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I hove antitled my pdper. 1856-59/1964-70 Free Conferences—-—

i3 e » . : . : ) . . . » . ‘Zl L
Similarities and Differences. “Naturally scores of similaritiestd-Hererrs

ifff" '~ could be found. I decided however to narrow the scope . to three

N ‘main points: 1) Similarities in the objectives and purposes

2) Similarities in fellowship proctiaes‘ and, 3) Similarities

R e

involving the results,

an) CiHereecss

SIMILA?ITIES“IN OBJECTIVES AND PURPOSES

In general, one could say of both free fonferences that they

were similar to each other in that both were attempts to strengthen
. e
the faith of the sémingly faithful few. Both were attempts to

seek unity and fellowship ambng Lutherans. In okder to understand
£ this one has to review the events leading up to the conferences.
In the 1850's this is what happened. Many pastors in various synods!

who belonged to the General Cancii were unhappy. There was a

large trend to tolerote'procfices which were inconsistant with the
Lutheran Confessions. To solvé this problem, Walther, only a few
months after the definite platform had been circulated, dssued an
open invitation to 'free €onferences'. Here is what he wrote, "So

we venture openly to inquire: woula not meetings held at intervols—-

by such members of churches as call themselves Lutheran and acknow-

lédge and cénfess without reservation that the unaltered Augsburg

Confession of 1530 is the pure and true statement of the doctrine

of sacred Scripture and is also their own belief-- promote and

" advance the efforts towards the final estcoblishment of one single




PoUa

gfLutheranbcnhrch of America? We for our port would be ready with
-all our heart to take port in such a conference of ‘truly bellev1ng
c‘Lutherans whenever and wherever such a conference ‘would be held. n

'EfWalther saw a lot of people who were one in faith groping and fight—

ing against what could be the liberalism of his day involving attacks

on the UAC. He wanted to unify those who stood for truth, on the

" basis of Scripture and the confessions. Here is a dlfference 1n the

1850 conferences and the 1960 conferences. The 1960 conferences

~had no intention of trying to onify all the Lutheran Synods into

one Lutheran €hurch of Americaw In the invitation sent to all in

the Wisconsin Synod in 1963, some questions and amswers were given

about the purpose and objectives of these free conferences. "Ques-
tion: 'Why is this conference being called?' Answer: 'Many
pastors and laymen in various Lutheran synods are concerned with
liberalism which marks much Lutheran thought today. Many of these
are especially concerned about the dilution of the doctrine of
inspiration by neo-orthodox'infiuence and by accomodation to current
scientific theoriee.' Question: 'What is the purpose of the con-
ference?' Answer: 'The immediate purpose is to provide a forum
for mutual strengthening of all those who are concerned about an
uncompromising confession of doctrines currently_being jeopardized
in the Lutheran Church.h The ultimate objective is to obtain full
unity in the understanding of the Lutheran Confessions and in their
opplicotion.in practical church life.'"2

Notice how both conferences strove for unity on the basis of
the Lutheran Confessions. walther's conferences went on to study

the Augsburg Confession, article by article, since the confessions



;7ds-ﬁotgiﬁg‘el§eLthgh a sbieﬁn oéth-likg promi;efto the church by

the péfson who is éntéring itsiserviCé,thot-hé considers the doctrinal
content ifsé;f of the confessidns‘(but this without exception). as
differing in no single instance (éither in’c‘primory or secondary
point, and for that reason believes in it as in God's Word itself

and thus intends to preach that doctrine without falsification.
Therefore whatever pestion a teaching occupies in the dottpinal
strucfure éf the gmbois and in;whotever form it is presented, bé

it that of a matter specifically treated or that of am incidental
statement, the unqualified subscription applies to all of them...
clinging to the principle that the symbols are confessions of

faith and doctrine, the church, on the other hand, must necessarily
exclude dll that which does not pertoin to doctrine from the matericl
by which the subscriber 1is bound."3

Walther appealed for o free Lutheran Eonference heping that

a united Lutheran church might be formed. However this united

church was not to be united in mame only but also in doctrine and

practice of that doctrine. When the pastors gathered for the free

fonference there was evidence that all of them were united in that
doctrine. Listen to some of the statements Walther makes ot the

Free €onferences. "The more this strengthens the foith ond the
courage of all true Lutherans here, the more compelling is the
challenge therein contained to nurture through these free conferences
with supreme faithfulness ond greatest diligence the Unity which

God through His marvelous grace has already wrought among us."4

AL

Here is another interesting quote: Ve are convinced thaot aofter

a time in which the various local churches lapsed into o deep and



general decay in matters of docttine and practice (as occurred in
- the lasf'céntury,) there is no way more fitting for awakened indi-
Viducls'within the various church bodies to strengthen and advance

the church unity which has become appanent. (It became apparent

e UM R b s . bonin: gt =t ety

when most synods rejected the Definite Plotfofm put out by the
Wittenberg Synod, which tried to ain a large union of synods by t
throwing out postions of thé UQA;C.)"S-

As long aé we are discussing tﬁe practice of prayer fellow;
ship ‘at Free Conferences, we should also answer this question, "How '
could orthodox pastors belong to unorthodox church bodies?" This
question was answered in this way, "We acknowledge such as brethren
as long as they testify with vigor against the prevailing errors
and for the truth. If was also stated that we consider it their
duty to continue membership in their respective church bodies as
long as there still is a basis for hepe of improvement." (Lutheraner,
1856 p.SO),Q‘Whot can we conclude then about Walther's joint prayer

at the 1850 conferences? The answer to this guestion is best stated

in the pamphlet called, Fellowship Then and Now. "Since the Free

Conferences consisted of men who confessed unreserved acceptance

of the Unalter Augsburg Confession, there was present a fundamental

unity. Whatever errors one or the other may have_hod, was a matter

of weakness and not of persistence. To refuse joint prayer under

such circumstances would have been ¢ violation of the brotherhood."6
Now that we have seen why Walther could have joint prayers

and hymns, let us see why those in the 1960 free conferences could

not in good conscience begin the meeting with joint prayer, First

of all the situation was entirelyd ifferent, In the 1800's the

following synods appeared at the conferences: LCMS, Chio, New York,

. . A
Pittsburgh, Tennessee, Norwegian, andPennsylvania. Since the



v;Ueflnlte Platform had Juet eeused a lot of controvery, fhere was
mueh confu51on in these synods. Nipbof them however had closed
thelr ears.to admonition when they went astroy. In contrast, many
of the synods represented in the 1960 free conferences had totally
rejected any further admonion in false doctrine. Here is a list

.of'those who attended the 1964970 free conferences: Association

of Hree Lutheran Congregations, ALC, Church of the Lutheran Conference,

Concordlc Luthercn Conference, ELs, LCA, LCMS, LCR and WELSE A second
reason for not beginning the meeting with prayer even though the
Arrangements Committee defined a Frees Conference as, "A meeting of

individuals who meet as free agents, not representing their church

bodies as such," was because trere was an cpparent lack of unity

in doctrine among those présent at the conference.

In the 1850 Free Cpnferences Walther said this, "The sptrit
which permeated the €onfeeence was the spirit of truth, love, of
peace... It became apparent in the clearest possible way that no
%{ : one present would not have been ready to conform to recognized truth...
N No free utterance which followed'on a frank assertion produced a
f' lasting false note. One surpassed the other in showing deference
according to God's Word. The result of this was that the longer
they dealt with one another... the more firmly the members of the
Conference were united in the ever growing consciousness of standing
in one faith,and in true brotrerly love."

Compare this with what Pastor Normcn Berg, the moderator at
each of the 1963-70 Free Conferences, had to say. "Gathered as lay-
men and pcstors dedicated to the service of the Savior, we seek a
unity worked solely by the Holy Spirit. His guiding dare nct be

ignored. His quidance however, 1s not to be fo nd in mere human




gggigé forﬁﬁhity. 11% is td be found only in His means of grace
through which He Qorks The Spirit 1nsp1red teochlngs of Scripture
‘.olone can be the judge as to whether unlty ex1sts and therefore
should be recognlzed...As individuals cqmmltted publicly to
confgssional groupings which disagree in doctrine we will not by
joint opening worship devotions proclaim a confessional fellowship
which does not exist publicly, ‘We therefore now as before each
- session offer time ond opportunity during a time of silence for our
personal petitions for cn.ddded measure of the Holy Spirit's

gifts."10

Here it seems as if Pastor Berg is giving two reasons
for not praying together. 1) Because of the various synods that
people were.dgdiccted to-and 2) because of a lack of unity among
fhemselves in-certoin doctrines. I see this implication when he
says, "We seek a unity," and when he warns against seeing a unity
when there is only, "a mere human desire for unity." To back up
my point about a lack of unity in all doctrine at this conference,
I would like to quote a layman who attended the Conference. "The
unpleasant exéerience was the protracted debate over the seat of
authority in the church, whether the congregation, or 'where two
or three are gathered together.' The one group insisted upon the
congregation OnlyljgﬁfaﬁgpggieﬂrHgﬁaﬁreekiﬁ93?igqffs when unable |
to win its point." 1In reading the floor discussions on the 'doctrine
of justification' there also seemed to be a lack of unity on the
part of some.

To briefly conclude this section I will say that wWalther could
allow prayer fellowship because a unity of faith already existed.

Those at the 1964-1970 Conferences could not pray jointly becouse

a unity in doctrine was not there,



- SIMILARITIES ~ND DIFFERENCES IN THE FREE COMFERENCE RESULTS

What were the results of the 1850 Free Conferences? Walther
had this to scy when the sessions broke up after the first confer=nce.,
"Each conference member joyfuily went his way convinced that our

meeting had, by the grace of God, attained the desired goal, naomely

that a good found~tion had been laid on which we could now con-
*tinue to build}..Many premotﬁré Hudgﬁenfs had been ldid aside, ‘much
misundefstanding had been remerd; many a wall which formefly sep-
arcted them had crumbled."ll

Previous to these conferences the various synods, "Instead of

emphasizing their common relationship ond serving one another with

the special gifts which each possessed, they separated, step by step

f—’f, farthe~ and farther from ecch other, and this fell into a divided
state of jealousy...If one single Evangelical Lutheron Church, strong
in unity, is to arise here, it can arise only through the unity of

faith, through the awakening of. the conscio: sness of the presence

of such unity and through rallying around one Confession, as a

treasure which must be mutually defended ond preserved. The Geneeal
R Conference was to serve this purpose, and the result of that cop-

H:, ference is that the first step in thct direction has been taken...

T Tt v

Unity in faith and their mutual relotionship was in part aroused
wl2

e gt

and in part enlivened and strengthened,

As far.,as long term results, many historiaons feel that the
formétion of the Synodical Conference in 1872 had its original
germ in trese foi'r Conferences of 1856 - 59. Now lets compare these
results with some of the results of the 1964-70 Free Conferences.,
In order to do thot I wrote six letters to pastors ant two to ioy—
men who cttended the Feee Conferences an:! have since that time joined

our Synod. The letter I woote and the answers I received rre

attcched ot the end of this paper. On the letter I wrote, I



. ents one man's thoughts. Cbviously the 1964 Free Conferences had

%w

. o, . ‘
some positive results,”? If these results were not apparent among

the tonngnQQfgfty or so people that come each time, they wére appaorent at

least omong thoée who answered my letter. Frankly, I feel it wouldn't
be wrong’to draw this conclusion. Namely that if some of those who
answered my letter were benefited spiritually and also saw the WELS
ond ELS in a different light,than it is posﬁible that many others
also were helped in a sihilor way .

One other possible result might have been possible although

I have no time to pursue it. I am wondering to what extent the

Freze Conferences influenced members who very shortly afterw~rds
formed into the church body known as FAL.

Let us now in conclusion compare agcin the Free Conferences
under discussion. Actually the purpose Walther had in mind, and
the purpose the organizers of the 1960 Conferences had in mind,
are very similar; namely to obtain full unity in the uhderstonding

~of the Lutheran Confessions and in their applicction in practical

church life.

The results of both these Conferences are clso very similar,
In Walther's case full‘unity was not achieved permanently. The
Ohio Synod eventually risfused to come becsuse of a disagreement in
fellowship practices with the LCMs,13 In the 1960's Free Conference,
full unity wasn't established either. Most of the conservatives
from liberal bodies went back to their synods to o ntend for the
faith some more. The Conference did however draw some of the

people attending closer together in many of the doctrines discussed,

Evidence of that fact comes from the letters I received and which
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‘at the bdkk of this pdper. Actually even. though nine years have

passéd since fhe last Conference, the final results may not yet be

fully obvious. Maybe history in future yecrs'will-look back and

point to the Free Conferences of 1964F1970 as deciding influences

in events which are still far im the future. After all, fodoy his-
torians credit the beginning influence or the germ of the Swnodical

zConferenceAfo the ;856 Conferencés} It took 18 years or>50 for

that germ to‘grow and sprout into reality.
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529 - '
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4 Ibid. p. 534
> Ibid..
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Fellowship then onﬁ now p. 9 ( a pamphlet put out by the WELS
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e, 7. C.T.M. P. 448,
; =N . 8.
LA

Notes taken by my Dad who attended most of the Free Conferences.

9- ClTlMl Vol' 15 pc 550"‘551{
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Ibid., pp. 552 aond 553.
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Ibid., p. 563.




T
O

" Lueker, Ervin.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

"wWalther and the Free Lutheran Conferences,"

Concordia Theological Monthly 15 (Aug. 1944): 529-63.

 v_Smith, Melvin Journal for.the sixth Lutheran Feee Conferences.

"~Strcckbein, Rev. Lee. Free Conference Notes

Wisconsin Synod, Advisory committee on doctrinal matters; a

pamphlet

Fellowship then and Now.




fusharan Seadosry in ¥aguin, I &@ anxveutly invnived

»

1 o rsgaqrpu wredest for my bisztery clasa $hat desle with the I90bR-19Y0 frew
5? arﬁdu, ~ 1T 5 £ me 8 i3y of posples hat
Jained gug g@ﬂmao Thas Lo

iﬂ
2
Ly
",
o
®
pur)
—+
.,,-
T
fe
0
.
o

gt fitsndsd the fres co\f aeﬂ
fSyaoed. Q”u&méh
gconedn and B.L.5B. gy m-.-au i.m:;zzm-. 5
hka & orark fellowship with
Titl them in god conscioncs. It
: Shapa wag 8 place o burn Swa

prs

11 here who now &y
e R n e
We, 28 v & ﬂm&i*wf
. P N g P 1 A
Teve gsnfeyonoast nelnt rore 2%
T N g f qmoa

. R HBY 43 % K \_'-L.?,Q' Y- A I

10 ;M’ ,arhd ([Hwnr(’
Fong  deewe W )
)t o

whey

o
sxtiwenet  Ael Teflaged™ ©

ml

LY
nol e o e o
o rfle~ toed, wi whe B ‘5

. n ,
nD_ “‘“}! mole oflay n ) !
in Foelinr, 11 ; g 3 ; ;

Wi lesss Certuin

s

[EIEAS SN 4 5ok
f;”f speand | zd  j LIk

e U
JRUTBREIE I e i

— T [}

| / r o /

ear'}"om! , [ater anes any st Jhap e




about the ¥ Ssconsid Byuod furisg L3 lesturew or 43d
‘more a%aut tnan at AHfGPmil guthawingu afbn?wurdg?

ﬁidjyou learn mora
: yuu'learh

¥ould youie tm aha ‘
Fon - way heve nﬁm whils wtbeﬂdi”ﬁ hhﬂ uan arwnces?

i

are very bwsyg'bs‘*cmm?Lv &nxlng him Sins cf &ne ysdv " Hoig-
'*‘vtm'ﬁill sdml 3 mols fo sagger the Toll cwiﬁ guseiionn seies
: ﬁﬁéﬂ st perwax an AnEwe Hﬁfmzﬂ Tagbear-
42 you couvld reply somebima 4n ¢ae

x’would utAll Be.
wask *oilaving Eants;o»,i

Singere vahfa

"n
,'S, § b-—*f" 4-1 :_
i B d '-~\
{;}d/{! 77: (zuq‘? '! AP

{J
Jopy Girackhzin




/Wv

P ot R e
L VPGPS g U Y P VPR OO,

P o /;,wu/ l//o”x///mud J/aw z’é w sy

o Do R A ,,/,W/f,,

= . e ////wﬂ e W /Wu/ b é/ £ /%é/ /;fzmw T fol
/ﬁ’wp(M: M?/z% -WLL‘ JW 7 vcauimz?wxw/ die % Sl 4 i, V//fa ikt ot fo 7 of e mm{;

4 ca,a %WM/ 7&’ .r/u‘/ﬂ/&l/é/ ' Véw/ ¢ ,%/ “‘ji M.,éo,z/ ]A,L,c,y/x 51 . MZZH ;tuﬂ J%,Cur 7 % m/ LY

) /—"U Vébr»ff AL éo’mw ,‘,/z/ [m&z A /;wp '{/ ey /“7 ot /(/%(, idad’
,/\Lédauff //([%[\étazﬂ'w‘l{/é”Lé[[/ A r q[,z M{[{,&/ ‘L/W" /{zﬂ/ﬁ/‘ bl /ﬁu_j e -/*LI%Z/I \J‘-"Q‘ »/,{A /”,“,/
/Z//wcf //V{LLLZ?M / [/L/ A/aﬂ&’ Aty .ﬁm{,,/ -



R

Séyac

Je
29

yon

8 f"‘ﬂ‘) Pha
‘)”t C;.;p") s E‘Jx“‘
be ‘wexy gas
owing Bedter, ‘

Casln

wmva

g

W 1 I

"ud/ 7.5

Toyou w1l BUALY be abls o s,.mmar ths follewing queostions sowmse
f’” ‘“Au» ‘mw pam xi« a1 &.nmm’ bsioz‘&a B S‘&GE‘

J

had shile’ F-:.i.endi;lg: tm cmf nccsa'i’

e w.ié‘”ff‘/ / mm

tha'W ise seonein S;mod dux-iog tha lectm“e@ op did

mnlemmt enmux'ience

gapecinily doring 'm &

uz/na/ef J/W i ) Sl o pouc.

-

7@1&&: vhen 8% 4nfos mal ga’aherine,a as’f em&mn? W.zé/bf'tct/ zww »guue/

A waazaé tre. z%u

¢ it umuuh« M

T tnafu ea«.ﬂ How




flo vt i .

2035 N, 77th‘4venue

Elmwood Park, Ill. 60635
April 19, 1979

Mr, John Strackbein
4912 Hwy 60
Grafton, Wisconsin 53024

Dear Mr., Strackbein:

i’hope ny answersg to uour questlons will help you
in your research,

i I was on the verge of leaving LCMS in 1965 but was
prevailed upon by Pastor Ernest Kavasch of Westmont, Ill. to
remain and Join a group of nine laymen who organized as the
"Concerned Lutheran Laymen" to expose the false teachings in
Missouri. Three of this group are now in Wisconsin Synod and
three are in EL3., Pastor Kavasch took about half of his congrega-
tion into Wisconsin Synod several years ago., Outside of myself
none of these laymen and Pastor Kavasch attended a free conference,
Several other laymen who are still in Missouri did attend one or
two Free Conferences,

lFollowing are the answers to your eight questions:

(L) The Free Conferences made me more aware of Wisconsin Synods
strict doctrinal position so that when my wife and I de-
cided to leave Missouri Synod our logical move was into WELS,

(2)  We were not really influenced by the Free Conferences. We
wanted a church that allowed no false teachings,

(3)  One Sunday in July 1968 we attended Jerusalem Church, Morton
Grove, Ill, We wanted to meet members of Jerusalem who had
registered for the '68 Mimmeapolis Free Conference. We liked
the Church and Pastor as well as members we met,

When we left LCMS the following year we started to attend
Jerusalem Church regularly in October. We resigned from the
LCM5 church in Janusry 1970 and joined Jerusalem Church.,

() I always knew that WELS was doctrinally very sound. I was
especlally aware of this when WELS withdrew fellowship with
LCMS in 1961 because the LCMS synodical officials did nothing
about those who denied Biblical inerrancy, claimed the Bible
contained contradictions, etc,

After the conferences we were more convinced that the Wisconsin
Synod was truly Lutheran sccording to the Lutheran Confessions,

(5) We attended Wisconsin Synod churches occasionally before the
Free Conferences, The friendliness always impressed us,

After we jJoined the Wisconsin Synod we were especially im-
pressed with the friendliness at the Synod conventions even
thohwere known by very few individuals,

we



(6) My wife and I attended five of the seven Free Conferences,
The last one at Rockford, I1l, in 1970 left some lasting
Impressions, It dealt with ™Ways to Lutheran Unity".

The impossibility of ever having Lutheran Unity on the basis
of doctrine was brought out during the discussions after the
lectures,

(7)  During informal discussions we learned more about WELS
because we could speak directly with members of WELS,

(8) Among pleasant experiences were meeting individuals as
Dr, Henry Koch and Mrs. Koch. Meeting like minded Lutherans
of other synods and the friendly discussions with so many .
I remember no unpleasant experiences while attending the
conferences,

, It will interest you to know that I was personally
acquainted with the sainted Prof., August Pieper snd the sainted
Prof, Arthur Voss. The latter I knew when he was still Pastor of
St. James Church at 60th & Lloyd Sts. in Milwaukee.

I sat in Pastor Voss' study one day in the 1930's,
We were discussing trends in the church, In the course of our
discussion he made this statement "Within 25 years the Lutheran
Church as we know it now will not be recognizable®. The changes
he referred to were then only begimning in Missouri.

The high church movemen%, neo orthodoxy, etc. were
Just starting to show up.

In the late fifties and early sixties, however, the
promoters of false doctrine in LCMS became more bold which resulted
in Wisconsin Synod leaving the Synodical Conference and withdrawing
fellowship with Missouri Synod,

Sincerely yours,

M%WU%&X’%M el

Gerhard L, Freundt
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18346 ‘Beverly Road

Birmingham, Michigan 48009 - = =

i

Mn, John Strackbein.

Grefton, Wisconsin: 53024

Dear Mr.:Strackbein,. . " il G C

- "Please pardon my ‘tardy reply to your Free Conference letter of

"March 30, Ny answens: o your questhons are as: follows,. by your

~numbering sequences iRl a0 e ‘ .

-1, The Free: @onferences: gave me a:theological basis for comparison

“with the Missouri Synod teaching and practice. At the least, it

- -gave me a basis for witnessing in.my own' congregation, to others

~in LCMS,. and to liberals in general. I had Iittle or no thought

- of leaving LCMS until LOMS declared: fellowship with TATC,

2.. Once LCMS declared fellowship with TALC, I Began to think about

- leaving the LGMS., Then,, through the knowledge which I had obtained
about WELS/ELS, at the Free Conferences,, it becameeasy to decide
in which direction to turm:

3% Because I was personally acquainted with WELS ang ELS leaders and

- their theological doctrine and practice, I knew that either Synda
~would be spiritually satisfying, :

4, My LCNMS pEERipastor spoke of them (WELS) as being ultra~conservative
and rather standoffish (horns: grew out of their heads)., Aften:
the conferences, I knew that WELS. people were quite Iriendly and
had’well thought out,, biblical, doctrinal positions,

5. As mentioned in 4, above, the "horns" soon disappeared and very
human, friendly people appeared,

& The conflerenced which impressed me the most was the Fifth, held
in Minneapolis, The essays: were generally outstanding, - One, in
particular, Jesus Christ, the Promised Messiah, by Pastor Eugene
P, Kauffeld, brought Christ alive im the 01d Yestamentl L was
So_impressed with this essay that | refer g it to this day.

Te I learned most about WELS/ELS from informal gatherings afterwards,
Here was the opportunity to meet the men and: learn of their strug—
gle to try to return LCMS to g sound doctrinal position,

8. he unpleasant experience was the protracted. debate over the
seat of authority in the church, whether thevcongregatlon, or
"where two or three are gathered together." The one gZroup REN
insisted upon the congregation only, and departed the Free Confer-
ences: when unable to win its point, }

A pleasant experience always was the Arrangements Committee meetings
at the Mequon Sem, All of the men there hag risked material secur—
ity for sound doetrine, in separating from LCMS. The WELS/ELS
people did not know if their synods would remain intact after the
break. It was predicted by some that WELS and BLS would collapse,
but just the opposite occurred - they grew. The men on the Arranpge-—
ments Committee had that mien of seasoned Christian warriors,

I hope this fills your need. Please write if T can be of further
assistance. The Lord's richest blessings in your studies,

Sincerely,

f24bﬁfkbfg; . é?é;¢£4\éL<VLAa gJ:Z—
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They gave me a clearer picture of the 1ssues,

Wisconsin Synod p051t10n on those issues.
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They improved the picture I had of the WELS

2 2% Mainly through the men I met and listened to.
They were not legalistic, as I had been led to believe, but
evangelical and doctrinally knowledgable und uncompromising.
aieng el ths Filaoonein Bruaats Aoabyis ;
'That they still held to the same doctrlnal p051t10n
which Missouri had forsaken.

. All the more sO. I was reassured that the WELS
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: g “¢* I had a much better 1mpre5510n,‘
I was fortunate to meeet some top-notch WELS pastors,

T, Hhkpew

The one in, I believe it was, Columbug, Ohio. That may be maiﬁly
because at the one I attended (in Chicago, I believe), too many
retired and almost-retired ministers from various synods got up

'ad nauseam' during the discussion period and droned on about some
pet word or phrase that was dear to their hecrt.
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D14 you leard more sbout the § isconsin Syncd during the Lecturss or did
vou leéva movs &houd Sheam &% informal gatherim@ﬂ.efterW&rdaX

.+ informal gatherings afterwards L R ,
| Wonld you ehve to share some of the plezssat and unplessant expericncey
yau mey heve had vhile sitending the conferences?t ‘
For the unpleasant, see point 6, For the pleasant, the down-to-earth
B friendly sincerity of the WELS men was pleasant.
new that you ars wveory busy, eepsciclly during thie time of ibhe yser. Howe
L hopa thet you will e3il) be sble to aanswer the. folloving cuastions som-
bt T 12 tlme does mot permld au susver bolors Yaslop
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P.5. I went to Springfield, and we had WELS students in class. When
I graduated, one could get a call either to the WELS or Missouri,
it didn't matter. That's how close the two synods were,

Cne summer before I graduated I served in a WELS congregation
in which the pastor was sick. There I met the girl who became

my wife.

One of my first pastorates was in Wisconsin, where I periodically
played golf with 3 other WELS pastors, and we got along just
fine. At Lent we exchanged pulpits. No problem whatsoever.

However, I have known, and still know, some WELS pastors who
are legalistic. They have given, and still give, our synod a
bad name, Too bad!

On the other hand, all the WELS men I have met who have come
here to the East are the finest, personable, evangelical pastors

one could want.

My son will be enrolling at Northwestern in August and he
intends. to enter the WELS ministry.



