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r1rbnhefh9 o discussion which took nlece in Hovember of

IHP FILS, WELS, and DAL were involued in this discussion which

‘on hnviawn TL]1DWuh issues, Tr rrv-titn for this parer

wae gained” mmstly from minutes of verious mestinos. Unfortunatdly,

‘these minutes werc. laokine in the details which one would like to

tvevstudied,f Consecucntly, this parer will-present tho history
of avonts this dizcussion withilittle ‘nternretive

o

_commentary a

In the eorly years of F2L, the issue of status confessionis came
up amono FAL membhers. The concept of status confessionis involved a

. parscn nuttinn himself into a state of confessional arotest, Such a

naTsan wmﬂld have agreed with the orthodox teachings and C
7 Luthoran body surh as FAL, vet he would rercin a member of o heter-

odox church in hopes thet his pu*lic ntest of their false teachinos

or poor practices would bring th=t church body back to the truth.

The issue,ss it involved FAL, was nracticed by establishinng Tellowship

n a state nf cenfessionzl protest. Post =2ften

[

with a parsan wha wers

o
§

it shrwed itself in the communing of a person in confession=l protest

in an FAL church. 0Objections to status confessinnis aresa, declaring

that status confessionis was nothing more than salective Mllouship,

Selective. fellowship involved having fellowship with neonle who perhans
s

anreed with orthodox tearhings and practice, vet raofusid to puhlicly

protest their church's actions and never foresay the time when thoy

uculd have to lee ' ‘

v
In Mry of 1874, ot a FAL Prsteoral Convocnstinn, stotac confessionis

was under discussion. There were no ohjiections to the nrircinlos of

status rconfossionis, lowrver, two pestors (who wuere not in OALY admit-
ted to practices of sclective felloushin with OGS monbore wbo wsore
vinitinng their conerenstions on o sossonal hasis, lLeotar, ot oo 1074

convention in Horth Hellywsod. thare was tha Firet reforencs to o
nossibhle nrohlam with stotus confocoionis, - Some en =4 H0ab coaforanoe

1

nnuated status confresionis with anloetive fellowshin, In

conventian vorkbools . tho ctolonent is nodo:

Thers uyuss copnlete aoraonmont by rasroacniobives of a° 1 fhren
3 \ - '

syneds (0006, ELG. FALY fhet FAlts yndarstopdinn ond nrnotiog G{shhu
as stated at the FAL Corstituting Danvontion of 1071 i¢ e con{é55‘0"'5>

correct cne,




jae}

“It ‘waes then fésolvod that‘those who had'an undmr standing or practice

*

an \L tuu rnnf,un.; is which riffored from uhnt Df FAL, should either

comng to agre r'mont with FAL or leave FAL Tor the sake of pence and
unity, - Those who chose to lesve would bo nranted peaceful relooses.
In late 1074 and early 1975, disagresments continued to grow over

the whole concopt of status confessionis.  Thoese disagreocmants wore

‘not  helned by ether deovelabments in FAL.  Growing cencorn for dishand-
. y . : 9

ment of FAL (for reasons of size, nsography, and administration prob-

lums) only added fuel to the fira. . ; 3
ROl on Jangary l9, 1975, the paper entitled "In Statu Confessionis"

més drafted and adopted by some of the old CAL men in the FAL. The
kpéper was written in MNorth Hellvuocd as a study documant, with the
~authors Dillinq to make amondments.

In March, six congregations reguested a relesse from FAL. Release

the withdrawino congrenations and the FAL was terminated. This ter-
‘mination of fellpwu=hip co rred the affected nembers and they turned

to the FLS and WELS to solicit their reactions and oninions. On March
14 and 15,'1975, the UFLS Commission on Inter-chureh Relations met and
began discussions of status confessionis. Conearn was exnressed for
a definition of status confessionie and for the may:in which this
concept wes employed., After a discussion of develonments in FAL

T -

it was decided to nostpone the discussion of status confassionis. Tt

]

was foared that their actions could be m~a1ntrﬂjrjted as intrrference

wera not their concern.  Instead, it was dacidnd to

in. affairs thaot
ronteet tho KIS Board - for Theolony and Church Relations Lo arranne
tino for the nuracse of jointly deciding how to deal with this

In the meantice, a sporial convention was hold in Hillshoro,

Ocecoon on April 15-17,1075 tao deal with the probien caused by bhn

J

nithelreral of the siv rnonorenations Fror FAL.  The onhtonore was Shint:

P

1) a upnnimcus rofoeal was clvon to unhold

nrine action of susnending Tolloweihlio wi
coennragations:

‘hase nonnrenations was

?) final schion an
.:

1
uniil n nroner st nn

reascons ves officinlly

1Y oAb te dithedrawal from Y for

roconnizodsy ond

were granted by the FAL Council, but at the same time followship hetveen



A norq,r of FA[ mlth tho WELS was proposed upon approval of
”‘M/ﬁ of the FAL. congreqations (Pﬁoh conqraegation having the
G pdividual:rinht to join WELs, MLS,'OT repain independent
 :lﬂ ,rof@rﬂnduw tn he Concludnd by June, 1975),

mdlluJOﬂOle ‘arequest was mads of the MFI to host @ conference on

status confossionis ta he attended hy reprehvntativns of YWELS, ELS,

cal, and FAL.

Thn ﬁbovw ronf”r ek was unnhlr to meet - in April bhecausa. of

thn ¢;S~TTD“ s inmhility to meet on such short notice. The UELS-.

CICR'pfdpqsed‘fpr it to meet in the end of RKay or early Juna but
'jnain t,Fﬂiled to meet., At its synod cenvention in August, the
JE[G uvnvd the CICR ta arre :evthis conference since the fellowship

‘of he FI\L gnd WELS, ELS, and newly msrged FAL was affected by this

fad

ssue of ;,atué confessionis, In October, the Tvangrlical Lutheran
Confessiconal Forum (a meeting of ELS, WCLS, and FAL bafrro its dis-
handment) ; drscussnd the upcoming conference on status confessionis
The Forum PAHPPSqu its misgivings on status confessionis with regérd
to seloctive fellowship, proselytizing. and church fellowship in
genera al as it seasmed to be nroposed in the paper, "In Stotu Confessionis'.
The PAL ‘authors of the paper expressed their intent to work at a
remedy Tor those nisqivings., Finally, the meeting was held on November
17718, 1975, at S5t. James Lutheran Chureh in W, St. Paul, finnesota.
Preseht were members of the HLS-BTCR, WELS-CICR, and represen-
tatives from the GAL, i.e. Pastors H. flarks, R, fiofliller, and E.
Halverson: The CAL men clsrified the point that ths issus of status
confessionis had not heen involved in their withdrawal fronm FAL. That
noint héd erronoously been reported within the WELS, and measures worn
taken to afficially correct that error in the records,

Tt is heynnd the seona af this noper to repradies "Tn Statu Con-

fes SWOHL“" ar oven to detail its contents. Howaver, @ summary of its
7 i

contonts and a discussian of the controvertad pointsarn in ozder,
QUTLIMN
I. Definition
A, Mhaolt it is

rary sta

- a state of nublic protnst nneinst errort a tonno-

nn arring body coturns to the
preves fut

1.

2 to he bv“ﬁ*n7+fd
truth or when the protoest
necassany

t

ile apd senaration bhocones




'7H0m1ifgis,Cérried out - provisionally refraining from pulpit

. fellowship, communion with erring brethren, and participation
~inactivities which promote or support errnr

"Its nurpose - prevent partisipation in errors ofybthe brethren,
"Unita,cdnfassors of the truth, preserve unity of brothers who
havezseparuted,with brothers who remain to work for return to
tha-truth, to exercise love and patience toward erring brethren,

and to unite confessors in other erring church badipas(latoer
omitted) : . even acvess dewsminational lines

. Uhat it is not ~ not selective fellowship; selective fellowship
strives, for preservation of the prnanization. instead of proson-—
" vation of doctrine; selective fellowship sees no time when soepa-~
‘}pd,,ratiQh]willﬁbecome necessary .- ' L 3

Historical background -~ Article X of the Formula of Concord

' Confessional hasis for status confessioni

0

Scripteral basis for status confessionic

&

“God's paticnece with error
God's: severity when error ooes unchanged

The necessity of status confessionis - individuals and congregations
must witness to the truth and must protest error

Histdrical hackground of FAL leaving LCMS and the role of status
confessionis

Status Confessionis and fellowship - congrecations and individuals
who confess the truth and protest error need encouragement; fellow-
ship should be established with them and they should be communed if
circumstances permit

Summary of "In Stetu Confessionis" for laymen

Sample layman's statement of beinn in a state of confessional protest

Some of the points in the paper were controverted while most ware
readily agreed upon. The merning session on November 17 bapan with

a discussion of Article X =f the Formula of Concord. The rdafinition

of status confessionis was discussad., Concern was exnsreasnd that in
following these princinles, one mioht intrude upon the postor-nembern
relationshin, ospecially in communine those who were in a state of
confessional protest yvet reotained membership in en erring church,

The afternoon session centererd on a discussinn of the applicability
tnday of Erticle ¥ and haow status confessinnis fits intn thet annlica-
tion,

The nveninn sessien was a discussion of sintus confrosionic and
fellowship with o , congrnnaticns and individuals in » state of

confesainnal nrotant (sna IX aheown),.  An internsting issun which come

gn mas the issie concerninn whether an individual's confession in




W)

xdéfmfm{néd ﬁﬁrﬁfﬁv Hisfpersbnal~Gonfeasionjthan‘by formal membership
i a rhurrh ﬂody By eveninn's end, thé.WELSQCICR in a séparata
'momtwnﬂ by itself agféed that,ﬁas’things stood, thore ﬁere nportions
of "In Statu Confrssionis" which were unacceptah]e‘tm the WELS.

Pastor H;_Marksa representing the CAL, opened the mornino session
.af Nnvnmhor‘lﬁcwith tho,Follouing dtatement:

le wish to exnress our deen anpreciation for the counsel.
pai .ence, kindness, and candor exnrossed by the rarticipants
of the committees of UELS and ELS and for tho. fact of tha
brotherly: concerns by which our discussiens have bean conduc-
ted, Resnoording to fhuue axpresulmns of Christian brother-
hond and considering t eagments of cur paper which might
nive offense to qome, we sugonest tha following changes

!

At this point ChWDQBS were sugqgested by the authors of the paper. The
st change was tao somite’ . in I. (C), that one of the purposes of

'status confessionis was to unite confessors in ather erring church

hodies, aven to the point of crossinn dencminational lines. The next

change occurred in IX. A santence was omittod which stated that in

‘matters of conoranational fellowship, status confassionis uwould allow
' fellowship across denominctional lines. The third chznge toeolr nlocn

.

in the layman's summary (X, ) and again had to do with status confessionis
crassing denominntional linzs, The last change was tho omissilon of

the conclouding paranrnnh which had stated a uninue position in whinch

the CAL said it had Teund itsnlf, a position which led thon to prac-

tice altar and nulpit fallowshin on the hasis of status rnonfessionis,

Although there were other small changes during the course of the
i X e P

discussions (many only invrlvinn rinor nhanges of warding), i

-

can
be soon fram the abeove amondnents that the najor oroblem had to do
with practicing fellowshin arcross denominaiional linos,

Aftrr thsso ancndments wnrs made, the entire papor was withdrawn
hy the CAL in the followinn st-tonent:

Tnasnuch as our dorumont, "In Statu Confessionis", has besn

charmed with anntional nvnrtanas and hon hoen neectbly 9 g0

vnderstand by some, un her~with sunnnst thn onrnose
0T this wmenting ond the nools we wil te undeor the

flord, that this dezurent be set asi nntil oy ecstanlish o

sat nf nguidelinne hy ohich wn con Urlforwﬂy practinn ochurch
follrushin and to wﬁon it is te o extenderd, includinn the

nmatiars of farn2l and informnl confoasion, Ve, Fortrher

asl: that the cuide'ines which ann adeontod ba nedidnlines which
traly reflect tho antind practinn yhich ~yicte in ~or ahurches,



FDllﬁ@iﬁQ thig ‘1there[m1“ a discussion non distinguishing the formal

.and . JnfmrmﬂT cdnfmssionfOf individuals.” A statement ooncmrninq this

im;ttnr vas ofrarod and wad. to be finali 7Pd in the afté Pn”on.
In tho aftarnnoon sossion; Pastor T. Aabarn (ZL5) rvnd the followinn:

"0 raply of the UELS Commission on Tnter- Church Relations and
af ‘the E1S Noard f ny and Church Relations based on
their synads' public confession on the dortrine of church
fellowship to a question renarding church fellowship raised

by pastors frem the Conference of Authentic Lutherans.!

Do we hold ihnt the exarcvso of church Tellomsmpw sp001a11y i
prayer and altar Fe110m%h1p,’can be decided in every instance-
solely on thae hasis of formal church mnmbsvshlp, that is, on
whether ot not- the person belongs to. a congregation or . synod

in dfPlITQLan u1th us?

No. Ordlnqrwly thﬁv is the basis on which such a que

stiocn is
decided since thurch fellowship is exercised on the hasis of
one's: confession to the pure farks of the Church, and ordinar-

ily we express our confession hy out church member ship, -Therc
may be cases in the exercise of church fellows hip where a
person's informal confession of faith must also be sonsidnared,
This is especially true renardino the weak, But whathor one
is ~uided by a person's formal nr informal confossion of faith
in either instance it must in nrinciple he a confession to the

4 full truth of God's Word. 1In addition, special care must he
axercised so 2s not to cause offense €o othsts or te interfere
with another man's ministry., Further, we are not to judna

harshly concernino the manner in uhich a brother pastonr after
much anonizinng handles such difficult cases,

In a second session that afternoon, the conference memars met o
"‘"I

Change thair thoughts on the outcoms of the two-day meeting. The

WELS=CIC rembers expressed their nleasure that the nbjectionahle

perts ahout cross-—donominetional fellowship had been removed. Whereas

the YELS and ELS had disanreed on "In Steotu Confessionis! prior tn the

1
Lty

liscussions of MNovembor 17-12, thoy were pleased that agraesment had
been reachad and that the differences had been resolyod in the
conference.

In conclusion, the issue of status confossionic hed Lhe notantinl

aof dividing Christian brethren from one annthon. Tt

,_.n.

S oan ancourann—
ment to see how this nroblom was rosnlverd norcrably and in oa ﬂOﬂnﬂJO?ﬁiﬂ“
way. Hnity of doctrinn was rmeintained and Follow- thin was strancthens

At the close of thn confercnce, the S8l men wero in reanlatn anranment

with hoth the WELS and the FLS, 3 stronner followshin hobosnpn bhe

T

orouns wns byilt and ic maintainod o Lhis dove  Paphane fhe 040 -




Face an unusual situaption.  Porhaps we, in the WELS, will somaray

coTaces

S
n

allariunusual situation in which status confessionis wil

It

“roomesinta play., o IF S0, may we learn from She strunnlds of theos
Y L H L k

menand be quided by the princinles and nuideiines which thoy
potahlishad,
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