Moy 26, 190l
/{TIRDJD BU)\bU Y Qm@

We have before us a charge made by Pastor Harold Schulg to.
the effect that the Kindergorten Manual for Lutheran Schools
and the Teachers' Msnual,published by authority »f the Board
of Education, Wisconsin Synod, emphasizes the third use of the
Law contrary to the Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions,
Iwes documents have been turned over to us for #ur consideration,
At this time we ought to limit our study t# those psrtisns ef
the decuments which: C .

L. State our Synod's position on the third use sf the Law,.
and II. State Pastor Schulz's objectiens to sur Synod's
position, ' 4 :

1: Some quotes which are found in Pastor Schulz's first paper

which give our pdsitien on the third use of the Law | . !
"The teecher will want to show her pupils frdm the Law hew
they as belleving children 6f Gbd cen shéw their thankfule
ness and express their love toward God in return for His
wondrous gift of salvation and many other blessings," P.1,
Par, 6.
"The teacher wil)l, therefsre, conscientiously endeaver to
eéxpound the will of Ged as it is expressed in His haly Law
in sueh a way that her pupils will be led to see Gad's will

for their lives." P,1l, Par. 7.

"Naturally, the use of the Law as a mirrér to shew the children
their sinfulness and need of a Savior and as a curb for the
¢ld Adam will not and must net be excluded." P,1, Par., 8,

"Even when it is presented as a guide (as in the Eplistles of
the N.T., whieh are addressed t¢ Christians), it will alse
'serve thraugh the effectual werking ef God's Haly Spirit as
8 mirror and a curb, fer the children will readily see that
they do not always live up tn or follow these commandments
of God." P,1, Par. 9.

"It is the Law serving as a guide t6 the Christian because

of his imperfect knewledge of God'!s will, that must instruct
the Christian. This we usually refer té as the third use

of the IL.w. Here we view law in né sense accerding te its
coercive force or with its threats. Here only the centent

tf the Law comes into censlderation, and its centent is
God's will. That the Christian needs te knew, if his warks
are to be God-pleasing," P,3, Par, 1, :

Spme _suppbrting passages far the ebeve quentes,

"Wherewlthal shall a young men cleanse ‘his way ? By taking
heed thereto according to Thy Word," Ps, 119,89,

"How then can I do this great wickedness and sin against
Ged," Gen. 39,9, ' ‘

"Bring Inrth, therefore, fruits meet far repentance," Matt'g,pé
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~ "We are His workmanship, created in Christ Jesus unto good
works, which God hath before ordained that we should walk

"See that none render evil for evil unto any man, but ever
follow that which is good, both omong yourselves, and to
all men," 1 Thess. 5, 15

"I know thy works --sée---- 4" Letters to the churches in Rev.Z2.

"Seest thou how falth wrought with his werks, (Abraham) and
by werks was faith made perfect?" James 2,22 T, :

"All Scripture is given by inspiration bf God and is
profitable for —=-w-eeece-- M2 Tim, 3,16.,17.

¢,f, Romnns 6, 12 ff., & Romens 7,1 ff,

‘These are only a few of the many Scripture passages which
- ¢ould be produced., ‘

I1.Pastor Schulz's objection to our Synod's positiond

PastorSchulz's statement: "The Ten Commandments never, never
were to serve as a course of instruction for believers in
holy living."(First paper, P.3, last Par,) He attempts to
support this view by stating, "This surely is clear from the
- fact that God gave these commandments 2500 years after man
fell into sin, 430 yrs. after God made His covenant with
Abraham, 1500 yrs. before the birth of Christ, If Christians
~today absolutely need the third use of the lLaw for instruct-
ions and information in holy living, what about Seth, Enoch,
Noah, Abraham, and all other. 0.T. saints prior to Moses 7"

To this we say:- Pastor Schulz should be mindful of the fact
~that these men had a knowledge of God's holy will even though
they did not have the written moral law. They had some
knowledge of the moral lew dum to the faet that God had
written it in their hearts,

~Further statements by Pastor Schulz: "The very wording of
. the Ten Commandments clearly reveals that the Holy God does
~..-not inform Israel what He is FOR, but what He is AGAINST.
.+ God does not give instructions as to good behavior, but
- forbids bad behavior." (First paper,P 3, Par. 5.) "And so
21t comes as no surprise to f£ind that the Ten Commandments
. are not worded as positive rules prescribing good conduct,
-+ - but are definite orders forbidding sinning, ==--memm————- -
. What information did God import about decent and clean
living as to sex and marriage when He commanded: Thou shalt
not commit adultery?" ANSWER: Many a Christian has
said in time of temptation, "How then can I do thils great
:wickedness and sin against.God?" (Pastor Schhlz's last
- statement is found in his esscy P, 6, Tirst rfull pg;@graph.)
- The above mentioned statements certainly lack soripturel
i proof. .
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:Still more statements which need té be analyzed:

To the question: (First paper, last 3 lines on page 4)
"Doesn't the new man s therefore, need the constant guldance eof
the Law?", Pastor Schulz answers, "God's Word dispels such
fears with the answer: "Whosoever is born of God doth nat
commit sin, for his seed remaineth in him, and he cannot sin,.
because he is born of God," 1 John 3,9, From this and
a number of additional statements on page 4 it becomes clear
that Pastor Schulz does not see the Christian as he will
always appear in this world, possessing both the New Man and
. the 014 Adem in one person., It is true that Gmnd sees the
redeemed Christian agnfgly in His sight through faith, but we
cannot conclude from - "that He expects us to deal with

Christians as though they possessed only the New Man. We recall

the words of the Apostle Paul, "O wretched men that I am ! who

shall deliver me from the body of this death ? I thank Ged

through Jesus Christ our Lord. So then with the mind I myself

serve the law of God; but with the flesh the law of sin."
(c.f. Essay, page 10, Par. 9 and Essay, page 11, 2 nd.
last Par.¥ »

A final comment :-
At the close of the second last paragraph sf
- his essay Pastor Schulz almost pleasantly surpbtises us as we
read, "The Christian needs the Law as a fixed sure rule and
standard to keep a clear picture before him as to what really
- 1s the good and acceptable will of God. He constantly needs te
- be admonished and exhorted, thet there be no deviation from
‘this guide line above it or below it, either to the right of
it or to the left of it 1n The lost sentence, however, at
"the close of the essay disturbs us again, This appears to
be the general pattern which we meet up with throughout the
“paper and the essay under discussion.

E.H.Zimmermann




OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
Rev. Oscar J. Naumann

3512 West North Avenue Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53208

Office: 445-4022 ‘ Residence: 463-6071

AD>endum) |
June 13, 1966
wfﬁé Conference of Presidents
""‘.D.evar' Brethren:

. As requested, Vice-President Habeck and I have drawn up a brief summary and
evaluation of our discussion with Pastor Herold A. Schulz and are sending this
to you. We are convinced that a further discussion must soon be arranged to

" discuss his contention that the Christian has no need of the law. This appears
to be the heart of his contention and of the problem in 8t. James Lutheran
Church in.Golden, Colorado, which he serves.

Our evaluation to be included in the minutes of the Conference of Presidents
reads: '

"In a meeting with Pastor Herold A. Schulz with the Conference of Presi-
dents on May 26, 1966, an attempt was made to understand the concerns

which had led to his original protest and subsequent memorial. We found
that he quoted profusely from the Confessions in support of his position.

Tt was agreed, however, that further discussion is needed of his proposition
that the Christian does not need the law.!

This report is being sent not only to Pastor Herold A. Schulz and the members
of the Conference of Presidents, but upon specilal written request of the Board
of Elders of St. James Lutheran Church of Golden through its president, Mr. R.J.
Hartmeister, it is also being sent to Principal John Schibbelhut and to Mr. R.J.

Hartmeister.

I belie&e we must include time for further discussion of this matter with Pastor
Schulz at the next meeting of our Conference of Presidents. This meeting will,
no doubt, be called shortly after the district conventions have taken place.

May the Lord lead us to an early golution of this matter!

- Sincerely yours,

Oscar J. Naumann, chairman
CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS

" 0dN:vas



Lo1 20th Street,
. Golden, Golcrado.

‘ Juna 15, 1966.
" To the President and First Vice President
. of the Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod,

Dear Officials,

In regard to your letter containing a "repoart® of our meeting which was
held in Milwaukee Mgy 26, 1966.

It is strange indeed that you would dare to send a letter into my con-
gregation by means of John Schibbelhut, the principal, and R. J.
- Hartmeister, president of the congregation without first consulting me
. about the wording of your officisl statement - to see if I also would
havo approvad this statement as being Just and fair.

Your m»dmg of the evalustion of our discussion surely indicates that
- . my trust in the Conference of Presidents was misplaced, when I did not
'insist on having a witneas present!

"~ You have belied, betrayed, slandered and defamed me in declaring t.hat
- it w=s my contention "that the Christian has no need of the law," -
This is a vicious lisl :

In our meeting we did not discuss ths entire law as to its threefold
use! We restricted cur coxmments "To the Third Use of the Law."

And it definitely was my contention that the Christian does not need the
third use of the Law in sanctification to produce good works, the fruits
of the Spirit! That the Christian does nedd the Law in all its uses
only because of his ainfuI flesh, - : .

It is also deceiving when you say "that he quoted profusely i’rom the
Confessions in suppart of his position.” Ly referring only to the
Confessions is definitsly misleading, because before God you know that
I also quoted from J. P. Kechler's mtinga, from Walther's Law and

.. Gospel, from F. Pieper's DOgmtica, from Dr. Stoeckhardt's uﬂbinga and
ospecially from the Scriptures. ,

. I expect a statement of retraction forthwith and an apology, - and &
- true repart of the meeting, addressed to mes and mailed to all others
- who received this lstter of Juns 13th, 1566, .

 If a statement 1s not forthooming within ten days this my reply will be
- mads known to the members of my congregation.

One who is utterly confused,

Herald f. Schulz. 5

. 'n1s signature even 1r theré were to beé a desire to 1ssus one. If
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Dear Pastor Schulz, TuitE e b s evhon,

g The reason why President Npumain sent coples of
nis letter of June 13 to two membérsToruyour\congregation ere indl-
gted,igithe"letter.iilf_he ngs any ifurther comnents to make, he
1113@§'QPﬂﬁitetﬂhiapﬁeﬁﬁ$n from Eurcpe.
: Co 14 1s not surprizlng that he dld so, howevers

_PFor 1t was yjou who insisted that soné report ol our meeting be
supplled for your use in your congregation. The Conterence of Presi-

dents nesltated about 1ssuling any report at this time because the

fusiness wes nct concluded. In compliance with your request, hov-

ver, 1t dld appoint a committes of two Lo prepare a VeIy brief

A

mary of whatl transplired.

' ) fia were well awarw that you qucted from zeny
curces. &out we do not require subseription to them as we g0 to
the Gonfesslons. ne~afore your evident declire to contorm to the

scnfesslons was sinzled cut.

#hat was i1t that Lock up our time? There was
nc apgument about the use of the law a3l & curb or a mirror. HO one
contended that the christian does not need the law to prevent his
reasond {rom leadling him into fictitlous sood works. o one con-
tended that the law in 1tg so-called third use produces sanctlifli-
ticn. vhat was 1t that 1ed one of the Lonference of presldents
epeatedly to say that you must have &n elsctric knife which 1s able
o separate the ne&w man from thae old 1n this life? Way were passages
1ixe ualatians 5,l5.14 and Acts 9,6 quoted? IR all that was sald 1T
was tha proposition'menticned in our brief report which caused long
Ugiscussion axd remained unrinisied business and 18 pinpointed as such
- in our wgyaluation.” Perhaps 1t is too brilefly stated, but those who

“were at-the meetling, including yoursell, Xnow ¥hat transplred. In
the Synod the context will have to be given. If our

very brief summary of the point at 1ssue Shocks yous perhaps you can
understand why your position caused confusion and resenptment.

As President naumann jndlcated in his lstter, he
plans to call a meeting of the conference OI cresldents nfter the
alections as the Dlstrict conventlons heve determined who its members
will be. The last of such conventions will be that of thse #orthern

‘#isconsin vistrict 1n sugust. Your maetter will be on the agenda.

|

S

l L - . .

5‘ o : o : since Fresident haumann will not be retur

P .. -from Burope until July 7, there will be no opportunlty by the tlme
| ~© " 5f the deadline which you have set for any kind of retraction over
1f there were Lo be & dasire to 1ssue one. If

‘ t;jjﬁ" his signeture even
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no retractlon 1s recelved within 10 dsys, the responsiblllty will
‘be yours. But I fear that 1 you do so your extrenism will do more

H. Schulz = B =

you hust'”

ofeed ‘wiﬁz your throat ﬁamaké you’i'f letter pu

blle if

harm than good to your QaU8e «.mgs o

WOTHE PREFIDENT

siny the Lord grent us all a rich sidasure of that soberness
which 1s a "must™ fer those to whom He entrusts the public mlnistry
(l flm.:‘B ’E,) . R I T SR G el 4603

sl

Youps in His service,

Irvin J. Habeck.
cc: Presldent V. Je Haumann
~., End Vice-president Norman hexg.
- ) [ ap
1 2 oL -
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December 6, 1966

My Staoioment

Prof. Irvin Habeck in his letier dated June 17, 1966, wrote, '"perhaps you
can understand why your positicn caused confusien and resentment". No one has
 become more awars of this during the past nine months than I. I have been re-

minded again and again that I am not making myself understood. This especially

ei

became Obvious in the meeting I attended with the conference of Presidents,.May

26, 1966; Two weéks after this meefing was held, I received a reporf,as aﬁ‘

.evéiuation ofﬂthis meeting)that it was my ccntenti§n¢ "that the Christién does

not need the law". This statement, in my opinion, was rot a true =ummary of what

I "thought" I was contending for! And, I respended in strong language in utter

dismay, branding this untrue statement a "vicious lie"! ’ o “
Sometime, thereafter, I recsived a letiter from President Naumann in w \ich

he wrote, “In closing, Brother Sc;ulz, I would beg ydu to ask yourself whether there

is the possibility thati 7oﬁ had failed to make yourself ciparly understood, before

you chérge the subcommittes or the entire co.*erence of rre51dpnus Wiuh having |

*belied, betrayed, slandered and def*ﬁad you'. We tried to give a very brief -but

factual and objsctive raport of what we gathered from your many, many words."
Again, it seems obvioﬁs from this statemenﬁi”that'l have failed to make

-myse‘ f clearly understocd’ - and tHereLor I w1thdraf my judgemenn contained 1n my

letter of June‘ 15, 1966, and accept'the evalua tion", that,from what I said in that

.:mééﬁing the uubcommﬂt:e= could but draw the conclu51on that it was my contentlon that

€7+he Cnrlbtlan does not need the an,.ana “that this,their efaludtlon was a very brlef

”‘but fac+ual a d onec Liv eport cf what they gathered from my many, many words'!




'been led to conclude that I am +he enz who is utterly confused and must at once o
‘stop my efforts to confuse others in my congrezation (which is falling apart);

. confuse my district officials and ai

. - oy
0M3X, _ obax
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And, 31nce I have so completcxy failed to make nyself understocd, I have

=

others whom I have troubled with my protests

and memorial, and to do this Iyin the depth of despair, handed in my resignation

October-21, 1966, as being’pastcr of my congregation, thereby removing myself
from the ministry in the Wiscensin Synod. The m_jo ity in the cong“egatlod re-

fused £o accept my resignation - so I reluctantly withdrew it. But the "confusion

and fese.tment is mountlrg"' The Prlncwnal of our School left us at the beginning

of the scHoo7 year, giving as cne of his reasons that he disagfeed with me on the
teaching of the Law.in gereral and the third use of the Law in particular. Recently
the two remainin, z teachers resigred for similar'reasons. We are har#esting bitterness
among our members - with the great danger that our school which at one time nad an
enrollmsnt ;fvover 70, ncw possibly is numberad in the AO's! With the threat

hanging over cur heads that we may not be able to get teachers in the future,

"becauce of thevtroublerﬂ* Goldenw,

I call all this %<¢ your sttention to irdicate how urgent it is that I stop
causing confusioﬁ‘and resentment by means of my protest and memorial; es I indicated,
the one way this can be done 15 for me *o resign from the mlnistry - then with it
my protests and memoriel could be dropped! If this is your advice -~ I will do so
at once! |

And, the only other solution in my oolnlon, is this, that you will patlentlf

put me straight in my underSuandlng of ths prover use of the Law as it pertains to

. born again children of God of 2ll ages! In fairness to me and my conscience I
P . . L] .

',need'clarification in regard =3 to whai seems to be a long standing difference of

i:cbinicn’in regarddto the use of the Law in the Christians! life of sanctificdtioﬁ!

. . taam, i R
AdOD ’ Ad0D 1‘3
~e
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"There are those who say, "In so far as the Christian isﬂa new man,'reborn,

he is cbmpletely free from the Law. The Lew has nothing to say to him. Its: coercion
ez - S .

and threats cannot r#Zch him. Its ins*“"cu¢on is n t needed, for the new man has the
mind of Christ. But since t;é Christia; btlll ras flesh, and old Adam, and so is
not as yet perfectly renewed, doas not kaow the will of God perfectj , he needs to
be instructed frcm the Lawbwhat kind of works will be pleésing té God as a fruilt ef
_his faith”. Since the Chr1°t1an never 1is w1th0Lt his flesh there spems to be the
urgent daily need to use the Law N‘tnout its threats and coercions té remcve fhis
imperfect kngwledge of God's holy will by teaching the Law so thétéas a rulé,it
guldes us in'the true fear, love, ;nd trust in God;'that we willingly do according
to His commzndments? , Yes, we are told that in our Gausewitz Catechism, the
‘emphasis dées not lie on the fact that the Iaw convicts of sin. - - but that "the
stress in our Catechism (and rightly so)is on the third use of the Law, whereby it
serves "as a rule to guide us in the true faar; love, and ﬁrust in God"., I read,
"Good chllaran nced not be forced to obey their parents and teachers, becauée they

are afrald of puniuhmapt but ratner, its their earnest desire to please their dear

Father in heaven. They delight to do his will (Ps. 40:8). They need only be shewn

what God would have them do. And this they learnsd from the Law. To them the Law is a

ruie and guide, which directs them on their way through life. It is a light unto

their path which shows ihem where to siep, and what pitfalls to avoid!" We are told
.that this is the "Evangelical way of feaching the‘Law>to those called by the Goépel”!

I believe that this is sufficient evidence %o indicéte a strong trend in’the manner

thevway the Léw is.taught énd used in our circles, especially by Our.teachers'ih

our Christian Day Schools without ény referencé to Manuals.

" On the cther hand, "there are those who teach "that those who would be saved

'must have a Ialth that Drcduces love snontareouslv and is frultful in gooa works - -
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it is active in good works because it iz genuwine faith. The believer need not at 211

be exhorted to do good works, his faith does them automatically. The bellever en-
gages in good works, not from a sense of duty, in rethrﬁ for the forgiveness of
his‘sing but chiefly because he cannot help doing them. It is altogether impossible
that genuine faith should not bresk forth from the believers heart in works of love".
The inefficiency of a faith that fails to work by love 'is not due to a lack of

love, but to the fact that it is not real, honest faith. Love must not be added to

faith, but grow out of it = =~ a fruitful tree does not produce fruit by somebody’s

order, but because, while there is vitality in it and it is not dried up, it must

x

produce fruit spontaneously. Faith is such a tree, it proves its vitality by bearing

fruit, It is withered when it fails to bring forth fruit. The sun, likewise, need

o]
ot

ot be told to shine, it will continue shining till Judgment Day without anyone's

(=]

ssuing orders to do 1t! Faith is such a sun."

Again, I read: Faith in Christ alone justifies, alome fulfills the Law,

..... PR

alene does good works, without the Law.

Tt is true thabt after justification geood works follow spontaneously, without
the Law, i.e. without the help or coercion of the Law.

%Tn brief, the Law is neiither useful nor necessary for justification, nor

for any good works, much less for salvation!”

This is briefly the confusion - that confronts me! I, up until a few months
age, thought I kansw what to believe and teach concerning the Law and Gospel. It

b was on that basis I vigorously and with many, many wasted words fought for what I
. : W ;
thought was the truths; but now « in view of what confusion and restment T have stirred i
A

.
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.prejudiced mind. And, if the*c ;;Aﬁnf.

without the shadow:.: hanging over 'mv-heﬁa - that I could again be a pastor faithfully_;

teachlng the Luw and preaching the Gospe i aécordiﬁg to the interprétations‘of my
fellow pastors and tgachers, I beg of you that yoﬁ plqase‘ihform.me what I am
. to teach and preach, thereby possibly rsmoving tb'scme extent the confusion and
vreséntment I bave stirred up! Please give me a written statement in regard to the
proper way to teach and apply the third use of the Law, which may be read to the
disturbed mer bers of my congregation. Arnd, will you, please, after 3 carefui‘study

- of the true use of the Law according to the Scrlpfureg and the LLt reran Confessiens,

and after 2 complets and thorough review of the two Manuals mentioned in my memorial,

report your complets findings as soon as possible?




Minutes of the Conference of Presidents

Synod Administration Building
"y ‘ o
December 6 & 7, 1966 S E)Eikll>£hﬂﬂ # /gb

The first session was opened with a devotion by President Naumann at 10:05 a.m. on
Tuesday, December 6.

Sessions were held on Tuesday morning, afternoon, and evening, and on Wednesday
morning and afternoon. All five sessions were opened with a devotion and closed
with prayer.

Present, either full- or part-time, were President Naumann, Pastor Herold Schulz,
Mr. Robert Lange, Jr., an elder of St. James Congregation, Golden, Colorado, Pastor
William H. Wietzke, Prof. Irwin J. Habeck, District Vice-President Gerald Free, and
District Presidents Fritze, Dahlke, Kell, Frey, Buenger and Mischke.

District Presidents Zimmermann, Lenz, and Berg were excused.
President Naumann served as moderator at all sessions.

The meeting was an emergency session of the Conference df Presidents, called because
of the problems which had arisen as a result of the Memorial of Pastor Herold Schulz
to the Synod in which he charges "that the Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools
and the Teacher'!s Manual, published by authority of the Board of Education, Wiscon~
sin Synod, emphasize the third use of the Law contrary to the Scriptures and the
Lutheran Confessions.! The Synod in convention had referred this memorial to the

Conference of Presidents for resolution.

A preliminary statement was read by Pastor Schulz in the opening session. A copy
of this statement is attached to these minutes. The following pertinent quotations
are taken from Pastor Schulz's "My Statement!:

Page 1, Paragraph 3. "It seems obvious from this statement (an evaluation of the
May 26 meeting of the Conference of Presidents drawn up by a subcommittee)
'that T have failed to make myself clearly understood' - and therefore, I
withdraw my judgement contained in my letter of June 15, 1966, and accept
the evaluation', that, from what I said in that meeting, the subcommittee
could but draw the conclusion that it was my contentlion that the Christian
does not need the Law."

Page 2, Paragraph 1. "Since I have so completely failed to make myself understood,
I have been led to conclude that I am the one (original emphasis, 0JN) who
is utterly confused and must at once stop my efforts to confuse others in

my congregation (which is falling apart)" ...

Page 2, Paragraph 2. "I call all this to your attention to indicate how urgent it
is that I stop causing confusion and resentment by means of my protest and
memorial; as I indicated, the one way this can be done is for me to resign
from the ministry - then with it my protest and memorial could be dropped!
If this is your advice - I will do so at once."

Page L, last paragraph. "This is briefly the confusion that confronts me! I, up
until a few months ago, thought I knew what to believe and teach concerning
the Law and the Gospel. It was on that basis I vigorously and with many,
many wasted words fought for what I thought was the truth; but now - in
view of what confusion and restment (resentment, OJN) I have stirred up I
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fear I have been reading the Scriptures and studying the Confessions with a
prejudiced mind. And, if there is any hope for my continuing in the ministry
without the shadow hanging over my head - that I could again be a pastor
faithfully teaching the Law and preaching the Gospel according to the inter-
pretations of my fellow pastors and teachers, I beg of you please inform me
what I am to preach and teach, thereby possibly removing to some extent the
confusion and resentment I have stirred up!"

It was, thereupon, resolved to proceed by reading the pertinent sections from the
Confessions. This reading included

Part III, Articles II and IIT, of the Smalcald Articles, titled "Of the Law"
and "Of Repentance" respectively. cf. Triglotta, p. 479 & LB81.

Article VI, Epitome of the Formula of Concord, titled "Of The Third Use Of
The Law." cf. Triglotta, p. 805 & 807

Article VI, Formula of Concord, Thorough Declaration, titled "Of The Third
Use Of God's Law". cf. Triglotta, p. 963-971

Article II, Formula of Concord, Thorough Declaration, titled "0f Free Will",
paragraphs 34-39. Cf. Triglotta, p. 893-895

Article ITI, Fdrmula of Concord, Thorough Declaration, titled "Of Free Will",
paragraph 63. Cf. Triglotta, p. 905

An attempt was made, at this time, to summarize what the Confessions really teach
on the point in question.

Portions of the "Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools" were read in the Tuesday
evening session. It was generally conceded that the wording in some areas could be

improved.

The discussion was then directed to Pastor Schulz's communication, dated April 18,
1966, especially the closing paragraphs:

"Does Scripture teach a third use of the Law? Answer: Yes."
"What is the proper method of teaching this use?"

Answer: :
NOT to instruct and to guide the regenerate children of God (who "have

come to know the Lord Jesus as their Savior and now love Him who first
loved them"), so that they now may know how "to show that love for their
Savior.*

NOT "He wants us to learn ("from these commandments") the things we are
to do to show our love to Him,!

BUT to keep reminding the Christian of the one and only "fixed" and
"eure rule and standard", that he on "account of the 0ld Adam" does not
“from human devotion institute wanton and self-elected cults;" (to keep
him alert so that he does not "imagine that his work and life are en-

tirely pure and perfect.!)

"Tt is needful that the Law of the Lord always shine before" him, so
that there be no deviation from this "fixed" rule" above it or below it,
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or either to the right of it or to the left of it."

This discussion occupied the bulk of the time on the second day.

One received the impression that Pastor Schulz was not ready to accept the fact that
the third use of the Law could give positive direction. Throughout his explana-
tions one also seemed to sense a failure on the part of Pastor Schulz to be clear
about the fact that the regenerate child of God, as he appears in this life, always
has an "old Adam" and that one must speak of him and to him as a person who is both

0ld man and new man.

The question was raised toward the close of the meeting whether the Conference of
Presidents might be criticized for not spending more time in studying the Manual
itself. It was pointed out in reply that a Committee of three pastors, appointed
by the Conference of Presidents, acted for it in making a thorough study of the
Manual. On the basis of the recommendations of this Committee various revisions
were made in the Manual. Since these revisions had not resolved the problem for
Pastor Schulz, the Conference of Presidents felt the need, first of all, to study
the more basic question, "What is the proper method of teaching the third use of

the Law on the basis of Scripture and the Confessions?"

It . was quite generally agreed that the Conference of Presidents would have to
devote additional time and study to the Manual itself at a future meeting.

At the same time, however, it was the consensus of those still present at the close
of the meeting that some of the statements in the Manual may appear objectionable
to Pastor Schulz because it seemed that Pastor Schulz was not ready to accept what
{&taught about the third use of the Law in Scripture and the Lutheran Confessions,
especially in this point that the Christian is to be guided and instructed in his
sanctification by the spiritual meaning of the moral law as is done, for example,

in the evangelical admonitions of the epistles.

Nokes on the Tuesday evening session and part of the Wednesday morning session
were taken by Pastor Buenger.

Carl H. Mischke, Secretary
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ﬁ&béﬂbum ”‘17 OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

Rev, Oscar J. Naumann

3512 West North Avenue Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53208

Office: 445-4022 Residence: 463-6071
February 3, 1967 '

. Pastor Herold A. Schulz
LO1 - 20th Street
Golden, Colorado 80LOL

Dear Pastor Schulz:

At a meeting of the Conference of Presidents on January 2L-25, 1967, a number of
corrections were made in the minutes of our meeting with you on December 6-7, 1966.
After reading your reactions to the minutes in your letter of January 10, 1967,
these changes were deemed necessary in order to avoid a possible misunderstanding
and to make them a factual report of that meeting. Since all of the changes occur
on Page 3 of the minutes, a revised Page 3 is herewith being sent to all who par-
ticipated in that meeting.

We believe the minutes are a very charitable account of the discussions which took

place at that meeting. We refer, especially, to statements such as these: '"One
received the impression . . . , one also seemed to sense a failure. . . .; it seemed

that Pastor Schulz was not ready to accept . . ."

We are convinced that there was little doubt in the minds of those still present at
the close of the meeting on December 7 that you were not ready to accept what is
taught about the third use of the Law in Scripture and the Lutheran Confessions. On
the basis of what you said at that meeting it would have been difficult to come to
any other conviction. Ouf minutes, however, still wished to give you the benefit of
the doubt, because we were still trying to help you gain clarity in your understand-
~ing of the proper use of the Law as it pertains to born-again children of God of all
‘ages. You will recall that you asked us to do this in your opening statement on De-
cember 6. After many hours of discussion we asked you, at the close of the meeting
on December 7, to give the matter further thought. We suggested that you be guided
in your study, not so much by what others have written on this point, but by the
Scriptures themselves, letting them speak to you. This presupposed an answer from
you at some future time. Until we had that answer from you we wanted to be very
. cautious and charitable in our judgment.

.This answer was given in a letter torthe Conference of Presidents dated January 10,
1967, in which you give your reactions to the minutes of the December 6-7 meeting.
One did not have to read beyond your first point to learn what the answer was.

. There you write, "In regard to the selection of quotations, which was made from my

. opening statement - regardless as to who made it - I can only declare, that it again
‘cries out to high heaven, as to how fair and objective the Conference of Presidents

-really isl!" : '

’Pastor Schulz, just what was the purpose of your opening statement? Didn't you
‘réally mean what you said there? We received your statement in good faith. We took -
_you at your word when you said that you had been led to conclude that you were the

~one who was confused. We believed you to be sincere about your request to the
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Jnembers of the Conference of Presidents, asking them for patient instruction to
help you gain clarity. In all good faith we attempted to do this. Every member of

the Conference of Presidents who was able to be present at that meeting had taken

- time out of his own busy schedule in an honest attempt to give you the help which
you requested. It comes with extremely ill grace, to put it mildly, when you now
charge the Conference of Presidents with a lack of fairness and objectivity, a mat-

" ter which, in your words, "cries to high heaven.™

Since then it has also come to our attention that you are using the minutes of that
meeting, which were tempered with charity for your sake, to undermine the work of
District President Fritze in carrying rut his constitutional responsibility of su-
pervising the doctrine and practice in your district.

You write to President Fritze in a letter dated January 23, 1967: "I find no state-
ments, which give you the right to declare: that Pastor Schulz is not in doctrinal
agreement with the Wisconsin Synod on the third use of the Law." Then you add in
the next paragraph, "I am sure that the Conference of Presidents would not assume
the responsibility to speak for the entire Synod in such a vital point of doctrinel!™
Who, then, should speak for the Synod? Didn't the Synod refer your memorial to the
Conference of Presidents? Doesn't the Constitution of the Synod charge the Confer-
ence of Presidents with the duty of maintaining and strengthening unity in doctrine
and practice in the various districts of the Synod? Doesn't the Conference of Pres-
idents, the Praesidium, and the President of the Synod speak on behalf of the Synod
when it is not in session?

You further state: "And I doubt very much if you personally would take 1t upon
yourself to speak for the Wisconsin Synod." Who else is to do so in your District?
The District Constitution specifies that the District shall exercise supervision .=
over its members in matters ¢f doctrine and practice through the visiting elders
and the District President, in turn, is to supervise their work.

.President Fritze's judgment that you are not in doctrinal agreement with the Wiscon-

 sin Synod on the third use of the Law is really nothing new. The Conference of
Presidents had told you earlier that it finds no validity fer the charges raised in
your memorial. :

The Praesidium of our Synod had an opportunity to discuss these matters again last
Tuesday. We want to emphasize that, especially, in the light of your January 10
letter you leave us no choice but to support the conviction of President Fritze,
who has dealt with you in this matter much longer than we have, that you are not in
doctrinal agreement with the Wisconsin Synod on the third use of the Law. We hope
~you will not use the minutes of our December 6-7 meeting to say something else.

May we refer you again to the statement read by you at the beginning of our meeting

on December 6! May we refer you again to what, we believe, to be very pertinent

passages quoted in our minutes! Certainly you would not have said this if you did
.. not really mean it. '

May we plead with you that instead of asking President Fritze to withdraw his
. charge, a charge that we support fully, that you rather cooperate with him and the
" other officers of the District in bringing this matter to a God-pleasing solution!
May you do this for the sake of the truth of God's Word, for your own sake, and for
' the sake of the souls which have been entrusted to your care! .
' Sincerely yours in His service,
THE CONFERENCE OF PRESIDENTS
The Praesidium
Carl H. Mischke, Secretary

OJN :vas @é(t,/\ 7 /&LLM_AW

Encl.
Oscar J.bN umann; Chairman
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A CONFESSTON

since socalled “pertinent quotations" fron my Statement, which I read at the
.0.Pe meeting held Dec. 6 & T, 1966, are consistently being used to serve as a
giverging method to delay or evade coming to grips with the serious problem, which
45 so evident in both the lanuals referred to in my lemorial, i.e. that whereever
the Law 1is taught the RMPHASIS is placed on the third use and not on its first use,
which as a general policy in a regular course of study is contrary to the Scriptures

and the Lutheran Confessions, and

Since President Nauwmann in his letter dated Febr. 3, 1567, whidhwas included in the
C.0.P.'s “report" in its entirety, asks: "Pastor Schulz, just what was the purppse

of your opening statement{® Here is the answer! - As it was given to the Nebr. Dist.,
officials on Febr. &, 1967: "Bob Lang's (the layman from our congr. who attended the
Dec. meeting with me) view was that because of the animosity which he felt had already
been created by prior incidents and the exchanges of bitter correspondence, Pastor
Schulz would have a much vetter chance to present his views and get a fair and unbiased
opinion if he were to enter the meeting in the spirit of humility seeking counsel,
rather than with righteous indignation demanding action, examinations of his charges,
proof or disproof from the Scriptures, etc.! - Copied from the minutes or report of

that meeting.

Accepting Bob Lang's Jjudgment and yielding to nis suggestions, I - contrary to my own
personal views - wrote the statements, to which references are made in the "pertinent
quotations."

In my opinion, the fault was not entirely mine, that I was not able to make myself
understood! The fault to a great extend was on the side of the members of the CiDPuy
)ecause they had not made a careful study of the Hanuals: and did not have a ready and
thorough knowledge of the Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions concerning the

true and correct teaching of the third use of the Law! This surely became evident

from the missuse of certain Scripture passageSa

I, therefore, now readily confess, that the “pertinent quotations", on which you
have pounced with apparent great satisfaction, were but a false showing of humility,
hopefully thus to create in the C.0.P. 2 willingness to comply with my request for
clarification of the two divergent teachings of the third use of the Law, which wege
clearly stated on pages 3 and L of "my Statement;® = and to comply with my closing
plea: "Please give me a written statement in regard to the proper way to teach and
apply the third use of the Law, which may be read to the disturbed members of my
congregation. And, will you, please, after a careful study of the true use of the
Law according to the Scriptures and’ the Lutheran Confessions and after a complete and
thorough review of the two Manuals mentioned in my Memorial, report your complete
findings as soon as possible!"

Obviously, this whole plan of procedure fell flat on its facel!l

Therefore, I herewith retract all insincere datements in "My gtatement® concerning
my confusion in this vital matter of doctrine and ask for your forgiveness for
resorting to such tactics in trying to achieve a desired goal.

Respectfully submitted,
2, 1767

sl 2. Sttt
ferold A. Schulz, pastor

To the attention of the Conference of Presidents
of the Wisconsin Eve. Lutneran Synod.
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THE‘ NINUTES OF wxmmcn EQHT_MORGAN. :COLORADO, AUGpsT v30-,3,1.,,,1967.

Tha meetlng opened Wednesday aft@rnoon. August BOth. with a ...
devotlon oonducted by Viee President Free, The members ‘of the
Nebraska Distriot Praesidium and the Vlsitor of th@ Colorada Misslon
Dlstrlcb ware prssant.A“ v s R, " P -

The following 1etters and reports ware read and brlefly discussed.

Aletter from President Naumann to Presidant Prltze dated
August 21, 1967.

6 2 letter from Presldant Vaumann,to Pastor Sahulz dataa Auguat

- Report af the conrerence of Prasldents oonoerning tha Schulz
Memorial. (Written the end of April, 1967).

Supplementary Report of the Conference of Presldents concernlng
the Schulz Memorial. (Written just before tha Synod Convention and
glven to the Floor Committes)}.. .«

Brief Report of Confersnce of Prasidents moncernlng Sohulz
Hemorial glven to all Delegates at the Conventlon. :» = .

~‘Report of the Floor Committee to -the Conventlon, whleh was

adopted by the convantion.a¢wA;n,,

. The praeedura ta follew at tomorraw s meeting with Pastor Schulz
Was next discusssed, . e S

President Pritze asked aaeh as ta his opinien.~ o

~Pastor Heyer, Visltor of the Colorado Mlsslon Distrlct, stated
he felt that doctrine had baen discussed sufficlently, that all
documnents ef the Conventlon dealing with the Schulz Memorlal have
been scnt Pastor Schulz, that we should now ask Pagstor 8chulz. = - -
whather he agrses or dlsagrees with the findings. If he dlsagrees,
then suspension should take place. If he agress, then he should
beg pardon and write his apologles to the Confarence of Presidents,
the -Board of Eduocation, Bditor Pranzmarmm of the Nerthwestern Lutheran,
Profezsors Gawrisch and Schuetze, and others involved.

Pastor Free stated that since Pastor 3chulz had made charges,
which the Confarence of Prassidents had found untrue, and since 3ynod
had concurred and .sent the matter back to the Distrioct, there is no
alternative but to .susvend him now. If we don't take action, Pastor
Prea stated he 18 golng to resign as Vigce President, and ask foxr a
Call into another District. . If -Pastor Schulz should take back hls
charges, then he must write a retractlon to all eonosrned. oo

- Pastor Wietzka stated that the Synod had turned the matter over
to our District for.further action. sseking a God-pleasing solution.‘¢g
that as a Praesidium we had met only one time with Pastor 3chulz, and
at that meeting much was accomplished, that Pastor Schulz had provided
ug with a Statement on the Third Use of ‘the Law, with which upon:
curgsory reading we agreed. Hence much more needs to be done in

resolving the matter.

President Fritze next asked what was our uﬂ&éfstéﬁdlmé of the

term "disciplinary actlon® used in the Constitution. It seemed to ... .uu
be . agreed thaﬁ it maans suspension from-%h&*ﬂ&ﬁéﬁ%??sz”ow;ﬁ/a/n oargpud,

The two Northwestarn Lutheran articles by Prof. Gawrisch {August -
&th issue and Sept. 3rd issue, 1967) were briefly studied. Also
selections from Pleper's Dogmatics were read, and examples of the
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third use of the Law in the blue Teachers Manual waere revieswed

i and discussed., Pastor Free stated that we ghould make 1t clear

; ‘ “that we are agreed that the two manuals in question are not contrary
to 3oripture, and would like to make a motion to that effect. Pastor
Wietzke stated that though he 1is digsatisfied with the Teachers
“Manual, mors so than the Kindergarten Manual, he hag not and does
‘not say the Manudls dre unscriptural and 18 perfectly willing to
maka this elaar to Pastor Sohulz 80 ha doesn't mlaundarstand. s

O

vaening recsss., LR

B ol e
iy -0 N T = :

Following our evenlng maal the matter of what to ask Pastor
sohulz was again discussed, Pastor Meyer has drawn up a list of
Sample Quastions (he states these were hurriadly drawn up) which
“eould be asked, These are: =
a7t o 1. Wnat 48 the difference betwsen the first uaa (mirrcr) and
the third use (rule) of the Law? co

2. Explain the word reprove in Jahn 1638 (Trig. p. 967).

3. Ig that function the first or -the third use of the Law?
o V”vh. Does the Law instruct the Chriatian (who is a dual person=-
’ality) as to what 1s pleasing to God and as to what a Chrlstian
;should do in ordsr to pleasze God? :
: ‘8, Doea the Holy Spirit use the Law to bring any knowledga
of goad works to the Christian (dual personality)?

6..Doas the Law serve as a gulde for the Christian? - © - =

“7. . Can a Christian Kindergartnar learn fram ﬁna ﬂommandments
what the wishes of God are? . ,fw;

8. Can a Christlan youngster (or a. Chrlstian ef any age for ;
,that matter), learning from the Law what good works are, by the
powsr of the Holy Spirit working through the Gcspel please God with
such good works? . :

.. 9. Iz a CHILD QF GOD abla to pleasa God by trying to keep
His Commandments? He would prefer the guestion in thls form: Does
a chlld of God pleass God by trying to keep His CGmmandments? But
the first form i3 used because of S8chulz's wording. - s

"Alzo, other questions could be framed concerning ourhymns
(e.g. 287 V.11, 295 V.3, 416, ete.), conecerning Luther*s explanation
to the Commandments, and aoncarning our Hlsconsin Synod explanations

of the COmmandments. :

It was also suggested that we mlght ask about Prof. Gawrliach's
atatement on the 3rd use of the Law in the September 3rd Northwestern
Iutheran. We also mizght agk about Paragraphs 10, 11, and 12 of The
Third Use of the Law in.the Triglotta, .Pg. 965~967. and haw he stands
on. this Artiale VI of the confessions;“ws xfm, 3

After further'discusslon. 1t was decidad ta adjourn until the
mornlns- B N W WU ST RN P T S R WAL

Angust 31, 1967'

. ‘The %eatlng opened at 9:00 a.m.. wlth Paatar Schulz and Mr. Blarhans
of Golden now also present.
‘The devotion.was conducted by Vice Presldent Pree., = -~ .=l . -
Opaning ramarks were made by President Fritze. Then Pastor 3chulz
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was asked whother he st1ll holds o hlﬁjﬁamgylg;;”'“éf“f“

g pastor 3chulz read the Memorial (Reports and Momorials for 1965
and also in Convention Proceadings for that year), then agtated i
that he is still of the sams opinlon. He explained that tha
Conference .of Prasidents has not shown hlm from Seripture or from
‘the Confessions that the emphasls is to be on this that we are to
‘learn how %o ghow our love to our Savibr.”that”ln‘a‘eourse'ar study
covering a perled of years that the amphasia_ghould ba on the 3rd

e e [

S oritor Wletzke mads 1t olear to Pastor Sohu.s that he (Wletzke)

“hag not and does not say the Manuals are unseriptural, that though

‘he 13 dissatisfied and_wpuld‘writeﬂthemldirferently; and would put
more stress én;?a}pb,;hgﬁgoag,nptfﬁay:thay are ungoripturale @ TS

When Pastor Schulz 18 agksd about the vislt to Colorado of Prof.
Gawriach and Pagtor Flscher, ne stated the vislbt did not help for
‘fPastorfFisgher'still gays the 3rd use of the Law is the most important
‘use for Christiang, and that Prof. Gawrlisch was involved in the -
“peviglon af‘thevKtnﬁprgartgn Manual and naturally defends 1t.

The short report of the Conference of Presidents glven to the
Convention delegates wWas discussed. . Pastor Schulz pointed out the
horiglnal“wordlng.at&ted,“WEEBEAS. Buch & study_rayaaled'that,ﬁhe
‘1ncidenta1'amphasls on the third use of the Law 18 not false teaching,
but rathsr a mers emphasls on the revealed will of God,*" in one Whersas,
‘and’hb'asked how the GonfarancaAof’Fres;dents aould‘gay‘that‘the o
“3pd use of the Law in the manuals is #ipoldental®. It was polnted

* out to Pastor Schulz shat the wording had been changsd during the
[Lbourse af’tha’ﬂonvent;on;f;” w i ammsm o ie o e, B
Pastor Schulz, in answer to & &ﬁéstient stated that he always
has belleved and still belleves that the Christlan naads the LawW.
. He also stated that he stil) hasn't recelved an answer as to what

.'4g the Official position of the Wiseonslo gynod on the Jjrd use of
‘“the LawW. He asks, 1Ia3 1t -what he reads in the,ﬁprthwestern_Lutheraa,
ifQ;'gqhoo;‘Bqlletins-(Lutheran Bduocator), or what? . S

N President PFritze says 1ts always easy to plek out gsomething
from gomeonse' s writing and find fFaulbe - sty e ot
~ Pastor Schulz read a statement on gomans 7i1l-6. He pointed
out that the born agaln onild of God (new man) 13 not only frea from
“-the curse of the Law but also from its Tule and obligatlon, and 13
7 no longer tled to the Law. ~As a woman is‘fraeyfrqm,the}tles of a
“ nasband wxho has dled, so the child of God 1s free from the Law. Such
- born again children are the Lord’s and nob thelyr own soverelgn, hence
7;spand”under God and are bound to His immitable will. “Now the mailn
+Tquestion 1s'not what will the Law require.,but.what'will please my
- God and‘Savior.“#Anﬂ’ltwisytheaHoly“Splr;t~wh1ch;works,ln”us and "’
'*yroduces"frultm'of the Splribe "« cooowos sas o e S
i Pastor Schulz's statement 18 & translation of Stoechhardt*s
exposltion on Romans 7:7:1-=0.

-y
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Pastor Schulz also stated that the Holy 3plrit makes use of the
Law in all thres uses but "the Gospel does’ the inseribing® (Quote
from Peiper). “In angwer to a question concerning the 1lst and 3rd
usas of the Law, Pastor Schulz sald the 3rd use serves to show what
s God-pleasing, what truly good works are.“ If we see we have failed
then We_aro back 1n the firat uae.ww'“ . ;

Pastor Frea aska about the illustration of the 3rd ugs of the

Law as a roadmap on a journey from New York to Chicago. (Prof.
Schuetze had used this 1llustration in his paper on The Christian

And The law and Pastor Schulz had dlsagreed with the way 1t was used.)
Pastor  Schulz #aid sugh an’illustration conld- ‘be- used 1if- one always
rememb@rs that it is the 014 Adam who causes us’to wander 6ff the -

road,” that only the Gospel can put one back on the road, that the Law
ghows us we're off course, glves information - but it can't help put
ug back on course., This only the Gospel does. , aﬁtor Free and Pastor
Schulz after dlscussion ara in-agreement.,wﬂ' ] f S

But a differenoe arises when Pastor Schulz says that he feals
uslng the word "guide® as a verb ascribes some astlvity, some powar.,
to 1t,"which the Law does not have., Pastor Free'does not feel that
using the word "guide® as'a verb ascribes any power to 1t, and that
he always taaeheg cnly the Gaspel has power to produce. *m; :

Paster Sehulz next reads eertaln past sahool Bullatins to- shaw '
how ‘the wrong ideas of “Reu and of Koehler's pedagogy book ‘aseribe
power to the Law whlch 1t does not have.

President Fritze aaks Schulz whéther he gald the Law does not gaide
but gives information? - Pastor Schulz answered that the Law does not
actively guide, but gives information when our sinful flesh misleads
us, and sinece the verb "guilde" Aindicatesg activity bto him, he prefers
the wording of the Confesslons - standard or rule.

President Fritze polnted éout wé shonldn't always divide the Law
into three ‘parts, because when one use s used, the others are involved
also. ‘To this 8chulz agrésd, ‘Why then does Schulz de this? Because,
Schulz said, the first Kindergarten Manual put such great emphasis on
the third use to which he had objacted and that 1ed up to the AT L
pr»sent situation.} N _ f / B :

Pastor Sehulz’ alsa stated he usesg the w1sconsin Synod catechism
almost ‘as 1s.uand makes ehanges 1n only a few queatlons 1n back section.

In dlscusslng the uges of the Law and tha glving of the Law on
Ht. 8inai, Pastor ‘Schulz stated it was not given to'be a vest pocket
edition of ‘how to show love to Ged, but primarily it was given
because of @in, until the Seed should coma, -28 Galations states. The
3rd use of the Law would need to be especlally used with salf-righteous
people who'"nesed to be shown what truly good works are. Pastor Free
statas he gees no danger in the word "gulde®, but that "standard® 1s
also fine, "He asks, 1f we gee We fall this standard, are we then ™"
back in the lst use? “Pastor Schulz answers yes, and asks how ocan
we ever use the Law in only one way,

Pastor Sohulz wishes to make 1t clear that pure fruits of the
Spirit is purely the work of God - from A to Z only the Holy Spirit
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ean produce, we can't do anything of ourselves, God works in us "to
will and to do®.

Pastor Pree asks whether Schulz sald the Law provides informatlion
for pleasing God? 'Pastor Schulz says this is what the Manmual 8says.
Pree: Doss Cod use the Law to teach the will of God? .~ - 0 w0 el
Schulz: Yes, whenever the Law 18 preached.: .«vva .ol Lo Do sass

. Pastor Schulz raasds paragraphs 17, 18 and 19 on page 957 of the .
Priglotta and says this i3 what he belleves the function of the Law
to be, ‘He also reads from page 967, paragraph li, showing that "to
reprove is the pecullar office of the Law". .He also reads the last -

sentense on page 961.:.

o Papning back to Page 957, Pastor PFrltze says paragraph 14 shows
how to serve God. ~Schulz says No, no, it shows the "quallity” the . -
Christian should have.. Pastor Schulz then reads paragraph 22 on page
969 of Triglotta. ‘ R T 1 Y PR TR A T R

Pastor Free asks whether it 1s not right to point out what 1s God's
will? Schulz says that is fine. Free states he 1s happy to hear
Schulz's answer. Pastor Schulz further states that when a Christian
Palls or lacks, then one shouldn't point to the Law to get the
Christlan to love and to do 'what 1s right, for only the Gospel can
produce frult. The Confeasions say this 1s "not taught by the Law".
Pasgtor Pres agrees,

Pastor Sehulz 18 asked about Prof. Gawrlach®s article in the. latest
Northwestern ILutheran {Sept. 3%#d), the portion dealling wlth the J3rd
useof the Law. Pastor Schulz says he does not fully agree. For one
thing he belleves several of the examples used do not belong under the
3rd use of the Law, =~ 7~ - e a0 St R

““Discusslon next centsrs on the Kindergarteﬁ ﬁanﬁai. Pééfdr Scﬁﬁlz
reads frem the Kindergarten Hanual (and alsc from the Teachers Manual )
spow;ng how rales and commandmantslare stressed over and ovaer.

" ‘Pastor Fres points to pages 29 snd 30 of the Kindergarten Manual.

It states that one should see the forward and overview of God's plan

of salvatlon. "Hence, Af Free were using this mamal he would first. -
teach- the Law, "how ain eame into the world, that we are all slnners,
then by all means ths Gospel, the wondrous message of salvaetion in - -
Christ. Then he would bring in the fact that we love Him because He
first loved us, That it is the Holy Ghoat working in ug who produces.
frult, that without falth 1t is impossible to please God. ~ = .0-

'3 95 these words of Fres, Schulz says "Amen." But he says that

isn*t the way the Mamual presents the storles.: . LB Les ST e en

Recesd’ for noon lunch.

° A meeting is held by the Praesidium and Visltor Meyer, while Pastor
Schulz and his member rémaln in car. (Meeting lasts about an hour and

© Pmesident Pritze asks whether'we'havé more questidha to'askubf
Schulz. Pastor Meyer reads from Prof. Schuetze's article in the
Theologlcal Juarterly and states we might agk Schulz where he disagrees.
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We might also ask again on Praf. Gawrisch' Artlcle in the North-
western Lutheran.;- N PR S Nt o s :g _@. : 554

Presldant Frltze asks for our 1mpresslons of tha morning 8
meeting. . Pastor Free states the difficulty has not been resolved and
that 3chulz should now be sugpended, that he has been ready to suspend
for some time, Fastor Meyer agrees, He belleves 3chulz 1s confusged
on the lat and Brd uges of the Law, and alao confuses Law and Gospel.
Pastor Wletzke gtates that Pastor Schulz still holds to his Hemorial.
However. he faals mich was acocomplished at the morning meetlng. Time
and again discussion brought out that where we thought thera were . . .
points of disagreement, we ended up agreeing. He further states that
he fesls that after only two short meetings of our Praezidium with

Sehulz, action at this time 18 premature, . PrRESXASNL/FALELE/BLALEL
AL/ 88MA#4/ . that his. consclence would bother him if he voted |
suspension Now., President Fritze states that athers have oonaciances
too, that Af we don't agree, then he will have to write President
Naumann telling him of the situation. Pastor wlatzke asks that this
not bz done 1mmed1ate1y. e CL AR

Finally. Prealdent Frltze sug5est3 that perhaps we ought to
draw up the charges agailnst Schulz, documenting his falso teachings.
Then meet again in say two weeks and presant them to Sechulz im . -
person. - A sub-gommlitee ocould meet and work.on thls in the meantine.
This would also give the opportunity to further evaluatn what we

h@&l‘d todays | o ocoaou phae o o

The meeting. with Pastor aohulz and dr. Blerhaus now presant. opens
with a devotlon by Pastor Free. e : L . :

Pastor Pritze asks Schulz if he will meet with us again in two
weeks, This will give us time to evaluate today's meeting. - Pastor :
Schulz states he is perfectly willing to mast, that he wishes to co-
operata in whatevar uay he can. - DT e Thmo

Pastor ocnulz is now asked to glve us his ebjactioma to Prof.
oohuetzds paper, the page, eto. (Wisconsin Lutheran Quarterly -
October 1964.) Pastor Schulz answers:

Page 290, beglming with "The polnt 13 this:.s..," middle of page,
to end of the paragraph, -primarily the last. gentence. dchulz says the
new man would not try to sst himself over the Law, for he has the .
mind of Christ. . On page 298 Sohuetze states this, and with this Schulz
1s in complete agreement. .

. Then on page 291 at bottom. Here Schuetze quotss from the Lutheran
Confeaslens. 3chRlz says Prof. Schuetze should have quoted further .
to glve ths complate plcture.

Then on page 292, the illustration of roadmap , in the last gentence:

" svesthrough the Law imstructs us more perfectly.” (aee previous
minutes for discussion on this illustration). -.. .-

_Also at bottom of pags 292 and top of 293, “....Law 18 thought of as
to. 1ts content. the will of God.™ Schulz says the Confesslons atate
that the Law always coerces.

Then on page 298, the last paragraph tha first portlon of sentence:
“But since the Christian still has flesh, an old Adam, and so is not
yat perfectly renawed. does not know the Wlll of God perfectly.
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he needs to be instructed from the Law what kind of works will be
pleasing to God as a fruit of his falth, cesees” Sounds as thouzh a
chglstian'sdfalth would never bring forth frult without ingtruotion.

" In regard to Prof. Gawrlsch's articles, Pastor Schulz states the
followings ... - = Fwonn o T R R e L

- In the August éth issue of Northwestern Luthsran: Beginning with
the sentence at bottom of page 251 and continuing on top of page 252
and on to end of artlcle. pastor Schulz feels this sounds as Af the
Goapel only does part. Also the passage 1 John 5:3 seems to be
applied only to the 10 Commandmenta.~for that 1s what is being spoken
of here, Pastor Sohulz reads from the Triglotta, end of page 893 and
then 895 to near pottom. This speaks of the Holy Ghost glving the
Christian powsr to produce only through the Goapel.

in the 3ept. Jrd lasue of the Northwestern Lutherans Page 286, -

first sentence under Our Nesd of the Law as a Guide. ‘Schulz stated
this sounds as though through the Law the Christlan can advance and
be guilded to be better and better. Also, the passage 1 Thess. 11 is
not a proofl text for the 3rd use of the Law. Also, the illustrations
of Luther, who didn't even know the Gospel at that time, and that taken
from Hleah, don{;Mfituunder,bhe_Brd use of the Law. In Eccleslastes
12:13 (Northwestarn Luthsran mistakenly says 12:3) the word » gommandments’
refers to all of .God's Word, not just the ten Commandments. "With the
last thrae paragraphs, Sehulz agrees completely. S FT R

pastor Schulz stated that he wishes president Fritze, who had

disagreédbwith‘soma‘of,Schulz's previous remarks, or whoever 1t

mightiba.*would,ahgw him where he 18 wrong. He feels he is owed an
explanation 1if hils stataments are false, not Just to be told he 1is

 WTonge . o

In answer to the question wyhat is the diffarence between the 1st
and 3rd use of the Law?® Pastor Schulz sald:

1st use = you explain the Commandments with the gpeclflc purpose
of showing *By the law is the knowledge of sin®, that w8 are ginners.

3rd use - What are good works and what 13 acceptable to God and

pleases Him.

In elaborating on thils pagtor Schulz stated that the new man doesn't
need the Law at all. But becauss wWe Christians also have an old Adamnm,
we dally need the Law. We need the Law in all of its uses, also the
3rd, We need to be urged, exhorted, encouraged, stc, but not that
we need a new set of jnstructions. Does the Holy Ghost use the Law
to impart knowledge? 3chulz says yss, it alraady does thils when the
Law 1s used in 1tz preparatory usa. It does this also for the Christian.

When asked about the two opposlitae views on the 3rd use of the Law as
given on page 963 of the Triglotta, Pastor Schulz says these are the
two extreme views, and that the Confessions now go on to explain
exactly what the 3rd use of the Law is. He agrees completely with
the Confesslons.

When the Confesslons use the word "reprove® (ps. 967) 1s that
the 1st or 3rd use of the ILaw? Schulz answers it 18 both - how can

the uses of the Law be completely saparated.

Pastor Schulz 1s also asked about hymms # 287 and 295. He states
that he sings V. 11 of 287, but he cannot sing V.3 of 295. An American
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Luatheran by the nane of Loy wrote thls, and 1t fits in with Reu's
wrong ldeas.

Pagtor Schul:z offerad to axpound upon his Statement on the 3rd
Use of the Law, that he is wllling to draw up a more detalled 3tate-
ment, 1if we have questions or want more alaboration. No one asks

that this be done.

Pastor Jchulz fears the trend which seems to be ereepling lnto
our church also, that we stress and teach more and more on Christian

1iving, when we should be bullding falth.

Pastor Schulz reads from the Confessions (Luther) pointing out
that the ultimate goal of also the 3rd use of the lLaw 1s to know
onezelf, that one recognlizes his own inabllltles. (May not be quoted
exact - Sgo.). He also reads from the Confesslons concerning the

Christians constant need of the Gospel.

The joint mesbtling en@s with the Lord's Prayer.

The Prassidium and Visltor meet briefly. Presldent Fritze and
Pagtor Meyer arse chogen as the Committee to draw up 2 statement
concerning Schulz, with documentation. The Commlttee plans to
meet on Xd#dd¥/1/ September 11th and 12th. The Praesidium and Vislitor
Meyer will then meet on Wednesday morning, Aédf September 13th.

On the 14th and/or 15th, o meeting wlll be held with Pastor 3chulz.

The meeting aLOUMS. ' gocrotary Ha Ae WiStZES

Y1447
’ﬁt},xil-




Council Bluffs, Iowa
DQC- 7’.1967'\

Notice of Susnension

Pastor Herold A ‘Schulz of Golden, Colorado
WAZNER
was on Decem er 5, 1967 suspended from sfnodical
fellowship for cauoe. This action was taken by Pastor
. *Hugo Fritze, President of the Nebraska Distr1ct in ey
'concurrence with flrst Vice-President Gerald E. Free ,
and second Vice-President Herbert F. Lichtenberg and :E.":

1the Visiting Elder of the Colorado Conference, Henry

G, Mever"
R4 R
. ’_:? wanl ;}47'{-%;"’-% P S "":’Zr*’ SR
R S i/ ‘ ‘ 57
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ASTOR HEKGLD As st,uum B Fort Morgan, C‘él"{ér‘éﬁré |
€Y GOLDEK, COLGRADO - .. ociow . Docembex 4y, 2967
ouﬁ.rhc*i*z"“rdé%% T T G ?”r»‘hdxw"@’ “that the Kindergerten Marual for

Iutheran Sehools and the Taaehﬂr's Hanmual, published by euthority
of the Poard of Educatlon-kiisconsin Synod, emphasize the third use
of the Law contrary to the Seripiures and tm Luthssmm anfwai@na.
Whereas, The Exoocutive Committes of thm :0ard of Fﬁucation - wiae@nain Fv.
[mthersn Synod 1in a letter on’ %arah 17, 1963, ststed: “In aur laat
meeting or the Exeeutive Csmmittaa cf tha Baard Qf daéatian we )
agaln discussed 3our last letter and yaur abjeetians to our use er
th@ Law as found 1in the Teachers' am th@ v’mdergm'taz{ %ﬁ‘anu&lﬂ.
We'feel that we must 1nf@rm yau that we arﬂ umt 1n ayv&%mﬁmt with
you In this matter," and BT e | o
¥hereas, A spesoisal comalittee appeinted uy tna uaﬂf@ranca ef ?resid@nts - ;t
Wigoonsin Lv. Lutbﬁran Synad, upen thﬂ raguast af ?aatar ﬁ?@ld;f
A, Schulg’ raperted on aabruary 26 l?éh- -....wa bmliava that thﬂ
cﬁarga ef Pastor @chulz, that tka “aard af m&uuatieui¥i&uonsin
Nyned 1a guilty ar emnbasizinf the thﬁrd use of tha Law 'cantr&r"
to the %evigtures and Lntheran Sanressiaﬂs' 15 an gveranatamﬁnt,
ST b - . | ‘, u‘ nﬂ,“}”w ,; - - “
Whoresas, The ?enrarenas af Presidents - kiseenain ;v. Luthﬁran myncd 1n a
letter on ﬂugust 26 1966, Ht&ted tﬁék- "Thﬁ Ganfaranaﬁ QL Fresi-
dantﬂ finds ne valﬂdity in hh& cbarga af Paarar ﬂer@ld 5. *vhulz

that th@ Kimdergartan Hanual nualisnsa by the 3yﬂad'a 3aard af

E.ducatien empnaaizaa thﬂ thirﬁ use ‘af tm Law in & mannor eontrary

t@ tha ;aripture,d and o ety
Iacensin hv. Luthﬁran Jynad in B

Whereas, Thﬁ canfarence of Presia@nts - %

lettar datad F@bruary 3, 1967, stat@dzuf....that you are net 1n
doctrin&l agreement &ith the misqgﬂain aynod on, the third uae ef

’the Law, ’éhau

.;\w

wher@aa, Th@ aiting hlder af ths‘uclo”ado Ponfarenca - Rebraaka Distriet
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(Pastor Henry G Meyer), who according te our Distrlet Constitu-
tlen Art, VIII Seo._l,(Th@ Digtr;et,qhal; cxeroige/qpperg;s;gq’_d
over. its members, 1n matters of dactrine and practioe through .
Visiters elected by the delegate oonferences of thﬁ Diatrict for

twe-year tarmz) ia responaible for aupervision ef doctrine and

practice,stated 1n &8 1etter ta thﬁ Nebraska District Praesidium -

w18consin Ev. Lutheran Syned en April 22, l967: "Having over the

paat several years intermittently discussed m.tn Paq r‘Hereld A,
Schulz the Scriptural doctrine concerning the third ﬁsewof the‘»

Law, ¢ and ‘having in ‘the past montbs of 1967 (March 12 March 17,?%
and April 10) tried unsuccessfullg to cenvince him of the corré;£

doctrine ef the third use of the Law as round in the Bible and in

. ‘the Lutheran Confesalons &nd as taught by the wisconsin Ev. Luth-

eran Synod I anm convineed that further efforts on my, part WQuld

Whereas,

Whereas,

Whereas,

be futile......  Disappointed at my fallure to convince him of his

error, I place the matter into your hands with the preyer that

the Lord will bless your efferts.ﬂ;and

Lutheran Synod on July 25, 1967, stated- "We, ‘the paators of the
Central qufqgence,‘pglieyglthpt_yne‘Kingprgagpen and Teacher's

Manuals‘theaqh'the Gogpelngpd glqo_phgkpgyiaccord;ng to the

Scriptures, and.‘“v,w a4 wewimlizas e L0600 WELE O

The Rosebud Conference of the Nebraaka District - Hisconsin ; Y”wfw

Lutheran Synod en Saptemher 27, 1967,'statedz “He, the pastcrs.!hw

of the Rosebud Cenference, Nabras&a District feel that thﬂ r et

Kindergarten and Teacher's Manuals do not conflict with the ‘tedch~

1ng of Holy Scripture and therefore do not need revislon.w and

febraska District = Wisgomsin

The Southern Conference af the

Syned in fheir conferendd on Nevember ‘6,°1967, stated in a two-
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page report that tney dc not find valid th@ sarlous doubts}and’ﬂ

wquestions of th@ Celerade Mission Distriot - w1soonsin Eve. Luth=

eran Synod in regard to” the'u:e f the Law in the Wisconsin Ev.’ -
“tutheran Synod Kindérgarten and Teacher'a Manuala." and ‘ “
@ﬁerggg, The Pramsiéium ef thﬁ Nabraska District - Wiscensin Ev. Lutheran
.' » Synod haa 1n numbrous maetings stated that}on theﬂpasis 9f tp5
Scriptures and the Lutharan Confessiona they raject the _charge
of Pastor Herold A, Schulz "that the Kindergarten Marmal for
Lutharan Schaols and the Teacher's Manual, published by the au-
therity of thﬁ B@ard of Educati@n-Wiscensin Synod, emphasize th@
third use ef the Law contrary to tbﬁ Scriptures and the @uthﬁran
| Confessions.? and e wiee mo P |
Whereas, The Conference ef Presidenta - Wisconsin Ev._Luthﬁraﬁ éyned:in
their repert t@ thﬁ 1967 Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod Convention
h@ld at Saginaw, Michigan, Aunust 9 = 16, stated: "That we de=
) o clare that the charges of Pastor Herold A. Schulz in hls protests

o and m@morials cannot be upheld." and s
Whetaaé; At the Wiscensin Ev. Lutheran Synod Gonventien in Saginaw,
: Michigan, August 9 - 16 Floer Committee No.:u praaented_tpﬁ
ﬂ follewing resolutian on the subject- “The Herold A, Schulz »
Memorial of 1965 " which was passed with@ut a dissenting vate-

“Whereas, Pastor Hereld A, Schulz memorialized the 1965 WELS Cone~

soin - yentlon te investigate his charge 'That the Kindergarten
Manual for Lutheran dchools and the Teachers! Manual pube

v 9. 11shed by autherity of the Board of Educatlon, WELS,
emphaslze the Third use ef the Law contrary to the Scorip-
, tures and the Lutheran Confessiens' and

"yhereas, This matter was officlally referred by the 1965 Conventlon

to the Conference of Presidents tfor resolution! (Cp 1965
. Proceedings, pg. 176)

"yhereas, The Conference of Presidents haa found no misuse or false
teaching of the Third use of the Law in the Kindergarten
Marual and The Teachers! Manual ocurrently in use, &nd

"uhereas, The Conference of Presidents, after much correspondence
}and several mﬁetings with Pastor Schulz during the past
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blennium 'regréffﬁliy reportas that 1t has not been able
to resolve the matter' and

"Whereas, proper Constitutional procedure requires the District te

. deal with metters involving doctrine and practice within
the District, therefore, be 1t

_-"Resolved, that this. matter be  referred to the Nebraska District for

Whereas,

Whereas,

whereas,

Therefore,

further sctlon seeking & God-pleasinp solution.";baz

Wheroas,%You,'Pastor Herold A. Schulz,lstill upheld the charge>"that the

&

Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools and Teaoher's Manual
published by authcrity of the Board of Education4w1sconsin Synod

emphasiza the third use of the Law oontrary to the Scripturesyg

The Kinderqarten and Taauher's Fanuals are efficial nublications
of the Board of Education af thﬁ wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod, o
having been endorsed by duly electad officials and since any o
charge ef false dortrine avainst these publicationa oonstitutés
a charge ef false doctrine against thB Wisconsin LV. Lutheran‘m

Synod, and coima ko L
I am in full agreement with the above findin%s, and

'According to Art VI section 1 a) and £) 1t 1is ny duty as Dis-

’trict President to take official action in thils matter,

I, Pastor Hugo Fritze, President of the Nebraska Dlstrict -

‘Wilscomsin Ev. Lutheran Synod, with the concurrence of the two

Vice-Presidents of the District and the Visiting Elder of the

Colorado Conference suspend you, Pastor Herold A. Schulz, from

the synodical fellowshilp.

Wisconsin Ev. ILutheran Synod = Nebraska District
Preslident: ([ibﬂtj ékfi A ,Zf; .

1st Vice-President: %/ijzgj ¢ -%QJ¢¢

2nd Vice=-President: 5%2¢A¢bf g/vééipﬂﬁén R

Colorado Conference Visiting Elder: hf¢g7V>1 z&, §§ZE7¢Q>/1
O -
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RIGHT OF APPEAL
We wish to advise you of your right of appeal. The District Consituﬁion
states en.Page 13, Artlcdd XXIII, "Appeals to the District"
kSéétien l., Any person who hﬁs been subject to disciplinary action
| by a Visitor and the District Praesidium, or a Synodiaal
= poard or commlssion shall have the right te appeal to

tha District cf whioh»ha~is & member., The appellant may

;ﬁddress his appeal either to the President of the District

orﬂ to the convention of the District, but not to both
‘u“successively. ‘In eithar ‘case, the appellant shall present

ﬁzhis appeal in writing ‘t6 the President of ‘the District and

“Shall also “sand a copy ‘of ‘his‘dppeal at the ‘same time teo

hthe Darty ef ‘the disciplinary ‘action” from whose declsion

L

[ h‘th‘a &PPeal 18 made.

Procedyre details contlnue in the following sectlons of the Diatrict

constitution on Page Ulj.




Chronological Dates Of Correspondence

Jan. 13, 1962
May 9, 1962

June 15, 1962
June 20, 1962
Oct. 5, 1962

Oct. 11, 1962

Oct. 16, 1962
Nov.15, 1962*

Dec. 18, 1992

Mar. 17, 1963

April 30, 1963

May 7, 1963

June 26, 1963

July 9, 1963**

Oct. 7, 1963
Oct. 17, 1963
Oct. 21, 1963

Sermon Outline: Manpower Sunday. Schulz objects.
Schulz to A.F. Fehlauer: Schulz states objections to
Kindergarten Manual.

W.E. Fischer to Schulz: Answers objections and admits
some flaws in wording and an error.

Schuiz to Fischer: Lengthy outline of objections to the
Kindergarten Manual.

Bd. of Ed.(Emil Trettin) to Schulz: Invites him to New Uim
to meet with Bd. of Ed. and Prof. Lawrenz, who was
chairman and reviewed the manual. Asked to bring

J. Schibbelhut along who was the principal.

Schulz to Trettin: Accepts meeting if C. Lawrenz is
present. Also states objection to S.S. Teacher’s Manual
and Teacher’s Manual of Bible Stories.

Trettin to Schulz: Confirmation of meeting and expenses
to be paid by Bd. of Ed.

Schulz to Ex. Comm. of Bd. of Ed.: 5 page letter spelling
out objections to Teacher’s Manual and Kindergarten
Manual. Plus Schulz sends a copy of Teacher’s Manual
with marginal notes.

Trettin to Schulz: Acknowledgment of letter and manual.

M. Albrecht(Chm of Bd. of Ed.) to Schulz: A.Schuetze

to deliver paper on use of the law to Nebraska Dist.
Schulz either to agree with it or not.

Schulz to Naumann: Petition to appoint committee to
review the entire problem. Schulz charges Bd. of Ed.
emphasizing third use of the law contrary to Scriptures
and Lutheran Confessions.

Naumann to Schulz: Acknowledges letter, to consult with

COPR

Naumann to Schulz: Schulz asked to produce the written
“proof will be furnished when required” as it appeared in
his April 30th letter.

Schulz to Naumann: 5 page letter listing his objections to
to the Teacher’s Manual, as well as the Kindergarten
Manual.

Naumann writes to three committee members to review
Schulz’s charges.

Naumann writes to Arthur Ehlke, advising him of appt.

to committee of three to review Schulz’s charges.
John Jeske declines appt. to the committee.



Oct. 22, 1963
Oct. 22, 1963
Jan. 29, 1964
Feb. 11, 1964

Feb. 26, 1964*
Feb. 28, 1964
Feb. 28, 1964

Feb. 28, 1964
Mar. 2, 1964

April 10, 1964
April 14, 1964

Jan. 21, 1965*
Sept. 15, 1966

Sept. 24, 1965
Oct. 1, 1965

Oct. 26, 1965

Dec. 9, 1965**
Dec. 9, 1965
Dec. 10, 1965
Feb. 8, 1966
April 3, 1966

Naumann appoints M.Volkmann to committee.

Naumann to Schulz advising him that E. Kionka is
chairman of committee and asking him not to

propagandize the controversy among the brethren.

Naumann to Schulz: E. Kionka died, delay in findings
of committee.

Naumann to L.Karrer and M. Volkmann asking them to
summarize findings of committee. Also both Teacher’s
Manual and Kindergarten Manual with E. Kionka’s notes
in sons possession. Available for committee report.

“Report Of The Herold Schulz Protest Committee

Naumann to Schulz: Copy of committee report.
Naumann to Volkmann & Karrer: Copy of their committee
report.

Naumann to Bd. of Ed.: Copy of Committee Report.

Schulz letter in reply to “Report Of The Herold Schulz
Protest Committee” letter.

Naumann response to Schulz’s letter of 3/2/64

Schulz’s response to Naumann letter dated 4/10/1964
in which he states his main goal.

Schulz memorializes 38th Biennial Convention
Sitz and Dahlke for C.O.P.: C.O.P. memoralizes Schulz to
“outline his approach to the third use of the law and give
the benefit of his thinking in this matter in writing to the
Conference of Presidents”.

Naumann to Schulz: Requesting information from C.O.P

. resolution dated Sept. 15, 1965

Schulz to Naumann: Outline too restrictive, wants to
present thinking on 3rd use of Law in light of both
publications and Scripture.

Naumann to Schulz: Holds to request for clear written
understanding of Schulz concerning 3rd use of the Law
and then its application to the two manuals.

Schulz’s essay on the third use of the law but not
presented as the C.O.P. requested.

Naumann to Schulz: acknowledges receipt of Schulz’s
position on third use of the law.

Naumann to C.O.P.: Sends each one a copy of Schulz’s
position.

Naumann to Schulz: Asking once again for Schulz to
outline his position on 3rd use of law FREE from polemics
Schibbelhut to Naumann: Pleading for a position
statement



from C.O.P. to clear the air. Feels Schulz is wrong.

April 18,1966  Schulz to Naumann: Outline of his position on 3rd use of
the law.

April 25, 1966* Schulz to Naumann: Copy of “The Historical Setting Of The

Ten Commandments”, a conference paper delivered by
Schulz to Colorado Mission District Delegate Conference
in Feb., 1965.

April 25, 1966 Naumann to Schibbelhut: C.O.P. to meet with Schulz either
May 23 or May 26, with Call Days being in-between.

April 25, 1966 Naumann to Schulz: Acknowledgment of essay and letter.
Proposal to meet with him either May 23 or May 26.

April 26, 1966 ~ Naumann to C.O.P.: Copy of essay and April 18th letter
from Schulz.

May 2, 1966 Schulz to Naumann: O.K.’s either of two dates for meeting.

May 13, 1966 Naumann to Schulz: Verifying May 26th meeting.

May 20, 1966 Naumann to Schulz: Denying Schulz the request to bring

' congregational president, principal, and elders along to
May 26th meeting. Reason: Assignment from Synod was
to deal with Schulz and his memorial.Local problems to be
dealt with by Visiting Elder and District Officials.

May 26, 1966™* E.H. Zimmermann answers Schulz essay based on:
|. State our Synod'’s position on 3rd use of the Law
ll. State Schulz’s objections to our Synod’s position.

June 6, 1966 Hartmeister(Chm. of St. James in Golden) to Naumann:
Requesting report of May 26, 1966 meeting.

June 13, 1966 Naumann to C.O.P.: the heart of Schulz’s contention;
the Christian does not need the law. Brief summary of
meeting between Naumann, Habeck, and Schulz.

June 15, 1966™ Schulz to Naumann: A very bitter letter accusing Naumann
and Habeck of lying,betraying, slandering and defaming
him by saying that Schulz said that “the Christian has no
need of the Law”. Schulz contends that the “Christian
does not need the third use of the law in sanctification to
produce good works, the fruits of the Spirit. That the
Christian does need the Law in all its uses only because of
his sinful flesh”. Expects an apology.

June 17,1966  Habeck to Schulz: Point by point refutation of Schulz’s
letter dated June 15, 1966. “No one contended that the
law in its so called third use produces sanctification. What
was it that led one of the Conference of Presidents
repeatedly to say that you must have an electric knife
which is able to separate the new man from the old in this
life? Why were passages like Galatians 5: 13-14 & Acts 9:6



quoted?”

June 22, 1966  Schulz to Habeck: Reply to Habeck's letter of 6/17/1966.

Aug. 8, 1966 Naumann to Schulz: Still another request for Schulz
to put in writing his clear, concise understanding of the
3rd use of the law.

Aug. 16, 1966 Hartmeister(St. James Pres.) to Naumann: Requests
permission to attend meeting of Aug. 23/24 as an obser-
ver.

Aug. 18, 1966 Naumann to Hartmeister: Meeting on Aug. 23/24 is
tenative. Will keep him informed.

Aug. 20, 1966  Webster (Sec. of St. James) requests action concerning
Schulz memorial found on pages 1397, 176, and 291 of
38th Synod Convention.

Aug. 26, 1966*  Naumann to Sub-Committee (C. Mischke, J. Dahlke,

A. Buenger, O. Naumann): C.O.P. finds no validity in
Schulz's charges. Request that he give his understanding
of the 3rd use of the law, with Scriptural proof, in writing.

Aug. 31,1966  Naumann to Webster(St. James Sec.): Reply to Webster’s
letter dated Aug. 20, 1966. Action taken on Aug. 23/24.
Letters crossed in mail.

Sept. 15, 1966** Bittorf(Sec. Colorado Pastoral Conf.) to H. Meyer(Visiting
Elder): Colorado Pastoral Conf. goes on record “as having
serious doubts and questions in regard to the use of the
Law in the Kindergarten and Teacher’s Manuals” and
passes resolution “asking each pastor of the district to
study the use of the law in the Kindergarten and Teacher’s
manuals, and to appoint a discussion leader for the
discussion of the same at the Spring Nebraska District
Pastoral Conference, 1967."

Oct. 6, 1966 Pres. Fritze, V.P. Free. V.P. Wietzke meet with
congregation in Golden, Colorado.

Oct. 22, 1966 Warren Tripp(Member of St. James) to Naumann:
Pleading with Naumann to intervene because Schulz
voluntary resigned on Oct. 21, 1966, due to anxiety and
stress over this whole affair. Entire congregation in uproar.
His whereabouts known only to his immediate family.

Oct. 26, 1966** Naumann to Tripp: Naumann assures Tripp that:
“Changes in these manuals by the synod have been

made.In the Kindergarten Manual for Lutheran Schools, a
guide and study help for the Kindergarten teachers, the
entire lesson preparing teachers for the teaching of the
law of God to their children has been rewritten. Instead of
the half page preparation, a 1and 1/2 page study has



Oct. 27, 1966***

Nov. 22, 1966:

Nov. 29, 1966

Nov. 30, 1966

Nov. 30, 1966

Dec. 6, 1966****

Dec. 6-7, 1966**
Dec. 15, 1966**
Dec. 17, 1966**

Dec. 19, 1966

been substituted. A sentence on the following page, to
which Pastor Schulz had objected and which was
recognized as one that could be misunderstood, has
been removed.”

Free to Naumann: Cong. meeting at St. James with district
officials present. Voted not to accept Schulz resignation by
38-6 vote. Teachers ready to resign because of
persecution. Congregation polarized.

Schulz to Boyd and Lois Barkey, members of St. James,
sent to Naumann by Fritze: Letter of reprimand for
“hindering the work of the Holy Spirit by your sinful attitude
and behavior against a Christian congregation”.

Naumann to C.O.P.: Call for emergency session: Called by
Nebraska Praesidium, request by Schulz for meeting with
committee, consisting of one member of C.O.P,, three
professors, two active and one retired.

Naumann to Schulz: Request for committee denied.
Emergency session of C.O.P. called for Dec. 6-7. 1 or 2
members of St. James may attend with him.

Free to Naumann: Copies of Schulz's paper, “The
Historical Setting Of The Ten Commandments” sent to
Naumann per Pres. Fritze's request since paper would be
discussed at Dec. 6th meeting. Two teachers resigned at
St. James on Nov. 28th. Copy of resolutions passed by
Colorado Pastoral Conference enclosed. Schulz agitating
the brothers.

Schulz’s “Statement”, received from Robert Lang and
Schulz: Agrees that he has not made himself clear.
Withdraws judgment contained in his letter dated June 15,
1966. Accepts evaluation of sub committee. States that he
is confused. School falling apart. Principal resigned. Two
teachers resigned. Enrollment fell from 70 to 40. Church
torn apart. Members won't accept his resignation so he
withdrew it. Offers to resign again. Needs clarification in
regard to the use of the law in the Christian’s life of
sanctification. Asks for a written statement in regard to the
proper way to teach and apply the third use of the law.
Minutes of the Conference of Pres.

Revised minutes of C.O.P. meeting of Dec. 6-7, 1966.
Habeck to Mischke: Inclusion of several items into
minutes of Dec. 6-7 meeting.

Buenger to Mischke: Agreeing with minutes of Dec. 6-7
meeting.



Dec. 23, 1966*
Dec. 26, 1966
Dec. 27, 1966

Jan. 3, 1967
Jan. 5, 1967

Jan. 10, 1967*
Jan.18, 1967

Jan. 19, 1967

Jan. 23, 1967

Feb.2, 1967

Feb. 3, 1967~
Feb. 9, 1967

Feb. 16, 1967

Feb. 21, 1967

March 7, 1967

Naumann to Mischke: Inclusion of several items into
minutes of Dec. 6-7 meeting.

Mrs. Wayne Webster to Naumann: Bitter letter railing on
synod officials for selling them out.

Hartmeister(Chm of St. James) to Fritze: Wants to know
why Fritze will not forward a list of teachers to fill
vacancies. School will close because of no teachers. Cong.
meeting set for Dec. 28, 1966, with annual voters meeting
ondJan. 8, 1967.

Mischke to Naumann: Corrections to minutes of
Conference of Presidents on Dec. 6-7, 1966.

Fritze to Hartmeister: Restates that his letter, dated Dec.
19, 1966 remains in effect. No call list for teachers will be
forwarded. :

Schulz’s reply to Conf. of Pres.: 10 points.

Schulz to Naumann: Tells Naumann to read Prof.
Kowalke’s article in the Quartalschrift, Vol. 28: April 1931,
entitled “Das Erste Gebot”.

Buenger (Pres. of S.E. Wi. Dist.) to Schulz: Asks Schulz to
withdraw his “severe judgment pertaining to the C.O.P.” in
letter dated Jan.10, 1967 and stating that “you have a
problem with the Scriptural third use of the Law.”

Schulz to H.Fritze: Asking Fritze to withdraw statement
about Schulz not being in doctrinal agreement with WELS.

Mischke to Naumann: Rough draft of letter to Pastor
Schulz from the Praesidium.

Naumann to Schulz: C.O.P.’s response to 1/10/67 letter of
Schulz’s.

Schulz to Buenger: Polemical letter directed against C.O.P
in which he “readily foresees the report which the
Conference of Presidents will give to Synod next August”
and ends with, “May | ask you what kind of charity you
have in your heart?

Naumann to Schulz: Tells Schulz to read Kowalke's entire
essay and not to quote out of context. Tells him to read
Formula of Concord: Sol. Decl. VI: paragraphs 11 and 12
which he feels are the answers to Pastor Schulz'’s
problems.

Schulz to Naumann: Answers Naumanns letter dated
Feb.16,1967.

Buenger to Schulz: Response to Schulz’s letter dated
Feb.9, 1967. Summed up in one word, “discouragement”.



March 17, 1967
April 7, 1967

April 25, 1967
May 8-10, 1967

May 16, 1967**

May 16, 1967**

May 29, 1967

June 1, 1967

June 16, 1967
July 6, 1967

July 11,1967***

July 11, 1967

Doesn’t wish to communicate with him on an individual
basis anymore.

Visiting Elder (Henry Meyer) meets with Pastor Schulz.

Naumann to Mischke: Naumann asks Mischke to draw up
a tenative report of the C.O.P.’s attempts to carry out their
assignment with regard to Pastor Schulz.

Interim Report of the Conference of Presidents: re. the
Herold Schulz Memorial.

Minutes of Nebrask District Praesidium and Visitor Meyer
with Pastor Schulz and St. James Chairman, Mr. Hart-
meister, at Fort Morgan, Colorado. Schulz draws up
statement on third use of the Law and Praesidium, after a
cursory review, accepts it but wishes to study it further.
Fritze to Naumann: Pastor Schulz gives Nebraska District
Praesidium a copy of his understanding of the third use of
the Law. Schulz now agrees that the Law gives instruction.
Neb. Praesidium asks for official doctrinal statement of the
Wi. Synod on the Third Use of the Law.
Schulz to C.O.P.: Conditional offer to withdraw memorial if
C.O.P. reacts favorably to Neb. Dist. Praesidium’s request
for the official doctrinal statement of Wi. Synod on third
use of the Law and such statement is presented to Synod
in convention for examination, approval and adoption.

Naumann to Schulz: Report to Synod has been written.

If latest communications change the minds of the
members of the C.O.P., a meeting will be held prior to
convention.

Schulz to Naumann: Why C.O.P. report is not in the book of
Reports and Memorials? Requests a copy. Why Naumann
did not reply to his letter dated Feb. 21, 19677

6 families to Schulz, Chairman R. Bleidt of St. James, and
Naumann: Request a peaceful release because of turmoil.
Naumann to Schulz: Reason not included in Reports and
Memorials is because there could be a change between
now and convention time. Copy of Interim Report included.
No need for committee to draw up a position of the WELS
on third use of the Law because we subscribe to
statement of Formula of Concord.
Schulz to C.O.P.: Letter entitled “Confession” in which he
confesses to a false showing of humility in his Dec. 6, 1966
letter. Asks for forgiveness for resorting to such tactics in
trying to achieve a desired goal.

Schulz to C.O.P.: “What is the intended purpose of this



report?” (Referring to report to be given to Synod
Convention).

July 14, 1967  Naumann to C.O.P.: Scheduled meeting for C.O.P. on Aug.
8, 1967 at Saginaw, just before convention. New develop-
ments in Schulz case. Each member to get copies of
correspondence to review.

July 14,1967  Naumann to C.O.P.: Tentative Report to the convention
on Schulz memorial.

July 17,1967  Naumann to Schulz: Acknowledgment of “A Confession”
and “Statement of Dec. 6, 1966".

July 31, 1967  Minutes of Meeting at Coucil Bluffs, lowa, of the District

Praesidium and Visitor Meyer of Colorado Conference.
Resolved to do nothing more concerning Pastor Schulz
until after Synod Convention.

Aug. 11, 1967 Synod in convention: “Resolved, That we declare that the
charges of Pastor Herold A. Schulz in his protests and
memorials cannot be upheld.”

Aug. 11, 1967 Synod in convention:

“Whereas, The C.O.P. has found no misuse or false teaching
of the third use of the Law in the Kindergarten Manual and
the Teacher’s Manual currently in use, and

Whereas, the C.O.P,, after much correspondence and
several meetings with Pastor Schulz during the past
biennium “regretfully reports that it has not been able to
resolve the matter”,

Resolved, that the matter be referred to the Nebraska
District for further action seeking a God pleasing solution.

Aug. 16, 1967 Naumann to Schulz: Copies of Synod’s actions concerning
his Memorials.

Aug. 21, 1967 Naumann to Fritze: Copy of letter Naumann sent to Schulz.

Aug. 30-31,1967*** Minutes of Meeting at Fort Morgan, Colorado of

Nebraska District Praesidium, Visitor of Colorado
Mission District, and Pastor Schulz.

Sept. 14, 1967 Naumann to Wietzke: Acknowledgment of copies of the
minutes of Aug. 30-31, 1967 meetings of Praesidium and
Visiting Elder, separately and with Pastor Schulz and Mr.
Bierhaus of St. James.

Sept. 21, 1967 Schulz to Administrative officers and Faculty of D.M.L.C.:
letter entitled: “The Closing of the Christian Day School in

Golden, Colorado”.

Sept. 29, 1967 Conrad Frey to Schulz: Acknowledges receipt of Schulz’s
letter. Frey does not find the synodical material in question to
be inconsistent with the Scriptures or Confessions.



Oct.11, 1967 Schulz to Frey: “May God in His mercy give us a new
reformation, especially in the area of Christian Education.”

Nov. 3, 1967 Schulz to O.Engel (Chm. of D.M.L.C. Bd. of Control): Wants
answers to his questions or “If necessary, we must find ways
and means to inform the students, their parents, and pastors
of your reluctance to take matters in hand”.

Dec.5,1967  O.Engel to Schulz: “ We endorse the action of our president,
C. Frey”.

Dec.7,1967*" Fritze to Naumann: Pastor Schulz is suspended from
synodical fellowship for cause on Dec.5, 1967.

Jan.3,1968 Forslund(Sec. St. James) to Fritze: St. James votes to
withdraw its membership from the Wi. Synod as of Dec.10,
1967, in a vote of 24 for, 1 against, and 2 abstaining.




