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- answer to the question as the study begins iz that there is a relative i

THE CHURCH RELATLONS DEBATE
AT THE WISCONSIN EVANGLLJLAL TUTHERAN &YNOD"S 36TH CONVENTION (3961)

IN MILWAUKEE JOURNAL AND MIIWAUKEE SENTINEL LOVFRAQE

The following consists of an evaluation of the Milwaukee Journal

and Milwaukee Sentinel accounts of events as they transpired at the 36ﬁh

Convention of the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod (WELS) in August
of 1961, |

A proper introductlon to that evaluation requires some diqcussion
of the sources from which the material was drawn for this compendium,
The newspaper accounts were transcribe& from microfilms at the Mil-
waukee Public’Libraiys

The larger question for the reader is not where the material w#s
drawn from but.whya Why shpuld newspaper accounts of events inva crit-

t

ical point in WELS church history‘have been examined for insights into

those events? Although a fuiler development of the answer to this

questioh is reflected in the content of Seetion II below, a sufficient f

dearth of officlal information on the day by day progress at the WELS

1961 Convention. The synod secretary has no record of minutes From the

,36th Convention‘v Neither were those minutes published in fhe Synod

Proceedings subsequent to Convention closing, The WELS archives may be |

falrly said to be a shambles by one so foolish as to take an unguided

;iourgzand from any outward indication cannot readily produce those

minutes, The Gnly'official convention record readily available is the
collection of news releases held by Rev. James Schaefer, WELS PR man

since the 1961 Gcnvéntion. These are limited in scbpe and coverage and
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can provide only a partial picture of what occurred each day and can per-

a5y &

5
haps most usefully for a pattern against which the more detailed news ‘

A
accounts might be judged.
| It is‘to that business itself which the thesis of this paper
is directed, Although the greater value of this work is in the col-
lection of the newspaper accounts themselves (and of certain other semf
condary soufces), a thesis has been called for and most simply stated ;
it ié that these news accounts are accurate and therefore valuable.
With such iniroduction we may address the thesis in Part T,
dev&iop its rémifications in Part II, and finally discuss the use.of

the materials Presented here, in Part IIT,

I. Thesis

The Milwaukee Journal and the Milwaukee Sentinel coverage of ‘the?i

church relations debate in the 36th Convention of the WELS allows the

reader to conclude that those papers individually presented accurate

- accounts of the essential debate and final severance of relations beni|

tween WELS and the Lutheran CGhurch--Missouri Synod (LC-MS) and that théyr
together present an account of fhose events as detaliled as aﬁy extant i
account and an account more complete in many ways than any other avainf
able because of its day by day reportinge It is helpful to consider ‘
the coverage from three points of view: pre-convention news, the course
of events in the convention itéelf‘B and énalysis of final developments.
The accounts in their entirety are reproduced in Appendices B and C,

Both the Milwaukee Sentinel (MS) and the Milwaukee Journal (MJ)

ran articles about the coming WELS Convention in their Saturday relis

glous news on vAugust 5, 1961, Individually these accounts are accurate



in essential detail, The Sentinel in a shorter article outlines the
major convention business,

|

F( ‘With the accent on a proposed missionary corps, higher educa-
f{i tion, and the ever Present question of relations with the

[ LC-MS, the WELS will hold its National Convention here Tueg-
’ A day to August 17, (MS 8/5) :

ff: 4 This lead is developed by paragraphs on each of these foci, These -
correspond to similar development in the first convention related newsf
release from the WEIS convention press team, Tt reads,

- Delegates will be asked to speed up work in foreign mission ?
I » fields by approving the establishwent of a "Christian Mis-
1 ;sloners® Corp," The Missioner'Corp, as recommended by the
L 'Board for World Missions, is a mobile group of specially
‘trained pastors who could be shifted fram one Torelgn field
. to another as the need arises,
| The delegates will alsc act on recommendationsg calling for a
N ten million dollaxexpansion of the educational facilities of
j the synod during the next ten Years,
| A major item on the agenda will be the relationship of the
P : Wisconsin Synod to the LC-MS. The Commi%ion of Doctrinal

Lo Matters of the Wisconsin Synod has declared that "ip our ef-

] forts to resolve our differences (with the LC-MS) with respect
to the Scriptural Principles of church fellowship an impasse ‘
has been reached." (Release 61~8-c1)

The Journal's report as well reflects the pre-convention news
release of the'WELSp stating,

The Wisconsin Synodts commissbon on doctrinal matters has de-
, clared an impasse in efforts to resolve differences between
the church bodies on the Scriptural principles governing '
fellowship. (MJ 8/5)

The Journal.also:adds backgrouh@:beydnd the material provided by'the
i release,
The Wisconsin Synod which has accused the Missouri Syned of
false doctrine regards virtually every church activity as an

‘expression of faith which requires prior agreement on doctrine,
The Missouri Synod takes a more 1iberal view, (MJ 8/5)

But more than in Just background information the Journal contrasts

the Sentinel Pre-convention coverage, for the focus is less on the con-
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vention menu as a whole (ﬁentinel) than 1t is on the singie tough entreé
o?lthe déctrinai dispute itsels, It is the future of the Synodical
Conference which is discussed, In faet, the Mt. Olive, Lama*fn Coi ;
resoiution to sever reiatlona is mentioned. (MJ 8/3)

rhe combination of these news items presents & more complete piémﬁ
ture»than either alone provides, One can see s number of cohventicn
lssues up for ton51derati0np the chief and overriding concern, though
. 1
to be pldced on the doctrinal dispute with Missouri, !

Thé comPObiizieaves thw quegtlon why the Sentinel should have

been S0 IOkaeyed in pxesentlng what Was so obviously in the minds

of Wisconsin Synod leaders (judging from Journal coverage) the great

lssue of the day, i.e, relations with Missouri,

The aﬁswer is shaped by the.personalities involved in the work
oF transmitting the news to print, The obvious WELS contact man for
elther papez was Rev, Jdmes Scha,eierD who had served ag field repor-

ter for the Journal wh11e attendlng the 1959 WELS convention in New

.Ulm and. who was deslgnated both a member of the 1961 convention* S

-press laison team and by that convention public relations offlcer for ?

{
i
i

the Synod. In the days before the 1961 donvention Rev. Schaefer had
opportunities to speak w1ih David Runge, Teligious editor of +the Jourmf
nal, and convey the tenor of attltud@a within the Wisconsin Synod
whereas such lntervlews were not held with James Johnson, religious
editor of the Sentinel, 1

Perhaps as well James Jbhnson himself was reluctant to give
very large play to what ﬁeneraiiy speaking on the religious scene'

was horrendous news, that in an era of denominational hergers a de-
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nominational split was immanent and that over what secemed a ninor

issue. In a port-convention religious feature he displayed such a blas,

i To the post-way Christian world with its surge of togethexness_;
resulting in denominational mergers, a relatively small group = |
of Lutherans here last week. voleed g resowmding dissent,
The 1961 convention of the WEIS may become an historical -
event beyond jts significance to the glant L0~-MS with whom
it broke relations,,,.4 moot peint involves the doctrine of
church fellowhsip. ., ,(MS 8/26)

Similaxrly, in the Sentinel“s’premconvention item, the repert that “the
Wisconsin-~Missouri situation has stood at attruce since the May meefing

Il

of the Synodical‘conferencep” can be considered only religious wishfui

thihking, notwithstanding Synodical Conference reports to the contrafyg

(13 5/20/61)

i

It seems that news or an immanent split would have been distasteful

+o James Johnson, Rev, James Schaefer commented in a recent interview,
 Jim Johnson is Probably as saintly a man as you will find, 7o
- vwrite 111 about somebody would make him iln, positively 411,

If you lock at the great controversies that have swept through

Milwaukee, I don°t think Jim was Very active in reporting

them, There were things that were unavoidable, but basically

Jim steered cleag of those controversiesa He didn’t 1ike to

talk about them, ‘

In spite of any personal bias, though, it seens from the close |
adherance of his reporting th the WELS news release and events as they
occurred that a newsman's sense called forth accurate, even iFf sometimes
less than complete, coverage of the church relations debate at the WELS
1961 convention,

Journal and Sentinel coverage may be evaluated in terms of the
course of events at the WELS 1961 convention itself. Tt may be de-
monstrated that the papers accurately reflect what the official news

releases offer. It may alsc be seen that they offer material beyond

that which the of fieial releases:provide,
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Tﬁésday, August 8~mThé 36th convention of the WELS opened after
a short delay aliowing deiegates to attend the funeral of Synod'treamf
surer Cafl Niedféldt0 (Release 61-8-03) President Naumann®s repOrt fé
the gonﬁemtion filled most éf the first afternoon‘s aéendag ?astor ’
chha;fer's third.convention release outlines the Presidenﬁ?s report,
éitihg four emphéses: truth, mission intenéification” financés and
.relafions with Missouri Synod, In a front page Journal by~-line art- g

'icle; David Ruhge adds perspective te the enigmatic discussion of

!

,'trﬁth in the Release for the day (61~8403)0 Here too the discuséion w;

was of relations with Missouri, He said,

Runge continued,

The speakerp said that all +he church's Preaching dependeq upon
-the certainty of the Bible and itg unchallenged authority,
"What kind of mission work could we do if we listen to man‘s
wisdom which denies the account of creation recorded in Gepn-
esis,” Pastor Naumann asked, "Bow could we convince the
heathen that e Preach truth ang bring lasting peace ir We
were to tell them that the Genesis storieg are fableg?n

The picture which the Journal Paints ig of g syned president whose
Speech in all likelihood reflected frustration ang fear in the Wis-
consin Synod leadership regarding developments op more than one front

in the Missouri Synod ang eéven a fear of what ihe ramifications of
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tbOSe developments might be for the Wisconsin Synods should Lt reméains
locked in a death grlpﬂ as 1t were, with that bodyn Yet there was to
be no headlong rush to sever relations elther, for President Naumann 5

in hls openlng remarks chOSe to interpret Mt. Olive's (Lamar, Gol )

. resignation fyom Synod as a withdrawal of 1ts severance memorial,

P
i

(MJ 8/8) Rather the portrait of these days was one which lacked the
Flner lines of definition regarding the reason for the considered break
as Rev. Schaefer also relates in retrospect " r

I am not sure whether we broke on fellowship....If you read
| President Naumann‘s Presidential address from 1961, he shoke !
~ of the: ‘terrible problem of Scharleman and the Holy Scriptures.,
" I think people whe could not get warm on the fellowship ides %

could get Pretty warm on_ Scripture, "Now they are denyﬁng Y&pﬁg

Scrlptureﬂ What next?" I say we broke on Scharlemann, Ty

,‘; ‘('b t}g

Wednesday, Avgust 9 was a business day’ at the convention, It
sapn Pre51dent Naumann s and Vlcempresident Habeck’s reelections and ﬁev,
E. Hoenecke s report on torelgn mlsslonsn Professor Blume of Wlsconsdn
Lutheran Seminary read an essay delineating the 1115 and dangers of ‘
liberal Neo-Orthodox approaches to Scripture. (Release 61-8-cl 5C5)

However, a report of dlscusslons held Wednesday evening by the

loor Committee on Church Union Matters was not carried in officlal ?
xreleases, The Sentlnel briefly reported on the intersynodical impasse
announced in ddscussions over Joint Prayer and church feIIOWShip and
relayed Rev. Wendland and Prof, G, Frangzmann's request for clafifin |
cations of tle WELS thesis, (MS 8/10) It might be noted that this |
August 10 dfftcle was the Sentinel's first detailed reporting on the

church relations deba.teD It was followed by another Journal oy-1line

that night in which Runge traced the same developments, guoting argum‘

ments on both sides. (MJ 8/10)



OwWn partic1pation in the coverage at this point is perhaps 1nd1cative
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‘Thunsday, August 10--The high point in day of rfoutine convention
business was the gfeeting'and address from Dy, Behnken, President of
the LC—MSﬁ with its wrgent appeal for unity and denial of any doctzin f
nal rift between Wlsconsin and Missourl Synodsg (Release 61~ 8~c6)

Dr. Behnken's address drew the personal attention of James John~~t
som, for his by-line article the next day repeated the story 'of Dr,
Behnken 5 appeal to prevent severdnce of relations, Johnson's art-
icle also underscored the contention of Dr, Behnken that the issues,

"have arisen out of practice, not of doctrine,® (MS 8/11) Johnson's

of his personal approach te religious news. Rev, Schaefer comments,
"Jim saw the news more trom the point of view of the men involved, Tt
was the people he was interested in. ot

It is interesting to note the added feature of Dr., Behnken's
speech which wag plcked up by Sentinel ang Journal alike, Both papers;
report Dr, Behnken 5 answer to the "doctrine of Seripture® gauntlet
thrown dowm by Rev, Naumann in his opening address, Runge wrote,

~

He (Behnken) answered & statement by the Rev, Oscar J. Naumann

attack on the authority of the Scriptures., In his reply,

Dr. Behnken said this was a study document and still subject
It seems the argument removed the dlscuss1on of the doctrine of Scrip-
ture from the essential debate on relations with Missouri, for it does

not appear publloly in any newpaper coverage or convention release for

the duration of the conventlon,q
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f SRR Other business conducted on Thursday included greetings and ap
address from Hev. Julian Anderson, vice-president of the Evangelical

Lutheran Synod, Rev, Oscar Siegler’s election as gecond vicempresidentg

v oy

- of WELS, and Rev, Norman Berg®s election as secretary of Syried,

|

| N

] : s - : : ;

| JFriday, AugustlllmwﬁOnventiﬁnsbusiness ineluded a vote to establish
f a publie relations.commiitee@ adoption of & new constitution for the
r

i : Synod ‘s nine districts, a report on Bethesda Lutheran Home ang recep-

1 , tlon of new:Synod members., {Release 61m8=c8) Delegates alse heard an

i essay by Prof, &, Kowalke praising the classics as instructibmél pre-
' requisites for ministepis] students. (MS 8/12; MJ 8/12)

‘Saturday” August 12--The WELS official release for ihis day in-
dicates two matters'ﬁere the éon@ern and fyom every indicationp rou-
tine business of the convention session, %.e, adoptioﬂ of & pension
Plan and moves td bolster'Synodfé'scholarship program;

However discussion surrounding the pension Proposal was anything
but routine, From Journal coverage 11 is possible to see how much
the church relations question was in the air, for even in the discus-
slon of this Pension proposal.minds were directed to tﬁe shock waves
that might be felt in this area from an intersjnodieal split, Runge

quotes Dr. Henry Koch, Greenleaf, Wisconsin,

The implication of such statements at the donvention was not only that
a split was Very much a possibility and on the minds of delegates ag
*the overriding issue of the convention” but also that there were mefmsx

bers.of the Wisconsin Synod who might sever their own ties with their
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church should 1t break with Missous, The Journal adds,

The inference was that some would be dissatisfied and mlght
feel conqclence bound. to withdraw from the Synod. (MJ 8/13)

Monday, August WeoThe thyee release@ the WELS 1bsued Monday show
a large amount of business was transacted that day. Rev, Wllmpr Valn;
lesky of Detroit reported on evangeiism w@rksh\pps conducted throughoutv
Michigan and the convention delegates called for SLppped up productlcni
of evange¢1sm materialsa An obligatory vicar year for Seminary students
was dlSB announced, (Releaue 61-8-ci1). j

:Delegatesaction included a vote to buspend bulldlng plang at Synod
sphobls ﬁending 4 report under production by the Unlver31ty OT Minne- ?
sb£a9 and the decision teo grdai congregatlons in Californisa ”mi”sion
district® statubw(Release 61 =8 :12)  Alse approved was the Christian
Missioners:® Covps, reguested earller in the convention by Rev, &, Hoenécke@
(Release 61~ 8mc13) |

Of the of?1c1a1 bus1ness Londucted on Monday little was reported
in either Mllwaukee paper. (The Journal mentions the evangelisn pro-
gram outlined on Monday (MJ 8/14) and the Sentinel the pay raises for
Synod staff members (Ms 8/15))

Tuesday, August 15~n81gnJTlcan1 news in the Tield of education
Was reported +rom Tuesday S conventlon activities, The ctonvention re-
solved to upgrade teacher training at DMLC by eliminating its two~year,
twowsummewg certificate cou:rs.en For ministerial tralnlng delegates
approved a practical seminarv, Telaxing classical language requirements,
Steps were also taken to allow for a land. burchase o' Ml;Waukee Lutheran
Teachers® College, (Release 61~8~cll)

Bvents of the day alse trought the convention into itg critical



The offiecial WELS release describes the issue at stake in the area of |

port which stressed the Wisconsin Synod‘'s

cwlle

phase, when the Floor Commiftee on Doctrinal Unity gave its‘report

recommending,

' "that we now suspend fellowship with the LG~-MS on the basis |
- of Romans 16:17,18, with the hope and Prayer to God that the

P LC-MS will hear in this resolution an evangelical summons to

- ‘eome to herself' (Luke 15:17) and to yeturn to the side of -

' the sister synod of Wisconsin, from whom she has estranged
herself."(Release 61-8-c15) ' :

v

féllowship, detailing the WELS position and the charges adwanced a-

gainét the Missouri Synoda: It reads,

' The chief issue between the Wisconsin Synod and the Missourt

Synod is the doctrine of Fellowship. ' ;

+ The issue came to a head in the principles embodied in a re- |
cent document on fellowship prepared by the Missbduri Synod'’s ’
two theological faculties, The doctrine of fellowship involves

- the guestion of religious fellowship~-pulpit, altar, and prayer
fellowship-~and joint church work with other Lutherans who are
not in agreement with the Symodieal Conference, ‘ ;
The Wisconsin Synod maintaihs that there can be no religious |
Tellowshkip or joint church work with other church bodies wn- ?
less full doctrinal agreement has been reached, It further
maintains that the féllowship principles set forth in the do-
cument by the Missouri Synod theological faculties constitutes
a radical departure from-the Scriptural Principles on fellow-
ship held and defended Jointly for many decades by the Synodical |
Conference, . ‘ o
Specifically, the Wisconsin Synod charges that leaders and
official boards of the Missouri Synod have for a number of S
years engaged in Joint devotions, Prayer, and church work |
with leaders and boards of Lutheran bodies not in rull doctrinal
agreement, : o Z
Because the Missouri Synod’s Doctrinal Unity Committee sUb~-
scribes to and defends these Principles and practices, the
Wisconsin Symod's Commission on Doctrinal Matters has declared
‘that the discussions have reached an "impasse.” Release 61-8-c15),

It should be noted that Journal and Sentihsl alike reproduce these ex-
planations verbatim from the release (cT MJ 8/15m~Final edition énd',

MSv8/16)

‘The Release continues with a synopsis of the Floor Committee's re~

willingness to open negotiations
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again if sufficient reason were to exist, the dlsclaimer that the perso

- sonal faith of no indiv1dua1 was being judged by the Committee recom- .

'mendationg and assurances that support for joint Synodcal Conference

projects would be continuedlthrough a transitional period.
The Journal was able to include in its Final Edition Tuesday f}oﬁt
Qage coverage of the Committee’s report, Besides Its verbatim trans~f

; . !
mission of the WELS's official explanatien for the recommendation, itj

- repr oduces the Committee's analysis of its own work, addingB §

In its resolutlon the committee addressed a "stern admonitlon"

' to the Missouri Synod although it said, "it was not passing
;Judgment on the personal faith of Mlssourl Synod members, *

The Sentinel'’s front page, Johnson by-line the next morning fo-
cuses attention on the promise of continued support in Joint projects,
llstlng the institutions involved and ¢iting the resolution’'s assurance
that the Wisconsin Synod is,

"ready to continue our support of Joint projects carried on by

‘the Synodical Conference and by groups within the. Synodical

Conference until we can adjust to the new conditions brought

about by the suspension." (MS 8/16)

The remalnder of the article transmits exactly the off1c1a1 release.,

The fact that the WELS issued only one more release for the con~

vention demonstrates how necessary the newspaper accounts are for pro-

viding details ffom the debate over the recommendation of’ the Floor

. Committee on Doctrinal Unity, debate which lasted through Wednesday, and

Thursday until: a delayed convention closing., The final release itself

merely records the vote of the donvention 124 to 49 to suspend fellow-

'ship with the'LchS, repeating the explanation given in previous releases,

(Release 61-8-c17)
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Journal and Sentinel coverage of the church relations debate may be

assessed in terms of the fidel developments as the convention drew to

‘a closc. Journal and Sentinel accounts suggest the existence of a more

newsworthy fare than the terse official release statements ("debate con-

‘tinues”) would of themselves indicate.

" The Journal Picture Page aécount from Wednesday sets the tohe for

discussions over the severance recommendation forcasting "marathon de~

: béte" over the issue. It adds,

- After more than two hours the discussion was still in a ﬁrEm
- liminary stage and convention officials set aside four
- free periods in their agenda Tor the debate Wednesday, There

are indications that the issue might not be decided until

the closing hours of the Synod's 36th convention Thursday.

(MT 8/16)

The debate on Wednesday seems to have focused on the theses of fel-
lowship developed by the Wisconsin and Missouri Synods, The Sentinel's
Second Front Page article briefly outlines charges against the WELS +%-.
theées, that they were "unclear, wnscriptural and even *intimidating, '
(Ms 8/17)

TheAJournal in greater detail presents the rather heated exphangé

between Rev., John Daniel, president of the Synodical Conference, and !

President Naumann. Rev. Daniel had charged that the WELS theses were.

‘intimidating in discussions held on fellpwship. The report continues,

His face white the Rev, Oscar Naumann, president of the Wis-
consin Synod, interrupted to say, "Those statements I will
- not allow, I stand before God that our men worked in an evan-
gelical manner, I resent the word, 'intimidation,'" (MJ 8/17)
After a recess which ended the exchange, debate was resumed and
the issue remained the clarity of the WELS position. Dr. Henry Koch :

refered to the contention of everseas theologians that the WELS theses



el B

were unscriptural. Rev. Ernest Wenﬂland took the floor to label the
WELS  position unclear. Rev., Norman Berg charged confusion over the iz
thesé$ indicated their inadequecy, (MJ 8/17)

An atmosphere of confusion seems to have continued in the discus- |
sions on Thursday as well, asg might have been expected in a partisan
debate where feelings xan high, Loyalties had to be reexamined, Doce |
tinal theses had to be evaluated, Missouri practice in recent years
was under serutiny. And in the milieu were heard voices telling Sad
storiés,as the Sentinel’s Iront Page article read on Friday,

The.Rev. Erhard Pankow, Pastor of Garden:Homes Lutheran Church,

remaxked that he might have to tell his parishoners in a

certain institution that worship i1s forbidden and they camn 't

take commmion if served by a Missouri Synod pastor, (MS 8/18)

On the Journalts Front Page that same day the story was of an
angry voice,

A lay delegate, Viector Rartimg, Deerfield, Wisconsin, wac- .

cused the Wisconsin Synod of hypocrisy for insisting on pur-

ity of doctrine while “we are letting lost souls:. slip by,

Jost forever.” He asked, "Which is the worse sin, to convey

an impression of religious snobbery or to join in communal

Prayer with others who are more likely better Christians

than we are.” (MJ 8/18)

Delegates heard Rev. Schaefer declare that there was nothing in
the developments of the controversy to date,”that indicated to me that
today, 4130 p.m. August 175_19619 and no other day, we must break with
the Missouri Synod;“‘(MJ 8/18) And when the vote was finally recordedgj
it was no lmock~out blow which was struck for a rellgious principle
understood and accepted by all, but rdther a split dicision, 124 to 49,

Even after the resolution bassed there was some confusion regarding its’

real meaning as the Journal records,



“from the 36th convention of the WEIS are not extant,)

After the vote was taken 11 was apparent that there was some
confusion among the delegates over the definition of suspen-

slon. Pastor Franzmann said it was used in the sense of ter- |
mination but with the hope that it would not have the same. P
final quality. (MJ 8/18) ' %

That whatever confusion ox indicision swrrounding the vote fop
-suspenslon would require time and effort for clarification was also
obvious from President Naumann'’s comments afterp tabling Rev, Schaefer's
motion for referendum vn the resolution, The sentinel states, = |

After the convention let it die, President Nauwmann said it

- would be hard For individual congregations to decide the
issues without the reports and datajthat the fleop committee

possessed. (MS 8/18)

A consideration of the Milwaukee Journal and the Milwaukee Sentinel

coverage of the church relations debate at the 36th conveniien of the
WELS:Ffom three points of view allows For the conclusion that these
Papers in their coverage of the essential debate were accurate. in their
reporting, The premconventibn reports show coincidence with o*ficiaif
news releases and particulafly in {he case of the Journal sufficient

additional background to provide good perspective for the developmenté

i
i

to follow, ' » ' !
Coverage of the course of the events in the convention itself
displays the value of the newspapef accounts, Not only are they accurate

when compared to the official releases but they are also necessary

supplements of those news releases prepared by the convention press
_Supp brep A :

o ' . é
committee, (It should be kept in mind that the secretary's minuﬁes y

Finally, coverage of the final developments at the convention show
the value of the newspaper accounts as the official releases reveal

- o " o a o
virtually nothing of the corse of events in those final hours,
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II, Dévelopment

To this point there may seem to be something of a strawman lurking
abou% these lines., The questibn the reader might ask is why ﬁe should
be so urgent about demonstrating the accuracy of the Journal and Sentiﬁel
accounts of these events; Dokwe not normally stipulate the accuracy
of news accounts when given ne cause to question that accuracy? The
questlon Presents 1tselF in its final form~-what does chls accuracy
mean as 1ts 1mpllcatlons are devéloped? The answer can be traced in j
three areas~-why the news accounts are accurate, wha£ that accuracy
meané'in'a limited histérical setting, and what kind of accuracy is
involved.in these accounts,

It should not normally surprise us that news accounts would be,
generally speaking reliable and accurate, However, in the present
study there are two streams which run counter to that designdtlon of
normal® expectation; they are the fact that a religious sphere is the
realm of that expectation and secondly that it is the W1sconsln Synod
religious sphere under consideration,,

Can news reporting in religious eventq be expected to be accura@e%

(Hav1ng completed sufficient pages of factual analysis, more speculative

-material is perhaps allowable,) Is it not Possible that a bias often

or at least easily develpsﬂ expecting that this seldoms is the case?
Christians are forewarned of persecﬁtion and perhaps occasionally facel
animosity or scorn when forced beyond their own protective walls, A
careless misquote or a misrepresentation caused by truth poorly trans-

lated from ingroup terminology can or will be Seen as Satan®s attacks



- they could be cooperativen6 However it wasn't a change to be made

]

at the hands of his newsprint henchmen. Whoever is not for, whatever i

the sphere, is against.

{

;The Present strawman of newspaper inaccuracy'in‘religious detail
wouli still'exist if it were not for historical similarities of WELS
relafions with newsmen, and the caricature above, Yor many years this;
church chose to-régard its affairs strictly as private matters. It ° |

wasn't uwncommon for past President Brenner to refuse information out- |

i
|

fighﬁ to reporters as comments Rev, Schaefer,

John Brenner took the position that the church's busihess was
Private affairs, AAd while the church operated in the publie

it had no contact there, FEor example, Bechtold (Davigd Runge’s
'predecessor) would call up in the 50's., We were having trouble
with the Boy Scouts question at the time. Bechtold would call
Brenner and say, "What exactly is your position on the Boy
Scouts?" John Brenner would say, "This is a private affair, ©

and bang,hang up the phone...{ This was kind of a current for

us and Naumann caught it., Ve were very much afraid of the Press, |
that we would be misquotgd or that the press might note under— :
stand what was going on,

Against the backdrop of that tradition, WELS relations with newsmen g
were at a watershed in the early 60's. It was being discovered that

newsmen could be accurate in religigus matters.

overnight. Even now Prof. I. Habeck recalls from the same era an in-
dication of the dangerous press,
Runge!... Ve had some run ins with him., Once we turned him
out of a cloakroom, ?e was trying to listen in on an execu-
tive session meeting,
Perhaps we are not there yet.
The last word in such a discussion, then, is why., Why are the

news accounts generally speaking accurate. The reason perh@fs is that

the newsman's style Particularly in Pre-advocacy days was one less
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given to inaccuracies than the churchmen“sg Gcanting the highly'specuw
lative nature of such a statemnnt the thcught 5till bears consideran,

tion. Tor the newsman's resp(on51billty was to present thc factsﬁ to

‘record the events, the churchmen s to preqent ldeas and be alert for f

1deologlca1 1nnuendoe It was the newsman's business and success to pre-
sent the facts and svents ccrrectly, It is true that there can be ncl

absolute lelsion between the disciplines of events and 1deas, of &eedc
and ana1y51s, yet there no doubt was an emphasis, a technique and styie,
a 1imitation of scopep which for the newsman tended toward accuracy,

{These articles also demonstrate how newsmen are often happy to pre- ;
sent the ideas of churchmen Verbatim from official releases if of sufn
flClent quallty )

What can such accuracy mean in a limited historical settingg The

real question is what can such accuracy mean for me in my generation.:

I had the privilege in 1961 of 1living in six year old contented 1gnorance

o* world events transplrlng in that yeara Accountablllty was no doubt
fast in comelng and soon I was at the age when I could say "Wisconsin
Synod” with the proper though+ful Furrow to my brow. Yet years ;

would pass before I would learn what it meant . “What is the difference?”

was a question always poorly answerede Were those who live through the

days when our church was marked out once more as a dlstinctive body in
Luthezandom too tlred to tell? Were they ignorant of their story?
Why was the story always too complicated to be addressed”

Perhaps it was that the story was toc thematlc; L‘huarzchmen«,teil.l
their storiae with ideas. Doc trines marked us out as a body in 1961
But did not events, as well? And is not the story of the events a sim-

Pler one to tell? Does it not eventuaily too in due time give a strucf

ture for the ideas?
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An accurate account of the evemtb‘proV1ded by newsmen of the chureh
relatione debate as our synod severed relations with Missouri is &
structure which my generation needs, We can't remember the headlinesé
from 1961, Bﬁt we can read them today.

'Pinallyg'what kind of éccuracy do the news accounts present? Tf‘
they are Tact- or event-oriented invdistincti@n from conc epﬁmoriented
acc&unts” they will have a certain degree'of detachment., They are s E
viewpoiﬁt aparﬁ froﬁ that of my own traditions., The news accounts aigo
prov1de the bauls‘¢or qpeuuidtlve insight 1nto the WELS publlc image at

i
i

certaln points in its hibtoryn In fact to the WELS member 1iving in

'Milwaukee the accounts from the Journal and.Sentinel woul&vhave been the

first word he received about his éhurch“s hisfory being madé.a few
short blocks or miles away, Did the front rage exposure -of this phabe
of WELS hlbtory bhape the public’s view of this body? The newspaper {
accuracy was the kind yhich Places these events into a historical set;
ting. These were two weeks which saw the Firqt Russian orbit the earth,
the construction of the Berlln Wall, and another momentous State Fair
take heaallnes,v The newspapex accounts offer once again that kind f

of stepnbymstep presen%ation of events otherwlse lost in the ideas and
concepts and lboUEﬁe If accurate they can be a proper b351slfor kindling
respect for or criticism of the WELS handiing of a criticalbsituationgﬂ
This:is the kind of accuracy which frees the student of historyvfrom

the fear of having a one-sided approach and the susp1c¢on of subjec~

‘t3v1ty by any historical criterion.
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1iI. Use

|

A conecluding word is in order te explain the material in the
appendices of this paper. The appendices have been added because I be-
lieve they are the more valuableé part of the work represented by this

paper. Largely the articles in Appendices B and ¢ were transcribed

from-micropiims of the Journal and Sentinel at the Milwaukee Public
Libtrary. |

I have avoide& lengthy or frequent quotation from any of the ;rtim
cies-in the body of the paper for four reasons: Firstn my thesis ﬁas
simﬁly a demonstration of thevessential éecuracy of the news accouﬁts
as they compare ﬁith the offical releases (Appendix D). (Incidentaily
I had hoped with thé coméarision to present as full an account as pos-
sible of material which could have been supplied by the minutes of:the
conventionv) Second, I expect to find the material gathered here ﬁuch
more useul *6r future reference 1f let in more easily identifiabie
form as appendices. Third, the value of available extant news accounts
far exceéds a. particular evaluation regar&ing thelr accuracy whichzany
student of history would wish to make for himself anyway. Four, pfee
sentation as distinect appendices allows the reader more readily to
evaluate. the s%yle and. technique of the respective religious depart-
ments and thelr editors,

Appendix A.ils a collection of arﬁicies from 1950-1960 from the

Sentinel and Journal with references to the Wisconsin-Misoursi church

relatlons problems., This collection is not comprehensive., It does

represent the complete collection of clippings from the Milwaukee Public
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Library Humanities Desk c¢lip files of Sentinel and Journal material

pertinent to this limited area,
i Appendix B is Sehtinel coverage of the 1961 WELS convention,

~ Appendix C is Journal coveragé of the 1961 WELS convention.,

e

e Appendix-Di-ts-a-collection-of -the WELS-news releases from-its
1961 convention.
Appendix'Enis'the WELS Committee on Doctrinal ZUnity report .to tbe
1961 convention, |
Appendix‘F is thé Missourl Synod convention report of events

which took place at Wisconsin's 1961 convention.
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Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod and Lutheran Church-Missouri. Synod

APPENDIX A

Milwaukee Sentinel and Milwaukee Journal Articles Regarding

Relations
from 1950 « 1960
(selected articles)

synod gpproved & “comion wnfﬁg-

gion” of faith, a doctrinal agrede
“ment to be submitted te the Amer
jcan Lutheran church, at the clog-
:Ing session of its convéntion Friday
afternoon at Concordla college, The
resolution was passed by an ave4r=

whelmmg majontv

" A member. of! the e1ym‘;d’sz com:
mittee on doctrinal ‘unity describdd
the step as “the first rung In hhe
ladder bridging the gap” between
the two church bodies. Other dele-
gates said it was - “historic.” ~The
groups split in 1881 in a Contr .
versy over predestination.-* :

The synod has a membershlp of
.1,756,000 and the American Luthelf-

an church lists 689,227 on its rolls‘
If the two groups unite, they w1l
have a total membership of Trofe
than 2,400,000 members, the largy
est single Lutheran church “body
In the United States.;"The United
Lutheran chureh, with 1 ,818 822
‘membcrs at present 13

- Untformity to Be Sough ]
"Anqthsr -resolution at. the,

?%ntmnr nstructed f

four vice- pre51dents and presldentﬁ
of the 34 synodical districts t6 co
fer with President Emmanyel, Po
pen. ofj_- the' American '~.-’Luth

Jtrict: presuicnts “These. men wou
‘attémpt to see how. Aniforrhi ¥:in
chirch ~'pract1ce could [395) 1
about, - ‘§
2 Ther, conventxonmtate
Lviction that:thé's : Missour s§no§
shbuld “seek ‘& od, pleas 1 unity
with “all ‘Lutherans” ‘andthat
found-“nothing’ thqt dontr‘

the Scnptures iny the: Yc

gonfession,”

greement 1n “ita nanonal @.o 1,
tion in October in Columﬁ)us, Ohfoq’k
-the-"common - confession’ willihe
recognized ‘as “thq statemem; ofy
- agreement'’. on” cevtain_,”doctrm’ 4
,“between us and “the "Amg};l
Lutheran church e

*_.I'he “common confcqsion_ itsel]
enumerated these subjects tn whity

the  committecs . from : the iwa
groups expressed ag).eemont God1
marn, ‘redemption, elr*ctxon,_ mcan}_
of grace, justification, conuemqn‘
ganctification, the church, the, minn
istry. the Lujheran con[esswnsg anq
the. last thmgs (such as Phei gt

Judgment) ; 7]

* The synod’ conventxon hﬁlowq
the possiblhty that ; addltlcma

same manner as the present cons

tession” may be submitted to. bot_h
. church bodies for adoption, . ;
- A member of the commi{iee Qx{
- doctrinal unity assured the fonvery
| I'tion,” however, that all doctrines
‘previously at issue between the two
churches were treated in the’ ‘docite
ment adopted. Othel speakers
pointed out that doctrinal discus-
gions age continually’ in. progress
within the Missouri synod and.that
such’ discussions, no doubt, would
continue with the American Lus
theran church on a formal and inl«
formal basis. o "
«, (ioes to Other Synods "
A third resolution provided that
the synod submit the newly accept-
ed document to fellow members of
the Lutheran Synodical conferende
“in order to secure the conscnt'™: of_
these  three synods (Wisconsih
gynod,: Slovak synod and Norwe-
‘gian synod) to the course of, aqtitm
adopted by the Missouri synod.’
‘The .convention asked Dt 8Behn-
ke to inform the presxdem of the
. Americar Lutheran church,ofjits
~gction and- to request him, 3f -4
Amerlcan Lutheran church agts -
! favorably.on . the document,tc
{place the’ agreement bcforgih sis:

PR,

i !‘ ;
Al ] ggreement dlq n%t es-m
i&iblis, hurch: fellowship. with. the’
Ameri¢an:Lutheran ehuirch; 1t a0
rlzed ihe president df -
1rl»zsyn0d “whén by the’ grage of
' verythmg necessary for’ fel-

Kaw%p hag been” ;\ccomphshed ”

Unti] ther,t the resolution starq
J!*1i0 action ig o be taken by any
m;mbcr of the syrod which would,
overlook the fact that we ar not

statements - foriginating? in; théA i



_ Ajné bup- 3 ;
. guit'the Miasourl the Las
theran chuwgiﬁ Eecnﬁﬁiﬂt lu “‘ID@

gonsl synod; " dongeryative Tu-
“thergf zzroup Whose ﬂtrunghol& ia
Milwankee, ~Such s move wolld
. Wwiden further the breach belween
'-‘Wmonqm and ‘Mi

o Jo“m ‘Bremwr pastn;
of St..Johw s E‘vangehca‘i Lutheran
church here and president of the
Wisconsis synod, refused to.coms
‘ment Monday on ‘reports that the
new : Orthodox Lutheran confer~
ence wag'gecking to afflhate wx’ch
ths Wisconsin synod.
- “The matter is undeveioped and
confidential - until  the, organiza-
tions themselves have had an op-
hnrtunity 10 act "’Mr “Br enner
#aid, .
The Orthodox J_,uthecan confe:=
ence was fornmed last September at
Okabena, Minn,, by & group of Mis--
gsouri synod, pastors The new con-
* ference.met again “last week  at
Crete, 1, and: fired a new biast,
! chargmg thP Missouri synod w1th
“a high handed, Bible defymg apmt
©of church d\cratorshxp .

10 -Ministers Sewded

H. A. Strumpler, St Loms Mo,
# -gpokesman; for the new group,
said three congregations and 10
ministers had. joined thug far.
- Seven-more congregations are pré-
| paring to-secede from the Missour]
- gynod, he said. Tha,\ﬂr*thodcx cons
ferenee has no follower v
- Missourl synod. church
“waukee, | Missourt -a7l
synedy churchas :
#trong here’ -
he Jnew 7 :
“gtatement chargmg that. "vnssou v
lsynod‘ officials. . s usi oo]
'propei‘.flncti’cs o keog
grega@ons unthm the fold. 8
i the- synod was “invading" congrefar
'tlon Ttaking over: thelr mtelnaP:
government and even thréatening:
to deprive them of theix property.’s
The conference promised to "také,
.an open stand against anythmg"
‘that amacks of hlerarchlal governsf
‘ment” - R o) oL HON

] onfmlon” ‘nnﬁiss
i The, "Missourd symd ahez{ate
“this group last vesr by Bdontmg
the *‘common confession,”: z gé
eral atatement of dOLtllnP‘ rdmwn
up’ té promote agreement amik g
severa] branches of the Lutheraw
nchuzch The confession statément
"iwag to pave the way for unity with
the Arherican Lutheran church? ¢
wag répudiated by the Wxsconvsm
. syhod, however, which is associatd
“ed with the Missouri synod in-a
“group; valled the Synodical cod-
ference; The future of this confers
°rent.e assomatmn is now canqiq red
doubtful, g P

The breach between the Wiseon-:
#ingnhd Misdours synode swas
widened here. on Oct. 24. when =
; group bf Wisconsin synod churches
refused to join with Missouri synod
churches in building 8 new Milwai.
-kee Laitheran high school. "Accept-
- ance of- Boy Scout: ac‘timt;e‘
"Misseuri synod’ éhurches 1
bams ot much- dxsawreemm

mem Bs''Ne Surpx'iae’

" A Missouri 8 ynad spoKesmal
gaid Monday ' that the rumored
Tinkup ‘between ihe ilew Orthodox
conference: and the. W]scmsm
synod “would come as no sur prise.”
He said Missouri synod leaders
knew when thé common  confes-
sion was adoptcd that if would
drive out & few more. conservative
members, and that the Wisconsin
8ynod. was a natural place f thcm,
10 go. ¢ - !
“The fellows who or gamze 1,hah
group were always more Wisconsiny;
fsynod in their thinking, " Hessaid.
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’I‘he smp]&é g di«pu?e ‘beg
tweem thé Misgour! and Wiscon-
sin Lutherah s ynods had a fresh
erfiption. T}xumﬁav with a Mis-
souﬂ aynod ‘blast at iis. sister:

h‘p ch for eausmg & “state pf mna
fusx 1™ 1o intersyhodical affairg)

e Badger Lutherdn, & Mil
wﬁukeé publication of the Luther-
LA ;church -Missourl synod,
chh ged that students in. the Wis-
. consin, synod's ‘theological sermi-
na}'y at, Thién illehad been de.
nied p&tmis{ )3 o ist at
altar m M\g@p ynod
tmns X :
-IThe- ﬁ’,’vo synods ate partners in
the Lutheran] synodical confer-
ence and have had altar and pul-
it fellowship for maeny years. The
Wisconsin synod hag tharged the
"Missouri synod with un-Scriptural
“edntuct and-Has' ‘threatened; to

infer .

tiont
srgag :and w'
\bel; 1956. 3

voukee, wce-pxesineni iof y

cod, xald action. was postponed be-

noeuse” “everybody is tense. now?
na *h %ﬁbp

glkedtorleavd, prodicad. a dental
' idée; had ey bt ’

Presidem Naume o o,

negotiatmns viaghich haye
place botwem theé stmurﬁ

ters to all mdependamﬂ, oﬂgt\ "Vﬁ%
tlons in the synod, many of whxch
reportedly had lower .salary!
scheduleg than: thosa of. mmsx
churches, 7

The meeting, held at the Nortm»
western‘ Publishing house, 3624;:
W. North av., was attended by
about 100 heads of. boards, depari=
ments and institutions of the -
synod. from 15 states, L
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‘ %SFs at s paatoral c@nfe:«-
1gnce Wedneﬁd’%y hurled back‘ 8
|charge that the Lutﬁjmﬁhm{ghﬂ
/sts.oun ri 8% .15 0.4.. by dmcussmg
docttme and otherwise co-operat-
ing with other Lutheran church|’
bodies, was causing a break with
its synodical conference partner,
.the Wisconsin synod.: :

~Tha Wisconsin synqd haa @on~’
de.mned the Missouri $ y o d s
lstanqi 28, “unionistic!’ {(seeming: tov
[Indicate unity where ne.unity.in
fact existed), It accused the Mis:
souri synod of breaking fellos

i

!ship. and” said - that . unless. ‘the [

iMissourj synod ch&nged itg stand
ithe Wisconsin synod would:s thhr
draw from its historical payizer:
shxp in the modica!‘mnx

SR

- Pane}"Sesston Held
* Points in the dispute were dis-

cussed by ‘@ panel-atis, mesting]"

of the‘Missouri syned's soyth
Wiseonsin district pastora.l gon-
‘ference at the Luth ter,
.111'-3 W. State st,
- Prof,” Elmer.Moeller: ¢
cordia college. ‘gaid that

‘Wiscongsin synod carrled ity Lt
threat thaf group and‘_not ‘the|":

sxble for the. break. -
"Profs Moeller” and:?
bpeakerg q§3f§nded;; 1§ Lomm

!inal decis!on on. whether
brpak ties with- tha Lutherm,

Qhurch»}ﬁ ggmj §vnu& wiu bel
‘feachad 8t & recessed cmwennl
au or. ‘Wiacnnsm Bynod Lu-!
'nrans nt Watertown Aug 21!
a.3 it waa ‘Announced Fridny
16 Wipconm!m Eymad hvm'
b P merking’ tlmw 1t
p&sbed i1t " resolution, mt gZJ
naw Aug A7, 1965 thleawnhﬁ{‘
break wtik nnGCuA vYEr It
long Atanding doctrinal disagr ee-,
ments, ‘At that time, most o ﬂleu.
gateﬂ thought 4t Dbetter not to’
“sevér relations. untll Missouri.
‘had, discussed Wieconsin’a attl-!
tLde in its national conventlon.,
:The: Lutheran  Church - Mis-
- igourf Synod will dfscuss the dog-i
<tzinal {ssues at its national cop-|
‘vention at the Municipal .Audi-!
iforium, 8t. Paul, in June,

eetmg @f Pastors
ites Sgefweenﬂ ,

RQUQ |

com‘eqsiun, a’doctrmal stat
m‘iopted} ’bf‘ thg. Misgold: zv,,w&
and tha Atherican Lutheran
chugeh(ALC), and which the
Wissconsm svnod has ashed
Missourl ynod, to reject.’:

“The Wisconsin synod's reque i&
is “unreasonable, unfair and. ud-
scriptural,” said Dr. Henry A
Grueber, pastor emeritus of Tru(xe
ity lLutheran’ fchumh., “?gt.'jg :sbem

yondmamark;,a
ist thati ¥ withi

0Ca >

F Members of the two Lutheran
- igroups, - which have . shared
jehubeh fellowship In the Synodi-
xgal Conference, have long. been
RE “oide over guch 1ssues s Mis
souri’s merger negotiations with
Jdodies clalmed to -be unserip-
‘tural, {oleration of Beouting, ac-
ceptness of the Common Con-
fessionm, - ete. Wisconsin Synod,
Lutherans belleve the Bible for-,
bide Joint worship by church’
‘bodies who are not, In eomplete
doctrinal agreement, !
: The Missours Synod denies its:
aetlons have not been in accoxﬂ|
‘with the Scriptures, and have:
‘continually asked the Wisconsin!
Synod {o re-examine itz position,
The conventlon in August wili
"bﬁa held al Northwesteprn Tole
‘lege, where the complete break
s W48 nearly proclaimed in 1853,
frm «coilege ‘wilk also dedlicate
ifte - new refectory, dormitory,
ireciiatlon building and cnapeiﬂ
l“ Dﬁhi?n hetwseaw . ¢the A,

hetwepn - the yepre-;

'Efmwvas of the two uynads
hag - heen dormant sines  ihé
mﬁﬁmwmﬂmm @ﬁmirﬂdhj

.called off fhig year,.. ...

ot hiliae wg un VI TIUPIIPIN
fassion, etc. Wisconsin Synod
Luatherans belleve the Biple for-
plas: {olht: worship™ . ohurek!
Dodlés who dre it in <:omplenmi
doctrinal agreemem

*-Tha Missourk Synqd denles 1ts'
actions have not- beex in accord,
with' the Scriptures, and have'
continualiy asked the Wisconsin’

- | Synod to re-examine its pomtion,,‘

- The convention in August will

|be held- at Noithwestern . Cols!

lege, where the complete break
was neaxly proclaimed in 1953,
The - cullege will also dedicate
fts- mew . refectory,: dormitory,
recitation bullding-and chapel. .
Debate hetween - the repre«i
sentatives  of the two synoda
'hag beem dormant since the:
Saglnaw convention.: The tradie

itiona} Misericordin confersnce’

here, usually. ‘eld: aftar Lent. by
pastors of the two synods, wa.g

REFRTS A



'\'Ixssoun Group Move
- Considered Bld to
. Mollify Wzsconsm

Church Body

: By DAVID A. BUNGE

: 'Ot The Journal Staff .

i "St. Paul, Mxnn.nDelegates to
«the convention of the Lumg;an
{c.gurch-i\dtssoun “2y'nod unani-
/mously" approved = Monday - the
icommon confession, a statement
fof doctrinal agrcement with' the
-Amer.ica.u, Luthera: n church
(ALO). - JuN 26 1055 -

- The resolu on was’ obquusly
aimed at mollifying the Wiscorn-
sin synod and preventirg the dis-
tuption of the Lutheran synodical
conference, of which the Missouri
.and ‘Wxsconsm synods are mem-
bers., -

. 1t referréd to the proposed
merger of the Evangelical Lu-
theran- church (ELC), the ALC
and. the United Evangeltca!. Ly
theran church (UELC) in & @ew
denomination scheduled to.come
into existence Jan. 1, 1860..Under|*
the merger the ALC will no
longer be an independent body,
and ‘presumably- could not con-
tinue negotiations w1th the Mis-
soun synod. .

A rAsK Doctrine Parleys

' In another resolution the dele-
gates suggested that conferences
with other members of the synod-
ical conference -and with ' Eu-
ropean theologiang be held with
the goai of drafting a new state-
ment of doctrine which would be
acceptable to synodical confer-
ence members, .. ..

After the action, whlch fol
Jowed less than half an hour's de-
bate, the entire convention rose
‘to its feet and the 1,000 delegates
together sang “Praise God: From
Whom All Blessings Flow,” = |

The Rev, Oscar J, Naumann,
.8t. Paul, president of the Wiscon-
sin synod, who was {n the gallery

adJoumed conventlon Aug
23 in. Watertown, Wis, , ¢
The . carefully . worded. “réscy,
lutions were- presentéd by the
committee on doctrinal and'intew’
synodical thatters, which:had re
celved more than 20 resolutxons‘

-: |on-the question, some‘of whic

demanded that the Missouri‘s T
od admit ite “error“and repudi
ate the comimon confessign, "/ !

The comrnittee ffered: 4 redo
lution instead which said that'the,
common confessmra ~ghould:’

harmony thh tho sa,cre(i - Scrips;
tures and the Luthera confes

sion” that the common confeséxor{
had failed i in- s Orlgmal purpose{

‘A -motion ta. that efch a.x
overwhelmmgly defeated. s Y

In its second resclution the Mis:
sourz synod pledged in the futurel
‘not to enter discussions ‘or ne-
gotiations -with other Lutheran
synods™ without first ‘informing:
other members of the synodical
conference and inviting them to/
participate.” - ;i

The Rev, William H. Kohn, Hy-
attsville, Md., president of the
southeastern dxstnct and former-!
Iy of Merrill, Wis., said that’it
should . be 'made clear that.the,
Missouri synod was notwaiving
its right to negotlate thh othax'
synods, - -

“Prof, Martin H, Franzmann,, )
Concordia theological seminary,
St.Louis, and formerly of Watep-
town, Wis,, praised the ‘resolus
tions for introducing a “spirit of
repentance and chomty” between
the ’synods° ;

Earlier Monday, Dr. Fredrik
A, Schiotz, president of the Evan

gelical Lutheran church, Voics

during the voting, said afterward
‘he believed that “in’ general,]
‘we're rather well pleased with,’
‘the action, especially with -thej
.spirit in which it was done,”

' Some Want Repudiation

. -He indicated that members of
tha Wisconsin asynod might. can-
help. !h[eﬂ»gj(«@ W,& mt . 0f

'3

~,Spirft,

- By JAMES M, JOHNSTON
Hfmtiml Staff. Wﬂter

W "I“ERTOWN. Aug 21—~
{Special The‘Lut

ChurcheM ssourﬁ i Syrnod was
prﬂé‘é‘d Tiesday for its thange.
of “heart “toward the:'Wisconsin
Synpd’ Tutherans, but indica-}
tiong“wére thai someé: Wlsaonsm
|Synod leaders will still Insist on

‘a2 break in relatlons between the/
wo” svnods, _as’ the: Wisconsm

Bynod opened Its rncessed conw
ventlon*» IR ”
“The -Lord, through Hls holy
“has brought: about. a
rchange i ‘the Missouri. 8ynod,”
declared- the Rev, Dacar J.Nau-
mann of. St. Paui 'Wisconsin
Synod pr\esxdent Ty
s A .change in doctrmal inter»
pretatlon by the Missouri Synod
is what the Wisconsin Synod is

i‘waiting for, he sald, adding-that
the Wisconsin Synod's 17-mem-|.;

ber »Churchi Union ™~ Committee
inaw favors contlnued aftlltatlon
'with_ the stsouﬂ Synod

i
‘lations, . cpmplalning“ ‘that. Mis-
gouri had ‘been ouit, of step Tn its|;
support of: the’ .Common Confés-

{gion, 8110w s hip negotlatlonq

with”other Lutheran; bodie
toleratlon oi’ Scoutlng.«
LPr

Confession

It hzid threatened to 'break res

ke Tm!hera World ‘Pedera:
tzrm ama’; the Cammon Confepsmn
are oppo&ecl by Zhe-W
Synod ).

Indicati’ ,‘thal the’ commit«
tew’s’ recommendstion - for con-
tinued: negotiat!on Wwill ‘meet op
positiont. appeared, However, drt]
¢r: President Naumann reported
that seven out of ning distriets
tavored »i continved affilla.tlon’
with "~ the Missourt’ »Synod
“The.presidemts of the- two dls-!
senting districts,..the. Rev. Paul‘
Albrecht: of  Bowdle,* 8. Dy of:
the - “Dakota-Montarg “District;

‘land the Rev, M. "*Witt of Spo<

kane, Wash,, of the: Northwaat
Dlstrict volced nonwconcurrenge
‘with the: unlon commitiee’s - re-
port‘ ;
R Y am certainlv goxng to- conx
s!der }lour evaluation, but:T res
serve the right, {o disagree am!1
‘oppose the regpft “.'~said the -
Mr., - Aibrecht, \

Churcb of
Evange ica




Lutheran Council Sa

i

Py P4
Convenrng Body Asks

" That Missouri Synod
: 'Recon sider So Unity
Talks Can Be Held

The Natronai Lutheran coun«
crl Tuesday, résponded with
“surprise and regret” to the re-
fusal of the Lutheran churchy|
Missouri synod 16 dlscuss umﬁ
propm T
. At the same hme, the councxl
expressed hope that the Mis-
souri synod would reconsider,
“so that conversations looking
toward a solution of the present
fragmentation of this witness
may not be unduly delayed.”
-.There are 16 separate Luther-
-an ‘bodjes in. the United States.
‘The council represents eight de-
‘nominations wrth a combined

_;membership of more than five
‘miltion persons, The Missouri
’ ]synod ‘Wwith 2,228,000 members,
is the ldrgest Lutheran body out-
'slde the council.

e Holdmg 415t Convention
g letter to Dr. John W.
9Behnken, §t. Louis, president of
! the Missouri syned, the council |
Xaid. that all Lutheran bodies
1vwarr: ‘no-lesg .concerned than

the. councﬂ have no' choice buf
to proceed by themsslves” io
study and lay piahs for the paf:
tern of Lutheran cn-opemtron m
the} years“ahead.” e
. Two speakers ’I‘uesdav mght
praised the fole’ played by the
council in producing such co-
operahon as has been-achieved|.
between Lutherans in this coun.
try.

Dr, Alvin N. Rogness presr
dent of the Luther Theological
seminary, ' St. -Paul, Minn.; said
that  without, ‘the councrl ‘the
Lutheran: church would have

aniiue ong & n oth Py ’“for the
anity . that.ma¥ be hidden' by
digagreements or misdndes
standings - which may. not :in
‘themselves be divisive of true
Chtistian fellowship, or, if they
are, 'may by .conversations ‘and
understandmgs be removed.” 1;
" Earlier, ‘the “counci} elected:
Atty Harold Ls Vander, South’
St; gaul, Minn.; ag its new secre-
tary. Ha is the fxrs\‘, Yayman ever
elected'ta the post, Fred C, Eg-
gerstedt,. New . York, g retited
ﬁ,a nke I ‘was re- elected treas-‘.
Irer. .

'
REE ]

béen crippled by thé many criti-+
cal tasks which. it faced, L

- Speak at Dinner o
. Dr. Carl E. Lund-Quist, Gene-'
va,'Switzerland, executive secs
retary of the Lutheran World
Federation, said that one by-
product of theg council was Lus
theran participation the
world-wide ecumemcal mov&
ment, .
They spoke at the anmvern

»Journal Slaft -

The National Lutheran ¢oun- |
cil Tuesday elected Dr., Nor-
man A. Menter, 60, of Berk-
ley, Mich,, its new president.-
He succeeded the Rev. F. Ep-
pling Reinartz of New’ York
city. The council i3 meeting

at the Astor hotel. !

- |similag circumstances.’

,ﬂ.be ‘Missouri - synod over ihe
sguestion of doctrinal soundness.
The council js holding its 41st’
‘ gannulnl convemtron at t.he A_:tor
" Dr. Paul, c. Empxe New York;
‘executive director of the coun-
cil, said in the letter: “However,
~we ‘have the conviction that
pmgress toward further Luther-

£

L

sary dinner of the council ats
tended by about 400 persons in
the Memorial Center. The Mil-
. He said that no information: 'waukee National Lutheran
had been received from the oth-'Couneil Ministerium sponsored
er three synods. Presumablycthe event, -
their attitude would be the'.. Dr, Rogiiess saxd that grgan«
same as the Missouri's synods.,trc hostile forces were afoot in
he added. . : 3modem society,-seeking to de-
Dr. Empleu letter. shid that! ;8troy the church. In the facs of
under these circumstances, “the  these, he gaid, churches .imust
church bodies participating inire-examine themselves and ex-

council would have done uuder

ran co-operation on such & basis

jczm be best made through Lono
Nersatlon e

He added ‘“We deem thls
ftrme during which -several Lu.

eran bodies are remolding
h:hexr organizational life as hold-
ik ‘particular- opportumty for a
clamfrcat;on of position on this
;}submct ;which could be of im.’
mensexmutual beneht to all con-

; cﬂ n Came Earller S
he stsouri synod earlier in’
}the;j:iay had “respectiully ‘de-
cline;i” an invitation from the
‘eouncil: for exploratory’ talks
leadlng to possible affiliation,”’
SiDr. Empie, in reporting this
;development to the Council, said,
~ithat “the- Missouri - synod -had.
tdken-up the question with its
Fellow members of the synodxcal
‘gonference, the Wisconsin, Blo-:
walk.and Norwegian synods. Ha:
defended. this action as precige:!
Iy what any constituent mem..
iber of the National Lutheran

I

E

i



Continue Discus mgs, |
Luth@mn Symd Urged

souri  synod for " pmying thh :
Commxttee a On other Lutherang a& umly wne ,

’.. ferences,
WISCOHSRH hroup td in w:ummvﬁdmg; frzomﬁnued’

: negotiations, the floor) | commits)
Cany MS DOC&mai tee disregarded numerous- mk

: guesis . from pastors and.]
Ta kS to COR‘XL USlQﬂ members contepding that’ 2ixm
, - {ferences had conlinued . long
B Dmm& RUNGE
O‘"g The Journal Stafg - |chough, and that the Wiscon-
' Saginawp Mieh.—The Luther.|Sift 8ynod ghould immediately

An Wisconsin synod was urged sever relntmm betwecw the.
here Monday night 1o ‘cant;nue groups. Ry ABTT h it
discussions of -doctrinal diffes-
ences with the Lutheran church Approve Junior CO&Z?B i
(Missouri.synad) in an effort to].. Delegates approved without
avold an opef Break between a digsenting vote the establish.
ﬂii church bo’tdle?h W‘I tment of 8 two year coeduras
report toithe Wisconsin R
synod's ‘35th biennial -conven- ';f : ?é {%i;i?gucgigefsesan Mﬂwan
‘tion from the floor committee! The vcollege which will be op
‘on church ;m&onhsald TECENtlorated in ‘ronjunction with the
fdlSCuSEiOI‘xS a6, Shown 8 e yyicconsin Lutheran high schoof,
teptive attitude on the part of will train teachers for the syn
" 'the Missouri synod and should od’s parochial sehools. Yi
be continued and accelerated. Approval also was given for ﬂ
" Three Members Dissent 31,580 000 modernization pro-
‘The Wisconsin synod's repre- | BEam at Dr, Martin Luther trains
sentanves were urged to -con-|ing gouege for ieacnem nt New
tinue their efforts “unti} agree- Ulm, Mion, - - ¢

ment an doctrine and practice] Delegajes . apnmvcd DV?
has been yeached, or “until"anjwheimingly an appropriation of
impasse is reached and® no{$137.600 as the synod's share in
agreement cxm be br \;ught the cost -of sn sddition to the
about.t 5 -, chapel and student centey opers
Eig,hteen membars ni‘ the ated by the Lutheran Synedlcaﬂ
committee ‘on :Union  joined in conference at the University E
‘the fecommendation. . Thg’ee Wisconsin in Madison, -, "
members dissented, .. ~The namse of the. Lutherm
“The synods have more 'than Theological aemmary at Thisns-
100 congregations in the Mil-|ville, Wis., wag changed to the
waukee area. Both are mem- WlSCOﬂ‘-lﬂ Lutheran seminary.
bers of the Lutheran Synodical} * Northwestern Publighing
conference, . & hreak belween House, operated by, the synod
. them would threaten many|in. Milwankee, Tcported & sub-
joint wrlrara and educaﬁonal stantial increase in. busmem m,
prpgectb TR ¢ {the last year and madg & contri-
‘ Falsa D@rtrim Chargedl ~|hution of mora than $30,000 out

" Troubles between tha syrods gf ‘:E proms@‘m the synod's
Javalve the Wisconsin ,synod’s TERSUIYe Mo "'
charges of fals doctr lge dp A4
szster Bynod,
Snecxﬁcally,

i




f\nthlﬁ Luther;m - hureh
: Wl% h"y to mend the gmwiﬂg spdit;
b?twéén their synads.
" frhe jpresidents of thaik W syﬁ o
ods *met --here, Wednesday'' and
Thursday; and et Jan, 1215,
ihe time for the. conference. .
Northwestem

‘Thev"
Pubhshmg“ﬁmxse,
L

"BUmken, St. Louxq MO .,
p&*emdenﬁ of the Lutheran churchn
Vi u synod Lonferred for sev=

at the puhhshmg housei They req
suthied: theip conferenice Thursd
zmd Aléo atténdsd meetings.of the
tcxsyncmcﬂ'l ‘relations somrnit:
"t:lo.,ed méetmg’ atiended b,v
1sconsiny

erssourj, Slov&k 3
S mogs thch cornpmse *t.he L{;

e Wi .
idents afrot, N
jstriets ith

afd” e ateﬁ [

’ amawproxm#tely 50!

! ; Milwaiikea. area,[

yitN nuar,y ‘Wéeting grows oul)

chat"ges by the Wjéccmsm synuﬂ
43y

'e;;m 1t of the Synodxcal ponfez‘*a‘
bliediandhthe toritinuation of our]
affxlia,tmn ag-sister Eynods.” . The,
chirgey wére made at a spetxai
Wisconsin -ynod Lonvemmn held
Rere-Qet, 9,
o, The MlSSOUI‘J synod was acdused(
ia engagmg in “unionistic prace
tices”, by, dlscussmg merger -with
the, “American . Lutheran church
‘ahd ppruvmg acts of religious fef-
'hiwship w;th verspns of different
pelief, such';as Boy Scouts, joint
iraier, ’and pnhtary chaplamcy

i ,B lmken ) guest it the' Oct

Y meetirg, Proposed that the Wis-
vc‘unsm synod send

its h1ghest of-
- with Missourk:
s*yna pificers to see if the differ-.
eneds vould be settled, before the
syhods’ broke. theu* loug standmg
fel]owship

“Pastor, Naumarm Sdld ’I‘hursday‘
ﬂlat th,e Wxscans,m synod had con-
siderabie ‘hope for the Jar uary
grence. ;OY- 1 21933
.D pe for Understanding
he, act that wen ﬂre uﬂganiz

hd e snd pray that some
pdod wiiy ré‘me W0f 5t and that we
il beable to arrive at an under-
stariding., If we had ne hope we
wmﬂd vnoﬁ “he domg this,*"he said;,

{a expectéd, that the Jamyary,
@pn erenge of the - “synod oftlcem
will.be .Yollowed by - anqther £0Ta ]
Yerence which pastors anﬂ,}aymen

5 ?‘the) r)xarges is set(f‘or th@ 1954'

imay aitend;Fortal presentation’

o
DI

of Pxprésqerl doubt that th(» cone!
Iien ence of officers would have any
mm’kﬁd effect on the strained re-
,_gt‘ ns bew:ween the synods. Most.
'gxf’ ihe charge,g Hf #religiogs Gnion:;
ey hav& already'-_een, laig bf‘ﬂi

e The dlarges were pxesented laﬂ;
zmmmec:\ o the-highést authority.
Sk the! bt chy, the trienmal con-,

ienitlo

‘ay;nod}‘» and né .:.acﬂon was taken
d,

acoept 8 greater degree of fellowu"
ship:. with persons. of. pther
churches than the Wxsconsm synoa
believes is allowable. - )

+The Wisconsin synod heheves \i:'
should follow a Bible mJunotmn 1o
“admonish” persons who seem ic
be ﬂxrtmg with heresy, and then
reject and avoid them if they do
not. change their ways., - s

&




te: “betiw

ythernn GhitchMis-

Wacriptural ghureh i v 8 o-
,ticbas, the  Wisconsth :ﬁmmgel-
{ieal “Luthernd Synnd ~ghotild
suspend relations Avith' it def
legates. to, .the" Soptheaatern.
i Wisconsin ' Distriet tonventlon
‘Of the’ Wiewnmg_ Bynod. reg-'

ithe Lt vbommendeci Thursdayn
aouri ‘Synod persists i1 aﬁlsged :

‘tonvention, RYR

“pefore. full agreement'
trine 1s’ teache& SR
In 1956 the Wiaconsin bynodj

“Meeting ay the new Wisuonn
&in Lutheran High: 8chool, 336G
Glenvlew AV, the delégates

.recommended thelr Synod act

elther at it 1981 convention
if: Milwaukee ‘or. at g speclai

The disfrlct recommendation

lsin f’:?‘vangeucai "Luthéx‘an Syn

--»Miss ur;;:,mxd.have Tesched
fa. stalemate, #he Wisconsin 8y
gd” Commission on Dectrinal
Ifzattem reported “Monday

, fa,{*txvi-
@M Wieh ‘my_lve Jomt prayer

y sourd” it

high

" membérs in- mvcongregatio,s‘

1 pasfqrs_«A’ otal" q?}‘wﬂ 127 p i

empowered ity commission ‘to
discuss the differenbeﬂ with thel

Doctrinai Unlty Commission x‘)f
the Missour] Sytfiods. "

-Because Wisconsin has cona
tinued in rela‘tlonship with Mis-
as’ logt 3,100 com-
‘municants, 'i'the printed report
of. the’ ﬁyno& presldent, Osecar
71..-Neumann,. ‘fiscldsed. Also,
44 pastors, two professors, four:
school .: Instruetors,. 10
teachers: and ‘& majority - “of)

i hé picture 1!1 tha %outheaet»
custriqt 18 much 'brighter,

i : Halboth pastor of
Spe xatthew Lutheran' ghurch;
at ‘only has the dlstricr, lqst

greé{g joni erv‘ed by a3

niod dsy "sehools,

o ml Hiter hearing a report of
Ppedident, Carl:Lawrenz of the
L\;thwan :Theological . Serni-
nax’y in Thiensvme and, chair-
man of the Wisconsin Synod
covxrpxssion on doctrinal :mat-=
ters. ’ ;

r Freqment LaWrenz reported

§an "impdssc” had been reached
- the 10ng~standlng debate
with the Missour} Synod‘ He;
‘said In:a. recent conference,
Missom‘i Synod theologians de-
fended the participation. . of
their leaders in three ineef-
Inge with National Lutheran
Councll groups: :

@The Conference of Luthéran
Profesdors yof ‘I‘heology this
month, '

#The Natiornal L u t h eran.
Educational Conference in Jana;
wary. - . g

®The inter-synodlca.i Com~~‘
mittee on . Parish, Educatiom
Imeetmgﬂ in February :
I" “AJl of these are conférences|
between Missouri 8ynod leaders
,and—;leaders of. other Lutheran:
bodies with whom the§ are ot
in doctrinal 'unity and‘ hence
nrt i Confessional fcllowship "
Presment L@wrem reported

INVYTATIONS SPURNFD

- “0ur “Wisconsin bynoa mein
have been’ repea,tedly invited to
particlpate -in “these:; confer-
,ences The.meetings mentlonea
‘are in each case held within
4he ‘framework of deévotlons.”

The Wisconsin  8ynod, : Row-
ever,. has. declined 1n'v1tafions
because ' xegards themi -
“unionistic," President . Law«
vénz salds By, that,. the .Wis«
congin Synod ‘means the bodies
worship together without - fi f!
agreeing fully on.doctrinei: "
" “Unionism,” according ‘m
both Wisconsin and Missouri

i

uynoda is smful R B

CONCERI\I E‘EPRESSED

Meanwhile, the South Wis»
ccmsin District of the Missouri
Synod Thursday alsd expressed
concern over the strained te-
Jations and hoped for contmn
ued unior,™ .. - s
- Meeting "at Concoxma Coln
iege,. the Missouri Synod Dis-
trict >~ formally requested’
leaders of the Missouri Synod:
to keep the pastors In" south
Wxsconsin Informed in.writing
on " all. . doctrinal discusslpns
with the Wisconsin 8ynod.




"Synbd id’ (Lriﬁdm a

Clcrgymen of the Luﬂlﬁj’aﬂ
church-Missour} synod have erv
gaged influimdrdus Tunhionistie™

-practices in recent yeats,;
spokesmen. for the Wisconsin
Evangelical -Lutheran symnod
complained Wednesday,

Missouri synod represent&-’
tives denied the charges in gen-
eral although they acknowl-
edged some instances of con-
duct which, they said, could not
be condoned by the synod.

The accusations and the re-
plies were made at an interna-
tional conference of conserva-
tive Lutheran theologians at
Wisconsin Lutheran sen;
ThxensvxllM‘E UL 28
: A major part of the sessions
‘Wednesday and Thursday was
;devoted to.a review. of differ-
“ences between the Missouri and
' Wisconsin synods, the principal
:constityent bodies of the Luﬂ
themn synodlcal conference, .,

Accuse stsoun Synod .

+ The Wisconsin synod has ‘ac-
‘cused the Missouri synod of
“unionism” — that.is, engagirg
-in church fellowshxp with other
+Christians not -in doctxmal
agreement with them,
Specifically, it has ob]ected
{o joint prayer by Missouri syns|
od Lutherans at intersynodical
‘meetings with other Lutherans
outmde the synod,x,c
“eiice, T

The, dlfferences are vital "g]
Lutherans, who hxstbrically
have remained aloof i‘mm_ﬂose

“every Jpint expressxon,, .mahi-
festatlon and demonstratiori _f1
‘the ““common  faith’ ip.>which
Christians -on the: basis of thexr
confessioir find’ the selves ‘o)
be united.”, This includes w'nr-a
tually every area of chu
tivity, " including® prayer, n,wor-
ship, . church - work, ~ misslofis}

education and Chrxstxan charlty.

Opp()se-j Joint Praye :

The ‘Missourl synod, o
other hand, believes it camn
operate " with nthe;ﬁg. chif
bodies to & degree in scn-callec&
iexternals without involvin
self in’ church fellowship.

2. The Wis¢onsin® synod %
poses joint prayer With; outside.
ers in all-instances, Tt regardsil
prayer.as an act of worship.and:
an expression of existing umtyn’

The Missourl synod:, asserty
that Jomt; prayer may be: justln
fied in some instances if it con-
stitutes an admission that dif}
ferences exist and asks -fo¥
God's help in removmg those
differences. . oo :

The W1aconsm synod recej
]y reported an “impasse” in nek
gotiations between the twg
groups. The conference of thed:
logians seeks some measiire of
agreement before the biennial
convention of the Lutherar syn-
odical conference scheduled
‘here nexi week.. N 5

. The Rev, Trwin I Habeckug

iliwaukes pastor and first viee:,
presxdent ‘of the Wisconsin Synb
od,’ said Wednesday afternooti
that “we’ dare: not allow our:| -
selves to be carried away by
the spirit Df unionism.

5 “Warns' Against Zealots

He said that a breakdow
church discipline_could be_th

caussformy taw Tave]
{life inhe congrdgation.

Pastar Ha}ﬁedﬁ szud st(‘

houss, He-said thati* .our.,p -
jpose must be t¢ gaint sinning
rathgr: "
#In' an “obvious referepice ‘tg
the dispute over church fcllow-
ship, Pastor Habeck said ‘that:
‘‘obedience to, the Lord's com-;
mand does not mean that we
are denying the possibility or
the fact of existence of saving:
faith even in those with whom
we do not practice fellowshlp,




By DAVID A.RUNGE -

or The Journal Staff -,
! 'I‘he Wlsconsm “Evangelical
Lutheran synod requested clari-
ficatlon’ Saturday befors, voting
.on a plan to submit its doc-

trmal dispute with-the Lutheran |
hp_hm-ch‘Ml_sﬁggg,gynod to an in-
“ernational study. comm1s~norii;ﬁ0£_’J
-theologians. 1
{7::The" syriod %ele@é‘hon ¢au-
‘cused for an hour on the pro-
posai, which was presented Fri-
day night by overseas delegates
attending the 10 day conference
of theologians at - Wisconsin
'Luthernn semmary, 'I'hrensvrm“

“Cnn t Say Yes pr Ne”
. Prof, Carl Lawrenz, preﬁldent

of ‘the \seminary, then told: ‘the
conference that*his ' group was

' proved unanimously.,

not clear on several pomts wnh
regard to the resolution, '+ -
“We can’t say yes or no to the |y
resolution as it no lies before
us,” he declared, .- -
Picking up his lead a Mlssoun

synod delegate moved 1o post-

‘pone " action . until - Wednesday [}

night.. The conclave of theologi-|:
ans ended officially Saturday
noon, but-its members will:bé in{’s
Milwaukee for the biennial con.|;
vention of the Lutheran synodi-
cal canference Tuesday through}-
Friday at: Wnscon:m thheran
high schaol. :

The’ postponement ,wa

>

One reasan: for.- the réquest
was believed to.be/the: Wiscon-
sin synod’s hesztanqy tu agree to!

*lapproach was indicated.’

.|reached an impasse and that con-

rhrbhcal authorlty for the1'
tions, © %

“The Wrsconsm synod and the o
‘Evangelical: Lutherarn: s ynod|

of:unscriptural conduet j iy pray-
ag and working with Lutheran
bodies with which it did
;j‘,octrmal agreemen

i Bxble verses’ ‘werg quoted o ;

‘Clarlfrcatlon Is Asked by WlsconSIn Synod

further study unless a brand new

The synod told its membershxp
Tecently that wegotiations -had

|tinued discussion’ appeared to

be pomtless T

i ,-Bodres Are Confessmnai
/The synodical - conference

bodles are canfessional Luther-

‘ars and place great, emphaals on

ve accused the Missouri synod

have

.|has been’ removed, .
- prmcrple orin prar'fme .

back the charges Bui the Mis-]
souri synod says the, verses doi
not apply. The Synod of Evan-
gelical Lutheran Churches, the
fourth member of the synodical.
conference, -agrees in general

‘ thh the Missouri synad.

- Speaking :for. the Wisconsin

© {synod delegation Saturday,

Prof, Lawrenz said that the dis-.
cussions had “given us ne rea:
son to believe that the zmpasse :
‘either in

: Coyld Jeopmdrze Setup

A spokesman who refused to
be quoted said that unless the
-church bodies agreed to  con-l
tinued study, the future’ of -the.
'synodical. cohference appeared

‘| to be in seripus’ ]eopardy

.xssoluucm of the 88 yea‘r’ old:

‘conference would have manyx
‘ramifications, especially in Mil-|

waukee, where there are more
than 100 Wisconsin and Mis-
souri synod congregations.

1If the synods dissolve fellow-
ship, families whith belong to
both-synods could not.commune
togefher In theory they could!
not. even pray together, since;
the Wisconsin synod contends
that.prayer is an act of worship
and an nxpres.,lon of exrstmg
unity. .
The synods conduct numerous
joint welfare projects. The Home
:for Aged Lutherans in 'Wauwa-
.tosa’and the Bethesda home at

‘Watertown are examples. .
Pl e :



Revsse& :Plan
at! Synodgcq 1§ Pdrl

“May. Affect Fumx, of ,:.—‘,'

Confereme_. :
By navm&,nwam-
. Of The Journal Staff: .
Theologians from tha- con-|.
jervative Lutheran’ aynodxcal

sonference and .allied churches|;

;vexqeaﬁ asked Wednesdayi.
31ght for a revised - proposal}®™
timed at ending the impasse
f}ver doctrinal relations befween
jhe Lutheran _chureh: Missourl
{ynod and two smaller groups;
#The plan 8 scheduled’ for
' }resmtatxon to the 46th bxenmal
onvention of the synodical con-

ference which will end Friday; at :
Wisconsin* Lutheran highl*

school, 330 Glenview av., Wau-
watosa, Continuation of the con-
ferenice possibly hangg on_the
result. ?‘% MG & é ;
Charges 0f unscriptural prac-
tices have been brought against|
the Missouri synod by the Wis-
consin  Evangelical
synod and the Evangelical Li-
theran syned. The two: groups|:
object to joint prayer with other
Lutherans not in doctrinal
agreement with them.. ¢
Asks for Clarification
The - Wisconsin' synod . has
asked for clarification of & pro-
posa] from foreign delegates
calling for an internationai
study commission to examine
the dispute. At their meeting
Wednesday night the theo-
logians asked the synuodical con-
ference convention’s floor com-
mittes on doctrinal unity to
recomimnend a procedure m be
followed,
Lutherans, were deacnbed m
an address before the conven-
tion as being willing at any time

to enter into conversation con-|
cerning their faith with others|*
under circumstances that make|.

& true testimony possible, .
The statement wds made by
the convention’s essayist, the
Rev. H. J. 4. Bouman of Con-
cordia seminary, St. Louis, Mo.
He said that the ecumenical
(church co-operation) movement
was one of the most significant
developments of church history
and gave every ludxC&tIOxl of
being hers o stay, :
Sees Great Dissewica

“No professing Chnstlarx,, 6o
church, or group of churches
can permanently ignore it, . . .
All will have to make some con-
itribution to it, however positive
or negative it may be” Prof,

{s Asked ;

& |a norm to which,all of: Chnste;z-:;
1

- dom gzves at leust; hp servied,

Lutheran|

* | souri synod.

.Bouman said. - -
! “It is unfortunately true Lhat

(1t}* px‘aceedm s
L ztherefa;'e
@

churc‘hps
Ho tever

side of’zﬂumall radictory
theological pmphasis,:and: ecuy
menism that appeax‘s iz supgress

xehgmuq dlffemnces
fetsi

thefan doctr:meA as gcupie
becanse it was “Paged firm]

- Delegates gdop
mously 8 xesolutw
ing the conference’s: “mi;

board- to gxplore the: puusxbxlief
ties.'of beginning work’ amoilg
the Mohammedanl in ‘the har th=

were becommg Mosle,m

Dzﬂy
one out_: of. ten beaqmes, ) Pmtwi

medan are& of zrmxth i Nigeria,|
with & z-e*;i, houseé intd i
th

Ti 3
the EStabiishmem of @ misslom

|at Tema, which miy. become. thp1

Iargesf porf in West Az"'rica» and

of Ghana The Lupheran,;;
mens 1eague~ was ‘comyme
for sponsoring broadcasts of rha
Lutheran Hour tadig p);ogram im
Africa. - The-leagug i an' affill: 1
ate of the L Mis. |

4
R |
_ N ‘R? mep?eaenﬁg
ing the Missouri i syhod; the Rev, 3
Karl Krguss, Lansing, Mmhﬂ,v £,
the W’Asconsm synod,and the
Rev, Julian, A higad

? e
ﬁm gmemw ¥

theran Chumhes

next {wo years will-be the new
president; the Rev, Johr Danlel
of Bethlehem, Pa., . ‘tepresenting
the Synod of Evang$i!ca L\ly‘

g
& fourth mémbéy 161 theg‘




“of F'»*Doc'?'ci"’i‘nal

A ,;, Aﬁd«cks :

: Oyl The Jpﬁrnél searg i
¥ 7T convention of the Luther-
‘an. > aynodical : ‘conference. ol
#lapeed Friday to the accompani-
“ment of charges of delay in solv-
ing & doctrinal dispute between
individuel synods-of th‘e confer-

ence. I gxi o e S BER
The dabitd of A}%ﬁs Sdpg:t%ﬁq?;‘ﬂ

delegates approved a.rgsolution
‘calling @ recessed nieeting after
Easter in 1961, That meeting
il be develed “exclusive fo
the digpute, 100U i e
i Relations . between ‘the con-
Ftituent synods “have heen
‘strained ‘hy'.chargea’ by 4he
Wiscopsin', Evangelical” Luther-
synod ‘and’ the . Evangelical
heran synod that the Luther:
church - Missouri, synod: en-
u

et S

ipturdl practice,

éé‘.ffedtﬂedga the request of -the
precidents_of the four synods
angd the president and vice-pres-

it of ‘the synodical copfer-

She Tesolution calling tor the

theran churches allied with the

Dnsputeput OH TRH synodical conference. s

issiie was abandoned -and. thej

represénting conservative Luv
- 'The study had beer pmposed

as g means-of throwing new
light on doctrinal discussions

lconducied between the synods

of the conference, The Wikcons,
sin synod recently reported an
impasse o the discussions and;
wplied, that. future nepotiptions
woyld be poiatless.: ™
“ The situation prompted One|
delégate’ to express bis’ “sense’
of frustration that we couldn't
gef 1o this now.”. 0 0 a7

- The resolution calling for ¥
cess ‘was adopted overwheln
imgly. & e
' "Grim Pieture Painted . ©
<AL -8 - convention Session
‘Thursday, & grim picture was
painted of the conference’s edu-
cational program for Negroeg inii
segregated schools of the south)
sDelegates capped two hours
of debate by voting to close iw-
manuel Lutheran - colleps. ai;‘

Greenshoro, N..C. The resolu-
tion presented by the floor coma-;
mittee on . educational instity-'
tions agreed with a siudy coroe
mission - headed  hy.: the "Rev,
James, P. Schaefer of Milwaukee
that the institution was not ful-

. [filfing.the. expectations.of .the,

conference. .« .

1 Delegate after delegate called’

[for am end tn.th e training:ef
Negro pastors in @ segregated
seminary attached to Immanuel
college.” - 4 Jh o

“If we're gaing to work to-
gether, we should be trained to-
gether,” declared the Rev. Les-

., Tv._rm to page 10, colump A

.meeting said It was obyious that

\there -was. insufficient"time 1o
‘Jeal i with “the “central prob-
Joms:
lence!

ko

i

¢ Fract time and place
#: the recessed meeting will be
By the-officials, > oo
The Rev, Herman W. Cares
rest Allis:opposed adoption.

ofithe synodical confers

Pité- asked: T just wonder if we

‘gre 4rying -to” postpone some-

. Whing we-are afraid to face?”
The Rev
- char,

g

*Hisc

f
i
|
i

[convention began, - -
Study Ts Proposed .

.

dyhod. -

“Fdwin A Jaster, Ra-
1 \arged -that the: conven-
i, swhich has beeti in session
Jisconsin - Lutheran high
i ol sinte: Tuesday, bag wast-
Jd-valuable time." He said that
“gatimittees. should have begun
prénaration on the sensitive dis-
ta over fellowship. practices
iHetween, Lutherans before the

“syPastors Cares and Jaster are
‘clergymen  of ' the . Wisconsin

* Moments before the recess

:%Easf-.reques’ted the convention
approved a compromise ' pro-'
'posal-calling for a study of the,

dispute by foreign theologians

;ixe errkmgﬁ '
;‘C}}arlottg,

i"l‘l’(.rrﬁe:@v” »"'n -. ;
-spite incréading an
| offorfs by the president and
: ‘ological faculty, the collegs!
I,xokngnt.-sho‘wed a fonzta
Ucline” which tegched. gt
, ment, last year of 72-5B
| most of them. son-Lutheran
(- The seminary genduats
! ministezial students thisg e
jwas said, 4 1d “thereis nozin
] mediats praspect. of enrolis

| new ‘ministecial students af
| the ~tlose’ of the’ 1960-1§
I mchaol year.” 7
! Under sthe timetable:
!the convention the.schod
close after-the. spring




inF ellog&sbnﬁ

Syr}_pd' Cmup Regorts

.. An" impasse Btill “exis '.'hg}:
tween:the Lutheran church-Mis.,
i souri synod and the Wisconain,
_’Evangehral Lutheran _synod’ m?
the dispute between the church
‘bodies on questions of church!
fellowship,, the:Wisconsls syn-
od’s " commission on doctr:lnai
‘mat?ers :repmted here.;. 7.
. The commission - confended'
thar a Missouri eynod Ke*nem,

;containéd . in’ the  gamphlet
i “Four, Statememn .ox. Fellow-,
iship,*. was -the’ sate . in, sub-
.stance 4§ a prelumnarv study
document. . Changes in wordmg}
of the document, #if anything,:
‘make’ the objectionable views
| points on. fellowship even more,
:app‘xrent i the mmm;ssm ’-asw
Iserted )

.,filccusé(!g of Efn‘imﬁf}nm

. The 2387 000 member Mis-.
souri: synod . and- the .374,000
member Wisconsin synod are
the principal’ members of “the]
Lutheran gynodical conferénce i
The  Wisconsin synod “hag. ac
cused the - Missour synod ofJ
unionism, -defined ag worship|
with-.others . npt :in,. doctrinal;
 agreetient, in ita relations v.uth.
Lutherans outside the synodlcal
conference.

The commission, " headed by
the Rev. Carl Lawrenz presi-
dent of Wisconsin Evangelical
Lutheran seminary, Thiensville,
said that the same scriptural
principles governed every joint
expression, manifestation . and
demonstration of a comman
faith,

It said thls~app11ed not rorily
to pulpit and altar fellowship,
that is exchange of ministers
and welcoming members te
communiorn, but alse ta prayer
under any conditions, worship,
church work, "mxss1oxns,h,edh,\ca-=
‘tion and charity, - e e

Discussions to Be Resumed \

Specific objection has been
stated by the Wisconsin synod|
to some of the Missouri synod's;
practices in the latter areas, in-|
cluding co-operation with other
‘Lutherans in relief and othex

matters.

The Missourt synod. contends
that the propnety of 1omt prayex:
.is determined by the blLUdL!Ou,
-character, purpose and probable
- effect of the prayer. -

. Discussion of the synodq dif- |

‘ferences will be resumed at an!
{adjourned meeting of the Lu-|
itheran synodical conference:
-here May 17 t0 19,

Cuh

A, PO :
‘.I'h«m Ly?hemn synodical corie
ference ca]lpd a'truce Frxday in
t,he rdispuw over fhlae dqurme.
charges agamst 2 L‘ilfhETaﬂJs
church-Missour] g}gmd.ﬂ P g
: m, almost jthree fays of
debut e \delegates finally ap-
proyed & proposal from pvérseas.
theologiang which called for.a
restiudy.and, formuiatwn of .the
doctriné: involved, :"The . action
camem the final sessmxi of the
groups: three “dal, ;adjourned
cqnventlon at: Wxsconsm Luther~
it high school, 3366 lenvxevy AVY,
It appdrentlyd¢layed the
'prosr)ect of an open break {n.the

2,804,000 member . toriference;
compoSEd of the Lutheran,
church-stsaum synud; the ‘Wis:

inEvangelical: Lutheraxx
‘(Nbrwa_ ian i

; in
phr s‘itian s he sald
Behnkem t:cmtended

The: resent :d
(church anityy
thew Shockm

g eetmg corbe!
v the ‘sialler|
Approvai;

hom At didy,
mai " agreement

ot

%é,‘




Edltor Urges Bredkup
Qf Symnodical Group;
Says Top Members

:Are Incompatnbl

heran -éditorf 5. pro-|
posed that-the strife torn Luth«
_eran synodical ‘conferende: be
dissolved ‘and that its principal{L

‘thémbers, the Lutheran ¢hurch:

“Missouri synod and the Wiscon:

sin Evangelical Luthemn synod,§
Hshake hands, agrée like: Chrxf-a- der

itiah: gentlemen to:disagreé, an

’COr N N 4 %
S Eawardd. Bré‘%rs%orff made
ithe* sugge.,txon in: his

{'Typing-Opr Thinking,"sin th

:then go' their-way, without:rans h

ticle be {h

laymen’s group
: :J_Relatmns :

for several yeam

charges” that ‘the Miss

od engaged i ify false'do

working and prayin w;th
t

lishing’ i‘ull agreeme?t

Lutheran Men..
Wﬁcoﬁsm 1!

trme and practice.

.Beyersdorff

e hy fgu

'«;aul,“

?(5/(‘(:0@'\ .a_h.l

- |God for the continuation of the
: ponference of ‘which the' Mis-

he 5‘0uth WnSconsm dxstnct
b the Mhepan gburqg Mis—
ﬁoun synod expressed hope
‘&‘Ihursday for the preservation
of ‘the 89 year “old “Lutheran
synodlcai conference, which
Mas been threatened by internal
jdispute. - 5 ~JUN 2% "6‘5

& Delegates  to- the district’s
22nd convention at:Concordia

college ananimously .adopted a
gesolutxon offering prayers. to

souri synod and the Wisconsin|
Evangelical Lutheran synod are
the principal members, "

} Cailed Symbol of .strength
ia The resolutxon expressed the
“#deep rconcernrover
' possxble, gsults of a.
glxssolutlon of the ties between
thése gister synods” in the wel—
fare and educational field.’
oIt waaid . that " “the synodxcal
&onference for “severdl genera-
nons ¥, -has stood 8s a world
emer of orthodox, Lutheranism
Fmd favworld symbol of the
§tnength of that orthodoxy,”
The resolution . added that
struction of that center-and .
ﬁymboifmay have the most far
i;ea hing tesults in the lives of
‘many'nf Chrxqt’s‘ falthfui in ot

8 AWVis nsm synod has ac~
Ahe’ Mlswurx ‘synod ".of
e;doctrme in ;working ;and
Praying. with: pther Lutherans;
The . synochcaf conferencealso
dncludes the Synod of Evangeli-’
cal Lutheran Churches (Slovak)

ss?nod .(NorWeglan ]
Aftera iongdebate, d legates
ed in;tHe, final session of thé

four day dxstnct meetmg to e8!

tabhsh a- ful[ time,«presxdency

star tmg in "1963. A study com:
mittee report favoring ‘the
action was criticized because it
JTnoted that the district; under a
part time presxdency[ ranked
among the lowest in the synod
in communion participation,‘av:
erage aftendance -and.-rate of
growth. By a'majority vote, the
delegates ordered that state
ment stricken.:,

*The Rev, X—Ierbert Berner, pas
tor of Mount Olive Lutheran
church, said the committee had
not intended to empbarrass the
district. The committee ;noted
that the Rev."Herbert W. Bax-
mann, -district president, spent

163%, days a year away from

O st John’s - Lutheran church,

Plymouth where he 1s semor
pastor, . .¢ e em g o




Wisconsm Evangellcal Lutheran,
sy‘nod agamst the synod’s ]eg.d«
ershm iti_the doctrinal dispute
with the Lumeran church.Mls
sourtsynod. R
“=-Pissatl sfactxon With th§ syn!
od’s stand is sald to have beén
a factor in recent’ resignatxon%
of at least two of the Wiscopain,
synod's tlergymen and their
.transfer:to the Missouri: gynod;

Because:the resignations.

volved' key+posts. held by. ifidisi ©

viduals counted among the.: YT~
od's younger leaders; others in-
the synod have wvoiced goncern
that the church body w
some of its best talent.

The Synod’s stand has ‘been
protested in:several: xpapers
which accused ‘the synod of miss
. applying Bible passages to sup—{

,port its position. -

{# A central point in the dxspute o :
lpresident -of, Wlsconsm Luther«

| is the question of fellowship or.
; the synods’ relationship to other
| Christians’ and, spec1f1cally, th
i er Lutherans, .° - :

The Wisconsin synod
cused the Missouri synod, of
false doctrine. :The. Wisconsin!

synod- regards. virtually: every k

activity of the churches as an

-expression of faith ‘which, re~"

-quires . prxor aﬂreement on d
trine, . .- :

Liberai Vlew Taken
The Missouri synod takes
‘more liberal view." -
The Wisconsin synod has,
clared an impasse on this pomt.a
1t threatened to withdraw from,
the Lutheran synodical. confer»
ence, of which the synods, rep:.

resenting & majority of Luther- £

ans in this area, are the prm I~
pal members, .. .

That the crisis has arisen over
the Wisconsin synod doctrinal;
commmission’s presentatipn zm.
fellowship -“is indeed & trage-:
dy,” according to the Rev: Eldor:
Toepel, pastor of Jerusalem Lu-’
theran church here, In'a paper;
delivered ate°a pastoral confer-:
ence, he called the document in-)
defensible and its scriptural ba-
sis uncertain and inadequate, - .

"‘iavas accepted by the synod as

: tistic in nature....”

.“Whether ‘the wording suffices

. Northwestern college, Water-
. town, a pretheological - school

.who-issued a paper urging the

its confessional stand, “then. I\

to Lutheran identity, disowned
the Lutheran confessxons,' and
become & -sect that 15 z,epar@y=

“Regarding the practxcal ap-
plication of the presentation, I
would tonclude that it means;
that T could not.move, breathe,
and have by being, in the exer-
cise of my faith, in society, ex-
‘cept with such ‘people who
agree with me in every iota of
faith and doctrme,”’ Pasto: Toen
pel said. - FORTI N
The Rev. Oscar J.. Naumarm,

¢ presxdent of the Wisconsin syn-

od, said the, fellowshxp state-
ment was prepared;in theticali,

“form for committes’ digciission
‘and was not meant to-stand

alnngsxde the Lutheran confes-

- sjons and. other. hlstorxc docu= :

ments. He added: :
+ “We 'detinitely stand behind

¥

'the principles. enunciated ‘bes
' cause we are-convinced they‘are
:the hlstoncpj, scrm urat m]pr‘l.j

‘an.seminary, “Thiensville, ‘and
‘chairman of the doctrinal com-
nission, said the statement con:
fained a set of theses for discus-
sion”, in g particular . forum.

zfor another function’ is a ques-
on,,” ke said. ... . :

A Teacher Fears Strife

One of the clergymen who
Yesigned was the Rev. Dr. Rich-
‘ard Jungkuntz, & teacher at

operated by’ the W\scon'~'1n
synod :

Dr.’ Jungkuntz was one of
four Wisconsin synod members

ynod to give serious and pray-
erful consideration before giv-
ing official sanction to the doc-
trinal, commlsswns recom-
mendations. °

i “Unless this presentatxon 1s

tejected,” the. paper said,.

‘wxll split- the synedical confer-

fear we shall have lost our ¢laim|

nce {and) cause disorder,’ of-
fense_and strife that will bring
dowh the judgment of God.”? -
b Dr Jungkuntz accepted a call

cxded to change posts fo
basis o where I'can dothe

remgned as pasto
‘Lutheran® »schapel . !
centerof the Luthera gyn,
conferenca at the Un i

souri °ynod’s Con ordza
logmal
+-Pasty

jes” awardéck by'~ the :
of Wisconsin. in195
Iast year, he- ha

effectwely at 1;
d clme

Gér%sﬁigeﬁ
servative ly
leads.ystint
b “First .u(x,s)
seripture: pasg
texts " he said

said it was poor pohcy;“t ;
the Bible as an answer bdok.™ ¥

“It*1s’ entirely"probable “and
possxbfev that“two, peopl i
Ba't0 ithe Bible"with th
ques ty o) ﬁ conslden the
Bible' passages,”and,
different. answers,”he :s




APPENDIX B

Milwaukee Sentinel Coverage of the Chureh Relations Debate
in Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod*s 36th Convention
duzust 1961

Saturday, August 5, 1961
Saturday Religious Page
WISCONSIN LUTHERAN SYNOD CONVENES HERE TURSDAY

With the accent on a proposed missionary corps, higher education
and the ever present question of the relations with the Lutheran Church -
Missouri Synod, the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod will hold its
National Convention here Tuesday to August 17, One proposal %o be
discussed is a Christian Missioners® Corps,

(The rest of the article concerns Rev, Hoenecke's speech, our
practice of starting indigenous churches. At the end of the article
it continues,)

The question of continued relations with the Missouri Synod will
be discussed with recommendations of the floor committee headed by
Rev, Werner Franzmaan, editor of the Northwestern Lutheran. The
Wisconsin - Missouri situation has stood at a truce since the May meeting
of the synodical conference here, '

Wednesday, August 9, 1961

(Report on Rev. Naumann®s opening speech. His was a call to rally
around conservatism, Announcement was made that Rev., Werner Franzmann'®s
*loor committee would hold open hearings Wednesday and Thursday re-
garding future relations with Missouri,)*

Thursday, August 10, 1961
LUTHERAN UNITY - IMPASSE CGITED

Lead. The impasse reached between Wisconsin and Missouri Synod
Lutherans over joint prayer and church fellowship leaves little hope for
agreement delegates to the Wisconsin Synod Convention were told at a
hearing Wednesday at Wisconsin Lutheran High School, 330 North Glenview
Avenue, : .

The Rev, Erwin J, Habeck, vice president of the Synod said the
meetings between the doctrinal committees evidenced wnyielding convie-
tions on the part of both Missouri and Wisconsin representatives, The

*Articles which are not of primary importance to the ehurch relations
debate are summarized in parenthesis,



Rev. Ernest Wendland, Benton Harbor, Michigan said however, that the
Synod's thesis on fellowship has not been clear to the overseas theolo-
glans whom both the Missouri and Wisconsin Synods called in ie help
resolve the differences. .

Prof. Gerhard Franzmann, Northwestern College, Watertown volced
the need for clarification of the fellowship thesis by which the
‘Wisconsin Synod doctrinal committee set forth its position.

Friday, August 11, 1961
SYNOD HEAD PLEADS FOR LUTHERAN ACCORD
- James Johnson

The president of the Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod, Thursday
 voiced hope here that the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Church would

continue its fellowship with Missouri.

Personally giving his message of greeting to the Wisconsin Synod :
Convention.at Wisconsin Lutheran High School at 330 North Glenview
Avenue, the Rev. Dr. John W, Behnken of St., Louis declared "We are
. praying that God may graciously prevent the severance of our relations
- in the synodical conference. God grant you grace, wisdom, understanding
"and a rich measure of the Holy Spirit to guide you in your deliberations.™

Wisconsin and Missouri Synods have differed in viewpoints of church
practice. -

Dr. Behnken emphasized that the issues "have arisen out of practice,
‘not of doctrine.” He pilctured the Missouri Synod doctrine as conserva-
tive and in harmony with that of Wisconsin Synod.

“We are not a people who believe in a theistic evolution,”™ he said.
"We believe in a world created by God in six days.”

He said the Missourl Synod believes the full account of the creation
of the book of Genesis, such as the story of Adam and Ive in the Garden-
of Eden, the fall of man, expulsion from the garden, etc. :

Saturday, August 12, 1961
Saturday Religlous Page

(Article covers E, Kowalke's address on Synod's educational standard,)

:Tuesday, August 15, 1961

(Article covers convention discussion of pay raises for staff,)



Wednesday, August 16, 1961

Front Page

Syio

MiSSOUfi'.{ |

. By JAMES N. JOHNSTON

Sentinel Religion Hditor

Thé flnor committee on doc-
trinal unity Tuesday recom-
1mendcd thal the Wisconsin Ev-
angelical Lutheran SSynod,
break relatlons. with the LEZ,
theran Church—Migg_ggf} 'gyjl:g_d
* A vote on- thé resolution is
‘expected tcward the end of the
convention on Thursday. The;
synod is meeting at the Wis;-"
consin - Lutheran High School,.
330 N. Glenview AV. Y

The resolutlon, however, pro-:
vides thal the Wisconsin Syn-
od ‘is *ready to continue our
support of joint prajects carried!
on by the Synodical Conier-.
ence and by groups within the'
Synodical Conferenge ‘until we
can adjust to thé new condi-
tlons brought ‘zbout by the
s_gspen_slon.”, BTSN

%UR LOCAL PROSEUT
These »'flvoyc,a'i‘/ projeéts inciude’
the Tutheran Children's Friend
' Soclety, Lutheras instituitond)
‘Micslons,” Bethenda: thérgn
Sxom’ 6t Watsrtown énd the,
Home for Aged Lutherdns at

7800 W. North AV, each op-
erated .in - conjynction’ “with
Missour}-Synod congregations.
. ~Qthers inciude joint projects
4n  Michigan and’ _Minnesota
and overseas misalon projects.
| "The. resolution 8l80 pre-
lserves relations with voth: the
‘Slovak and Norweglan groups
in -the Synodical uConference
and welcomes *‘all who are of
a like mind with us in this
matter to rally to the seriptur-
al, ~historical position ' of the
Synodical Conference that.ibig
position - may: be pxjeserved [

'DOOR. LEFT OPEN .- "
. “Ttie resolution adds:: -

ruyye. gfand iready to resume
ssions with the Lutheran
;- Missourl Bynod with
im of ire-sstablishing, unls
‘&nd practice and

¢ ssing”
“the"persongl. faith of
ividual member: of thé.

5 n.5OHurgh-Missour!!

In Dispufe -

" (Continued from Page 1) *'
'Hynod, but we are addressing|
the atern admonition ‘required
by. love to the Missourt Synod
as a corporate body.":.. ..
" The doctrinal debate be-
. tween the two Synods is.in its
i22nd year. A previous flpor
icommittee recommendation” 10

preak with Missourt Synod

i'wag, voted down in 1957.-. .-
| CHIEF ISSUE EXPLAINED

A Wisconsin Synod state-~i
“ment Tuesday salds o o
. “The chlef lssue between the
‘two synods Is the doctrine of

Ei’ellowship, E
i wphe lssue came to A head

' :'gn the principles embodled in

‘g -recent document on fellows
"ship prepared by the Missours
“Bynod’s two theologlcal seml=
narles. The doctrine of fellowe
ghip involves the gquestion of
religlous fellowship—pulp re
altar and prayer fellowship—
and jolnt church work with
other Lutherans who are not
in agreement with the Lu-
theran Synodical Conference,

'ALL MUST AGREE , . "
- sphe Wisconsin Synod main-
talns . that there can be no
religlous fellowship or. joint

ehurch work with other church

“'bodles unless -full doctrinal

agreement has been reached.
Tt further maintains that this
‘has been historie, geriptural
position of the Synodical Con-~
ference,” | : |

sTt further maintalns that:
the fellowship principles set.
forth in the document by ‘the;
Missour) Synod theologlcal fac-i

h
1

wultles constitutes a radical de~;
parture from the. seriptural’
principles on tellowship held
and defended jointly for many
decades by the Synodical Con-
ference. L R
. “Specifically, -the Wisconsin-
Synod charges that leaders and
official boards of the Missouri.

‘Synod have for & number of
' years engaged

in joint devo-
tlons, prayer and church work
with leaders and boards not.
{n full doctrinal agreement. -
“Because the Missourl
Synod's doétrinal unity com-
mittee subscribes to and de-
fends these principles and prac-
tlces, the Wisconsin Bynod's
Commission on Dactrinal Mat-
ters has declared that .dlscus-~
glons bave reached ‘an’ ‘ims

pesse’ ot et



Thursday, August 17, 1961
Second Front Page
LUTHERANS SPLIT - THESES RAPPED UNCLEAR

The theses on which & break btetween the Wisconsin Evangelical :
Lutheran Synod and the Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod has been recom-
mended were called unclear, unscriptural and even "intimldating™ in
debate Wednesday at the Wisconsin Lutheran High School, 330 North
Glenview Avenue. A v

The Rev. Henry Koch, Ph.D,, Greenleaf, Wisconsin, associate editor
of the Gemeindeblatt, German language Synodical publication, quoted from
a letter to Synod President Oscar J. Naumann from Lutheran theologlans
overseas charging that the fellowship theses were "unscriptural.”

Dr. Koch said he concurred in this. v ' '

A visitor, the Rev. Jonathan Daniel, Bethlehem, Pennsylvania,
president of the Evangelical Luthexan Synodical Conference (existence
of which is threatened is the tw@.syﬁods suspend relations), clashed
with President Naumann when he charged the Wisconsin Synod theses
- "intimidated®” synodical discussions. :

"T wouldn't allow that,” said President Naumann, ™1 stand here before
Cod to say that our men work in an evangelical manner, "

Friday, August 18, 1961
Front Page
WISCONSIN SYNOD MISSOURI SPLIT

The Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod Thursday voted 124 to Lg
to break relations with the Lutheran Church ~ Missouril Syned over a
doctrinal dispute 21 years old.

The Wisconsin Synod thus ended a church fellowshlp with the Missouri
Synod in the Synodical Conference which has lasted B9 years. Its
action also indicated a conservative dissent against the post war church
nerger movements. :

A proposal to put the break before the Wisconsin Synod®s 800
congregations in a national referendum died on the table as the synod .
ended its convention at the Wisconsin Lutheran High School, 330 N,
Glenview Ave, :

Cause of Dispute

Crux of the dispute, which has consumed scores of meetings,
discussions, conventions and even collogques with theologlans as far
as Australia, is the doctrine of church fellowship.

Wisconsin Synod contends there can be no religious fellowship or
joint church work with other church bodies unless full doctrinal agree-
‘ment has been reached, The Missouri Synod differs in the stringency of



application of those principles.

The resolution to break, passed by a standing vote, de(*ldfed e
now suspend fellowhsip with the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod on the
basis of Ro 16:17,18 with the hope and prayer to God thait the Lutheran
ChurcthiSbourﬁ Synod. will hear in this resolutlon an evangelical sum-
mons to 'come to herself’ and to return to the side of the sister from
vwhom she has estranged heraelxam : :

Linked in Agencies

Cooperative ventures in .the Milwaukee area to be affected include
the Lutheran Children's Friend Soclety, the Lutheran Institutional
Missions, the Home Tor Aged Lutherans, and the Bethesda Lutheran Home
at Watertown.

But the resolution providebF "We are ready to mﬁnflnua oue supporf
of the Joint projects carried on by the Synodical Conference and by .
groups within the Synodical Conference until we can adjust to the new.
conditions brought about by the suspension of felleowship,™ ‘

Members Get Charge

Members are also called upon to "manifest the understanding, con-.
sideration, and patience of love during this period of change.”

The REv, Werner Franzmann, chairman of the floor committee on
doctrinal wmity, sald this meant not only material things, such as
financial support and committee membership, but certain spiritual adm
Justments.

The Rev. Erhard Pankow, pastor of Garden Homes Lutheran Church,
remarked that he might have to tell his parishoners in a certsin insti-
tution that worship is borbedden anq they can’t take communion if served
by a Missourl synod pastor,

Adjustments must be made in world missions, too, the Rev, Edgar
Hoenecke, missions chairman pointed out,

Supporting the suspension, Pastor Franzmann saids )

"We owe 1t to God to take this step. We will cause confused and
troubled consciences among our members if we do not do so.” .

"Owe 1t to others”.

"We owe 1t to the Missouri Synod, with whom we have pleaded, ad-
monished, protested, and with whom we have formally declared ourselves
to be In vigorously protesting fellowship. We have gone the "long miiel
Today .a sterner expression of love is demanded of us by God that’s ex-
pressed in Romans 16:17,18 that sayss

"Wow I beseech you, brethren, mark them which cause divisions
and offences contrary to the doectrine which ye have learned; and avoid
them, For they that are such serve not our Lord Jesus Christ, but
thelr own belly: and by good words and falr speeches decelve the hearts
of the simple.*®™ ,

Opposing the proposed suspension, a letter was read from Lutheran
clergymen of Germany, who asked postponement of the break because they
have not had a chance to study it fully,



Cites Overseas View

The Reve James Schaeffer of Atonement Church 4521 N, 42nd Ste; op=
posed the break, declarings

"T hear the pleading of our overseas breth:renB I hear the questions
they are honestly asking, 1 believe we certainly should take no action
because of thelr questions. : ' E

"Furthermore I am opposed because Missouri Synod spokesmen have ex-
- pressed willingness to propose to their synod that they set aside thelr
fellowship formulations {one of the doctrinal bones of contenﬁlﬁn) and -
make a new approach with the overseas delegates who have been called
into the discussions.”

Pastor Schaefer had proposed the resolution for a Iefeien&umg

President Oscar J, Naumann said a referendum was in order, but it
was tabled during the dinner recess,

Difficult to Decide

After the convention let it die, President Naumann daid it would
be hard for individual congregations to decide the lssues without the
reports and data that the floor committee possessed.

The resolution leaves the door open for tuture talks with the
Missouri Synod

Synodical Conference president John Daniel of Bethlehém, Pa., sald
in an interview the break did not mean the end of the conference.

Satﬁrday, August 19, 1961

Second Frént Page

SYNOD SPLIT REGRETTED

Missouri Asks Wisconsin to Reconsider

The president of the Lutheran Church -~ Missouri Synod was "saddened™
Friday that the Wisconsin Lutheran Church severed relations and said he
hoped it would reconsider the action, From St. Louis, the Rev. Dr.

John W. Behnken declared the split proclaimed in convention at Wisconsin
Lutheran High School here Thursday "is to be deeply regretted.”

"We sincerely believe that a difference of opinion between the Missouri
and Wisconsin Synods on the application of the Christian principles of
fellowship is not sufficient cause to sever a relationship which has
existed for 89 years." Dr, Behnken declared,

More Talks Asked

"He hope the Wisconsin Synod will reconsider its action and continue
the discussions which might lead to a God-pleasing solution. We humbly
aclknowledge that we too are sinners and are in need of God's mexcy.”

Dr. Behnken added that the Missouri Syned "rests its case with the

gracious Savior who died even for the sins of error and judgment on the



part of church leadersb"

The split will be discussed at the Missouri Synod convention, June
22 - 29, 1962 at Cleveland, Meanwhile, the doctrinal talks exploring
union possibilities will be continued between the doctrinal wnity
committee of the Missouri Synod and other Lutheran groups.

Other Sessions Set

On August 31 and September 1 representatives will meet with
churchmen of the National Lutheran Council at Chicage and in January
meetings between Missouri and the new American Lutheran Church are
scheduled. _

President Oscar J. Naumann of the Wisconsin Synod commented
Friday on the Synod's tabling of the plan to submit the proposal for
the break to its 800 congregations:

- "The bonds uniting individuals and the congregations in our sync&
are a common faith and conviction® he said, "The congregations and
the individuals who have joined our synod have done so of thelr own
free will, ™ :

Haven for Many

He added, "Freedom of worship and the right of one's own religious
convictions have made this country a haven for many persecuted people.
We intend to uphold the right of free choice of self-determination in
these matters for every citizen of the land,®

President Naumann added that the Synod congregations "bound only
by the Word of God will study action of the convention carefully and
I trust, calmly, in the light of the Word, They will also ask their
delegates to give them a complete report on the convention,.”

' Saturday, August 26, 1961

Saturday Religious Page

DOCTRINES KEEP TWO LUTHERAN SYNODS APART
James M. Johnson

To the post-war Christian world with its surge of togetherness
resulting in denominational mergers, a relatively small group of
Lutherans here last week voiced a resounding dissent, The 1961
convention of the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod may become an
historical event beyond its significance to the gilant Lutheran Church -
Missouri Synod with whom it broke relatlons.

The vote 124 - 49 to suspend relations points up the Lutheran
insistence on 100% agreement in doctrine and church practices before

real unity can mean anything,

The Missouri Synod stands beside the Wiscon31n Synod in this
insistence. So do the two smaller Lutheran groups, the Norwegian and



Slovak affiliated in the synodical conference, The difference lies
in doctrinal interpretation of church practices.
A moot point involves the doctyrine of church fellowship. Both
. Wisconsin and Missouri Synods agree there can be no religious fellowship
or church work with other lLutherans who are not in doctrinal harmony.
But Wisconsin and Missouri have different views on what church fellowship
includes, The Wisconsin Synod holds EVERY expression, manifestation and
demonstration of the common faith - communion, prayer, prailse and worship,
Christian charity, etc. - te be church fellowship under a "unit concept.”
The Missouri Synod however does not accept the "unit concept" and
declares many activities fall outside the realm of church fellowship. The
Missouri Synod has met and held joint prayer with leaders of the National
Lutheran Council whom the Wisconsin Synod claims are doctrinal “errorists.®
But in the words of Dr., Martin Frangmann, member of the Missourl Synod’s
doctrinal committee and a spokesman at the Wisconsin Synod Convention, !
"When a man is willing to submit to the scrutiny of the Word of God
and the Lutheran Confessions, he is no longer a persistent errorist.”

(The remainder of this article covers the trend of post-war .
denominations to mergers. Speaks of the former fellowship arrangement
between Wisconsin and Missouri Synods and ends with a discussion of the
future of the synodical conference, )



APPENDIX G

Milwaukee Journal Coverage b* the Church Relations Debate
in Wisconsin BEvangelical Lutheran Synod’s 36th Gonvention ,
August 1961

Saturday, August 5, 1961
Saturday Religious Pagé
LUTHERANS TO' WETGH SOME CRITICAL.ISSUES

Three Hundred are Expeéted to Attend the State Synod®s 36th Annual
Convention in Milwaukee

Critical problems affecting the future of the Lutheran Synocdical
Conference will be considered by delegates to the 36th Convention of
the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Syned here next week.

Some 300 delegates are expected to attend the session at the
Wisconsin Lutheran High School, 3730 North Glenview Avenue from Tuesday
through August 17, '

The Wisconsin Synod and the Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod, both
with many congregations in this area are the largest members of the
Lutheran Synodical Conference, They have had close relations over the
ycars in worbhlpi weltare, m1561©nsﬁ ¢olleges and seminaries.

Doctrinal Dispute Cited

Cooperation in these areas now is threatened by a doctrinal dispute
between the synods. The Wisconsin Synod’s commission on doctrinal
matiers has declared an impasse in efforts to resolve differences between
the church bodies on the seriptural principles governing fellowship.

‘ The Wisconsin Synod which has accused the Missouri Synod of false
doctrine regards virtually every church activity as an expression of
faith which requires prior agreempnt on doctrine. The Missouri Synod
takes a more liberal view.

A resolution has been offered by Mt., 0live Lutheran Church, Lamar,
Colorado urging the Wisconsin Synod "to obey God's word by at once
severing all relations with the Missouri Synod,”

Key roles in the dispute have been assigned to brothers, the Rev@
Werner H. Franzmann, Milwaukee of the Wisconsin Synod and the Rev. Dr.
Martin H, Franzmann, St. Louls, of the Lutheran Church - Missourl Synod,

Plan Several Hearings

Dr. Franzmann, formerly & Wisconsin Synod clergyman is now a teacher
at Coencordia Theological Seminary of the Missouri Synod., He is regarded
as the chief architect of the Missouri Synod®s presentatlion on the
crucial question of fellowship. He will vepresent the Missourl Synod
at the convention.

His brother is chairman of the Wisconsin Synod®s floor committee on
church union matters which will steer the discussion at the convention.



Pastor Irauzm&m; said the committee :p:w'ba,bly would hold h@VET&l hpari:ngs
before the gquestion reaches the floor. :

(Ar‘tlcle concludes with aisemﬁon of the upcoming @ppﬂing service, W

Tuesday, August 8, 1961
Front Page

SPLIT WIDENS SYNOD HEARS

David Runge

it onr pcmtion i doctrine and
practics {s the scriptural posi:
tion, we ask all onr-confessional
brethzen around, the world ic
rally around that docmnai posi-
non "o )
. Speaks m’, Mmsxop, “Wark

' The speaker’ gaid that ajf the
‘church’s kpre'ach spended
upon the certaihty of the’ mble
and its unchallenged authorfty::
hat kind of mission woriﬁ!

riv éN.ﬁur Y10
clﬁarly‘ amd -

conld we do if we would hsten
to! ﬁ’lans wxsdom which’ demes
SV ' dls ' Offmiai Tepres the account, of‘ creahon recu')rdea
sentatwes have repeatedly stat- in Genesis?  Pastor Naumann
. that they bghev&tegah .and asked, .
éunfessg ﬂ - “How could we convincs the
;heathen that we preach - truth
and . bring 1asmng peace; if we
T }vere 1o tell them that‘ ‘the]
iWe have not ‘been: shown' Feneﬂs stories are fable-,
éhatt DUE ! hﬁresm;atxgg ﬁgﬂg “If we denied that God'saved
octrine- Has gone ;
teapglmi ) ofs Sgcnptu my  There- Noah, and- hls family: by me
fore,’ We must say with Luther of the ark ... how’ coqld we as-
ﬂl unless we-are shown. from sure the. heayhen that
ar WOrd of God where: we we. have gedemptm iy
\Turrhtq{ﬁYNOD‘, pugﬂ& calug H” ?nloo 7S Ang :f,?rgw

; opemng |

3 ynod s 36th’ convcntwn at: Wi
Thinh

P'lstor Naumann sald{ that.
Mount Olive Lutheran -church,
Lamar, Col., which had senf a
jetter . demandlng the suspen-

sion. of ‘relations. hetwien; e
synods; had siee Migned oY
the Wiscohsin sym)& He said he
considered -the/! congxegauon !
action . tantamount, - iq
drawal of its request, :

BE TN §



Thursday, August 10, 1961

DELEGATES DIVIDED ON SYNOD'S STAND

David Runge

A BUHGE
f The Journa} Staff’;

u‘legates to the Bbth conven-

‘tions and- indicated that there
Mas.no- point in prolonging the

d

bodles
. However, an open hearing dis-

Lscussmns betweem the church

closed sentiment on the part of
some delegates that the Wiscon-
sin.synod had not mada its owrt
stand. clear," especially on the

|issue of relatwm w1th other Lue
theran groups. ;

consin Lutheran high school,’
330 N. Glenview &v, The con-
~|vention . will ‘he heid ‘here

. thx‘ough next Thursday, -

Asks’ Aboug Txredness
‘The Rev. William 4. Lange"
Wisconsin Rapids, asked wheth-
er it was possible that the syn-
od’s doctrmal commission, ‘like .
Elijah . under the juniper treep'
had tired of its task, : '
‘The Old Testament Says that
Eluah “went & day’s journey
*linté the wilderness, and came

: Y ~“*land sat down. under g juniper
“"’Ss?ﬁ‘odxcal 'leaders have ve:
ported a deadlock in the negotia-

tree, and he requested for him-
self that he might die; and ‘said,
‘It is enough; now, O Lord, take
away my life,””? -~ -

Pastor Lange reniinded dele«»

.|8ates that “jt -took the church

365 years to’ get the : Nxcene
creed.” - )

The Rev.: trnst Wendland‘
Benton Harbor, Mich., contend-

ed that the Wisconsin synod’s
fellowship staiement, governing
the guestion of. aelatmns SWith
other church® bedies ‘when™ full
doctrinal agreement is lackmg,
was ambiguous. .

The Rev, ‘Luther Voss, 3741
N 21st st,, expresaed doubt that
all avenues of negotxatmn, had
been exhausted, -

However, ‘the Rev., Irwm J’
Habecl, 3301'N, 51st blvd., vice-
president of the synod, sald fur-
jther discussions appealed to be’
fruitless.:. ... . ;

The hearing wa% ‘held at Wxs=' '

+ 7 Report Due Later ;"
i “You reach the point eventu»
aily where you don’t edify; you:
begm to agbravate by contmll=-
ing to discuss,” he declared,

In the discussion, mmplamts

eag,'ammn. the Missouri synod were.

reviewed, ‘among them reporis:
that MlSSOUI‘l synod clergymety-
had prayed with representatives’
of othier Lutheran chareh bodies'
at meetings of tHe National: 3;11*
theran council,; aducatxona{ conx
‘ferences and ﬂther placas, ¥
- “The prisctice in the Misaonrt’
synbd_has: hecome worge. from
year “to yeﬁr,” gaid’ the Rey,
Oscgr J, Ndumaxm, Wisconsin.
idenkdi

cm%mxtteé ‘on ohpdch

. The catnmittec’s:

n‘ g, recommendg

‘ture chulrser
g 6

Earher Wednesday the’
of control of the Milwaukeé 1u=
theran Teachers college’ recoms.
mehded the. purchnse of 5B
acres ‘of Jand at the southwest
corfler of:'W, Blue Mound and
Sunny Slope rds,, Brookfleld, as

a:permanent, building site, -Five'
new buildings with facilities for
sbout 300 students  are ~pro-
posed. - The college -was upened.
last -September ‘at: Wlscongm
Lutheran high school..:
- Mission Probiem To]d b
3 #The  Rev. Richat d aeeger
To}{yo said ‘mission . work in

Jdpan wag haridicapped because'
people there did not readily ac-
gept the Chrlstlan concept of
the: individual: "3 :
P L said; however, thdv‘ Japan
b wxde ppen” to the gospel,
ﬁlyhe political- climate ‘is good
on fhn Jntensive

Th : g

"vi . ,x‘es;de Gt
of théﬂsynmi’s com



Friday, August 11, 1961

MISSOURI SYNQOD

David Runge

res' é:legate
36th Wnsconsm Par-|t
ey That Gro u.ps
Agree on’ Creatlon

By DAVID A, ‘BUNGE .
cwpie - Of The Joumal Staff .

thhe presxdent ‘of the Lutheran
‘church-Missalni -syn: & asserte
Thirsday that members of that
‘body believe 'Adam' and Eve
were the first human beings and
the parents of the entire human
.race, -
- The Rev: Dr. John W’ Behn-
*ken, St. Louis, Mo., assured dele-
.gates to the 36th convention of
‘the Wisconsin Evidngelical Lu-
‘theran synod that “‘the Missouri

- !synod, with you, believes in the !

‘fiat creation of this world .
1that God made the world out
,of nothing.”

o= Members of the Wlsconsm

HEAD DENIES DOCTRINAL RIFT

,to '5’““

in the. Mlssour; syngd have:
threatened the continuat
the. Lutheran. synodxcal* ‘conf

: |ence,;in which the synods havé
‘ worked together forl 89

© . Addresses Delegat
Addressmg delegaters at’

Wisconsini Lutheran hxgh
school, 330 N; Glenview av.: D1y
Behnken saxd ‘conservative :Lux.
therans -throughout - ‘the sworld
were watching the convention:
anxmusly and praying : :that
“God may lead you t :
together with us.””. .
He insisted thgt differences
between the synods were ot jn.
doctrine hut in the field: of ap«i
plication of God's word, N
. “If there® are’ errors 5 ur
rmdst " he pleaded, “then T8
main with us, and. help corre 't
these errors.”” *% . i
Deploring those who would
“make fables” out of the Bible;”
Dr. Behnken ‘said that the ‘Mis-’
Youri synod held to the literal
truth of the Genesis accoupnt of+
the beginning of the: earth in-,
cluding the six day crea ion And:

the fall of man.
5. *We are not: peo‘ple who bei
heve in &8 thexstlc evolutxonv:
he sald R
i« Answers Statemen ¥
b He answere& 2 statement by’
'the Rev. Oscar “J;’ Naumami
president of thev Wlsconsln
synod, who complaiped 'in_ his,
opening report to’ the: ‘goriyen:!
tion Tuesday that’ & new ‘state-t
;ment on Scriptures had heen;
'prepared by .the Missours
od's theological facultieg.
President Naumann's: report:
usaxd the statement. constituted
‘an-attack om«.thezf.authorit
the Scriptures, "~ -
In hls reply, Dr. Behnken ai.d
thlS wag g study document gubs:
mitted to the Missourl sypod's,
clergy for'examination and still’
subject to correction,’. He pointe,
ed out that bath synods had.sub-’
scribed to the same :pfficial;
[statement on the Scrlptures.

t " Refers io Document -
“This was a reference to a; docnf

: ument that reaffirmed the bellef .

m synodical conference circles,
Ithat historical pasSages of -the.
iBible, including the’ mlracles‘
{and the Genesis story. of the cres
atlon, were "llterat hxstomcal
facts . g :
A MlSSOUI‘l synod spokesmgn

S

- From page 1, column 8

said the statément did ‘n'ot‘reéw
quire Lutherans to believe that;
the earth was only 8,000 years
old, ntor did it rule out the possi-
bility that God created essential
beings with a potential for de-
-velopment and. adjustment ac~
cording o their environment.

. The document included =z
statement that “where Scrip-

ture speaks symbolically, meta- -

-phorically or metonymically (in
‘the abstract} . .. it must be in-
terpreted on these 1ts own
terms.”

The Mlssouri synod never has

‘taken an official. stand .on the

age of the earth.
‘A spokesman for another Lu-

. theran group told the delegates

that' their synod’s name,stood|

_ for a symbol in the world. He is

the Rev. Julian Anderson,
Mount Prospect, IlL, vice-presi-
dent of the Evangelicai Luther-
an synod which is also-a mem-
ber of the Lutheran :synodlcal
conference but has suspended
fellowshlp w1th the MlSSOU.l‘l
synod."

Says- Modemlsm Grows

., *To some-it is true that, the
‘Wisconsin synod. stands for a
reacﬂonary type of orthodoxy, ]

:‘synod a‘
namg té be respected and ioved
e church at large theré
;a—ﬂmg‘growtu -of .mod:
iernism, liberalism, :neo-prtho-
[doxy,’ ‘which have pervaded Lo
theran ‘bodies as well. In
Hutheram . circles .there ig also 4
islackening of ‘the confessional
‘spirit and an increased yearning
‘for-and’ activity in the ecumenin
ical (church unity) movement.

Ji*To go apainst the. stream is

. not 4 popular

BT v 8

{thmg. :
know full well that to. breast the;
current takes courage, and cour-,
age such as this is not some-

'|thing which we can find in our-,

selves. Itis a God given thing. ”;

+ The'Rev. Norman Berg, Plym-
outh ‘Mich., was. alected secre-
tary of the _synod to succeed the
Rev.: Theodore” A. Sauer, Osh!
kosh, who will lzave for north!
ern Rhodesia next month to take

a.missionary post. SR



Saturday, August iép 1961

Religion Page

SYNOD URGED TO PLAGE UMPHASIS ON THEOLOGY

MinistexiallCandidateS Needun’t be Trained as Social Workers Lﬁtheians Toid

(Emphasis'af‘the article $s on Rev, Bdwin E. Kowalke's speech ‘
‘encouraging the convention delegates to uphold the high gtandards held
by our school.) ' o

Sunday, August 13, 1961

HINT SOME CLERCYMENAMAY PULL OUT OF SYNOD |

Evangelicai Lutheran Pastors'ATe Dissatisfiéleith Doetrinal Position
David Runge | '

The possibility that some clergymen might quit the Wisconsin Evan-
gelical Lutheran Synod because of dissatisfaction with its doctrinal
stand was hinted Saturday ‘at the Synod’s 36th convention, ‘

It was cited as an argument against adoption of the 111 year old -
synod's first pension system which was approved by delegates meeting
at Wisconsin Lutheran High School, 330 North Glenview Avenue,

The Rev. Dr. Henry A, Koch, Greenleaf, Uisconsin askeds . v

wihat 1 a break in the synod should come about? Are we not binding
consciences of individual pastors or teachers who might fear a loss of
their pension rights?” : ‘

The Rev. Oscar J. Siegler, Mt. Calvary, Wisconsin, president of the
synod’s Northeran Wisconsin District said that he agreed that "4 penslon
system tied up with the church might restrict the consciences of some.”

Two Hearings Held

The overriding issue of the convention 1s what course the synod
should pursue in its docirinal impasse with the Lutheran Church. -
Missourl Synod. Top leaders of the synod have indicated that they see
no possibility of change in the Missourd Synod’s attitude which would
cause the Wisconsin Synod to withdraw its charges of false doctrine in
the Missouri Synod. _ o - :

The convention's floor committee on church union matters already
has held two hearifigs on the questions. Tis chairman, the Rev. Wemner
H, Franzmann, 2427 West Roosevelt Drive would not tell a reporter what
recomnendation the committee planned to make, He sald the committee's
report probably would be ready Monday. :

One delegate sald Saturday that the floor committee "may well
come in with a resolution to sever comnections with the Missourl Synod.”
He said later however, that his remark was entirely speculative.



Long Debate Expected

An open break with the Missourl Synod would practically seal the
doom of the ISCG, the cooperative agency of the synods in missioni welfare
and educational activities,
Whether the floor committee recommendh 3 bplit or not, its report
is certain to touch off a long debate. Whatever the outcome, the inference
was that some would be dissatisfied and night feel conscience bound to
withdraw from the synod., Duty to consclence has a strong pull in the
conservative Wisconsin Synod and is respected on both sides in any question.
About 45 pastors had resigned from the Wisconsin Synod before the
present session.
The Rev. James A, Fricke said that pastors who quit the Synod would
be permitted to draw oul their share of the pension fund. ™"Such & :
man will be faced with dlfficulties but he wontt 1ose his own money,"
he said,

(The article ends with further discussion of the pension proposale)

Monday, August 14, 1961
Picture Page
SYNOD‘SEEKS GREATER GROWTH

The Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod embarked on a program
Monday to gain a larger share of the growth reported by churcb bodies
in the United States.

(The syned action described in this article is to extend production
of evangelism,maierials through an evangelism committee to train laymen.)

‘Tuesday, August 15, 1961
FACULTY MEMBER QUITS IN DISPUTE
David Runge

Another resignation from the faculty of Northwestern College
was reported Tuesday as the 36th convention of the Wisconsin Evangelical
Lutheran Synod neared a decision in its doctrinal dibpute with the
Lutheran Church - Missourl Synod. .

The Rev, Dr. Ralph D. Gehrke, a teacher of religion, history and
Greek for 13 years at the Wisconsin Synod's college in Watertown resigned
to become professor of religion at the Missourl Synod’s Concordia
Teacher’s College at River Forest, {llinois.

Dr, Gehrke sald he and others in the Wisconsin Synod had been
harrassed by the Synod‘'s leadevship for opposing the doctrinal commission's



recent statement of fellowship, the core of the Inter-synodical dispute,

He refused to name anyone, declaring that "they're all responsible,”

A statement issued by synodical officials in effect denied Dr,
Gehrke's claim. A spokesman, the Rev, Oscar J, Siegler, Mt, Calvaxy
sald a study committee had held nearly 30 meetings with the protesting
groups of individuals Including Dr. Gehrke,

Pastor Siegler, secretary of the Synod®s doectrinal commission said
that Dr, Gehrke’s criticism "went beyond matters that were in contro--
versy.” He sajd the committee repeatedly expressed willingness to
continue discussions,

The Wisconsin Synod regards virtually every activity as an aspect of
church fellowship requiring prior agreement on doctrine, It has leveled
the charge of false doctrine against the Missouri Synod which takes a more
liberal view.

May Séver Relations

The floor committee of the Wisconsin Synod's convention at Wisconsin:
Lutheran High School, 330 North Glenview Avenue has been considering
whether to recommend severing relations with the Missouri Synoed over |
the issue, The committee was expected to bring in its report late Tuesday,

Dr. Gehrke was the second member of Northwestern's faculty and the
Ffourth member of the Wisconsin Synod to accept teaching positions with
the Missouri in recent weeks,

"It is with genuine regret that I leave the synod and especially
the college,” he declared,

Dr. Gehrke said his position had been known for some time to synod
officials, He said he had filed an official protest with the synod in
1955 objecting to the use of certain scriptural Passages as a basis for
his synod's argument,

"Simply Harrassed Us®

"When we criticize in a very careful way the fellowship thesis
of the synod's doctrinal commission we are certainly criticizing a
document which was up for discussion," Dr. Gehrke said,

"But the leadership did not wait for the synod to pass on this
Presentation, It simply harrassed us, claiming that our criticism
was not just a criticism of the committee, but of the historic stand
of the Wiscensin Synod,"

(The article concludes with a discussion of action to suspend
building projects at teacher colleges and the matter of whether to
- officially endorse the Girl Pioneers or not,)

Tuesday, August 15, 1961
Journal Final Edition . Front Page
STATE SYNOD ASKED TO CUT TIES WITH MISSOURT GROUP

A resélution calling for suspension of relations with the Lutheryan



Church - Missouri Synod was presented Thursday afternocon to the BGth .
convention of the Wisconsin LEvangelical Lutheran Synod, .

Delegates in session at the Wisconsin lutheran High %chool 330
North Glenview Avenue received the recommendations from the convention's
floor committee on church union matters. The committee has been con-
sidering the Wlscon31n Synod“s charge of false doctrine in the Missouri
Synod.

The resolution is expected to set off a debate that might contlnue
until the close of the convention scheduled for Thursday.

"Stern Admonition"”

In its resolution the committee addressed a "stern admonitlon" to
the Missouri Synod although it said it was "not passing yudgment on the
personal faith of Missouri Synod members,”

It said the Wisconsin Synod, despite the recommendationsg was ready
to continue its support of joint projects of the Lutheran Synedical
Conference of which the Missouri and Wisconsin Synods are principle
- members., These projects include activities in the educational and welfare
fields. The home for aged Lutherans in Wisconsin is an example.

The c¢hief issue between the synods ig the doctrine o fellowship.
The issue came to a head in the principles embodied in a recent document
on fellowship prepared by the Missouri Synod’s theological faculties,
The doctrine involves the question of religious fellowship - pulpit,
altar and prayer, and Joint church work with other Lutherans who are
not in doctrinal agreement with the synodical conference.

Full‘Accord Demanded

The Wisconsin Synod maintainsthat there can be no religious fellowship
or Jjoint church work with other church bodies unless full doctrinal
agreement has been reached., It further maintains that this has been the
historical scriptural position of the synodical conference. It contended
that the Missouri Synod document constituted a radical departure from |
this scriptural principle.

Specifically, the Wisconsin Synod charges that leaders and official
boards of the Missouri have for a number of years engaged in joint
devotions, prayer and church work with leaders and boards of church
bodies not in full doctrinal agreement with them, The Wisconsin Synod
has objected particularly to Missouri Synod activities with churches
of the National Lutheran Council which represents the magority of
Lutherans in America,

Impasse Declared'

‘Because the Missouri ‘Synod‘'s doctrinal unity commission subscribes
to and defends these principles and practices, the Wisconsin Synod's '
commission of doctrinal matters has declared that discussions have reached
an impasse.,

Together the 2,500,000 member Missouri Synod and the 350, OOO member
Wisconsin Synod have more than 100 congregations in the Milwaukee area.

The Missouri and Wisconsin Synods are regarded as the most conserva-
tive of Lutheran bodies,
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Wednesday, August 16, 1961
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SYNOD OPENS DLBATE ON ILUTHERAN DISPUTE

Indications Are That Issue Would Not Be Decided Until Last Hours of Weetlng

The Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod late Tuesday began what may
be a marathon debate on a proposal to sever relations with the Lutheran
Church - Missouri Synod, ¥ts long time partner in reiigiaus education
and welfare programns.

After more than two hours the discussion was still in a prellmlnaxy
stage and convention officials set aside four perieds in their agenda
for the debate Wednesday. .

There were indications that the issue might not be decided until
the closing hOUlS of the bvnoﬁ““ 36th convention Thursday.

Would Mean Disruption

Adoption of the resolution submitted by the convention®s floor
committee on church uwnion matters would mean the disruption of th@‘89
year old Lutheran Synodical Conference, which includes the 2,869,000
member Missouri Synod and the 352,000 member Wisconsin Synod as well
as the smaller synod of Evangelicai Lutheran Churches and the Evangelical
Tutheran Synod.

' Under a suspended fellowship clergymen of the two syneds ne longer
would exchange pulpits, Congregations would not admit members of the
opposing synod at communion and in extreme cases 1t might mean that
members could not pray together, : :

Has leferent Contention

The Wisconsin Synod teaches that every expression of faith ineluding
worship, prayer and almost every phase of church work lies on the same .
Plane and is governed by the same set of principles which require Full
agreement on doctrine.

The Missouri Synod contends on the other hand that prayer with -
other Christians may be permissible depending on the occasion, the characm
ter and the results to be expected from such prayer.

Other points of conflict between the syneds include the Missouri
Synod's participation in scouting and the military chaplain program and
its cooperation in some areas with tle National Lutheran Council, the
cooperative agency of other Lutheran church bodies in the United States,

The Wisconsin Synod also objects to prayers the Missouri Syned has
held with other Lutherans at meetings to discuss unity proposals and
other conferences.

Explanation Given

The Rev. Erwin J, Habeck, the Wisconsin Synodfs first vice president
and pastor of Bethesda Lutheran Church here, explained that the Wisconsin
Synod In refusing fellowship with other church bodies did not accuse the
latter of denying God or salvation in Jesus Christ.



"When two people begin to practice fellowship including prayer,
it means that they say to each other, "We can be together and the
differences that exlst between us are not lmpeortant, ” Pastor Habeck
said, :
, The resolution noted that differences between the synods had been
‘under discussion for the last 22 years and in that time the Wisconsin
Synod "has lodged many admonitions and protests with the Lutheran Church -
Missouri Synod . . » to win her from the path that leads to liberalisnm
in doctrine and practice.”

"Our admonitions have largely gone unheeded and the issu@s have
remained unsolved,” the Tesoluiiong added,

The floor committee sald that in yecommending suspension of fellow-
ship "We are not passing Judgment on the perbonal faith of any of the
Lutheran Church - Missouwrl Synod.®™

A similar resolution was voted down by the Wisconsin Synod after
a long debate in 1957. Since then the synod has been in a state of
protesting fellowship with the Missouri Synod. :

Thursday, August 17, 1961
SHARP DEBATE ERRUPTS AT LUTHERAN MEETING
Charge of Intimidation in Interpretation by Wis@onqim Synod is QOtly Dlsputed

A statement that the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran ﬁynod had
"intimidated” others by its strict interpretation of the principles. :
governing association with other Lutherans led to sharp words Wednesday
afternoon at the Synod®s 36th convention here,

His face white the Rev. Oscar J. Naumann, president. of the Wiscon-
sin Synod, interrupted to say, “those statements I will not allew. I
stand before God that our men worked in an evangelical manner. I
resent the word "intimidation,®

The Rev, John Daniel, Bethleh@mg Pennsylvanlam president of the
Lutheran Synodical Conference started the exchange when he asserted
that the Wisconsin Synod had presented its case to others in the
conference as "authoritative, complete and scrlpturaln“ '

Suspension Proposed

The argument occurred in the debate on & proposal that the Wisconsin
Synod suspend Ffellowship with the Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod,

It has accused the Missouri Synod of false doctrine which the Missouri
Synod denies. The Lutherans are members of the Lutheran Synodical
Conference along with the Synod of Evangelical Lutheran Churches, of
which Pastor Daniel 1s a member, and the Evangelical Lutheran Synod.

The debate was still in progress as the convention drew near the
scheduled adjournment Thursday at Wisconsin Lutheran High School,

330 North Glenview Avenue,

Pastor Daniel asserted that in the doctrinal discussions which led
to the deadlock between the Wisconsin and Missouri Synods, the Wisconsin
Synod’'s attitude was "You must accept this principle (the Synod*s presen-
tation on church fellowship) or else show us where we are wrong.”



"These theses intimidated because %hey were presented as the final
word,"” he added.

After Pastor Naumann's protest Pastor Danlel sought t@ smooth
ruffled. feelings, but refused to retreat from his charge of an. unyieldlng
attitude.

"I don't mean there was persona] intimidation,” he declared,
"Personal relatlons on the doctrinal unity committee were very inendly.
It was Just that the statements at times were so final. I am glad to
see here that there is some chance for give and take,”

"There is as much chance for give and take as the scrlptureg allow,"”
Pastor Naumann retorted. :

Recess Halts Debate

"When one is granted the floor, 1 think he should be careful ln his
choice of words,” the synod executive said.

A recess ended- the exchange. ' :

The Rev, Dr. Henry Koch of Greenleaf, Wlscon51n quoted from z letter
to President Naumann from overseas theologians who took part in the
intersynodical negotiations., The letter said that the Wisconsin Synod®s
stand on church Pellowship was unscriptural. Dr, Koch said he agreed.

The Rev, Ernest H, Wendland, Benton Harbor, Michigan was spokesman
for another group of delegates who contended that the oynod s position
was unclear. .

Presentation Queried

The Rev., Norman Berg, Plymouth, Michigan, secretary elect of the-
Wisconsin Synod sald the confusion might indicate the Synod®s presen-~
tation was inadequate.

The Rev. Carl Lawrenz, president of Wisconsin Lutheran Semlnary,
Mequon and chairman of the Wisconsin Synod®s commission on doctrine
matters complained that the Missouri Synod’s representatives had not
only prayed with Lutherans outside of the synodical conference, at
various gatherings, but had held Joint communion services. This was
apparently a reference to communion services for service men, The ‘
Missouri Synod and the National Lutheran Council worked together in the-
military L,haplalncye :

Complaints are Voiced

Many delegates took the floor to complain that the Missouri Synod
had departed from the traditional and what the Wisconsin Synod regarded
as scriptural practices followed for many years.,

.The Rev., Oscar Siegler, Mt, Calvary, Wisconsin, secretary of the
Wisconsin Synod's doctrinal commission said that National Lutheran
Counecil could be distinguished from "persistent errorists,” with whom
strict confessional Lutherans under a Biblical injunction should not
cooperate,

Missouri View Given

The Rev, James P, Schaeffer, associate pastor of Atonement Lutheran
Church here, asked the Rev. Dr, Martin H. Franzmann, St. Louis, the



Missouri Synod's official spokesman at the convention whether the Missouri
Synod agreed that it might hold joint prayer with "persistent errorists.®
"No,”" Dr, Franzmann replied. "But we do maintain that when a
man is willing to submit to the scrutiny of the Word of God and the
Lutheran Confessions he is no longer a persistent errorist.”

This was a defense of unity discussions which the Missouri Synod
has held with other Lutheran church bodles.

F;rida'y, August 18, 1961 .
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WISCONSIN SYNOD VOTES TO SPLIT.WITH MISSOURT-

Lﬁtheran Gfoup Decides 124-49Q to Cut Off Relations ﬁFalse Doctrine” Elamed

The Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod voted late Thursday to
sever relations with the Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod. The action
was hailed as the "Hour of Decision” for the Wisconsin Synod. It was
approved 124 - 49 by delegates in the final session of their 36th
convention which dragged on 8 hours past expected adJournment at W1sconsin
Iutheran High School, 330 North Glenview Avenue.

It formalized a split that had been in the maklng since 1939, -

A similar proposal was rejected by the Wisconsin Synod in 1957.

An eleventh hour motion by the Rev, James P, Schaeffer, assoclate
pastor of Atonement Lutheran Church here to submit the issue to a
referendum of the synod's 800 congregations in eight states and Ontario
was tabled,

Denies False Doctrine

Members of the Wisconsin Synod have accused the Missouri Synod of
false doctrine which the Missouri Synod denies. The Wisconsin Synod
contends that it can't engage in church work with other Lutheran bodies -
not even Lutherans - unless there is full doctrinal agreement between
them,

It has complained because the Missouri took a more liberal view,
prayed and worked with members of the National Lutheran Council which .
represents a majority of Lutherans in America. The Wisconsin Synod
said that in doing this the Missouri Synod vioclated the historic
scriptural practices of the Lutheran Synodical Conference of which the
two synods are the principle members,

Won't Exchange Pulpits

.+ The resolution adopted by delegates provided that "we now suspend
fellowship with the Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod . . » with the hope
and prayer to God that the (Missouri Synod) will hear in this resolution
an evangelical summons to “"come to herself and to return to the side of
the sister from whom she has estranged herself,”



Suspension of fellowship means the pastors of the two church bodies
will no longer exchange pulpits and members of the denomination will be
excluded from attending communion services in the other, : :

The suspension creates a doubt upon the future of numerous educa-
tional and welfare activities carried on Jjointly by the synods. ‘

The resolution said the Wisconsin Synod was prepared to continue
its support of these "untll we can adjust to the new eonditlons” caused
by the suspension.

‘Delegate Charges Hypocrisy

The resolution alsoc lett the door open for future negotiations

" to remove the deadlock on doctrine, However, a spokesman said that
"there would have to be a reason .« « « » At least there would have to
be something so that we could say *let us hold new discussions.,®"

The Rev. Dr, Martin H, Franzmann of St. Louls, Missouri representing
the Missouri Synod said the offer appeared to be so hedged that it made
further discussions "all but impossible.”

A lay delegate, Victor Hartung, Deerfield, Wisconsin, accused. the
Wisconsin Synod of hypocrisy for insistifg on purity of doctrine while
"we are letting lost souls slip by, lost forever.” He asked, "which
is the worse sin, to convey an impression of religious snobbery or to
Join in communal prayer with others who are more likely better Christians
“than we are,”

Pastor Schaeffer declared that there was nothlng in the hlstory of
the controversy "that indicated to me that today, 4:30 p.m., August 17,
1961 and no other day, we must break with the Missouri Symod,"”

Confusion .on Definition

He argued that in order to justify the break it would be necessary
for each to be so convinced "that it would be as preposterous to vote
on that proposition as it would be to put the doctrine of the Trlnity to
a vote.”

However, the Rev, Werner branzmann, chairman of the floor committee
that introduced the resolution, said the step was essential to avoid
confused and troubled consciences in the synod, "We have gone the long
mile of Christian love with the Missouri Synod with the course and kind
of admonition we have given until now,” he said., "Today a sterner kind
of admonition and love is required.”

Pastor Franzmann and.Dr. Franzmann are brothers,

After the vote was taken it was apparent that there was some confusion
among the delegates over the definition of suspension. Pastor Franzmann
said it was used in the sense of termination but with the hope that it
would not have the same final quality. -
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D Be}mken Head
“+.of ‘Missouri Gxoup,
fHopes That Accord
Will Take Place "
Y Ihe Rev@?gr ﬁ%% W Behn

ken, president of the Lutheran
:church-Missouri- synod, 521G 1
SELouis S‘érura‘éy'ﬂ‘f"ﬁhe vote
“here Thursday by the Wisconsin
‘Evangelical ‘Lutheras synod to
split- with the Missouri group
-was greatly regretied. e
et saddens us that the Wis-
“i consin synod felt constrained to
tiake that step,” he said.’ “We
lhope and pray that, 'agreement
wm ‘take place.”™
7 Dr, Behnken 5a1d no meetmgs

gp it Regmﬁ@d by Syn(‘;aé?;

were planned at present o &f“f.
to heal differences.” - :

The Wisconsin group has ab-‘-
cused the -Missouri *synod of
false doctrine because it -has
worked and prayed with other
church bodies, including other
Luatheram: groups, eventhough
there was uot full doctrinal
agre@ment hetween thern. The
= Missouri synod has deniéd that
itis guﬂty’ of false doctrine, -

D Behrxk?u “said Sawrday
“(iod has-given us agreement
in pramcally -all doctrines _of
Scripture, “Our’ dlsagreememﬂ
are in the practical field, the Ap-
plication of principles.”

‘When two synods agree on
scriptural matters, he: said,
“then by all means they ‘ought
to stay mgether T




