "Where Do We Stand?"
June 8, 1947: "Wwhat Are The Prospects?"
June 22, 1947: "Scouting in the Lutheran Church”
July 6, 1947: "Scouting in the Lutheran Church”
July 20, 1947: "The Intersynodical Movement”
Rugust 3, 1947: "Doctrinal Differences in The Synodical

Conference?"

August 31, 1947: "The Chicago Convention”
September 14, 1947: "The Watertown Convention®

"Where Do We Stand?"--Prof. E. Reim
January 30, 1949: "The Point of the Question”
February 13, 194%9: "II: Ws Face A Trend”
February 27, 1949: "II11: We Judge The Trend”
March 13, 19249: "IV: We Resist The Trend”
March 27, 1949: "V, We Have A Problem: Scouting”
”pril 10, 1949: "We Have Another Problem: L.M.A.T
ril 24, 1949: "VII. S8till More Problems: Co-operation”

May 8, 1949: "WIII. A Strong Position"

"As Others See Us: Separation or Separatism?"--Prof. E. Reim
February 12, 1950

"As We See It"--Prof. E. Reim
February 26, 1950: "This 'Common Confession OFf Faith’'--I"
.March 12, 1950: "This 'Common Confession Of Faith'-~-II"
March 26, 1950: "This 'Common Confession Of Faith'--I1I117
April 9, 1950: "A Letter To Missouri”
April 23, 1950: "We Count The Cost"
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- May 7, 1950: "Adeguate?"

June 4, 1950: " 'Spoken...That Ye Should Not Be Offended' "

June 18, 1950: "The Gist Of The Letter"

July 2, 1950: "A Voice PFrom The Past"

July 16, 1950: "A Report On Milwaukee"

July 30, 1950: "The Role Of The Svnodical Conference"

September 10, 1950: "The Role Of The Synodical Conference--
II"

November 5, 1950: "Our Fort Wayne Statement”

April 8, 1951: "Once More: The Common Confession"

April 22, 1951: "Synodical Conference: What Does It Stand
Por?"

May 6. 1951: "Looking To The Foundation”

May 20, 1951: "The church Of The Lord"

June 3, 1951: "The Problem Of Church Fellowshin®
January. 27, 1952: "A Lutheran Mother Speaks"
June 22, 1252: "The Common Confession. A Vear Acgo--And Now”

"The Practical Problams’
ul v "We Go To St. Paul

Septembesr 7, 1952: "A State Of Conf

December 14, 19%52: "Who Has Changed?”

July 12, 1953: "The Houston Convention"

July 26, 1953: "Houston: Number Nineteen"

September 6, 1953: "The Question Before The House"

September 30, 1953: "Why So Serious?"

October 4, 1953: "A Little Strength"

November 1, 1953: "Special Convention 0Of The Joint Syned Of

Wisconsin, Held in Milwaukee October 8-9"

November 15, 1953: "This Fraternal Word"

January 10, 1954: "A Grain Of Truth"

January 24, 1954: "A Bit Of History"

February 21, 1954: "Something To Read”

April 4, 1954: "That They All Mav. Be One"

April 18, 1954: "Lest, When I Have Preached To Others...?

June 27, 1954: "A Matter Of Terminologyv”

July 11, 1954: "A Matter Of Method"

July 25, 1954: "The News: How To Read It"

September 5, 1954: "Why?"

September 192, 1954: "Why Not?”

December 12, 1954: "The Chicago Convention

February 20, 1955: "Is This The Wav?"

March 6, 1955: "A Report--Scouting”

March 20. 1955: "Another Report--Chaplaincy”

April 3, 1955: "The Fact Remains...”

April 17, 1955: "Two Necessary Questions”

May 15, 1955: "The Unionism of the CC: Justification'

June 12, 1955: "The Unionism of the CC: Antichrist”

June 26, 1955: "A Serviceman Speaks"

July 10, 1955: "The Norwegian Action”

[

"An Investigation OFf The Common. Confession's Statement On..."

September 23, 1951: "The Word"--Prof. John Hoenecke
iy
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| ' October 7. 1951: "Justification"--Pastor E. Wendland

r October 21, 1951: “"Conversion"--Pastor T. Adascheck

v November 4, 1951: "Election"--Prof. Armin Schuetze

November 18. 1951: "The Church And The Ministry¥--Prof.
Kowalke

December 2, 1951: "The Last Things™--Pastor 0. Siegler

=

"A State of Confession: A Study of Its Implications on the basis
of Il Thess. 3:14-15"--professor Frederic E. Blume November 2.
1952

"The Doctrine of God's Election In American Lutheran
Controversy"~-J.P. Meyer November 16 and November 30, 1952

Revort of Synodical Convention:
August 27, 1939
| September 5, 1943
g September 2, 1945

,
Rugust 28, 1949

Septembher 9, 1951

September 6, 1953

September 4, 1955: August 10-17, 1955

September 16, 1956: Report of Racessed Convention
September 1., 1957: »

September 13, 1959:

Beptember 10, 1961

Report of the gvynodical Conference Conventian:
September 11, 1938
September 22, 1940
September 3, 1944
December 13, 1954: November 16-19, 1954
January 6, 1957: December 4-6, 1956
August 31, 1958: August. 5-8, 1958
August 28, 1960:
June 18, 1961--Report of Recessed Convention
December 16, 1962: November 13-15, 1962

Report of Wisconsin-Missouri Presidents’ Conference
FPebruary 7, 1954: January 12-15, 1954
June 13, 1954: May 11-14, 1954

Report Of The Mesting Of The Joint Union Committees QOf The
Synodical Conference
March 17, 1957: January 23-24. 1957
[ The following reports appeared undar the heading "The
Voice 0f The ¢.U.C. ]
December 8, 1957: Qctober
March 2, 1958: Januarv 14
June 2 1958: Mav -8, 1
1, 1958: October
959: January 19

0
.
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Committee Reports:
November 13, 1955: Committee No. 2--Floor Committee On
Church Union
"The Voice Of The C.U.C, (The Standing Committee in Matters of
Church Union"
November 27, 1955: "Does Romans 16:18 Limit the Application
of the "Avoid' of verse 17?"-~F . E, Blume
December 11, 1955: "Participation in Svnodical Conference
Committees on Doctrine Suspended--I"~-Joh. P. Mever
December 25, 1955: "Participation in Svynodical Conference
Committees on Doctrine Suspended-~II"-~Joh. P. Mever
January 8, 1956: "1956--A Year Of Decision"--Oscar J.
Naumann
January 22, 1956: "A New Communion Agreement"--P. Peters
February 5, 1956: "One Another"--H.C. Nitgz
February 19, 1956: "Joint Praver and Church Fellowship"-~
Im. P, Frey
March 4, 1956: "A Preacher's Quarrel?"--Irwin J. Habeck
March 18, 1956: "The Missouri Synod's Position on Scouting"
--Carl Lawreng
April 1, 1956: "The Seriousness of Inadeguacy"--Irwin J.
Habeck
April 18, 1956: "Cooperation i Igf-
April 29, 1956: "In Defense cf the Common Confe
Arnold Sitgz

D

.

o+

May 13, 1956: "On the Credit Side of the Ledagsr"--Kari ».
rauss

May 27, 1986: 'mha Military Chaplaincv™~-Gerhard & Prags

~June 10, 1955 "Referendum?"--Oscar 4 Naumann

June 24, 1956: "Were We lrong?"~-Irwin J. Habeck

July 8, 1956: "Church Fellowship"~~@. Hosnscks

July 22, 1956: "Report of the Standing Committee on Matters
- 0f Church Union to.the Nine Districts of the Joint
Synod of Wisconsin and Other States"--0Oscar J. Nzaumann
January 4, 1959: "The Antichrigt"
February 15, 1959: "Statement. On Scripture Adopted by the
Joint Committee of the Synodical Conference"
"Why Avoid Them?"--0tto J. Eckert July 22, 1956

"Finally, Brethren, Pray For Us!"--Oscar J. Naumann August 19,
1956

"The Intersynodical Situation”"~--Irwin J. Habeck July 21, 1957
"Disobedient to God's Word?"--Irwin J. Habeck April 27, 1958

"The Convention and.lntersvnodical.Relation5"~wlrwin J. Habeck.
July 19, 1959

"The Commission on Doctrinal Matters Reports”--Irwin J. Habeck
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February 28, 1960

June 19, 1960

"Fellowship Then And Now"--Carl Lawrenz

February 12. 1961
February 26, 1961
March 12, 1951
March 26, 1961
April. @, 1961
April 23, 1961
"A Lantern to Our Foaotsteps: Cod's Renly to OQur Questionsg™--Armin
Schustze (After the break in fellowshlp answered reader
guestions. on the matter)

October 22, 1961: "Mayvy We Pray At
the Wisconsin Synod?"
-November 5, 1961: "What Is Meant by 'Serve Their Own Belly'
in Romans 16:18?"

November 19, 1961: "Is the. Synod Resolution Binding oOn all
Congregations?"™

December 3, 1961: "Is the 'Avoid Them'
same As Excommunication?”

- February 24, 1963: "Is the Interpretation of Luther's
Catechism the Same In the Different Lutheran Church
Bodies?"

Table With Pecople Not

16:17 the

of Romans

"Entrenched Unionistic Practices"~-Carl Lawrenz

December 3, 1961
December 31. 1961
~January 14, 1962
January 28, 1962

February 11, 1962
February 25,
.Marech 11,
arch 25,

4

"Some Reflections on the Ecumenical Movement--gerald Hoenecke
April 8, 1962
Boril 22, 1962

"A New Cooperative Association of Lutheran Churches in America?"
-~0, Siegler
May 6, 1962
May 20, 1962
June 3, 1962

"The

Lutheran World
June 30, 1963:
July 14, 1963:
July 28, 1963:

Federation"--Donald Bitter.
"I. How It Began"

"II. How It Operates"

"II1I. Why we Obiject"
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