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ROMANS 16:17-18 °

"Now I .beseech you, brothron; mark them which cause divisions and

. offenses contrary to the doctrlne which ye have loarned and avoid

© them. For they that are such serve not our Lord Jesus Chrigt, but

their own belly; and by Crood words and fair spoeches ‘deceive the’

hJearts of the 51mplc " Theso 1nsp1red worde of the apostle became

the fooal p01nt ﬂnd ba815 for the upheavwls that” took place:in the

former Synodlcal COﬁfOTOﬂCL and 1n our own Synod durlnv the 50g. and

... 60s, bringing about oparatlon of oynods, congre gations, pastors and

laymen that-were formerly in fellowehlp° They takeé us back to the

hcﬂrtwrnnchlnglmﬁhermaChurch hlstory of those da,ys° Romans 16517-18

. 1is indeed an important Scripture in the Blbllcal ‘doctrine of church

fbllowshlp and separatlon from fellowshlp St. -Paul in “this passage

"warno the believers at Rome and Chrl tlans of 'all times against such

as téach. a doctrine at varlance w1th the pldln truths as he has pro-

-~ claimed them. He begs all Chrlstlun brethreﬂ most edarnestly to mark
~ them, literally, to keop their eye on them, to be on- constant 1ookout
‘for them, that cause factlons and scandals contrary to the doctrlne

‘which they have. learnou, But thls is not all, thé apostle also tells

Christians to awoid thoso Who brlnﬂ and propagate falso doctrine into

the flock

- In the tlme frame of those hectlc yearsy ‘our- Commission.on Doc—

" trinal Matters made conmont 1n the booklct " Church ‘Fellowship on

this passage under the headlng, "beSlstht adherence torfalse*; )
‘doctrine and practice c“lls for termlnatlon of church fellOWship "

'ertlng.,.uﬂThOIapostlc deonlshes the Christians in Rome: o mark,‘

i.e. carefully to watch thoso who soek to arouse ‘@ivisions. and :
'skandala’ which are contrary to thc doctrine which they have learned.

.. .Note the.solomn prcfaco 'Now I ooseeoh you, " brothrony' with which

* Paul introduces the plea that Chrlstlanc should. tako note.of those

who are causing - lelslons and offonsos in opp051tlon to the doctrine

“which had:been taught thomuaoﬂere Paul is not thLﬁklnf of .anyone who

might casually make an crronoous doctrlnal stwtement No,.he had

" such in mind as. cling to thelr error and w1th it create. a1v131on

- He uses a present partlolple £0 brlng out the fact that it is some=

thlng whlch those aﬂalnst whom he is warnlng practloe habltually,
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These are to be avoidcd qnd th%t means ceasging all Chrlstlan fellow-
ship with thom.o,.Thoso who quc thn our application of this inspired
exhgrtatlon to all who persistently deviate from any teaching of God's
Word arc apt to complain that we stress the seventeenth verse of Romans
16 but fail to do justice to the follow1nﬂ verse, which goes on %o say:
" 'For they that’ dre such serve not the Lord Jesus Chrlst but their own
belly; and by good words and fair specchus deceive the hearts of the

_81mplco"1n applying verse 17 to all persistent errorists we have no-

'thought;of'slighting this following verse. Ve will sqy, “however, that
it does not give a description by which Paul's 01dd1ng to mark and
© avoid is restridted only to a certain class of those who cause Qivision
_and bffunso COntrary fo tfﬁe doctrine,'It dObSH'f serve the purpose
of telllno us whor we' are to mark and avoid. It sets before us God's
own’ appralsal and Jugrmcnt upon all those whom He would have us av01d
namely upon all per51stcnt errotists. God Would have us know that in
the matter of ollnpln £o error and dlssemlnatlng it they are taking
orders from thelr own hcart from thelr own QL51res'—~that is what
belly means herc ~ instead of SGrv1nJ the “Lord Jegus, whether they are
w'fully conscious of 1t or not. e cannot félloWship with them as though
ours and theirs were a comnon causce. All who follow such an errorist
and makc his confesglon thelr own help to spruad it. They, too, make

it impossible for us o reoognlze them as Christign brethren,"1

Thus our Commission on Doctrinal Matters made this statement con-
oernind‘thetérﬁination,6f"Church fellowship: "Persistent adherence to
false doctrlnc and practlce calls for termination of church fcllowshlpo
(A) We camnot continue to recognize and treat anyone as a Christian
brothbr who in Spltu of a1l brotherly admonition: 1mpbn1tently cling
to sin. His ard our own spiritual welfare calls for- fermination of
church fellowshlp° Matt. 18:17; I Cor. 5:1-6. (Excommunication)

(B) Ve can no longer rec0ﬂnlze and treat as Christian brethren those

who in spite of patient admonition persitentlygpdhere to an error in '

doctrine or practice, domandhrééognition for their error and make
propaganda for it. Gal. 1:8,9; 5:9; Matt, 7$15=19; 163263 II Tim. 2:17~
19; II John 9- 11, ‘Rom. 16:17-18, If the error does not overthrow the
'foundatlon of snv1no faith, the termination of fellowship is not to be
construcd as an excomjunlo%tlon, Moreover an excommunication can only

‘applj to an 1nd1v1dua19 not to a congrcgatlon or. larger ohurch group.

1. Church Fellowship 'isconsin SynodACommission on Doctrinal Matters
pages 29-30.
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The 'av01d them' of Rom. 16:17,18 eXcludes any contact that would be
an aoknowledgement and manlfestatlon of church fellowship;- it callc
for a cessation of every further joint expre551on of falth,.,oo,..,
(C) Those who prﬂotloc church fellowshlp with per81tent errorlgtsf
are partakers of their ev11 dced IT John 11, ,

"From all of this. we see that in the matter of the outward exmr05810L
of Chrigtian fellowshlp, the exer01ge of church fellowship, nartlc~

ularly two Chrlstlan pr1n01ples need to dlrect us, the ﬂrcat debt

of love which the Lord would have us pay o the weak brother, and
His clear injuncﬁion (also flowing out of love) to avoig those who
“adhere to false doctrine and practiCe and all who . makdlthomsel§cé
 *pﬂrtakers of their evil deeds. Con501entlouo recognition of both
" principles will lead o an evangelical’ pr%otlce also in facing |
‘many difficult situations that confront us, situations which proﬁerly
‘lie in the field of casuistry.", ' . '
The Romans 16117-18 Seripture reference is the‘inspifatiéh for.a
" booklet entitled Mark.;;;Avoid,,é pamphlet‘authorized by;the qurdin~
ating Council of the Church of thevLufhéran:Confessionﬁ_Mark,;;Avoid
explains the'origin of the CLC, while taking exceptioh‘fo ﬁhe,doctrihe
. and practice of VELS in the mattér'df separation df feliowship with
_ the LC-MS. For the record it ouﬂht to be recalled that the CLC is
composod largely of pastors, tpachers, and conoregntlons who broke
fOllOWShlp with us over a perlod of years bofore our Synod suspended
fellowship w1th thc T,C-- MS and who uftor our break with Missouri
charged VILS w1th unSCflptural fcllowghlp pr1n01plosn Thus we will
flnd CTlthlsm of WELS in Mark....Avoid in most cases Whero Romans
16:17-18 is rcferroa to or ampllflod Here is one sample: "”henovcr

error arises in an orthodox ohurch body9 two questions neced be asked:
By whom? And, To what on.?_If the error is spoken by a 'simple' (Rorm.
16218) Christian becausc he just doesn't know or is confused or made
"~ a slip of the tongﬁe, then patient admonition is:called for--which
takes the form of instruction in the ord. of Truth. Such a person
- was 'just talking.' He wasn't. tryinﬂ'to instruct anyone or gain a
“>followinvg But when tO%chcrs in the church-—-either clergy or laymen,
and when duly ‘informed chventlonu and responsible leaders of church

bodics speak CrTor, the situation is different. Such speak as

2. Church Followuhlp ”1scon51n Synod Comm1881on on Doctrlnﬂl Matters
pages 5-6. ‘ SRS L

o
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teachers and spiritual leaders whose aim ig.always to gain_a’hearingy
to win diSdiples or followers. The Lord says of such, 'Beware!' 5
Paul urges us-to ‘aveid' such, lest they 'deceive the hearts of_the
simple' =:the common m&n in the pew and .the children. Wigconsin F0l-
lowed an approach that led them-to treat,the-responsiple,1eaders.df
Mié@uri{aSvthough they were learners, weak brethren._Ealse.prophets
frequéhtly.give every appearance of being willing to listen and leafn
——provided they are left frec to continue teaching the}r“errorsn; v
Thig is the way of the unionist, not the weak brother....Does fhgfv
"marking' ‘that St. Paul urges us to do in. Rom. 16217 invqlﬁe admoni-
tion? The 51mPle answer-is 'No: ' The Romans passage does hot speak
at all of admonltlon, for the important point is that those. teaching
and preaching otherwise than God's Vord teaches be avoided--igolated--
for tho' protection of the flock. Concern for the errorist is. a ‘
secondary matter.....The gquestion is whether.-one can ‘mark' a church -
body as being guilty of 'causing divisibns and offenses,' but yet
continue admonishing her within the bonds:of fellowship. The offlclal
Procoedlngs of the conventions of- the"ELS clearly rcveal that the

ELS exhaustlvely 'narkbd' Missouri asg an -erring ohurch body 1n 1953,
1nvfaot ever since 1939,.but ‘continued- admonishing her_w1th1n the
‘bond'é"Of,' f‘él‘lOWShip. wntil 1961 °'°3"f S S o

So we see that the CLC’S p051t10n 1sth15.as soon as tho'"markln@"
hag taken place,,thc 1 v01d1nﬁ” must immediate 1y follow out of cori-
cern for»the flock, "T%rkln@", but not "av01d1nd"; 1s thu heart of
CLC's charges againgt ! LLS in the nattor of term1natlon of" felloWshlp
with LC~MNS . In v1cw of the fOTGﬂOan st%temont one would oe ‘inclined
- to ask CLC conoernlng its understanulnd of the duratlvo present
~participle (skop01n) in Romans 16217, On What baﬁls h as CLC d15t1n~
suished oethcn the 1n61v1duwl Chrlstlwn who in Wonkness ig caught

in 'some doctrinal Crror and a gongre Datlon, confcrenoey or SJHOd
caught in some .error. If 1 undcrstand the CLC p051t10n corroctly,

it focuses on the teaching element Where_f alse dootrlne 15 1nvolved
that is, 1f a pastor,- *eacher,_congrcgqtlon conforan099 church body
proclaims or supports some doctrinal error, then becauso of the
teaching element an. 1mmed1%te and %utomctlo'"av01d1n0“ mist be
required. That in turn raiges other quoatlons about cases where

an individual 1% nupht teachlng a false doctrinc prlvmtely - Whether

the scope’ ‘0of one's to%chlnﬂ hac any boarlng on the'”ﬂv01d1ng" of an .

3, Mark....,Avoid - Qg}gggygi the CLC, pages 14-16
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individual or church body at all. But we are @ettlnu ahead of our-

selves in coming to grips with the CLC's position over against VIELS.
EXPLORING THE CLC POSITION OVER AGAINST VELS

e will explore the CLC position over against TELS by. looking at
some of the particular words and phrases of our fellowship princinlcs
~with which CLC hag spoken and Writtén against in stating itsassertion
that VELS doctrineiof'fellowship is in ‘error, specifically in .the
matter of terminating an cx1st1nﬁ fellowshlp. CLC repeatedly refers
to the actions of our Synod Conventlons in 1953, 1955, 1956 (a special
convention), 1957, 1959, and 1961 to prove its charges against UELS.
The CLC's charges against “ELS b01ls down to thls that ELS was dig-
obedient to God's command in the matter of term1natlon of fellowship
with LC~MS. CLC asserts that testimony by VELS to erring T.0-MS had
been given, but the preaching, %eaohing aﬂd_dgfgﬁdingmof the errors
continued in LC«MS; in fact error‘inétead of being checked was.
miltiplied. At the same time, according to the CLC assertion, the
will and’determinatidn of UTLS to "come out and be seperate," to
"avoid," seemed to be iacking,'AndAtheséfbhargéé are rehearsed
again and again as CLC quotes from the actions of our conventions
in 1953, 1955, 1956, 1957, 1959 and 1961 in this matter of our
"v1pourously prote stlnﬂ” fellowshlp with LC~-MS. The CLC concluded
that "threc decades of "marking’ Mlssourl, while at the same time
living in dlSObedanCC to the exhortation to 'avoid! them, has pr0a
duced splrltuql QnCM1ﬂ -~ the inability of will to act in accordance

with one’ E prof0551on, A

Let us review some of the terms in our fellowship principles
with which CLC has objections. e note that they werc underlined in

the first part of this papero

(A) ”cak brother V. Pcr31stent Trrorist: The CLC had qualms about '
thu»termvper51stcnb grrorist, a concept hitherto employed in thc
SynédicalAConferonco and in the VELS (c.f. V'alther's 1868 "Theses

on Open Questions and Theses IIT particularly, and also VELS 1980
"Report to the Ten DlQLrlcts,ﬁ paﬁb.108) .The CIC uses "false teacher"
in“the placecﬁ?"par51stcnt erforlst," 1thould seem that the CLC

4. Mark....Avoid, - Origin of the CLC, page 18
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.feels the "persitent errorist" term inadequate. fgain pointing td the
history of VELS' dealings with the LC~-MS issue, the 'CLC puzzled gver
the reason why "admonition was deemed necessary to determine whether
5 CLC
asserts that this posture caused ELS to follow an approach that led
~us o treat respongible leaders-in ‘the LC~MS as though they were
zfleqrners, weak brethren - something that CLC counts as ihexcusable.

the erring would, répent of "their. errorg or persist in.them."

Thus in-a- 1972 paper delivered at -a meeting of the Board of Doctrine

of the CLC and ;the Commission on Doctrinal Matters of IELS, a meeting
- that we will treat later, the CLC representitives-put forth this
 statements "'e fegl ‘that the 'persistent errorist!.position of the:

- UBLS has caused WVELS to shift its dttention from the flock enjoined
upon us by cur Lord to concern for the: false teacher, who should be
" admoriished outside: the framework oft fellowship if admonition is ..
'called-forn"6A~ Lo

(B) Patlent Admon1t10n° Between the 1957 and 1959 ‘ELS Conventlons a
document was _produced by ”ELS oallcd YA Report to the Protest Com~

m1ttee" whlch was shﬂrply criticized by tne CIC. Espe01ally thls :
gtwtement came under fire: "Termlnwtlon of church fellowshlp 1s calleq
for When you have reached thb conv1ct10n that admonltlon is of no
further avall and that the orrlnﬂ brothcr or church body demands '
rLCOﬂnltlon for their error." CLC 1abcled thls “falsc doctrine" and
"new theoloﬁy " "Thls false rotrlne was ﬂdoptbd by the 1959 Conm
vontlonoo,The(ncw thaology had the practlcwl effect of urging thc
qembershlp of ' lSCOHSln to observc very carefully Mlssouras reﬂotlon
to all the admonition brought to bear on her to detormlne whothor

she would turn from the error of her way or contlnue therelnn Only
after this exceércige of judgment could Missouri be "marked' and
'avoided‘,"7 It is c¢lear that CIC never allowed for the use of
Matthew 18 and other pertinent Scriptures to temper UVELS' dealings
with the LC~MS. CLC steands firm in thls that there can be no allowance
for "patlcnt wdmonltlon"iw1th1n the bonds of even .a "wig orously
Urothqt1nﬂ T9110wsh1p“. cLC qooq no parallel to the situation where

v thc Chrlotlan conﬁrewﬂtlom qamonlshes an errlng member ‘within its
followshlp° It appewrs thut tho CLC sepwrated Romans 163 17»18 and

5, Mark,,.oAv01d ) Orlwln of the 'GLC, Pdge 15
6. CIC position Paper, July 18-19, 1972 Iines 34~ 38
7. Mark....Avoid, Origin of the CLC Page 9 '
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and’ made it the "51ne Oua Non" in thls mattery thus isolating, thlo‘
Scrlpture from other Scrlptures that would also apply when- error,.and
sin arises among.those who are unltcd in fellowshlp, In 1972 CLC re-
iterated this poeltlon, ertlng Wie further believe that such
(pdtlent) ad@Qn;tlon should take place within the framework of

fellowship ag long as “the individual or Synod.refrains from t@achln
the Crror. Here'indeed we will reprove robuko,"cxhorb w1th all 1onnm

suffcrlng and doctrlno, o believe that we are faced with an entircly

dlfferent problon when a lay person, pastor, tcachor or church oouy
QlStOTtS or rcgccts any part :of the tord of God aftcr tho oharpu of
error has‘bcen 1ade, If the teaching .of that error contlnues, wWe
mist reCOﬁnize the Tfalse teacher! even, thouﬂh w1lllnrnuss is there
to- lecuss the nwttor.;g,ﬂe are therefore to reconnlzc "the Lord's
ovanncllcal mandato to avoid.those who - tewch or practhp contrary to
HlsA”ord so that the flock may be protocted from thp f@lsc teacher.
e find. no 1ndlcwt10n in Scripture  that herb51 es urc no 1onzcr a dan-—
ger to the simple while false teachers are bplnf adnonlshpd 8 "Thus
if- I understand the CLC 9081t10n correctly, CLC stands firmly on this.
p01nt that concern for thu flock tokos prc°1uuncp over, othpr Scrip-

““turcs ‘and all othcr conoarns thn the "tcaching" clcmpnt of f&lsp
doctrine ralscs 1ts head. And thus there can bp no "patlcnt adnonl—
tion® within the, Bonds of followshlp° ' b

(C).The Great Debt of Tove &hlch the Lord %ould Have,Us Pay the
iw@ak Brother. CLC holds that the treatment due a weak brother is cn-

tiroly out of'place‘when'doalinﬂ with féébonsiblo'ohurch leaders -as in
théiéasb Wifh LC~I18. ”Thlo ooursc of ‘action was rationalizcd and defen-
;doaon the grounds. that-the marklng was not yetyconclus;Ve, that
there were allegedly ncw rays of hopa, that 'a debt of love" remained
t'o'b'o:"paidy and that the COntanan fellowship was 'vigourously protcs-
ting.? F@ny present members of the CLC partlclpatcd in this contradic-
tion of "marking yct:fcllowshlplng, But the CIC has dlsavowcd this
vasorrorcnnAhas rpturngdix)thc 81mplo Scriptural. p051tlon:thattho
:'marklmfg cnjoinced in ROM. 16 17, 1six) be followed by the 'avoiding!
w1thoub a timé lapsc a110w1nq for & proccss of admon1t10nznu;w1thout

'ﬂrtlflclally‘dolaylnv the OfflClul conclu51ve ‘marklnﬂ-."g

. 8. CLC Position Paper,July 18-19, 1972 Tines’ 10~ 33
9. Mark....AvoLd, Orl 1gin. of thL CLC Iarc 17
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So we continue to rechearsc chcharge of CLC against WILS that
continued admonltlon and witness to LO—MSy within the framework of
even a v1ﬂorously protestlnﬂ fellowshlp, and although done because
of a"debt of love" and a de81ro "to keep the unity of the Spirit in
the bond of peaoe“ (Ephe51ans 433); is stlll digobedience to the
Yord of God. | - R

(D)'131Statu,COersSionisi'The "yigorously protesting" fellowship

that‘WELS maintained with LC-IIS in the last years before the termin--
ation of same in 1961 held this official title "In Statu ConfesSiéﬁlf
CLC charges that there is no Scriptural warrent for such a State of
Confession in dealing with situations in which error in doctrine or
practice has infected a larger group of confessional brethren, such
as ‘a 51ster Synod, for all the reasons that have already been

stated. Of course our Synod does not atcept this assertion by the.
CLC as b01n0 correct. VELS representitives have defended the "In
Statu Confe551on15“ action along with the other fellowship prin-
ciples that hava been questioncd. The areas of dlsﬂgrcement have

not beén resolvedg as we shall scc in the next scction of - the paper.

But- finishing the exploratlon of CLC’S p081t10n over agalnst
UELS, we .should add one more point. Perhaps we have concluded that
the dispute that CLC has with VELS really b01ls down to the ques=
tion of "when" - "when'" sghould have the. prarntlon from LC- MS
taken place. It ma.y well be that inspite of all the rhetoric we

have explored, it is stlll a questlon of "when," a matter of human.

judgment that has been temporud by Chrlstlan concern for the Truth. ..

of God's Vord and for pooplc, who were Utrayln@ from that Truth.-
Could it be that CLC acted to h%stlly? Well, the CIC strongly ob-
jects to such a suggestion. CLC contends that “the disagrcement is
not a matter of “when" at all, but a matter of "how" porson or per—
sons are to ve. identificad as such whozxrc"cau51nu divisions and
offenses,” and hence must be "ﬂVOlgeu." Doctrlne ig involved, not’
just human Judﬂuunt,vcountcrs CLC. ”Thus the entire dispute has been
made to appear at its worst as nothlng more than impatience and
rashness on the pwrt of CLC or at 1ts best as & mere difference in
humen judgment as to TTHEN the soperutlon from Mlssourl should have
taken place....The members of the. CLC freely confess that they £00
were misled by the false emphasis on the “HEN Hlstorlcﬂlly speqkan

the break should have been magp much’ soonur. But the CLC contcnds
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making thu ”HPN bhc big issue has resulted in two harmful effects
First the wholb issuc has becn reduced to the realm of - human Judgmsnt

Lag

CQ

,o°°Second thg ‘false emphasis on the VHEN has become a smokescrecn
which hag’ coVefééha'émall“ but vital change in the doctrine of. the g
turmlnatlon of fcllow =hip. The reason for terminating fellowship hﬂs,_
been changcd frém the observable fact that someone ig causing d1v1~
gions and offenses bﬂnt ig preaching, teaching,; and dufunulng crror

to afqagorlty d001 iion that the admonishing of the erring has reach~f
an '1mmacse9 ”%b In this reégard the CLC makes. a point of mentlonlnﬂ_;_
that the vote at the VELS 1961 Convention concerning the 1mpasso w1th ,
LCmMSiwasz124 o0 48; or a 7”% majority vote. Then accugatory. QUCothHOl
are-aékod about a ofeckuown of discipline in VELS and whether diver -
gent and conflldtgﬁiiig% being tolecrated in the area of doctrine, anQ L:
whether WELS lu Ffollowing the pattcrn of LC-MS. For CLC notes that ij _
no d1801p11n@ry action was taken afm nst .the 48, whom they say, "d19~ 
o“bycd by votln agalnst a regolution that was declared jo;oe.an act .

of ooedlence; 1

Le% ﬁé conclude this section by hearing.an 1ﬁV1twt10n presented )
by the CLC in its booklet Mark....Avoid. "Now that the hoat of | oattlul
hag cooled we. heliev re 1t would be most proflt hle for members of the

YBELS and the. ZLS o ?cnoxamlne the hlStOry'ﬁlﬂCp 1938 and .review the .
official resolutions and statcmcnts of taelr respective  SynodsS..s e
o gseek no . Jpound of flbch no % fﬂctlon 1n"b01ngufight;' Ye.
seek but the glory of our Goo an f%lthfulnoss to His Vord:"us Jhat. -
became of this 1nv1u8t10n to dlqcuss bhlé&SSUC with .CLC anew? . Ve. -
shall-see that NOCLlnéS were held, not at the initiation of CLC but:
by WELS, and.that the ruas of dlsagrf mont‘mre st1il1l not resgolved.
Part of the stumollngblook‘ 15 hlﬂb ed at in the above CLC invitation.
CLC is prlm%rlly 1ntcrcstcd in 2 remcxﬁmihation of higtory of the
matter, reviewing OILlCl@l res olutlons nu statements. T belicve .
this paper hasg gone out of the way to flv them that forum. However,,
YELS wishes a study of the Scriptufés that form the basis . for -

fellowship principles.

T"F AREAS OF DISAGRDLNENT uTILL UNWDSOLVLD

Lxmreselnr a sincere d051ro that differences o@twecn VELS: and CLC

O Wark. - hvosd, Origin of the TIE; Tages 17~18. - o

11. Tbid., Page 19 N A e AU I c .
12, Ibid', Pase 20 L e e

-
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be removed and that fellowship between the two might be established,
the 1971 Convention of our Synod asked its doctrinal commission once
more to persue every God-pleasging avenue of approach to resume = dis-
cussions with the CLC. A previous meeting of the two commissions in
December 1966 had failed to resolve any differences. Nor did the
correspondance prior to the WELS 1971 Convention offer much hope, for
it was reported to that convention that there was a "deadlock on
proceeduref 13 What was this "deadlock on proceedure"? Since the CLC
had charged WELS with unscriptural fellowship principles, our doctrinal
commission maintained that the only proper proceedure would be to dis-
cuss7felloWShip principles on the basis of Scripture. Accordingly, it
was reasohed the CLC would have to substanciate its charges of false
doctrine and practice by WELS in the matter of termination of fellow-
ship with the Scriptures. CLC; on the othef hand has insisted on
attemptlng to prove our fellowshlp prlnolples to be unscriptural by
means of references to our Synod's official resolutions and actiens.
In regard to this point the CLC President wrote on July 27th, 1970: "A
discussion between the two Synods that would confine itself to the
principles of church fellowship might well result in agreement that

would not be agreement in fact.",,

In an effort to overcome the "deadlock on proéeedure" our Commission
appointed a committee of two to meet with a gimular committee of the
CIC's Board of Doctrine. So early in 1972 Pastor Harold Wicke and Prof.
Heinrich Vogel went to Tau Claire to make the initial approach to the
CLC for a meeting. They were cordially received, but were told that
such ‘a meeting would have to have an agenda of which they approved.
They made their suggestions, we madeiours. And after correspondence
that cleared up the matter of the agenda, agreement was reached to
meet at our Synod's office building in Milwaukee on July 18 and 19,
1972. Pastor Norman Berg was asked to serve as moderator in order to
give all official reprosentltlves equal opportunlty to take part in
the discussions. These discussions never got beyond the first p01nt
of the agendas "That we enter upon a discugsion of the distinction
between 'weak brother! and 'persitent errorist," in the area of
admonition and church fellowship."

A geeretary from each body kept "minutes" or a joufnal of the dis- .

13, Wisconsin TLutheran Quarterly, Vol. 69, No. 4, Oct. 1972 P%ge 281
14, Ibid., Page 201




| héussipns. Béfh sots of ~“pﬁ:c-‘zss"'."=_xeez‘f:1;o ihdic ate tﬂut the ﬁuetihf
  vracu1 d 1n an opborbuq1tv for the CILC renfescrtltlves to crltlclze

‘ “t . ‘LS harnly for not susnen01n fcllow ship w1th the LC S in 1955,

' 937 19)9, but only in 1961. The a1°cu051on of p01ﬂt 1 on the agenda,
1uh1ca ag I 1ndlcateu eaflﬂer WuS the onlv 901nt dlocu seu at thls
hqeetlng, was. carrmed out ocrtlcularlv on the basis of a wrlctem pre~
Qentdtlon ul trlbute wy the CLC fepregentltlves. I have labeled this

Haocument the CLC Position T per anb hav& alreaay takea the 11uerty of

.%uotlnq from 1t 1n efarenoeb no. 6 ang b of tnla eosay. “ﬁc01J1
,attontlon was blven, first Of all to the manner in which ong deals

‘ :uw1th an 1nd1v1dua1 Who uec A“Q 1nvolved in Palse doctrlne or practlce.
“Trere seen eq £0 be hasic as sreement to the oflptural pr1n01plbs which
rovern such °1tu tlon thouOh CIC and JLL% repreﬂentltlves used
_dlfferent terms - tﬂ“ C C used tae term "falSa Leacher' and the W”L
:emclvyeo tqe termanTOQy of "those Who 1& spite of patlent aum0n1tloq
‘per81steutly adhere uo Crror. But whcn tne @150u9310n turmeu to the

tter of dealln sbe%weancaurca bodles wueve error or false dbctrine

‘ha“?°fiscn, alsawreenenc -10drently becane strong.” In’ this: connectlon

0!

references were made to official resolutions of I ELS Conventions during
“the era-in guestion, on_the;basic of the document ul gtributed by the
,ACLG'representitivesm-ﬁg Soripturallﬁax;ent‘wau allOmeQ 4y the_CLC
representitives for & "State Of Confession” in dealing with situations
".dincwaich error in-doctrime_or practice has infected a group of con=-
fessional brethren sucn as a sister. ovnod; The CLC. ”Wlnvte'" state:
- MCLC believes that contvinued addonlthH (w1bb1m the framewofk of

“f@llowship) while the admonisnau errorist is teachln the error is
-disobedience to the Vord of God, Romans 163 17~18.,..CLL p01nuﬂ out
o +that the application of Rom. 16:17-1C when our Loru CM11 for it does
* not- eliminate the opportunity for admonition. In 1tcelf the act of
©oTavoid' is admonition, and there wey be opportunlty for admonition
‘outsidertheﬁfellowship also.,ao.bLC_asks: "“hat program dare'one
sudgtitute for the Lord's v016'”“15 The VELS reofosentltlvou‘pointed
:out the fact that the members of CLC hud not takCﬂ “the ”ﬂVOld”.step

L an < ]

sinulta: COLLS.Ly, but over 2 series U_L years. Thneir reply, &8 we'shal.x_
seeg, was,t at they haed rope nteu of . tth ELTOTs However, thev SawW no
B . sign of reoentanco 011 uncAowft of WIL: for the same mlst ke. "Let it
o be clearly underq tood. ~ we want to preséntvno pbsﬁure of . righjeousness.,
We confess that we too are guilty of disobedience during the years that

P

15. CIC Minutes, CLC Board of Doctrine, July 18-19, 1972, Page 2
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we were caught up in confusion and did not understand the Word clearly
and did not ‘have the strength of fa;th to aot as we should have., For
~.pome. of us 1t took longer to find this unders tanding than for others.
-A11l of us had to efpcrlence a process of growth in our understandlng
of the Word and 1n our pereonal faith before we could act as we believe
~our Lord requlrcs° Our elncere hope is that the WELS will recognlze the
past.as a period of confu31on in which it was most difficult for all
of us.to see cleﬂrly What the Lord Would ‘have us do. Our fervent prayer
is that today -the WELS may come to share with us the conv1ctlon that
the Scriptures do clenrly show when men must be recognized as false
teachers and can accept w1th us the uncomprom1s1ng clrectlve He presents

.. t0 us because df His deep concern for the flock. "16 As thls cssayist

-.:looks«at the: above statemente of the CLC's p051tlon over against WELS,

ag’ preeentcd in this 1972 meetlng, it stlll seems to me. thwt the basic
?dlspute centers in the questlon of thn the WELS should have separated
‘from the LC-MS I point to the CLC Poeltlon Paper in reference o its
ceriticism of the VELS for not suSpendlng fellowahlp Wlth the ILC-MS in
219555 1957, 1959, but only in 1961, and also the 1nadverent when in
‘-the CIC's ¢all for contrltlon and rcpentﬂnce on the part of WELS

‘ In defense of our fellowship pr1n01ples, espe01ally the "In Statu
Confe881onls" action in dealing with the LC~MS matter, our men held

. that "such a state of confession is frequently called for before ter—
minatingpfellowship with a group that has been infected'by,error," and
this for. the following’reaeonsa'"ﬂ In order to offei'Opportunity for
determining whet the confessional position of the group for which it
must be held responsible reQIly is (this may become necessary because
of mutually exclu51vc etatements, pronouncements, resolutlone made in
lsuch a. groups- because of conflicting p031tlone contending for mastery
in this group, one or the other of which may for good reasons be con~
sidered to be only temporarily in control); 2. To offer opportunity
to bring Scriptural teetlmony against the error 1nfect1ng the group
to those brethren who are not themselves advocntlng and prop%nqndlzlng
the errors ~-before treating such brethren as respon51b1e partakers

T

tatives held such proceedure to be called for "tb s%tlsfy the many

of the error or false practice 1nfect1n the group. Our represenr

Scriptural injunctions quoted in their (WELS) Church Fellowship State-
ment bidding us to excercise and make earnest effort to preserve_the

16. CLC P051tlon Paper, July 18-19, 1972, Lines 40 - 55
17. VBLS Minutes, Meeting-of the Doctrlnal Comm. of CLC and WELS,
Milwaukee, Wis., July 18-19, 1972, Pages 1-2
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bond of confessional fellowship, to help the weak and confused."18 The
CLC representitives were not impressed with this line of thought that
our men presented. Under the heading "Not Impressed" in a Iutheran
Spokesman Article after this 1972 meeting, we find this analysis: "As
this writing indicates the CIC representitives were not impressed with
the line of thought presented in these illustrations from synodical
and intersynodical life. That such things on occasion are worthy of
consideration we do not question, but that they should forestall a Y=L
called for 'avoid' of Scriptufe is quite another matter;“19 The CLC
representitves were particularly unimpressed with the WELS point that
several positions striving for the mastery should enter into the con-

sideration of terminating fellowship with a sister Synod.

The July 1972 meeting ended in a stalemate as both sets of "minutes"
indicate. Expressing the conviction that continued discussion at this
meeting would only lead to repetition and serve no useful purpose,
the CLC representitives felt contreined to terminate the discussion
after it had "given its testimony." Here is how the CLC "Minutes" put
it: "The meeting recognized that the discussions were becoming cyclical
and repetitious. CLC voiced the opinion that the discussions had
demonstrated that WELS and CLC are not agreed on the principles of
fellowship and separation in dealing with e church body. The CLC
representitives were satisfied to have left their thoughte and witness
with the WELS representitives for consideration,"zo The WELS "Minutes®
echo the same conclusion to this meetings "The joint discussion of the
agenda was concluded when the CIC representitives expressed the convic-
tion that they had given their testimony and that continued discussion
at this meeting would lead to repetition and serve no purpose. The
WELS representitives saw no reason to dissent from this evaluation of

the disoussions."21

Since that time there has been no attempt on the part of the CLC to
discuss the matter with us. It is the opinion of some of the members
of our Commissgion On Inter-Church Relationg that the next move is up
to the CLC,; since WELS arranged the last meeting, and the CLC broke it

off. That is where the matter stands.

18. WELS Minutes, Meeting of the Doctrinal Commissions of the CLC and
the WELS, Milwaukee, Wis., July 18-19, 1972, Page 2.

19. Lutheran Spokesman, Vol. 15, No. 7, Jan. 1973, Page Page 13

20. CLC Minutes, Meeting of the Doctrinal Commissionsg of the CLC and
the WELS, Milwaukee Wis., July 18-19, 1972, Page 2

21. WBLS Minutes, Meeting of the Doctrinal Commissions of the CLC and
the WBELS, Milwaukee, Wis., July 18-19, 1972, Page 2




BIBLLOGRAPHY

(A) Reading Material On Church Fellowshlp Positions In Varlous
Lutherﬂn Churches Formerly Of The Synodical Conference

1. Church Eal¢owsh1p, Thig is a presontwtlon of our W1scon81n
Synod Commission on Doctrinal Matters, Discussed by the Joint
Doctrinal Commltteos of the Synodical Conference

2. erk,,.,Av01d, Origin of the CLC

3, Entrenched Unionistic Practlceu, 4 Record of Unionistic Prac—
tices in the TC-NS.

4. Four Statements On Church Fellowshlpy presented by the
constituent synods of the Synodical Conference for study and
‘discussion. CPH, November 1960 ,

5. Fellowship Then And Now, Concernlnv the 1mpasse in the Inter-
: Synodlcal DlSCUSSlonS on Church Fellowshlp. (WELS)

(B) Documents of the Plbnary Meeting of the WELS Comm1331on on
‘ Doctrinal Matters and the CIC Board of Doctrine, assembled in

the Conference Room of the WELS Administration Building, Milwaukee,
Wis., on Tuesday and Wednesdﬂy, July 18-18, 1972.

1. WELS Mlnutes, kept Dby secretary, Prof. Oscar Siegler
2. OIC Minutes, kept by secretary, Pastor G. Radtke

3. CLC Position Paper, presented by the CILC Representltlves

(C) Reports on the July 18—19, 1972 Meetln

1. Wisconsin ILutheran Quarterlv,Vol 69, No. 4, Octg 1972
Pageg 201-282, ;

5, Tutheran Spokesman, Vol. 15, No 7, Jen. 1973, Pages 11-14.






