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It 15 with a trembling hand that I begin te write abetb the
gentroversy that teok place in the Dakota~ Mentana Disctrict. What is
going te be discussed happened seo recently in the histery ef the
WELS that it almest could be a present day news article, As you will seas
at the end of the paper there ié ne bibliegraphy..The majerity ef the
content of this paper was gleaned from the fellewing sources:
1)The district reperts of the Daketa-Montana District frem the years
1956=1960, 2)An interview which I had with Paster Walter Schuman .Jr. of
Watertown, Wis. 3)The CLC publications "Concerning Church Fellewship"
and "Mark.,. Aveid....' The originief the QPC?MW

It is because of my seource of materials Tor this paper that I say
I am writing this with mueh trembling. I hepe that T ecan give a fair and
accurate recounting eof the things that Paster Schuman teld me. I hepe
that after I am finished with this paper Paster Schuman will ceme off as
a type of hero in the battle of the Dakota-Mentana Distiict., Paster
Schuman had seme very keen insights inte what happened in the Dagkota~
beontana Disbitict, especially when you knew what the ether side has ssid
and is still saying even teday.,

I am geing te use the guestien-answer methed teo explsin the contreversy
between the WELS and CLE in the Daketa~Mentana District,

1JWHAT PRECIPITATED THE CLASH TN THE DAKOTA MONTANA DISGTRICT?

Befere the CLC even existed there were already preblems leading up
to a battle within our syned, These battle lines were being drawn
%ver the WELS and its preblems with the Misseuri Syned. (Mo .Syned)
KR@s@lﬁtian that encouraged all distriets te wall and centinue te admenish
the Me. Syned, Seme men in our ranks said that Rem. 16317 did net permit
this. These men said that when you mark yeou must ilmmediately aveid.

Cur Chureh Unien Committee (CUC) said that we should take te heart
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passages like 1T Thess. 3:14=-15. Our CUC suggested that we go out of our
way, oubt of love, te help lead eur erring brethren back te the right
track,

"Ne" said P, Albrecht, the president of the Daketa- Mentena Distriet,
Albrecht said that Rem. 16:17 was law, When the other passages like II.
Thesss 3:ll=15 were breught up he and his cehorts weuld net listen
te them., This attitude is what was prevelant in mest ef the men whe later
left the Distriet for the CLC. These men loved to jump en ene passage
and beat it te death, forgetting the rest of the “ible, Prof, J.P. Keehler
wrote once in the article ”Legalistietgﬁactices in the ﬁ%?fﬂha" that
it was legalistic to pull eut of the Bible ene passage which you intend
te use as bhullets, as shells and ferget the rest eof the passages.

In 1958, Paster W, Schuman Jr,, 3B years eld, was elected president
of the Dakota-Moentana Distriet. At the Aberdesn cenventien of the

disctrict Schuman had been assigned an exegesis of Rom. 16:17. Albrecht

N

expected semething different than he heard, he theught that Schuman

weuld say its time fer the Daketa-lMentans 5;étriet to get oubt eof

WELS or at least te ge inte "statu~cenfessienis™ with WELS, After Schuman
had finished reading his paper Albrecht knew that he had been had, Albrecht
got up en the cenvenlbien fleer and asked whether the distriet; uphelding

of the syned's actions alt New Ulm in 1957 in which the syned encouraged
everyone in WELS to centinue walting and admoenishing. Albrecht alse

asked if what Schuman had said was a rejectien of the Distriet’s

protest Lo syned? Schuman get up and said that all that Albrecht said was
ecorrect. 1t was at this peint thal a separatien in the diﬁg%f%pt was evidentb,

The actual separatien and lsaving of the WELS teok. a while fer the

%ﬁgll@wing congregations and pasters: St. Luke's ef Lemon Seuth D&k@tﬁﬁkaﬂ

Paster V. Greve, Our Savier's of James tewn Seuth Daketa Paster H. Rutz

o
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Zien of Hidewood Twp.,Seuth Daketa Paster A. Sippert, First Lutheran
of F;ult@n and Zien eof Ipswich Seuth Daketa plus the f@llewing pastors
Eibs, C. Albrecht and P, Albrecht. The number of communicants lost was
about 500, One Christian Day scheel was also lost, At first the men said
they were in fellewship with WELS. Yet they would not ceme te cenventions ,
they held their -ewn communion services, they separated themselves from
the brethren. They said that they had formed their ewn cenference. Schuman
as the Disctrict President told them that only the District ceuld ferm new-
conferences, Immediately after his message te these men and trying te show
them they were out of line, with ne respense from the m§g Schuman anneuncsd
in & 1961 Herthwestern Lutheran that these men were no l;géer in fellewship
zrith the WELS.

The printing in the NWL breught vielent reactions. The men listed
sald that they were still in fellewship with WELS. Albrecht wrete Naumann
President Nauman backed up Schuman's action., The eemplaint frem
these men went ne farther than the letiter te Nauman. They didn't even bring
their complaint te the floer ef the joint synoed ef WELS.

2)HOW DID THE CONTROVERSY AFFECT THE DAKOTA=MONTANA DISTRICT

There wewsvast repercussions teo what happened between these men and
the distirict, The cengregations were upset. Througheut the entire centroversy
the Praesidium of the district walked very carefully, Neo matter how
upset a cengregatien was the Praesidium did net ge in unless they were
invited by the cengwegation, The reasen these cengregatiens were so
upset was because net all of them agreed that the WELS was out of line
in what it did. Especially laymen within cengregatiens did net agree
ameng themselves as te what course of actien te take., In erder that the
laymen might get beth sides of the story many of the congregations

invited the Praesidium te tell them the WELS side eof the stery.
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Tt is ab the invitation of the Bowdle cengregatien, at which P,
Albrecht was pastor, that the real sh@w d@wn cames The majority ef the
congregation wrote te Schuman and asked him te ceme and present the
WELS case. After Schuman presented his case fer the WELS, the cengregatien
veted and a clear majerity said that they wanbed t@ stay in the WEL3, This
really upset Albrecht, he said that Schuman had vielated Albrecht’s calls
Alprecht said.that Schuman had ne wight in his cengregatien., Albrecht
forgot what he had learned at the Seminary that the congregation is
alse attached te the syned,

When the majerity ef the Bowdle cgngr@gati@n degided te stay with
the WELS, Albrecht and the minority teek the case to court. The trial
was held at Ipswich, Seuth Daketa, Albrecht's groups wers the enes
whe asked fer a trial., They were alse given the right te choese between
s judge or a jury trial, Albrecht theught that a judge would be adequate,

When the trial began the WELS was represented by a very good
lawyer from Aberdeen. The judge was a very fair man., He said that
it was net the ceurt’s business to gelt invevled in religieus matliers,
Schuman, P. Albrecht and Bd. Reim were seme of the people whe testified
in the trial at Ipswich,

The erux of the trial came down te one quegblene When is apster's
severance Hlth his ﬁmngragatlan recognized? Schuman agswered the WELS lawver
by saying there are bhr@e ways a congregation can terminate a paster's

call, 1)False deectrine, 2)‘Unfaithfu1nesg in earrving out his duties.

3) Unchristian life,

@

Albrecht's lawver then asked the sane question about the severance

of a paster. Schuman sald that there ware @ ways a pastor’s call

ecould be severed. Albrecht's lawyer th@ught that he had Schuman nailed.

The lawyer asked the ceurt reporter te read back the proceedings. Schuman
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said wait a minute, you asked me the ways a paster ceuld leave office, net
the way a congregatien terminates a paster's eall, The 4th way a pastor's
call may be severed is when he deecides or declares that he is net in
fellewship with the congregation. This literally destreyed Albrecht's lawyer,
Being late in the day 2 recess was called.

That night Albrecht called Edmund Reim in Mankat@@Mingkénd asked him
to coms to Aberdeen so that he ceuld testify by 10 &4 the nest merning. As
a result of Reim's testimeny the conclusion was reached that there were
L WY?S/E paster ceuld be ﬁer@?naﬁed from the office he held in the cengregatien,
Th@wgﬁdg@ then velted in fav@rugg the WELS, saying that the majority ef
the cengregation had the right te all preperities.

Albrecht was not satisfied. He toek this case to the South Daketa
Suprems Court., This trial teok a ceuple ef menths, but in the end the Supreme
Court agreed with the judge at Ipswich. By a unanimeus decisien the Supreme
Court ruied in faver of the WELS, uphelding the ruling ef the Ipswich judge.
The wording of the'Supr@me court of Seuth Daketa was very streng against
Albrecht. The Supreme Court said that it is a shame that a few wmen
could lead a minerity of peeple inte seo many problems.

The repercussiens of this trial and all that teok place were loud and
are still being heard teday. families were spilt. Brothers will not
speak to brethers. Seme people even pul their d@gs on ether peeple's
sheep., Things really get carried away. "hat was really szd’, was that
50 many ef these people had never, aver been teld beth sides ef the
stery. Hany of these peeple had @ﬁiy heard ene side of the stery(that of
their pastor). The preef that what happened was foelish was proved
a couple years later when many of these same people became disenchanted with
the CLC. These peeple then went te the ALC, Hew concerned about conflessienalism

eould they have been?
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3)WHAT WERE THE MEN LIKE?

The answer to this questien ceuld be as varied as the number of
pecple you ask the questien. Pastor Schuman said that these men
so strongly believed in what they stood fer that they lest their
objectivity. It was impessible te talk te these men, You would tell them
something and it weuld geo in ene ear and out the other. Yet we sheuld
never say they weren'tl siﬂcereévﬁhey were censcience beund te take their
course of actien.

The men invevled in the hassel in Dakota were men of a wide range of
talents, Seme were very talented, ethers ceuld be backed into 2 cerner
easily. Some of the men were legalistic, seme were vadical. Paster
Sehuman said that it was even difficult te eal a meal in peace at cenventiens
because they wegﬁalways arguing abeut all that went on.

I )FOW LONG DID WE TRY‘TO WORK WITH THEM?

These preblems had been kicked areund since sarly 50"s, But in

5??58 they reaphed their peak. The reasen things reached their peak in

57 was because. of what, happened at the New Ulm convention of WELS. WELS

"""""

ceased attacking Me. Syned fer its preblems and began attacking WELS fer
net fergetting MO, Syned. WELS still worked with these CLC men until
61. Yet never did we have te kick them out bescause they left befere it happened.
5)HAVE ANY OF THESE MEN RETURNED T0 WELS?
Ne, In fact some have even leflt the ministry.
6)HAVE ANY MORE CONGREGATIONS IN THE DISTRICT LEFT WELS TO GO TO CLCY
Ne,
7 IWHO TOOK ﬁﬁpxio COURT?
In the only ceurt cases the CLC teek the WELS te ceurt.
The WELS was net that interested in the bui]dingsihthey wers mere interested

in the souls of the cengregatiens,
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8)WHY DIDN®P CLC MEN LEAVE EARLIER?T
They will net answer that questien. They know if they do they will
then be in the shoes they are trying to get the WELS Lo wear.
9) DO YOU (PASTOR SCHUﬂAN)LTHIﬂgJTHIS WILL BE STRAIGHTENED OUT?
He doubts it very much. Subjectivity will keep it from happening.
lle ene has f@rc&& the CLC out. The teck themselves eut. A lot of
soars premain. The WELS is still waiting for an answer te several
questiens before diséussiens can begin. 1)An exegesis of Romans 16317
2)The rele of admonitien in the church,
10)PASTOR SCHIMAN'S REAFTTONS
Hever did he wender if the WELS was wreng. He knew that the
CLC was wreng. They jumpea the gun, They used Rem. 16317 legalistically.

How cowld 300,000 peeple of the WELS come te the same decisien at the

11) MY OWN REACTTONS

T feel the same about the CLC as Paster Schuman deoes. When a persen
reads their literature you can't help but see a spirit of legajsm. 1t
seems that these men were seo keyed up te nail beth Mo, syned and men
in the WELS that they lost all ef their eobjectivity.

The trial at Ipswich was the straw that broke the comel's back as
far as the pretestors were concerned. If anything is the high peint of
ﬁhe controversy the trial is it., The protestors teok the WELS o trial
and they lost their shirts, Bese men then had ne cholce, either they
must admit that they were wreng or they had te leave and ferm their own
ZTOUD .

After reading the CLC literature put out in the early 60%s and reading
the WELS's CUC literature being put out since the mid-50's a persen

who is biblically sound can't help but ge along with the WELS.
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1 feel that WELS walked the extra mile both with the Mo. syned and the
CLC. The WELS fellewed all the passages in scripturs that émc@urage
love for its erring brethren.

My own personal opinien of Walter Schumen Jr. is that he is a vexy
evangelical, honest, sincere man. At 38 years of age and president ef
a distiict he did a tremendous job., In my epinien the Lord used
Walter Sehuman Jr. to save a distriet that may have been led oul of the
WELS. T feel that the WELS and Daketa=Montana distriet owe Schuman a lot
of thanks. Under his leadership he led the distriect back tewards the
WELS, In his testimeny at Ipswich he shewed us how a scripturally sound
man can defend bhis church even in a court room.

T wish that I had 2-3 months te travel to the different areas that that
this battle was fought. I think that the tepic of this paper would make
an excellent thesis for a man majering in Church History. This story
is so full of different angles and persenalities. I hepe that in my
writing Paster Schuman and the Praesidium ef the Dakota-Mentana Disetrict
of the WELS has come off as the heroes because that is exactly what they

are in this controversye

JAMES D. LIGGEIT JR.



