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APPENDIX

Written for the Congregations at Akaska & Tolstoy, S.D.

(LETTER)

OME of you, at least those of yousho get the church
S papers, may have wondered why our congregation

did not celebrate the 100th anniversary of the Wis-
consin Synod. The reason is that it would have been
a mockery, such a service would have been hollow and
empty unless you had known what I am about to tell
you [1].

At the time of such an anniversary it is proper and
necessary to lcok back into the past, to see where we are,
where we came from, how come we are where we are,
and in what direction we are going. The Wisconsin
Synod in its official pronouncements and publications did
look way back but seems to have forgotten what hap-
pened about 25 years ago when it lost around forty pas-
tors, professors and teachers and a number of congrega-
tions. It seems to have forgotten the time when it was
in an uproar for at least ten years. Because the Wis-
consin Synod still won't face the facts [2] of this so-
called Protest and Controversy, which broke into the open
about 25 years ago, I could not preach to you about the
celebration of its Centennial. Its one-hundredth anni-
versary cannot be celebrated in a God-pleasing way when
Synod forgets all about its sins of the past, makes no or
only passing mention of them, and makes no move to
repent, to right the wrongs which it committed. And
for me to be honest with you I can no longer be silent
about these sins and make believe they do not exist,
or make believe they make no difference, for the sins
of the fathers are visited upon the children unto the.third
and fourth generation. What happened 25 years ago
does have its effect on us, whether we realize it or not.

Let me tell you about just a few of the things that
happened in the Wisconsin Synod about 25 years ago so
that you can begin to appreciate why I am telling you
these things and what these things have to do with us.

It was in 1926 that a pastor, Rev. Wm. Beitz, seeing
the things in the Wisconsin Synod that were not the way
they were supposed to be, seeing how Synod was going
down hill and becoming more and more wrapped up in
the things of the flesh, noticing how Synod was thinking
and acting and feeling according to the flesh rather than
the Spirit and wanting to warn the Synod he loved, wrote
a paper. [3]. In this paper prepared for a conference
at the cornference's request he preached a sharp sermon
of repentance, finally doing only what every faithful pas-
tor does in his own congregation. He brought to a
point things that had been talked about in Synod for
the preceding 25 years. He painted a sharp and telling
picture of the sins of the Wisconsin Synod, showing how
both pastors and laymen were just going through the
motions, through the forms, how we were more con-
cerned about building up the outward organization than
f.he real church of the Saviour. He described politics
in the church, the abuse of the call, the laziness of the
clergy, the spiritual ignorance of the laity, the lack of
love and decency in the Synod, the terrible ignorance
and indifference of people and preachers over against the
Bible, which they called the Word of God but used 1little.

APPENDIX

This is the promised appendix to the mimeo-
graphed letter which I sent you . .. [Numbersj . . .
refer to my letter. F-L stands for FAITH-LIFE . . .

[1] Unless I had told you what I am about to tell

But I didn’t think that could be done best in a
sermon. A letter to each member seemed a more ef-
ficient way of broaching the matter. Then too, each
member and the District officials have what I want to say
on black and white, where they can read, mark, and in-
wardly digest it.

[2] The Wisconsin Synod has not as yet faced the
facts of the Controversy nor got at the facts. There
have been numerous committees, there has been much
talk, there has been much concern about procedure and
much ado about technicalities, but the fact still stands:
Wir sind nicht an die Sachen herangekommen. Cf. F-L,
Vol. 1 **13:4ff, 16:1ff, 21:1ff, 22:1ff.  This goes too for
the Peace Committee and its work. Cf. F-L, Vol. 3 **5
opposite p. 4 and especially p. 10-12, 7:14-15, 9:6-8, 11:
12-14, 13:7-8, 15:5-9, 17:10-11; Vol, 4 **9:11-15, 11:14-
16; Vol. 6 *6:14-15.

[3] In his own way he stated what had been said
before. Cf. The Wauwatosa Gospel, Which is It? by
Paul Hensel.

. Gesetzlich Wesen Unter Uns, J. P. Koehler, Quartal-
‘schrift 11, 4, 231ff.

Menschenherrschaft in der Kirche, A. Pieper, Quartal-
schrift 8, 1, 30ff.

_Unsere Schuld am Weltkrieg, - Quartalschrift 15, 1,
1ff. !

Unser Uebergang ins Englische, Quartalschrift 13,
4, 1ff.

Die Heiligung geschieht nmicht mit Hurre, Quartal-
schrift 17, 4, 279ff. .

The Verious and Numerous Articles on the Gemeinde-
lied by Koehler in the Quartalschrift.

Practically anything written especially by Pieper or
Koehler in the years 1904-25 refers directly or indirectly
to the decline and decay of church life and what must be
done to halt it.

[4] I am satisfied that what Beitz wanted to say in
his paper is clear, that is, it is clear to me. It was really
nothing new but rather his restatement in his own way of
his own observations, which coincided with the viewpoint
he had received at the Seminary. What he said is very
clearly stated in the following: '

The German Translation of his Paper by Paul Hensel.

The Wauwatosa Gospel, Which is It? by Paul Hensel.

The Witness, Analysis, and Reply by J. P. Koehler,
F-1, Vol. 3 *13:beginning opposite p. 4.

And the following F-L references: Vol. 3 *5:3-6 —
Zimmermann'’s Analysis; Vol. 1 *11:2-6. Cf. also Vol.
3 **15:6-7, 17:7-8; Vol. 6 *6:14-13.

His paper gives one his panoramic view of church life
and church work in all its phases. He doesn’t deal in
harmless generalities but speaks concretely, in pictures
to illustrate what he is aiming at. He gives examples
from all different areas of church activity to illustrate

you.
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He showed the difference between ‘‘churchianity” and
Christianity. He accused all, not only the laypecple or
only the pastors, rightfully of sin, of the sin of unbelief,
of slipping, and of being swallowed up by the flesh,
showing the weaknesses of our preaching and of our
congregational life, of the teaching in our schools and
in confirmation instructions. And the things he said
were true [4].

But what he said was really nothing new to the
pastors of the Synod, for the professors at the Seminary
had been pointing to these same things for many years
in public writings and in the classroom, but as is always
the case with a sharp and true call to repentance there
was opposition [5].

Rev. Beitz with his paper brought all these things,
which were 'a matter of public record, to a point in a
sharp and uncompromising way, and his paper unmasked
the disunity and the sin of Synod, the behind-the-scenes
growling and grumbling. Before the Beitz paper ap-
peared, there had been much murmuring against what
the Seminary professors were saying, but his paper
now brought the opposition into the open.

. The opponents of Rev. Beitz and of what he stood for
were in the majority, and by opponents I mean those who
were outspokenly opposed to him and those who just
rode the fence, who just wanted to close their eyes to the
whole thing and make believe nothing was happening.
The men in the West Wisconsin District, where the paper

and substantiate what he says and to preach repentance
as it should be preached. Such concrete, hard-hitting,
and unevasive preaching is to my notion schriftgemaess
and most prouiable. The preaching of general repen-
tance for general sins too often means, nothing is repen-
ed of by anybody and is generally as harmless as a baby
butterfly and about as helpfu} for sanctification.

[3] Cf. the references under [3]. Cf. also F-L, Vol
3 *2.opp. p. 6, especially the first three columns, and
confer Vol. 3 *23:6ff.

[8] Re the origin and first treatment of the Beitz
paper. Cf. F-L, Vol. 2 **11:6-8, 12:7, 13:7-8, 14:7-8,

[7] Cf. F-L, Vol. 1 *11:2-8; Vol. 2 **3:2-4, 8:3-5, 10:
8-12; Vol. 3 *5: p. 3 of Zimmermann’s Declaration to p.
6 of the same. Cf. also the references under [4].

|8] Copies of the Beitz Paper were sent out. How
many 1 don’t know. They were sent out without Beitz's
consent or knowledge by the “REAL PRESS,” REAL
sianding for Robert E. Ave-Lallemant.

|8} Cf. F-L, Vol. 1 **5:2-9, 6:2-11; Vol. 2 *9:6-14;
Vol. 3 *#*15:6-7, 17:7-8; Vol. 6 *6:14-15, .

f10] Correction. Beitz did not lose his congrega-
tion as an immediate result of the Watertown Meeting.

[11] Add: and who will not for conscience sake honor
the suspensions, which he considers invalid.

[12] Even if Synod has not officially accepted the
Gutachten and officially okayed the dealings against the
Protestants, yet practically it has, since it does nothing

was first read, were the first ones to speak up agaimst™about those who have accepted the Gutachten and okayed

Rev. Beitz and his paper and accused him of judging
hearts, of slandering the pastors and the professors in
the Synod, and of teaching false doctrine [6].. To back
up these charges the officlals of the West Wisconsin Dis-
trict asked the Seminary Faculty for their opinion of
the paper. And then some of the members of the
Faculty, which no longer was in agreement with its for-
mer writings and sayings, published a review of the pa-
per, sending it throughout the Synod and upholding the
officials of the West Wisconsin District. This review .by
some of the Faculty members was written without any
of the Faculty members seeing Rev. Beitz, talking to
him, or asking him what he meant. He was given no
hearing. This review, called the Gutachten, is shot
through with inaccuracies, misinterpretations, and even
mistranslations. It is a terrible thing to read because
of its devilish logic and its blindness [7]. And then
before most people had a chance to read the Beitz paper,
the review of it by the Seminary Faculty was sent to all
the pastors and teachers in the Synod so that many
read a condemnation of the paper before they had a
chance to read the paper itself [8]. And the Seminary
Faculty today still stands behind the substance of this
lying, monstrous misinterpretation. They still peddle
the Gutachien although it has been shown up time and
time again; they still stand by it, although it is a lie.
Now then after everybody concerned had heard
much gossip about Rev. Beitz and had read a condemna-
tion of his paper before they read the paperitself, Rev.
Beitz was called on the carpet. A special meeting was
called. After much wrangling he was finally asked to
read his paper, to defend and explain it, but when he
tried to explain his paper and defend himself against
the charges brought against him, he was unmercifully
interrupted, he was given only a short time, and he was
made fun of, although he confessed his full agreement
with all the Symbolical Books of the Lutheran Church and
cven read a part of them in his defense against the
charge of false doctrine. And then Synod without fur-
ther ado insisted on taking a vole, although many at

or participated in the dealings with the ousted men, and
since no one in General Synod has protested against, e.g.,
the Baraboo Resolutions and the Report to Immanuel's.
The Districts that okayed these evaluations and his-
tories of the Controversy are both in good standing and

. under no fire from General Synod, as are the individuals

wiho produced these evaluations. For references to the
Baraboo Resolutions cf. F-L, Vol. 6 *11:1, 12:3b; Vol.
7 *5:7-11; Vol. 8 *10:3ff and 10-13; Vol. 9 *9:1ff. For
the Report to Immanuel's ¢f. F-L, Vol. 11 **7:1£f, 8:8-16;
Vol. 12 #*2:7-11, 3:8-11, 4:7-13, 5:12-14.

[13] Cf. the references under [15].

[14] I consider it that, namely sin. If it weren't sin
and so from the kingdom of darkness and a lie, why
nmake such a fuss. Re the word “crippling”’ cf. F-L, Vol.
1 *6:11. For an extended consideration of this thought
and much more fine reading besides cf. Vol. 3 *1:3ff.

[15] Cf. the F-L Protest Library (bound with the
regular numbers of F-L and easily found in the indices to
the various volumes), in which many of the men have
written up their histories with documentation. The
reading of practically any of these histories, and especial-
ly those of Hensel, Zimmermann, Hass, H. Albrecht, to
mention those with which I am best acquainted, substan-
tiates what I say [in these lines|. To the above should be
added Gruendemann's story.

16] Some are shocked at this language. Yet pret-
ty words don’t describe sin.  Sin is ugly, and its descrip-

tion demands ugly, yes, even at times, furious words,

for the Christian isn’t neutral, isn't “as placid as an
oyster” over against sin but hates it. And so he doesn’t
use the language of a tea party or a diplomatic note or
even of a standard “whereasinine’” synodical resolution.
Those people who are always so polite over against sin
make one think they have never really seen or felt sin
and have hardly protested against it or been repulsed by
& or hated it.

Professor Meyer said at the 1927 Watertown Meet-
ing that “his Old Adam was even blacker than Beitz had
painted him but thanks to God, he, Professor Meyer, was
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this meeting were not ready to vote and said so. But
the resolution was passed to accept the Seminary Facul-
ty's interpretation of the Beitz paper and to reject the
paper itself because it judged hearts and contained false
doctrine. And the additional resolution was passed to
regard all such who agreed with the Beitz paper and
continued to hold to it as having severed relations with
the Synod [9].

So Beitz was kicked out and lost his congregation
[10]. And all those who claimed he was unfairly treat-
ed, ‘that Synod was sinning in simply disregarding what
he said and cruelly expelling him were then, to make a
long story short, also kicked out.

That is the Synod’'s policy, to put out any pastor
who preaches for or communes with any of the ousted
men, to put out any pastor who calls them his brethren
[11]. In fact, the Synod yet today forbids any of its
pastors to preach for or take communion with the sus-
pended men.

So then the Synod turned a deaf ear to this call to
repentance, which it needed, and instead accepted as its
own a terrible misinterpretation of the Beitz paper [12].
And then it kicked the men out who talked up against
such ungodliness and stood up for what they believed [13].

Synod’s action is from the kingdom of darkness and
is a lie. And the Synod still upholds that lie, which
is crippling it [14]. It refuses to see its sins in this
matter and to repent of them. ~ It stands by the Gutach-
ten and the suspensions, although it doesn't seem to know
exactly what it means by suspension and although it is
far from agreed on the correctness and fairness of the
Gutachten. Still the Synod blackened faithful preachers
of the Word by calling them false prophets, deprived
these men of their congregations, violated divine calls,
and caused these men great bodily hardship [15].

Synod's action as a whole was ungodly and was
wrong [16]. By its behavior in the controversy it proved
the charges Rev. Beitz brought; it showed its fleshliness,
its stiffness, and its inability to understand; it showed
its ignorance of Scripture; it branded itself FYary cheap
politician and betrayed its hardheartedness [17].

The outsted men, even though imperfectly, stood for
the Truth, told the Truth, and lived the Truth. But the
Wisconsin Synod couldn’t understand them, wouldn’t
understand them, cast suspicion on them, gossiped about
them, spread false stories about them, and finally kicked
them out. The Synod ousted them because she could
not stand to hear the truth and was too lazy and too
indifferent to try [18].

Only because of my youth and inexperience and
because of my own unbelief have I not openly stood with
the ousted men before. But from my own study and ex-
perience I am convinced that Synod’s charges against
these men are false, that they are not false teachers and
slanderers, but, though sinful and erring, real men of
God, real Bible students, real warriors, the like of which
8ynod has none [18]. They are my teachers and from
what they say and write I live, They are my spiritual
fathers, and all I have or know when it comes to the
Gospel I have from them. From the men in Synod I
have learned little that is worthwhile [20]. In the Wis-
consin Synod I feel like a stranger. There is a constant
undertone of disagreement [21]. I owe my spiritual life
to the ousted men, they showed me myself, and above
all they showed me the Saviour as I had never seen Him
before. How can I turn my back on these men! I can't
and still be saved. I can’t and still say that what they
have taught me means anything to me.

‘ They, are my brothers in Christ, whom I dare not

not so.” F-L, Vol. 1 *6:3a. ('This was quoted to me
too by a professor at one of our schools.) What I want
to get at is what was Beitz describing, what am I des-
cribing? It certainly is the Old Adam, but remember,
you are your Old Adam. He is not a stranger outside
you. He is you. What describes your Old Adam des~
cribes you; what fits him fits you. ‘

When one preaches repentance, one doesn't say, “Of
course, I am talking about your Old Adam.” Everybody
can crawl out from under such preaching and escape
unscathed. After all, what is it that condemns a man, if
it isn't the sin, the unbelief of his Old-Adam? Cf. also
the remarks under {14].

After you have read and assimilated all the pre-
vious references, I think you will no longer be shocked
by the words I use.

[17] Especially the word ‘“politician.” Some ac-
cuse me of slander here. Then what I say must be
proved to be untrue and/or to spring from a heart that
is full of evil hate over against the Wisconsin Synod.
I speak here of politics in the sense that Karl Koehler
defines in F-L, Vol. 3 *15:8a. There is another more
extensive discourse on the word “politeia” but I can't find
it.  So this one will have to do for now. [Reference is
to F-L, Vol. 8 *5:11b-12a].

[18] You may counter with how you personally tried
and how it hurt you personally to see these things hap-
pen. That can be, and still I feel that the basic reason
for Synod’s ousting these men is a refusal to bow to the
truth. I am not judging any individual's motives. I
am just trying 4o describe and analyze a given, general
situation, trying to discern a sign of the times. I use
the words “lazy and indifferent” because that is my im-
pression from the gigantic ignorance I have encountered
when it comes to things Protestant. Forty men can be
ousted, Synod can be in an uproar for a number of years,
and still many Synodical pastors know very little about
the whole thing, what they know is second hand at best,
and then some men even excuse themselves for not know-
ing more but make no effort to know more. Still these
men judge the malter, judge my stand, too, in the mat-
ter, and listen and contribute to gossip rather than get-
ing at the facts.

|19] I conclude this from my personal association
with a number of the ousted brethren and from their
voluminous and excellent writings, if you will, apart
from the immediate Controversy. F-L is filled with
topnotch theological literature. To enumerate a few of
these writings at random, Our Master Mission, The His-
tory of the Wisconsin Synod, commentaries on Ephesians
and John, and in recent years the start of necessary trans-
lation work, outstandinz exegeses of Rom. 17:16-20 and
John 8:31-33, and an almost complete commentary on
Genesis, a commentary on the whole Bible — Die Ver-
stockung Israels, hymn studies and translations, work in
the liturgy, book by book Bible studies, perceptive com-
ments on the status of World Lutheranism and especially
Ainerican Lutheranism, etc. By their fruits ye shall
know. them. What has the Wisconsin Synod produced
in this field? To my knowledge nothing outstanding,
some things middiing, and some even less than mediocre,
egpecially when one was led to hope they would be some-
thing special — I mean the Lutheran Hymnal and the
Wisconsin Synod Sunday School Course. ’

|20} These statements so far have drawn the most
fire.  Why there should be so much excitement about
them and comparatively little discussion of the issue,
around which these statements cluster, is also revealing.
I admit here, namely [in these lines], to an unclear over-
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deny if the Gospel is to mean anything to me. And to
declare this publicly I will preach for them and commune
with them. I can't do otherwise. I can't make be-
lieve the things of the controversy did riot happen and
that these men did not live and write. For me to turn
my back on them is an ugly and unnatural thing, is stab-
bing them in the back, is biting the hand that has fed me
and still feeds me. If I deny them, I live the lie and
damn myself. I deny the Saviour. I can't like the
priest and the Levite cooly wallk by these wronged men
who are not only my neighbors but my teachers and my
brothers in Christ. Their suspensions from Synod are
not of God and don't stand before the Saviour. How can
and how dare I honor these suspensions.

Why do I tell you these things? I tell you these
things to be honest with you and to speak the truth
to you. A little leaven leaveneth the whole lump, and I
can see how my dishonesty with you in not telling you
these things before has blighted my work among you.
It has crippled my own spiritual life and is crippling
the life of the congregation. My dishonesty in this mat-
ter gives all my work in your midst the tinge and the fla-
vor of dishonesty. It acts like a little lump of dye in a
tub of water, or, as St. Paul puts it, a little leaven
leaveneth the whole lump.

My dishonesty with you has robbed me of much
energy and devotion which the ministry demands. It

_has taken from me the joy of Gospel preaching. It has

statement, which came out as it did undoubtedly »because'
what I wrote in the letter was not only the fruit of a de-
cision a long time aripening but also the fruit of an act
of desperation — one fears one will never be able to
stand up for what one believes is right.

The point I wanted to make is the great debt I owe
the Protestants and the old Quartalschrift and that in
turn is a reason why I say in the next paragraph of the
letter I cannot turn my back on these men. From them
came my inipetus to study and learn and even to preach.
What I value most in my theology is what I have gleaned
from F-L and the old Quartalschrift.

Of course I learned something, yes, something about
the Gospel, too, from the men in Synod. And I appre-
ciated it. And I still appreciate it and am glad for it
wlen they re-echo the old Quartalschrift or sparkle with
a flash of what they learned at the feet of Wisconsin's

" great theological trio -— Pieper, Schalleryand Koehler.

[21] As long as I did not declare myself, I felt like a
liar over against the Wisconsin men, felt I wasn’'t making
a clean breast of how I felt and stood toward the Wis-
consin Synod. So I felt uneasy and a stranger, with
the thought in the back of my mind, “I won't be in Synod
long. The men that greet me today and whom I greet,
tomorrow will cold-shoulder me.” Because of the Pro-
testant Controversy there was an undertone of disagree-
ment and the thought, *Do I really agree with these men
wiho stand so differently than I do toward the Protes-

made me unable to do my work as it should be done. ~~ “tants?”

So, not to harm you further and myself I tell you
these things.

If any of you want more information or just want to
talk this whole matter over, please come to see me per-
sonally. I can then give you the documents of the con-
troversy.
have told you and can form your own opinion and don't
have to take my word for these things. And if you
desire it, we can also have a special meeting or meetings.

GOD THE FATHER, SON AND HOLY GHOST,
BE THOU OUR STAY,; "

OH, LET US PERISH NEVER!

CLEANSE US FROM OUR SINS, WE PRAY,

AND GRANT US LIFE FOREVER.

KEEP US FROM THE EVIL ONE;

UPHOLD OUR FAITH MOST HOLY,

GRANT US TO TRUST THEE SOLELY

WITH HUMBLE HEARTS AND LOWLY.

LET US PUT GOD'S ARMOR ON,

WITH ALL TRUE CHRISTIANS RUNNING

OUR HEAVENLY RACE AND SHUNNING

THE DEVIL'S WILES AND CUNNING.

AMEN, AMEN, THIS BE DONE;

SO SING WE, HALLELUJAH! AMEN.

have trouble laying your hands on a set, I will be glad
to help make one available to you upon your request,

It would seem to me that it is now your business to
investigate and to show me my sin; and if you insist I
should resign from the ministry or that my congregations
must drop me (unless they no longer want me and have
lost confidence in me, and then it would be a matter be-
tween the congregations and me, not the congregations
and Synod), then you must show the congregations my
sin, why it is wrong for me to treat the Protestants as my
brothers.

Truly yours,
MARCUS ALBRECHT
Akaska, 8. D. October 13, 1850.

You can then read for yourself the things I-

And I don’t agree either with the current interpreta-
tion and use of Rom. 16 or the general viewpoint on
unionism, which is a problem solved and easily 30 as soon
as one quotes Rom. 16. That settles it. Nor do I feel at
home with the private panning of Missouri while these
same people still publicly play footsie with Missouri.
I am much more in sympathy with Karl Koehler's in-
terpretation of Rom. 16, the remarks made by Paul Hen-.
sel in “Garlic” on Rom. 16 and the whole subject of union-
ism, and those made by Mielke in F-L, Vol. 23 *9:14b.

In regard to F-L's hard language I would ask you
to read in F-L, Vol. 6 *3:10ff, Vol. 8 *12:11ff, Vol. 9
*12:10. .

In regard to the charge that my viewpoint has
grown out of blased source material — I have lived in
the Wisconsin Synod for 26 years, gone to its schools,
listened to its preachers, read its publications. The air
I breathe has been Wisconsin. Wisconsin has had 26
years to mold and bias me. In addition I have had
numerous private conversations regarding this matter
and some letters from Synodical pastors, in which let-
ters the writers tried to ‘“straighten me out” and gave
me their gsize-up of the controversy. Then too F-L is an
exceptionally accurate and complete record of the whole
matter, as any one who has read it knows, and contains
all the pertinent and necessary documents, letters, reso-
lutions, etc. And its columns are still open to any
one who has a correction or addition to make. Any
charges against the Protestants brought by Synodical
men, any reason given by them for standing as they do
in the Controversy, I have found in F-L. No one has
told me anything in regard to the Controversy which I
hadn't or didn't later find in F-L.

The references I list are not the only ones I could
have given, but there probably are already too many, and
that is why I did not use more.

If you don't have a complete set of F-L or access to
one, the Seminary Library has one and so does, it seems
I was told, the Northwestern College Library. Under
circumstances my set, too, would be available. If you
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Minutes of the Meeting of the Members of Zion Lutheran Church of Akaska and St. James’ Lutheran
Church of Tollstoy, S.D., Held November 29, 1950, at 8:00 o’clock P. M. in the Church at Akaska, S. D.

‘[EETING was called to order by Rev. Marcus Albrecht,
]-V who immediately asked for nominations for Bome one
to act as chairman of the meeting. The names of Edward
Eiteneier, Rudolph Heier and Karl Kuehl were nominated.
On motion made, seconded and carried Karl Kuehl was elect-
ed to act as Chairman of the meeting.

The chairman then asked that Rev. Lau present to
those present the case of the Wisconsin Synod against Rev.
Marcus Albrecht, o B
Rev. Lau: As Rev. Albrecht has indicated, we through

him, sent you a. brief note telling you that we felt he
should resign from this congregation. You asked for
an explanation of that note. I should at this time like
to read you the foliowing declaration:

November 29, 19560
. In a public statement, Rev., Marcus Albrecht of
Akaska, S. D. has declared: '“They* are my brothers in
Christ, whom I dare not deny, if the Gospel is to mean
anything to me. And to declare this publicly I will
preach for them and commune with them.”

Since Rev. Marcus Albrecht insists that this is his
position even now, and that he cannot change it, we,
the presidium of the Dakota-Montana District, are com-
pelled to announce that fraternal relations between him
and us have been broken.

(Signed) Herbert Lau, 1lst Vice-President
W. T. Meier, 2nd Vice-President
Dakota-Montana District

® The members of the Protestant Conference, who are
not in fellowship with the Wisconsin Synod.
We feel, Mr. Chairman, that if any further explana-
tions are required, I would pause here to let these ques-
tions arise,.

Chairman asked if there were any dixestion's. Mr, Lau
asked to continue. . .
Rev. Law: I would like to continue. After we have made

this declaration or announcement, the question arises
naturally as to Rev. Marcus Albrecht's position in his
congregations here and the relationship of the congrega-
tions to him, as well as to us who represent the Dakota-
Montana District of the Joint Synod of WiSc¢onsin and
Other States. 'We have asked Rev. Albrecht to resign,
not once, but several times, and in the last discussion
that was had with him, he has now asked for two weeks
time in order to arrive at his final decision, and by that
I mean he will then have to resign, or either resign or
not resign. ‘We granted this two weeks time for him
to arrive at his decision and suggest that the congrega-
tions concur in this extension of time. I think that is
all I have to say at the moment.

Chairman requested remarks and questions.
Leo Roesler: Mr. Chairman, we asked these men to
come here and explain to us what is wrong that they
asked for his resignation. So far, I do not understand
just what is wrong and I don't know whether the others
do or not but I don't think it has been explained.
Max Weiss: I for another ask for an explanation. When
they go so far as to say he was a false prophet. Why?
CPrairman: If there are no other questions, would Mr.
Lau give us a more definite reason.
RErv. Law: In view of the fact that Rev. Albrecht has
asked for two weeks more time to consider whether or
not he will resign from the congregation, I wonder
whether or not it is necessary to enter upon a discus-
sion of these matters at this time. Naturally, if the
congregation so desires, we shall not refuse, but, as I
Bsay, this request for more time on the part of Rev.
Albrecht has changed the picture somewhat.
Henry Hiteneier: Mr. Chairman, I would like to know why
that should make any difference. I would like to

oW why now that you are asking him to resign.
Chairman asked for other remarks.

Gust Weisz spoke in German (approximately: sollen
Vertrauen zu der Synode haben).

Henry Riteneier: I would like to know why he should be
ousted. He is our minister and we want to know why.
Since we have the men here, I don’t think, even though
Rev. Albrecht has been asked to resign apparently with-
ont reason.

Leo Roesler: I think it would be proper to know whether
or not this two weeks will make any difference to the
law (to Rev. Lau?) or whether it makes any difference
to us.

Rev. Lau: I see that the statement I made before was
not understood. (Mr. Lau read the statement again.)
That is a quotation taken from the statement received
by members of the congregations, by Rev. Albrecht, by
the officials of the Dakota-Montana District and also
by the various other people. That is his statement,
issued over his signature which was written some time
in July or August. (He read more of the statement.)
Since Rev, Albrecht insists that this is his position even
now and that he cannot change it, that position he
feels in conscience bound to abide by that, therefore,
we the presidium, meaning the officials of the Dakota-
Montana District, are compelled to announce that fra-
ternal relations between him and us have been broken.
In other words, we are here declaring that fraternal
relations between us and Rev. Albrecht are over for
the reasons given. His position as far as we are con-
cerned therefore will not change whether or not he
resigns.

Henry Eiteneier: This statement is still no better than
we had before.

Max Weiss: What is the objection? What have they
done? ‘We are told to love one another and I do not
see what we have done that isn't right.

Ben Berg: Is that from somiething that happened years
ago. .

Rev. Law: I hoped to avoid this discussion and I repeat
that if it is wished by the congregation, we will discuss
it, but when one or two only ask for that, I hesitate.
Wm. Schilling: I don’t think that we should go into that
at all as it would take years to settle the matter. I
think these ministers know more about the matter than
we do anyway.

Henry Hiteneier: Since our minister is involved in that,
we have to know what is the matter and not an under-
handed deal as it looks to me,

Chairman: Then you want this matter discussed thor-
oughly ?

Ben Berg: I make a motion that we vote whether or not
we will go into the matter and vote a secret ballot. '

Motion seconded and carried. (Ballots passed out,
the vote taken and recorded as 18 for open discussion and 7
opposed.)

Chairman asked for an open discussion of the matter.
Rev. Law: I hoped to avoid this not because we wish to
refuse to discuss the issues but simply because we did
not want to place the congregation in a position that it
must take sides for Rev. Albrecht and against the
‘Wisconsin Synod or vice-versa, but you have spoken.
‘When Rev. Marcus Albrecht, in the latter part of July
issued the declaration of which I have already spoken
and which was sent to you, there certainly can be no
question but what it occasioned considerable surprise
and comment, not to say consternation, in the minds of
the members of his two congregations. In his declara-
tion he accused the Wisconsin Synod of which both he
and his congregations were members. He accused the
‘Wisconsin Synod of a very serious sin in regard to the
socalled Protestant Controversy, which had occurred
about twenty-five years ago. I don’t know how many
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of you older men remember from your own memory
what happened at that time. You would have to wrack
your memory considerably in order to recall even a
few of the details. As far as the younger men in the
two congregations are concerned, who have now grown
up in the twenty-five years and have become members
of the church, they could have no knowledge of that
controversy at all. In throwing a matter of this kind
into congregations which were uninformed, as they
aciually were, we must conclude that Rev. Albrecht
must have had very compelling reasons, Certainly no
pastor is going to do that and cause a disturbance of
that kind, unless he felt he had good, compelling reasons.
In the declaration which Rev. Albrecht sent to you he
states those reasons, reasons which to him seemed
compelling enough., Some of the history you will find
in the statement itself. That is the Beitz Paper in 1926.
If I repeat some of those things, I hope you will not
think it superfluous. It was in 1926 that Rev. Beitz
of the West Wisconsin District of our Synod prepared
a paper entitled “The Just Shall Live by Faith.” While
this paper contained much that was acceptable, it on the
other hand, also contained statements of a nature that
were taken as slander and a judging of hearts. I do
not have the Beitz Paper with me this evening so I
cannot quote. Rey. Albrecht in his statement has
given further developments. Here I think I should
probably say that it was inevitable that the West Wis-
consin District of our Synod would have to act on this
and they did act after long debating. Rev. Beitz was
suspended by the West Wisconsin District and others
also held to it. I could probably add here that a num-

ber of years later our own District had one case in whigh.

partly at least the Protestant Controversy played a part
and this man was also suspended from our midst. It is
our understanding in the Wisconsin Synod that one
district respects the actions of another unless-it is very
clear that grievous sin was committed and for that
reason, since the other Districts could not be so informed

as the involved District, there is no way of determining

the action, whether that action was wrong or not. T
noticed Rev. Albrecht raised his hand. Was there a
question of fact?

Rev. Albrecht: I could give you a copy of the Beitz Paper
if you want it now.

Rev Law: No.

Henry Eiteneier: I don’t think he has explained anything
more than he did before. Ag far as I can see, he has
explained nothing.

Chairman: Rev. Lau, you have heard Mr, Eiteneier.
Weculd you have any more explanation to make?

Rev. Law: Mr, Chairman, I don’t know exactly what the
gentleman means—I have given no explanation. Rev.
Albrecht from his declaration, it is evident that Rev.
Albrecht knows that the suspension of Rev. Beitz and
others was sinful. This contention of his is based
upon the information which he has from only one party
to the controversy. In order to form the true picture
of the entire controversy, one would have to know the
entire background history as well as the development
of the controversy itself. Now how this background
can be arrived at today is a question. In answer to
this question—the wrong of which we accuse Pastor Al-
brecht, the grounds for which we ask him to resign —
is that he has declared that he will practice fellowship
with men who are not in fellowship with our Synod,
Chairman: Does that answer your question?

Henry Hiteneier: No. He hasn’t said yet what he has
done wrong. Why don’t he say what the sin was?
What are they afraid of?

Leo Roesler: Would this two weeks extension make any
difference ? As I understand it, as far as Mr. Albrecht
is concerned, they are through. What would the two
weeks benefit anyone?

Rev. Law: The point is that then if Pastor Albrecht would
resign, the congregations would not have to take that
vote; otherwise it would be kind of necessary - with its
offences, with its consequences. That is why, Mr,

Chairman, we have wanted to postpone this discussion,
in order to give the Pastor the time he has to definitely
make up his mind. If he decides in those two weeks
that he cannot resign, then the issue, we thought, would’
have to be faced. We are back exactly to what I
wanted theni to prevent in the first place.

Henry Riteneier: We want to know why our minister
should resign if he did not do anything wrong. As far
as I can sece, he did not explain that part and that is
what we want to know,

Rev. Meier: Mr. Chairman, in all fairness to that spoken
ably, we would tell him other church are not in fellow-
ship with us. Perhaps he would accept our word that
he is no longer in fellowship with us. I am no longer
in fellowship with ycu. That is what I am trying to
tell you, that those are no longer in fellowship with us
and we therefore asked that he resign. (Rev. Meier
spoke so fast the stenographer did not get all that he
said.)

Rev. Albrecht: I don’t know whether I should ask this,
but if I should offer my resignation, would that be a
solution ? Would jt be accepted? If it would be
accepted, I would take that to mean that you no longer
have enough confidence in me that I should be your
Pastor and I would then leave as soon as possible.
Chairman: Are there any other questions?

Rev, Meier: I do believe that if Pastor Albrecht would
resign and if that resignation would mean anything to
him, it would certainly mean to the congregations this
“that I am no longer one with you, that I am not in
fellowship with you.”

Rev, Albrecht: I think you should explain that word
fellowship. I know what you mean but that is not
being understood. I can't explain what you mean;
you are here to do that.

Rev. Meier: They are no longer one in teaching and prac-
tice. In other words, you can understand that you and
the Catholic Church are not in fellowship with one an-
ocher. 'That means you don’t believe the same as the
Catholic Church and that is what we mean when we say
we-are no longer in fraternal relationship., That is as
simple as I can state it.

Martin Trefz: I would like to know what wrong he has
taught us in his sermons?

Rev. Lau: We have not said Rev. Albrecht has preached
false doctrine.

Chairman: As I understand, we would not be-in fellow-
ship, with Rev. Albrecht as pastor,

Max Weiss: He has preached nothing wrong or out of
the way.

Edward Stabbe: I make a motion we should leave this
matter until the congregations vote whether he shall
rasign or not. Then the congregation will have to
vote as to whether he shall resign and go out of the
Synod and have it come to a vote as to whether he
shall resign now or in two weeks.

Chairman: The motion is whether we should vote im-
mediately or grant the two weeks. If the majority
decide to wait two weeks, we will be forced to vote.
(Motion seconded.)

Rev. Law: I wonder if I understand the motion. 1Is the
congregation ready to take that action now? I want
to raise the question because this gentleman spoke of
whether or not Rev. Albrecht would be a member of
the Synod in two weeks.

Edward Stabbe: If he resigns, does he not get out com-
pletely ? :

Rev. Law: As I said before, whether or not Rev, Al-
brecht resigns, that does not change the status between
us and him. Fralernal relations between us and .him
have been broken. We are announcing that to you
and for that i1eason that question certainly cannot be
settled in two weeks,

Rev. Albrecht: I should just like to explain. I am no
longer a member of the Wisconsin Synod so that can-
not come up for a vote, and we understood you to say
that you did not mean that.

Edward Stabbe: 1 would like to find out if we would
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remain in the Synod if Rev. Albrecht should resign.
What would the status of the church be if Rev. Albrecht
resigns?

Rev. Lau: You are cntitled to that information and I
shall give it to you. If the congregation decides that
Rev. Albrecht is to remain its pastor, then it too is out
of fellowship with us of the Wisconsin Synod. Certainly
if its pastor is ‘out of the Synod, the congregation by

retaining him will be out of the Synod because the con- .

gregation would be then saying that it too considered
the members of the Protestant Conference its brethren,
who are not one with us.

Chairman: Does everyone understand this matter now
or are there any more questions? Is everyone satisfied
with the discussion that we have had and what is your
wish ?

Christ Heier: As much as I can understand, there is
nothing left for us to decide, with Albrecht we are out
and if we decide with the Synod, then Mr. Albrecht ig out.
Ben Berg: Would they give us more chance to wait two
weeks and then vote, than voting tonight?

Rev. Albrecht: I would like to remind you of this, that
we asked a stenographer here tonight so that there
would be a record for you to study so that you could
decide then, and not tonight after just listening. If
you still want to decide tonight, that is your business.
Wm. Schilling: 1 think we have no choice. We will
have to let Rev. Albrecht go or be out of the Synod.
Edward Stabbe: I think the only thing to be gained is
that more members would be notified and we want to
give everybody a chance.

Member: They had the chance tonight as the meet-
ing weas announced and they should have been here, It
can be just as well settled tonight.

Leo Roesler: It doesn’'t seem to me that the Wisconsin
Synod is making a good effort to be fair to those who have
belonged to the Synod and another thing in our congre-
gation, those who have been the most faithful are
those that now are gouing to have to make the decision.
I have not belonged too long and it won't make a lot of
difference to nie whether I belong after this.

Max Weiss: I do not know any more than when I came
here and we are not in fellowship and I don’t know why.
If they put him out, or kick him out, I am out. (He left
the meeting. Also two others.)

Rev. Lauw: T am sorry that the issue has been Tat¥ed as to
the constitution. (Ben Berg had said that according
to the constitution the propesrty belongs to those who
stick with Synod, even if they are a minority.  Thig is
added to the minutes by M. Albrecht.) This thing
should be decided on the basis of what is right and
wrong and to simply now say the constitution is used as
a club is not right.

Edward Stabbe: 1 make a motion to adjourn for two
weeks,

Member: What good would that do?

Edward Stabbe: It might cool off a few of the hot heads.
E.dward Eiteneier: There is two things. ‘The Synod has
given Rev. Albrecht two weeks to resign, why should we
not give him the sama chance? We did not come here
to decide. Motion seconded.

Rev. Meier: I have been asked to inform you that during
these two weeks you ask someone else to be your
Pastor. Our position is that you will ask one of the
membership pastors to serve.

Rev. Albrecht: 1 thought you might say that tonight but
I feel that if the congregation should do that, then they
have agked some one else already and they have al-
ready made their decision.

Rev. Lau: I don't believe that Rev, Albrecht’s position
Would be jeopardized in the least. This would be a
temporary arrangement which would only be for two

. Weeks, If, in the two weeks, he decides to resignm, no

harm has been done and if he has decided in two weeks

not to resign, he siill is here, and the question then, of

course, will have to be settled. 1In the meantime, I

0 not feel that he is being harmed if some one else
€s over the services.

Rev. Albrecht: I wonder too if I would be harming anyone
if I should continue to preach those two weeks. What
possible damage would that do to anyone?

Rev. Law: It could possibly do this—that the congrega-
tions here would have jeopardized their standing in the
Wisconsin Synod.

Rev. Albrechi: You mean by that that they would have
hurt their position in the Wisconsin Synod and they
would be more likely to go out. That it would hurt
their position with the Wisconsin Synod?

Rev. Lau: We have declared that Rev., Albrecht is no
longer a member of the ‘Wisconsin Synod and if he con-
tinues to occupy the pulpit here during the two weeks,
the congregation has thereby committed itself to him in

“offemse to the neighboring congregations and also the

neighboring pastors.

Chairman: Any other remarks or questions? You
heard what Rev. Meier said about having some other
pastor to serve you the next two weeks.

Member: What after the two weeks? After the two
weeks are up, what comes after that? What do we do?
Rev. Law: If Rev. Albrecht resigns, of course, you will
be given an opportunity to elect yourself a pastor from
the Wisconsin Synod as is customary.

Edward FEiteneier: He is not to occupy the pulpit any
more after he resigns? He would not dare to preach?
Rev. Lau: Rev. Albrecht would not ‘“‘dare to preach after
two weeks.” I would not use the word “dare.”

Rev. Albrecht: I believe you do not mean two weeks, but
youa mean from right now I should not stand in this
pulpit.

Rev. Lau: Yes, sir. After two weeks, we ask you to re-
sign or you will not.

Rev. Albrecht: If you would take that step and call some
one else in now, what do you think I would think? Or
doesn’'t that make any difference? I don’t see how
that can cause any damage.

Rev. Lauw: To me it would simply mean that your con-
tinuance to serve here is held in abeyance and that the
congregation must finally take action. He would not be
serving the congregation and (that) would do no harm.
Rev. Albrecht: You mean that I should not teach in the
school tomorroew, make no sick calls, and not practice
with the children on Saturday afternoon or for school
on Saturday morning. . :

Christ Heier: Was there not a motion before the house
that he should be given the same chance for two weeks
the same as the Synod gives him two weeks?

Chairman: Should we have any further discussion on
this while the pastors are here to answer gquestions?
Are there any further questions? Is everybody satisfied
that we should vote on the resignation now?

Rev. Albrecht: Is this correct? =~ There does not seem to
be a general understanding as to why I should not
serve for the two weeks. This seems to me to be the
reason.  You are still members of the Wisconsin Synod
and I am not. That is the reason for their suggestion.
Chairman: Shall we have a motion for adjournment or
more discussion?

Christ Heier: Rev. Lau and Rev. Meier, could not we
have a chance to stay in the Synod if we retain Rev.
Albrecht ?

Rev. Lau: Pastor Albrecht is no longer one of us. You
can understand how the other neighboring pastors feel,
We permit him who is no longer a member, you can see
that gives offense and misunderstanding and that is the
reason why we suggest that some one else be given a
chance to serve you.

Christ Heier: We did not know about the two weeks
limit until tonight.

Rev. Lawu: This was a development of the last two days,
this two weeks concession.

Rev, Albrecht: The matter of the two weeks does not
seem to be clear, I asked for the two weeks because I
was afraid that if I insisted that you have to oust me
that there would probably be too many votes that would
be sinful and by that I mean votes that would be purely
Ppersonal and not votes that could really stand. You
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might vote “we did not like him and so we will let him
go” and others might vote for him to stay, and I did
not like to see it decided on that. Tt was because I
feared that the vote would be taken for these reasons
and I too would like to think about it a little while yet.
A pastor told me there is no more terrible sin that a
congregation can commit than to oust its pastor. It is
a gerious thing and that is why I hesitated to force you
to a vote, for fear you would be voting, say, just out of
wrong reasons, I am just as mixed up, or do you un-
derstand why I ask for the two weeks?

Chairman: I think we understand.

Rev. Albrechi: In other words, if I thought it better for
the congregation simply to leave, then I would do that.
If I thought there would be less sin in that than in
your voting, and I am afraid there would be quite a
bit of sin in your voting, and I am not totally convinced
that there would not be sin in my just going and that
is why I asked for two weeks. Don't think I like to be
here wondering whether I am going to fall in the fire
or whether some one is going to pick me off. Those
two weeks are not going to be fun for me. It would be
much easier to force you to a vote tonight, to break
the congregation apart and you could see tonight that
that could be done. You realize that the congregation
could be broken apart. I don’t want to say any more
unless I am asked to. I thought I could explain what
the two weeks were supposed to be for.

Chairman: Any further questions in regard to Mr. Al-
brecht’'s remarks?

Rev. Meier: I feel that in all fairness it should be stated
as to who brought this situation about. We tried>to-
plead with Pastor Albrecht. He is asking for the two
weeks and I certainly feel that if that would have been
me, I would have told the congregation, “Brethren, I
am no longer (one) with you” and I would therefore
have tendered my resignation.

REV. ALBRECHT: If there is a little lull, I just want to
find out if you want these minutes mimeographed and sent
to you. I took it for granted before the meeting startéd
but I want to know whether you still want that. Should I
send a copy to each voting member of both congregations?
T intended to do that but I wondered if you would think it
necessary to go to that expense. *t will be your expense.
REV. LAU: The question of minutes has arisen. I would
like to ask a question about it. Are these minutes going to
be the property of the congregation? Is this where they
stay within the conflnes of the congregation?

REV. ALBRECHT: Do you mean to say that anybody outside
of the congregation should not be allowed to look at these
minutes? People outside might wonder why I have left. 1
think the minutes are important and I would feel absolutely
free to show the minutes to anybody interested in seeing
ﬁhe&l, if anyone is interested in knowing about this whole
matter.

REV. LAU: I can see that this meeting tonight is a joint
meeting between the congregatlons and the representatives
of the Dakota-Montana District and for that reason these
records and the matter of the stenographer should have
been a matter upon which both parties agreed. Since the
meeting s a joint one, should not both partles to the joint
meeting have a say as to how the minutes are to be used?
If I have had any experience in these things, these minutes
can be misconstrued, and without reflecting on the steno-
grapher and with the best of intentions, I think the matter
can be misconstrued.

CHRIST HEIER: The records should stay in the congregation
and not be reprinted.

ALBERT KULM: Maybe by having the minutes printed, you
could make the congregation two-sided. People who are
not here would read them and have a different opinion.

REV. ALBRECHT: Do you mean that the minutes be sent to
only the persons who were here? There will be less misunder-
standing with’ the minutes sent out than if we just go out
and say what we remember.

REV. MEIER: I perfectly agree that these minutes should
remain the property of the congregations. Do you send
all of your minutes to all members? Do you mimeograph
those and send to your members? We do not do that in
our congregation,

REV. ALBRECHT: Yes, they are sent out. They are un-
official and are used by the secretary as an aid to him.
CHAIRMAN: Any more discussion? Is there a motion that
I\;v? \t'gé% as to whether or not the minutes be printed or not
rin ?

MEMBER: It was decided at our last meeting that they be
kept and read.

REV. ALBRECHT: I do not know why everyone should be
scared of having an outsider read this, Ordinarily this
would be sent to each member of the congregation, but if
they do not wish to print any more than that, they should
say so.

CHAIRMAN: At our last meeting we decided that every
member was to have a copy. Motion made and secondec
that no coples be made of these minutes and that it shal
only be recorded in the minutes of the secretary of the churct
board. Majority vote was ‘“No.”
CHAIRMAN: The “no's” have made it necessary to hawvi
printed coples.
REV. ALBRECHT: Might I ask why we should be afrald t¢
keep a copy? :
ALBERT KULM: I am afraid that if we go on like we haw:
we will have no congregation and more and more may wall
out.
REV. ALBRECHT: Don’'t you think people are going t«
hear that three have walked out?
CHAIRMAN: I personally don’t see that it would hurt tc
send the minutes to the congregation. -
CHRIST HEIER: I would not be against having it sent
the members of the congregations but not outside of the
congregation. I would not want it to go out of the con
gregation.
CHAIRMAN: Any more discussion on the printing of th
minutes?
REV. ALBRECHT: As I remember it, we have two matter
that should be decided for tonight. One is what you wan
to do for a pastor for the next two weeks and the other i
whether or not you want copies of the minutes sent to th
members. . .
Here followed more discussion. Edward Eiteneier state
the vote as shown in the former meeting. The motio
to have the minutes printed and sent to the members wai
allowed to stand. .
Chairman: What are we going to do about a pastor fo
the next two weeks?
Wm. Ballensky: The Rev. can serve us for the next tw
weeks the same as he has in the past. :
Edward Eiteneier: 1 don’t see what difference two mor
weeks would make.
Rev. Lau: Rev. Albrecht has been with you four month
after this matter came up but the final outcome of th
thing has just developed.
Chairman: Shall we decide on a different pastor or shoul
we not?
Wm. Schilling: Make a motion that Rev. Bast at Mqo
bridge be called and see if we can get him to preach fo
the next two weeks. Motion seconded and carried.

REV. ALBRECHT: I would like to ask a practica
question. I am in the middle of work on the Christma
service, shall I throw it in the waste basket? I take i
that means I am not to appear in the school room and th
children will miss out on the two weeks.

After more discussion —
Edward Stabbe: I would like to know, if a minister fror
Mobridge could not continue with the children, would i
be all right for Rev. Albrecht to continue with th
children? .
Rev. Lau: That would be very inconsistent—that he can’
preach but can take care of the children. It is incor
sistent. I can see some of the difficulties that woul
arise at this particular season of the year and m
suggestion would be that the vacancy pastor could b
given the material prepared. That would be a wa
out, I think, and would be perfectly proper.
Rev. Albrecht: You seem to be agreed to get Rev. Bas!
I am willing to give him the material that I have an
maybe the Saturday school could be skipped for tw
weeks and he could have the Sunday services but h
should know that he has these things to take care of.

Motion made, seconded and carried that you see to i
I:lha.t vgerha.ve a pastor here, and that we make application fo

pastor.

Rev. Albrecht: Is the congregation going to ask Pasto
Bast to serve them for the next two weeks or do yo
expect me to do that?
Chairman: We ghould contact Rev. Bast first and then le
Rev. Lau get one if he can’t come.
Rev., Lau: Then I would want to know just as soon a
possible,

Chairman: We should get word out to the congregatio
in time for services. Motion made, seconded and carrie
that services be held at the same time, that is, at 10:3
and at 2:30,
Christ Heier: We should decide when we will have ou
next meeting. .
Rudolf Heier: It should automatically be in two weeks.
Motion made, seconded and carried that the next meel
ing be held in two weeks from tonight.

Motion made, seconded and carried that the meeting b
adjourned.
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" THE FLROY DECLARATION.

Elroy, E@ ben 16. Degenber 1927.

A die Algemeine Synode von Wisconfin,
Sufonbetrhett an den Weft-Wisconfin-Diftrifk,

Bu- Panden ded Jmwolfer-Romitees!
Briider! ..

* W18 Nntwort auf die jiingft erfialtenen Einladbungen
i 3u eimer Befpredjung der beftehenden Differengen in ber
i Ghrifttoodie fet Jhnen folgendes mitgeteilt:

~Bir, die lnterzeichneten, weigern und forthin ener=

qifd, mit irgendeinem Romitee ber Ullgemeinen oder der
Diftriftsiynode gu verhanbdein oder bor einem folden
Romitee poet3 Vlitteilung eiterer Jnformation ju er-
jdeinen,

1, da wir mit unjercr durdy die traurigen Wirren biel-
fady vernadldfftaten Arbeit su Haufe pollauf in An=

! fprud) genontmen werden und wir im Lidt der Ver-

- gangenfeit afle weiteren Berhandlungen ald nuglod
und geitverfdpuendend anfehen miiffen;

9. da das 3wbdlfer-Romitee alle~nétige JInformation - -
sur Beurteilung ber Jidlle fdriftli m Handen Hat
oder dod) andernfaliad hitte haben Ponmem, mdre die
Snnobe duf die im Material unterbreiteten Empfehe
[ungen eingegangen;

3. ba bdie Syiwobe in Matertoon wie aud) in Beaber
Dam unerhirte Gottlofigfeiten begangem ober bdody
frillfdhiweigend gedulbet bat;

- 4. ba wir urd Jhnen gegeniiber unumwunben zu Beifesd
Sdyrift befennen und bet derfelben au perharren gebenfen.
. Mtr werden nur bann und bereit finden, und au
t ftellen, enn bdie in Beaver Bam und Watertoron gefakten
- Befchliiffe, weldje itbereilt und forciert waren, riidgangig

gemadyt werbern, alle Fille von Anfang an wieber aufge-

Tollt terden und hie Synode hierdburdy eine gang andere

®efinnung an ben Tag legt, die au der Hoffnung erfpriek=

liher Berhandlungen beredhtigt. €3 geidjnen bdig Leute,

seren Jtamen Ste auf feparaten, beigelegten Bogen aufge= .

etdynet finden: -

Wir uuterzeidyuen al3 jolde, dte in Beaver Dam und

Fatertoron Dbeteiligt waren:: -~ :
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J. H. Abetmann. 0. Hensel. W. F. Beits.
Phll J. Schrosder. Paul Lutzhe. E. Abelmann.
Q. A Krasim. W. Motxkns. W. K. Bodamer.
; ) Robt. E., Ave-Lallemaat.
~ . Fred W. Krohm, Wliscomsin Rapids, Wla. )
9Wir unterseidnen ald folde, bdie in Watertolon
foarert L
Paal Hemsel. Frank Borgwardt. Edward P.
Horman Kuethe. Gorhnrd Gleschen, W. H. Oehlers.

$ir unterzeidhuen ald folde, die in Watertown be=

teiligt toaren:
0. Kehrbaerg, Mesinos, Wia. E. G. Schconberr, Glebke, Wis,
Wm. H. Parisius, Naagart, Wi, Ford., Grap, Gloka, Wis.
G. E. Grap, Globe, Wia.

L A. C. Knlef, Wis, Rapids, Wis. FEd. Wendorf, Wilten, Wis,

i H. W. Limp, Wilten, Wis. W. E. Tews, Wilton, Wlis.

F. A. Birkholx, Wilton, Wla, Herman Birkholz, Wiltom, Wls,
Wm. Brandan, Wilton, Wia.

ir untergeidinen al3 folde, dte tn Beaver Dam De~
i tetligt ‘parem: Ang. P. Peanm,



Resolution on the Protestant Matter

At the 1959 convention of our Synod a resolution was
adopted ““That we encourage the Union Committee of the
Wisconsin Synod to seek a speedy and God-pleasing settle-
ment of the whole issue,” that is, the Protestant matter of
30 years ago. In 1960 most of the Distriet conventions
encouraged the committee of four men which had been ap-
pointed to carry on with the review which they had begun.
This year their report lay before the Convention (Reports
and Memorials, pp. 103, 104). Their report read:

1. We have reviewed the proceedings of the Western

- Wisconsin District of 1926 to 1954, the minutes

of the Western Wisconsin District of the same

years, the proceedings of the Synod, particularly

of 1933 and 1935, and statements of the Peace
Committee to the Synod.

2. The evidence shows that the™ction taken on the
1927 resolutions of the Western Wisconsin Dis-
trict at Watertown was clouded over with uncer-
tainties. ol

a) The scope of the resolutions was left in doubt,
for it was said on one hand that the suspensions
were excommunications, en the other hand that
they were not. :

b) The vote taken on the Watertown resolutions
was not unanimous.

¢) As to the interpretation put on the resolutions,
they have remained unclear and received vari-
ous interpretations.

After having considered all the angles available,
your committee comes to the conclusion that the Syn-
od should reaffirm the resolution adopted by the
Synod in 1933, to wit:

“Resolved, that it be the sentiment and under-
standing of this body that the West Wisconsin Dis-
trict of its own free will and accord reconsider the
Watertown Resolutions and the suspensions in the
Fort Atkinson cases.”

The adoption of this report does not mean a
judgment on the Western Wisconsin District action
of that time. Resolution p. 114,

The Floor Committee on Union Matters offered a
resolution to the Convention that the entire report of the
review committee be adopted. This resolution was adopted.
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ANNOUNCEMENT OF CONVENTION ACTION
WESTERN WISCONSIN DISTRICT

SueJect: ReporT oF CoMMmITTEE No. 16:
ProTES'TANT STUDY COMMITTEE REPORT

In response to the overture of the 1961 General Synod Convention (Pro-
ceedings, p. 195) relative to the Protes’tant matter; be it

Resolved, That the Western Wisconsin District’s suspensions of members
of the subsequently formed Protes’tant Conference be removed because of
the reasons advanced by the Synod’s COMMITTEE ON PROTES’TANT MATTERS
(Proceedings, 1961, p. 185): “resolutions . . . clouded over with uncertainties”;
their “scope in doubt”; “the vote on . . . the resolutions . . . not unanimous”’;
“interpretation put on the resolutions . . . unclear.and . . . various.”

Note: This resolution refers only to corporate actions of the Western
Wisconsin District; and be it further

Resolved, That proper notification be made of this action; and be it further

Resolved, That we adopt the suggestions brought forward by the PRE-
LIMINARY COMMITTEE APPOINTED TO STUDY THE PROTES’TANT CONTROVERSY AND
THE RECENT RECONCILIATION EFFORT:

“A. That the District Praesidium appoint a group of individuals to
attend the next conference of the Protes’tants.

“B, That pastors, teachers, and laymen be encouraged to study the issues
involved and seek to reestablish contact with the Protes’tants on
an individual basis.

“C. That all of us pray for the day when mutual confidence will be
restored and we again share in the outward fellowship of faith.

“D, That we urge the Protes’tants to regard tl;ese resolutions as a sincere
. and earnest effort on the part of this District to heal the breach
/ between us.”

(Signed)
E. E. Kowa}ke, Chairman Ralph Herold
H. C. Oswald, Secretary Bruce Schlueter
H. C. Nitz Harvey Nauman
W. W. Gieschen Elmer Behrens i

EirmMer J. PrENzLOW, JR., Secretary
Western Wisconsin District

JuLy 15, 1962
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