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I. Introduction

An excerpt from the 2bth anniversarvy booklet of Calvary Lutheran
'CQEHFCh reads: "The Earlv History of the conaregation reveals that
withlin a space 0f a few months, a congregation was organized, the
members had a combination church-school building, and had their own
pastor to shepherd them."(1) Fram the above description it would seem
that this little mission had a trouble-free pbeginning. It even glives
the impression that it began with hardly a =set-back. But a more

detailed look into the historical resources surrounding the start of

Ul

Calvary Lutheran Church reveals a different storv. The mission had to
overcome more than a few major obstacles before it even became Calvary
Lutheran Church. Only bv the agarace of God was the conagregation able

to withstand the difficulties it faced.

ot

What follows is a detailed history of Calvary Lutheran Church

3

from its Initial inception to its formal beginning. With the passing
away ot Calvarv’s last charter member early in the fall of 1992 also
went the last living primary source. Therefore, the information for
this higstory is drawn almost completely from the minutes of the South
Fastern Wiscongin District Mission Board: Trinity Lutheran Church.
South Mequon: Trinity Lutheran Church, West Meguon: and Calvary
Lutheran Church. & few intefviews were also conducted with some

pveople of the involved congregations who might have =some remembrances

cf the event=s which led up to the formation of Calvary Lutheran



I7T. A Tale of Two Trinitles

Although various documents mark the organization of Calvary

<]

&t

elither May 3, 1931; May 10, 1931: or August 16, 1931,(2) the history
aof Calvarv really beging already in January of 1931. The mission
bhoard of the Southeastern Wisconsin District met in early Januarv of
1931, together with faculty of the newly moved Seminary and two local
pastors, to discuss plans for a new mission congregation and school in
Thiensville,(3)

The minutes of the Migssion Board state no impetus for wanting
ancther church in the Mequon/Theinsville area. There were at this
time already three establigshed WELS churches in the immediate
viclnitve: Trinity, West Mequen: Trinitv., Scuth Meguon: and St.
John'=s, Ea=t Mequon. Whv then another church? Here we must read
between the lines. A number of factors seem to play intqythe decision
of the Mizsion Board. The three churches in the area were "German!
churches., Certainly the elder members of the congregations could

stil!l handle the CGerman and perhaps

o

referred it. But the vounaer
generation knew less and less German. However ., the Mission Board did
not initially state that the new mission was to be specifically an

English mission. Perhaps a more important reason was the buillding of

a =chool in connection with the migssion. HMNone of the churches in the
area had schools, and apparently the Mission Board felt the area could

benetfit from one.(4) It also seems significant that the faculty of
the Seminary was involved in the initial meeting. The Seminary had

moved to Thiensgsville in 1929, and with the move also came two new

]

Serminary professors:  Prof. M. Lehningér and Prof. F. Brenner (%)

(Both of these Professors were charter members of the orilglnal Calv

(e

ry

(8Yy», Faculty families would need a school and students would need a

[+



church that could facilitate English. Finally. later Mission Board
minutes suggest that thé Migsouri Svnod was showing areat interest in
starting a church in the area.

The two pastors in attendance at that first meeting, the Rev.
Burkheolz of Trinitv South and St. John’s and the Rev. 3chasfer ot
Trinity West. were.instructed to inform their congregations concerning
the Mission Board’s interest in starting a new mission in the area.(?)
Fach pastor did as he was instructed. Their results, however, spin a
tale of these two Trinities

As the bud of the Mission Board’s idea for a new mission in
Thiensville grew, it became clear that two different sprouts had
sorung up. The initial sprout grew from the Trinity. West Megquon
conaregation. The second and more vital sprout grew up from Trinitv,
South Meaquon., We will begin with the story of Trinitfty West.

Since the Trinityv, West Meguon church was closer to the Seminary
and nearer to Th%ﬂnsville than the other churches, it was natural for
the Mission Beard to concentrate its efforts there. However. Trinity

West s reaction to the new misgsion was not at all positive., The

o

minutes of the January 12, 1931 annual meeting read matter-of-factly,
“Item 19. DMoved and accepted that we protest against the Synod their

resolution to establish a mission church."(8) These simple words tell

¥\

onlyv the beginning of the story. The members of Trinity West wer
hurt and upset that the Synod wanted to begin another church so near .

to thelr own - and so near to the Seminary. Four davs after thel

'

initial rejection of the Svynod’s plan, the Board of Trustees of
Trinity West brought a formal protest against the Svnod., In it the
reasons for the congregation’s hurt were clearly exposed. They felt

betraved by a Synod that was asking this little German congregaticn ta



do too much In their present circumstances. The five points of the

protest were as follows:

1. The Mission Board at the time when the bullding of
the Seminary was in progress has induced our congregation to
become self dependent, that is, to call its own pastor,
holding ouf‘the promise that ocurs would be the Seminary
Church, attended by faculty and students,

Relving on these promises a pastor has been called and
a parsonage erected. "

The proposed step would constitute nothing less that a
breach of sguch promises.

2. The establishment of a new congregation in its
immediate vicinity would not only at once check the growth
of our church, but would eventually spell its doom. For us
to sanction the Mission Board’s resolution would be
tantamount to a signing of our church’s own death warrant.,

3. The distance to our church is surelv not too great
r faculty and students especially after the propo=sed city
tlet has been completed. three quarter mile at the most
e new mission station, If anv, would be bhut a few hlocks
oser.

4, Svnod’s finances are such that 1§ would make =such an
expendlture prohibitive It is Svnod’s policy to practice
the utmost economy.

5. Weigh well also the offence, the resentment, the
dire consequences this newly proposed mission might
occaslion., ()
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The idea of a new mission had undoubtedly struck an emotional
string with the people of Trinity West. Stories of heated debates
hetween the members and the Svnodical representatives float around vet
today. (10> And the proposed resentment of point five is still felt

among some people in the MeaquonsThiensville aresa.(11)> Discussions

UJ

continued, though, between the members of Trinity West. the Mission
Board and the Seminarv faculty,

n
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At

meeting in late January of 1931, the two sides met

tas
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discuss the issues. The Mission Board immediately answered the first
and most serious of Trinitv’s allegations - the accusation of breach

of promise. They stated that the Mission Beard had not held out any
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promis: Trinty West would become the "Seminarv Chruch' therehy
encouraging it to become self-sustaining. It had, however, encouraged

Trinity to hold off on the building of thelir parsonage until their new



pastor arrived,'advice which they had ignored.<12> The other pcints

u
03]

of the protest were discussed as the two sides considered Trinity’s

alternate solution for the religious needs of the Lutherans in the

)

Thiensville area. The ldea was simple - establish a Synod-subsidlzed
Christian Day School in the Thienville area and have the faculiy and
students support Trinity West as their home congregation.(13> In this
way the Mission Board and Seminary would get their Day School and
Trinity would get its desire to be the "Seminary Church." The
meeting, however, came to no agreement. A special committee of
Trinity members and Seminary faculty was formed to seek a mutually
agreeabhle solution,

The special committee got together with the Migsion Board a week
and a half later in order to present its findings. From their
proposal it becomes clear that someone had more in mind than the mere

establ ishment of a new "Seminary church and school . ™ Real mission
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wark was the call of the dav. The committee suggested t
West carry out a canvass of the MeguonsThiensville area for mission
possibilities. Students from the Seminarv were to help Pastor
Schaefer in this house-to-house canvass. Also. a school was to be
built on the Seminary property and superviged by Trinity West,
Trinity would be in charge of any new mission that might develop from

th
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canvas

it

as wely. The Trinity West committee was asked to take the
report back to the conaregation and then meet again with the Mission
Board. 14>

1t seemed as if things were beginning to fall into place for the

new migsion in Thiensville. The canvass was taken and the results

-y
D

were given to the Mission Board.(15) But evidently that 1s all th

farther the idea advanced between the Missicn Board and Trinlty West,

The minutes of neither the Mission Board nor Trinity West make anv
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L
4]

mentlan of actlon taken based upon the results of the canvas
reason for this is perhéps two-fold. On the one hand, the members of
Trinity were still not convinced of the need for a new migssion. Mr.
Bay Hilty, a life-long member of Trinity West and a young voting
memizer in 1931, indicated in an interview that the older members of
the congregation continued to be ]uke—wqrm to the idea of a school and
new mission and consequently did not push forward with any strength
the proposals of the Jjoint committee.(16> On the other hand, the
Mission Board had been contacted by a new group of individuals vitally
interested in beginning a mission in the area. The sprout which had
grown Uup in the Trinty West congregation had all but died. and a new
sprout was ready to spring forth.(17?

That new sprout would take root among some members in the other
Trinity of our story: Trinity. South Mequon. Trinitv was the
southern half of the dual parish served by the Rev. Burkholz (He also
served St. John’s, East Mequon). Pastor Burkholz had attended the
initial meeting of the Misgslon Board, but evidently the Interest the
Mission Board took in Trinity West and the distance his congregations
were from the Seminarv persuaded him not to take serious action on the
. proposal of a new Thiensville mission. From January to the first part

of April of 1931 nothing is mentioned in the minutes of the Mizsion

i

Board,., Trinity South or St. John’s East concerning the new mission.

That would change, however, come the middle of April, 1931, But first
a little background information.

Trinity South, like its counterparts in the other directions of
Meguon, was mostly a German congregation. But by the 19307g
contingents of English-speaking people were beginning to Jjoin the

church. The children. too, were learning English in school and could

not alwavs understand the German religious instructions.  Pastor



Burkholz had ftried to awromodate the Engllish members of the

]

congregation bv hlmself; but his English was not so good and he soon
gave 1t up.(18) The congregation, however, was not willing to give up
on its English—speaking mempbers. Early In 19321 the members decided to
hold English services every flrst and third Sundavs of the month and
called a retired pastor from Milwaukee to assist them in this way .

But a already there were rumblings among the congregation members.
Although the retired pastor did come to give the children English

nstructions, some felt that such an arrangement did not go far

enoucgh.(19> The idea of more English services and even an all-English
Day School began to surface among some members.(20) The matter came
to a sudden head in April of 1931.

That vear Easter fel1l on the first Sunday of April.' According to

the congregation‘s English/CGerman arrangement, the Easter service

would be in English! The congregation resolved otherwise. Overruling
their previous decision, thev determined to have the Easter service in
German. The English membership took exception to this move by the

congregation and with, pastoral consent. took a survey of the

congregation concerning the English Easter service. As a result of

Q

the sur compromise was reached: the congregation conducted hoth a

<

ey

Q_x

German and an English service.,(Z21)

But the survev did more than Jjust work out a compromise It
opened the eves of a handful of members to an even greater need for
Enalish pastoral care In the congregation than thev had anticipated,
They brought thelir concerns before the Board of Trustees, After =z
number of meetings between the Board of Trustees and the English
contingent, 1t was decided to ask the Mission Board’s advice, The
Mission Board came to the late March meeting and advised the English

membhers to bring their ldeaszs befaore the entire vo

{“f‘

ng assemblvy.,
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lon Board further suggested that Trinity

Mis

(]
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nterestingly enough, the
South might be interestéd in expanding its vision bevond the
congregation and into the community. (22

The congregation’s next quarterly meeting was slated for April
12th. In anticipation of this meeting the English contingent sent out
an approved letter to every member, informing them of the proposed

three-paint plan to call an English missionarv, to start a mission

fl
L

schoel and to begin mission outreach in the Meguon/Thiensville area.
On April 12, the voters met and the plan was presented. The resultis
of the Trinity West canvass were put before the voters together with
the Mission Board’s proposal to cooperate with Trinity South in its
English mission endeavors. The plan was rejected 33 to 41.0232)

The English members were disheartened but not discouraged. The
very next evening they met with the Mission Board to ascertain what

could be done. After much talk thev decided to "go it alone"(24) and

X

begin their own mission in the area. Apparentlyv, however. the Misslion
Board felt the vote was cloge enough at Trinity that the English
contingent should bring their initial proposal once again to the
voters. A special assembly was called and held on April 2&6th., This=s
time an alternate plan was proposed by Pastor Burkholz, but the result:

was the same. There was little or no interest in expanding Trinitv =

English ministry bevond what it was at that time., HNow the Mission

fl

oard was satisfied. It had done all it could do to work with the

(0wl
u
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rinity congregation. After the congregation’s rejection of the plan

the Mission Board informed the voter’s of its intentions concerning

Wi

the establishment of a new mission in Thiensville and that the first

0

service of this mission would be held on May 3, 1931,(25> The

fei]

i

conagregation responded by peacfully dismissing those members

interested in founding the mission and resolving "to place no obstacle



in the way of the Migsion Board if it wishes to begin mission work in
Thiensville." (26>

The mission-sprout for Calvary Lutheran Church had now begun to
grow in earnest. But before it would grow into a healthy tree, 1t

needed a tremendous amount of God’s loving care and protection,.

I111. Luther Memorial Church

Everything was now in place for the new mission to begin., The

iy

fas

irst service was scheduled for May 3, 1931 in the Seminary chapel.

]

The secretary of the Mission Board, the Rev. J.G.Jeske., would have the
sermon. (27 Four davs later the nucleas of believers mét with the
Mission Board in the home of Dr.H.SZcholz in order to temporérily
organize.(28) The formal organization would take place the tollowing
Sunday .,

On May 10th, after a service and Bible class conducted by interim
pastor, Victor Brohm, the voting members met to formally organize into

a Lutheran congregation. The minutes of that first brief meeting were

taken in areat detall and offer some small insiaht into the organizing

4

WEL:
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mission congregation in the first third of this century,
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v are recorded here in full:

Meeting called for the purpose of organizing a Lutheran
congregation, held at Seminary chapel, Thiensville,
Wisconsin, Sunday May 10, 1931, at 11:00 A.M.

Meeting was called to order by Prof. Pieper. who offered the
following rescolution:

ing that an Ev.
ould now be
ee County. State

Resolved, that it is the gsense of this meet
Luth. Conagregation of the Wiscaonsin Sy
formed in this village of Thilensville, Ozauk
of Wisconsin,



The chalirman then asked the followvling guestions:

“Gentlemen does this Resolution express vour wish?!
answer: "Yesg.,'

"Are any of vou membhers of another church, religlous
organization, lodge, or any other secret organization?"
answer: "No.,"

"Do vou accept and confess the Holy Scriptures as the
inspired Word of God, and all the symbolic bococks of the Ev.
Luth. Church, contained in the book of Concord of 1580, a
correct presentation and true exposition of Christian
doctrine, drawn from, and in full agreement with, the Holy
Scriptures?"

answer: "Yes,"

o

a

"I it vour intention to abide by a constitution, similar to
the one, adopted by practically all congregations of the
Wis. Synod?”

answer: "Yes.'

On motion of Prof. Pieper the above rescolution was then
adopted.

Article= of organization were then sianed bv charter
members. (29)

ted,

]
jos
4]
D
(9]

ficers for thisg new organization were the

[}

(S

)

Ir, A.W.Duehring, on motion of Mr. Ed. Scherer. was
unanimously elected chairman.

Mr. E.F.He

nsel, nominated by Mr. Herman Hahm, was
unanimously el or

ected Secretarv.,

Mr., H.C.EKaul, nominated by Mr, Elmer F.Hensel, was
unanimously elected Treasurer,

On motion of Prof. Pieper the meeting adjourned at 11:30
A.M.

]

The new congaregation moved guickly into ocutreach and expansion.

A letter dated May 11, 1931 attests to both outreach mindset and the
rapid expansion of this voung congregation. It wag addressed to the
Cedarburg and Port Washington newpapers telling of the first service
and announcing the times of services to come, It also mentioned that

the members viewed an architect’s preliminary sketches for a

cambination church and school. This mission congregatlion of a week



was already reaching ogt into neighboring cities and had plans for a
worship facility.

During the next couple of weeks the voters met with some
regularity in order to iron out some of the details concerning thelr
new mission. A.parking committee, ushers (30), a school board, a
publicity committee, a decorating committee, a bullding committee, a

committe to draw up the aritcles of constitution, and a land committee
were all formed.‘ The name Luther Memorial was chosen as the name for
the new mission from among a list of Church of our Savior, Faith,
Luther Memorial. and Calvarv. Fiscal matters were discussed and it
was decided to canvass all members for a vearlv pledge and to initiate
a weekly envelope svstem. (31D

By this time the new mission was a month old and was still being
cared for by pastor Brohm. On May 3lst the voters met with the

Mi=sion Board to call a permanent pastor. Chairman Mahnke of the

[}

Miasion RBoard, who had been involved with this mission since its
conception in January, advised the members to keep in mind the unusual
circumstances surrounding Luther Memorial as they considerad thelr
candidates for pastor. Luther Memorial was not well received by the
other WELS churches in the area and there was opposition against it
from the Iowa Synod church in Thiensville. The church was also to
operate a school. Finally, the Seminary faculty and students would
most likely attend at Luther Memorial. With these considerations in
mind, five men were nominated for the position of permanent pastor:
Arthur Voss. Edgar Hoenecke, Waldemar Gileschen, Victor Brohm, and K.A.
Timmel.(32) However. the voters felt they needed time to welgh their
declision carefully and put off calling-until June ?th., In the

meantime, the Mission Board declded to call an interim pastor from

11



amonga the remaining Senlors at the Seminary to shephsrd the flock
until a permanent pastof was called and installed.

The congregation met again with the Mission Board nine davs
later., Candidate 3. w§stendorf, who had been called from the Senlor
class tao be the  interim pastor, opened the meeting with praver. The

meeting was short but significant. The trustees of the congregation
were appointed to meet with the Mission Board and the Trustees of the
Joint Svnod to discuss finances for the building project. Victor
Brohm was called to be the permanent pastor. The architect’s plans
for the chruch and school were accepted. "Pastor" Westendorf closed
the meeting with the Lord’s Praver.(33> Little did he know that his
new congregation of Luther Memorial would only last ancother two davs.

On June 11, 1931, barely a month after organizing, the members of
Luther Memorial consented to a special meeting with the Mission Board
called by Dr.H.Scholz. The author will let.the historical document
tell its own story

Mesting of the

g

ongregation on June 11ith, 1931

.Scholz stated the purpose of the meeting...land]

Dr
prese nted the matter to be discussed in the form of the
ollowing resolution:

h

"Whereas, this Ev,Luth.Mission of the Wisconsin Svnod,
organized Mav 10, 1931, at Thiensville, Wiscongln, desires
ol

and urgently needs a church home and Christian Davy Scho
for its members. as well as for its prospective members: and

“YWhereas. Members of this Lutheran Mission find themselves
unable to personally finance this undertaking, and

Whereas, Members of this Congregation, meeting with the
Poard of Trustees and the Treasurer, Mr. Theo Buuck, of the
Joint Synod aof Wisceonsin and other States, Wednesday., June
10, 1931, were informed of the exact indebtedness of the
Wisconsin Synod, as well as of the utter impossibility of
permitting a loan from Svnod at this time: therefore

o
T
=3

Q golved, That [t is the : e of this meeting., that thils
theran Mission of the Wisconsin Svnod, at Thi enDW11]
Wisconsin, he dissolved, therebhyv glving ita me

1
opportunity to find a church Home e]qewhcres,“<34>

ni
e,

—
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The Mission Board strongly opposed the resolution. It pointed out
that this decision was ﬁade in haste and was based upon false
impressions. The funds for missionary salary were readily avallable
and the Treasurer of the Svnod had hegitated only because the entire
Board of Trustees of the Jolnt Synod, whose full conssnt he neesded in

order to make pavments, were not present at the June 10th meeting.

‘The Mission Board’s plea fell on some deaf ears. A ballot was taken.

0]

Eights votes were in favor of the resolution, four votes against.
Luther Memorial was closed.(35)

The Mission Board had lost its second bud,

IV, Calvary Lutheran Church

T

The guestion arises at this point: If the migssion in Thienville
closed, how 1s it that there iIs a church there today? The answer lies

with the Mission Board. So far the Mission Board had been thwarted in

)

two attempts at starting a mission in Thiensville. The ldea had
fizzled out at Trinity West and now it had heen abruptly cut off at
Luther Memorial, But the Misslion Beoard was determined to have a
miasion in Thiensville. with or without a nuclea=s of people.

What the Mission Beard did was pull rank, In a meeting three
davs later with some of the members of the dishbanded mission., Chairman
Mahnke stated clearly the position of the Mission Beoard:

a, God has called us to Thiensville and He has gliven us no
indication to discontinue the work.

b, In matters of vital import the vote of the Mission Board
equals the votes cast by the members of a mission,
regardless of the numbers of votes cast. The Mission is one

party, the Mission Board the other.



., Thé work in Thiensville wlll be continusd. (362
To be sure, the former hembers were not required to continue the
mission. The Mission Board would see that it continued. They were,
however, encouraged to reconsider their resolubtion to disband.

Over the next two months Pastor Westendorf and the Mission Board
continued with the plans for the Thiensville misgsion. In early July
the Mission Board was informed that a group of Lutherans in the
Mequon/Thiensville had requested that the LCMS start a mission in the
area.(37> The need for the continuance of the WELS mission became
immediatley greater! Plang were set in motion to give the mission
some stabilitv., 0On July 9th the Mission Board recalled pastor Brohm
for the position of pastor.(38) On July 16th land was purchased on
highway 57 and bullding plans were drawn up.(39) 0On July 27th the
Mis=lion Board met with two prominent members of the disbanded aroup,
pfesumably to discuss reorganizing the nucleas of memberg.(40) And on
July 29th candidate 9. Westendorf wa=z officlally called to e the
permanent pastor. Finallv, the building of the combination church and
school was begun on August 3, 1231, (419

There were no more obstacles in the way of the Thiengville

mission, B

=<

the grace of God it had overcoms numerous adversities and

o3

now the sprout could bloom where it had pbeen planted, It 1

]

perhaps
in eeping with the strange events that surrounded the opening of this
mission that this congregation, which already had its own pastor and
the beginnings of a church/school building, needed to take care of one
more small item ~ organize as & congregation! On Sunday August 16th

the former members of Luther Memorial Church formally reorganized and

called themselves Calvary Lutheran Church. (42



Endnotes

(1> Twenty-fifth Anniversary Booklet, Calvary Lutheran Church.

(2> Depending upon which minutes one reads any of the three
dates could be used as the beginning of Calvary. The Mission Board
minutes of April 23, 1931 set the first service as May 3rd: the new
mission’s minutes mark the first organization as May 10th; and the
reorganization of the mission took place on August 16th. The story
behind these inter-connected dates will become clear as the paper
progresses, ‘

(3> Mission Board minutes, January 9, 1931.

C4) In an interview with Mr. Ray Hilty, a life-long member of
Trinity West, he indicated that none of the WELS churches in Meguon
had a school at this time.

(5 The date for the arrival of the two professors was taken
from the Seminary Catalog 1992-1923.

(6) The criginal articles of organization, signed on HMay 1Dth,
included the names of these two professors.

(7)Y Mission Board minutes, January 9, 1931.

(8> Translation of the German minutes of Trinity, West Mequon’s
annual meeting. Januwary 12, 1931.
(9) Formal protest of Trinity. West Meguon dated January 16,
1931, The protest was found among the minutes of the congregatlion and
was tvped in English. presumably for the Mission Board.

e
WAS

(10> Pastor Kenneth Kolberg, current pastor of Trinity West,
relaved the story of one particular member of the Trinity Board, who.
upon bitter disagreement with the comments of a Seminary professaor,
personally escorted him out of the meeting. The author attempted to
substantiate thig story, but was unable to do so. Mr. Hilty., in his
early twenties when these meetings tock place. did recall that some of
the meetings included some more lively discussions.

(11> ‘The author recalls hearing of ill-feelings toward Ce
on the part of some members of Trinity West already during his
vear as a student at the Seminary. He was also cautioned, when he
began researching this paper, that he might encounter some of that

11-will as he delved for information concerning Trinity West’s role
in the formation of Calvary

(12> Mission Board minutes, January 26. 1931.

(13> Formal protest of Trinity, West Meguon. dated Januarv 16,
1931. Attached to the protest was the alternate proposal for meeting
the needs of the Thiensville mission. The proposal actually contalined
three points. the third point reading. "By doing away with the offence
heing given hy our Seminary students in worshipping at the local lodge
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Chruch." Apparently some students had been attending the local ITowa
Svnod church located on the corner of Freistadt and Green Bay Road
(presently known as Grace church, ELCAY, and had been causing offence
to s=ome WELS members in the area. This may explain the rather crvptic
gtatement in the Trinty West’ s minutes from the special meeting of
January 26, 1931. which reads, "Item 4. Moved and accepted that we
recognize the letter of the students in which they apologized.” It
seems as though the students had asked for forgiveness for the offence
they had caused. and the Trinity congregation accepted thelr apologv,
(14> Mission Board minutes, February 6, 1931. It ig not certain
whether the Trinlty contingent or the Seminary faculty contingent of
the special committee was responsible for the resolution to build the
Christian Day School on the Seminary property. An educated guess
would place the responsibilty at the feet of the Seminary faculty.
The Mission Board, however, felt that better wisdom should prevail and
rejected this proposal. They insisted that the results of the canvass
should determine the site of the school In cenjunction with the
opinions of Trinity congregation, the Seminary faculty, the Mission
Board, and other interested persons.

A Brief History of Calvarv FEv, Luth Church, Thiensvil
., by &, Westendorf, dated August 22, 1931, This informa
d from the fact that the Mission Board gave the results
aken in the area to the congregation at Trinity, South M
s after the canvass wags initiated.
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(18) Interview with Mr. Ray Hiltv., Mr. Hiltv recalled that he
and his fellow vounger members of the congregation did not (or could
noty speak at the congregational meetings. He surmised that 1f they
had been allowed to speak or had their ideas met with greater approval
by the elders of the congregation. things would have been much
difterent.

<17y The la ficial dealings Trintv West had with the mission
in Thiensvillie was to once agaln lobby a protest against 1t. N
however, thev were not protesting against an ldea, butl against
reality., The protest was discussed by the Mission Board on }av 26,
1931 (the mission held its flrst service on May 3rd!) and disposed of
in the following fashion: "In view of the fact that the WESL Mc uon
protest was not directed against the present Thiensville Misslion, the
officials of Svynod and the members of the Mission Board felt that the
present Mission is not effecied by =aid protest.”

(i8) Interview with Mr. Elmer Schmidt. Mr. Schmidt’s father was
a member of the church council during these vears and Mr. Schmidt
himself was a voung voting member. He recalls that the congregation
encouraged Pastor Burkholz to learn English but he never quite got the
hang of it.

193 Intervisw wlth Mr. Elmerc Schmlidi.

(R0 Letter from HMrs, Stella Sperber, a member of Trinity
South and chartsr member of Calvary, in which she ssplalnsd ths
reasons for starting a new mission in Thiensville.



(=i A& Brief History af SOalvary By, Tath Church., Thilensvills
Wiscensin. by 3. Westendorf. dated August 22, 1931.

(22> A Brief Historv of Calvary Ev, Luth Church. Thiensviltle,
Wisconsin, by S. Westendorf. dated August 22, 1931. The timing of
this proposal s algn-flcant It helps one approximate the time when
Trinty West forfeited its interest in the Thiensville mission. In
February, vet, the Mission Board was still using Trinitv West as its
vehicle for mission expansion in Thiensville. Apparentlyvy the interest
for mission expansion by Trinity West had died out by the end of
March, since the Mission Board at this time encouraged Trinity South
to pick up the reins of mission work in the area.

(23> Trinity South minutes, April 12, 1931, The plan when
initially proposed did not include any funding from the Svnod. It was
rejected 18 to 57. The plan was then proposed again, with the
addition of the Mission Board’s cooperation in the form of financial
help. The vote was much cloger: rejected 33 to 41.

(24> Letter from Mrs. Stella Sperber.

(25> An interesting insight is galned when Pastor Westendort s
nistory i= compared with the minutes of the Migsion Board regarding
the date of this first service. The meeting in which members of
Trinity South were peacefullv dismi=ssed to organize the new mission
occured on the 26th of Apri] according to Pastor Westendort’s history
(the minutes of Trinty Scuth agree with thig). After the members were
dismissed the Mission Board announced the date of the first service,
Thig =eem= logical, for now the Mission Board had a nucleas of people
around which to organize the new mission. The Mission Board minutes,
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however ., reveal a different storv. It seems the Mizgsion Board was
bound and deftermined to have thelr new mission., whether theyv had a
nucleas or not. According to the minutes of the April 23, 1931
Mission Board meeting. the Mission Board had already set May 3rd as
5 £

the date for the first service, that is, three davs before they even
had a nucleas!

(26) Trinity South minutes, April 26, 1931,
(27> Mission Board minutes, April 23, 19321.

(28> Mission Board minutes, May 7., 1931,

(2%9) The Articles of organization were originally signed v the
fallowing people: Albert W. Deuhring. Elmer F. Hensel., Harry C. ¥Xaul,
Ed Scherer., Geo Milbrath, Herman Hahm. Hanna Krepel, William A. Kaul.
Manftfred Sperber, Emorv Voland, H. F. Schelz, M, Lehninger., F., Brenner.
and A. W. Voland., Although God used all these men to his glory in the
building up of this new mission. two men merit special mention in view
of the missions past and at this time also its future. They are M.
Lehninger and F. Brenner. These two men were Seminary professors and
therehy prove that at least in the back of some people’s minds this
new mission would bhe the "Seminary" church. They plaved an active but
short-lived role in the congregation (Prof. Brenner was elected the
church Secretary when Mr. Hensel resigned), When the resolution to
disband was brought before the congregation, the minutes state that



both men vigorously obljected to the resolution. When the congregation
reorganized, neither of them appeared as charter members.

(30) Luther Memorial minutes. addendum found in the minutes with
no datz. The duties of the ushers have changed little in sixty vears,
The description in the minutes reads, "Their dutles consist of
distribution of programs, purchasing collection boxes, collection’s,
and also take money to Pastor to be blessed."

(31> Luther Memorial minutes, May 14, 18, and 28, 1931,
(32> Luther Memorial minutes, May 31, 1931.

(33> Luther Memorial minutes, June 9, 1931,
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(34> Luther Memorial minutes, June 11, 1931,
(35> Luther Memorial minutes, June 11, 1931.

(36> Mission Board minutes, June 14, 1931.
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Mission Board minutes, July 2, 1931.
(38> Misslion Board minutes, July 2, 1931,

alvarv Ev, Luth Church., Thiengvill
ted August 22. 1931.
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(39> 2 Brief Historv of C
nsi by 5. Westendort, da

(40> Mission Board minutes, July 27, 1931,
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(41> A Brief Historv of Calvarv Ev, Luth Church, Thiensville.
sin, by 3. Westendori, dated August 22, 1931.

(42> Minutes of Calvary Lutheran Church, August 15, 1931.



Addendum

The author wishes to express his thanks to the following pecople for
their help in gathering information pertinent to this paper:

Pastor Don Scheuerlein

Pastor Kenneth Kolberg

Pastor Stanley Weinrich
Mr. and Mrs. Ray Hilty

Mr. Elmer Schmidt

Prof. J. Jeske
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