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" 'THE CHANGTNG ROLE OF WOMEN IN THE LCMSw-«1938-1978

Has the roltof women changed all that much in the Missouri Synod? If

one compares it with ﬁhe majority of American Lutheranism toaay you would
have to say no. They do.noﬁ allow the ordination of women. When the LCMS
first allowed women partial rights of voting in congregational and synodical.l
functions back in 1965, THE ENCYCLOPEDTA OF THE LUTHERAN CHUARCH then already
could states =i

o Today-.ix about tﬁo»thifds of-the local congregations in-ﬁhe USA and in

Ganada, women have the right to vote in congregational meetingse..in Lhe
majority of American congregations women have the same rights as men.

From the standpoint of conservative Tutheranism, however, there has beenog;ident
change in the role of the women. This is especially true when one looks at
woman's suffrage in the LCMS. This is on;what‘this paper will mogtly “congen=
trate. The ordination Qf women will also be brought in a8 it;comes fﬁ%&&%ﬁ&'
yﬁt%ﬂwé&a RN ERATI I

The détes 1938»19?8 wrepresentnthe first time the subject of women's: role
in“the@LCﬁSuwés%bfbughf%up Officiaily in a convention_(1938) and a zrounding

out o hO"yearSAof the last CONVENTION PRECEEDINGS of the TCMS which our: 1i=-

brary has (1978). ¢ - i
The resources used for this Paper were by and large from two sources,
CONVENTTON PRECEEDINGS of the LCMS and the LUT}ERAN WITNESS. The CONVENTTON
PiECEEDTNGS gave officially what was happening. While the LUTHERAN WTTHRSS
~also did this it gave some flavor of what was hapvening from a 1ayman%point

of view and opinion through the letters and articles wr3;$en by them.

The first challenge of the woman's role in the church anc particularly cf
voman's suffrage arose in the 1938 convention. A delegate objected to a statewr.s
ment made by Dr. J. Mueller in an essay where he asserted that women are not
to vote. A convention committee named to deal with the question replied by

Lo Weng A., "Congregation Women's [ghts, " THE 1GYOLODI T OF THT TAITHm A1
CIIACH, p. 610.




;’showiththat'"’* F; Pleper in CHHISTLTCHb DOGMATTK supnorted the essay:nst°

. The Commjbtoa,‘hOvaeQ aaked and ‘the conventmon adopted
k3 NH“RLA@,'QGM@ in our mndsb thlnk that thls p081t10n and practlce is not
; requ;rod by Peripture; therefore be it ‘
S RESOLVED, that this hitherto accepted position and practice of Synod be
‘restudied in the light of S >eripture in our COH@IGU&@IOHB, our pastoral
conferencea,~and our UlanLCL conventions.

This seemed to take care Qf the question. It was not until 15 years later

‘Rln the ]953 conve”tion that the subJect Wa.g broughb up agdlna; It was ab tis.

“:i;tlme two unprinted memorlals breached the subJeot@ The convention upheld Ahe

'1'gprev1ous geﬂeral prlclples that women should not usurp the authorlty over the
“men in home and church based on I .Cor 1h:3h and I T 2:11=12. They‘also ‘
stated:""” >
WHWREAS , HdWever, there is a sincere difference of opinion among clergy'
and laity concerning the full and correct application of these texts to
- the question of woman suffrage in the churchy as indicated by Unprinted
. Memorials .21 and 473 and
7 WHERFAS, Many women of our Church are eager to be of greatest service to
their Lord in the churchee.
.The conventioh on the baées of this resolved to égain restudy the whole
; vque stione lhe;y asked a special committee to prepare a thorough.exegetical
study of I Cor lh, I T™m 2, and all other appllcable texts as they related to
- ‘the ‘question of woman suffrage.
. S :
T‘ﬁyhe convention also seemed to recognize that there were congregations who

were in the process of granting voting rights to women or already had given

these rights is indicated by the last RESOLVED.

- RESOLVED, that in the meantime, our congregations be urged to continue
the present practice of our 3ynod in re$tr}ct1ng the privileges of vobting
membership to qualified male communicants.™

Much later indsurvey taken in California on woman's suffrage in 1971 this was
admitted. "E1l Sereno Church, and English Uistrict parish in the Los Angelés

area, had woman suff”rage since its beginning LO years ago according to Pastor

2. '"Women oSuffrage in the Church," PROCEEDINGS OF THE THIRTT~SEYENTH RaGULsz
CCIW’“ITTT(‘II, p. 345, ‘

3. "Jomen quira”P in the Church," PROCuEDINGS OF THY FOIRTY-SHRCOND REOGULAR
CONVENTTON, p. L7

e Ibid.
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These resolutlons were passed by a rlslng vobe° : hlu was done so that

“the, ynod mlght express ”1ts esteem for the women of the chucch and their

6

The next convontlon in 1956 heard the commltt@e's report. This report

ent 1nbo depth on all the key Scripture references on the subject of women

in the church and then gave thelr Judgemente

In the early church matters of dlSClpllne, at any rate, were handled in
the full congregational meeting, with only the men speaking. For this
reason, and on the general conviction that in the discussion and action
with regard to matiters so vitally connected with the churches 1ife and
welfare and which can be disassociated from the church”S’worshlp service
only with great dlfflcultyg it follows that under these circumstances the
Pauline veto .of wopan's voice in teaching and directing men applies also
here. Consequently, it has been the gemeral practice of our congregatlons

to w1thhold voting privileges from women,..

Concludlng their judgement they stated:

We believe thqt Scrlpture fully sanctions:the basic policy set up in our
church, and weg can foﬁ%ee _only evil results in any change of the policy
urider wb%ch our churcn has been so signally blessed for more than a
century.

This group of fiVe men then went on to recommend that fhe church continue in

its policy of administering its affairs through the male voters! meeting.

Also  their recommendatiens?wére that Synod urge the congregations which

were deviating from this.policyvto conform, that the congregations strive to

keep all members of the church, both male and female, informed on all the-

o Lot uE

transactions of the congregation, and finallykfurther diligent study By pastors

and congregations on the Scriptural teachings of women in the churche

These judgements and recommendations of the committes were studied by a floor

committee of three men at the convention. This commitfee formulated a set of

five Yesolutions which upheld thebpreviously accepted position and practice.

&

~ Oy
&

Hensler B., "Woman Suffrage Survey in California,” LUTHBLAAN WLILNESS, 40 S I P

"Woman Puffrage in the Ghurch," PROCEEDINGS OF THE FOURLY-SHCOND REGULAY
CONVENTION, p. Li87.

"Heport of the Committee on Woman's Suffrage," PROCEEDINGS COF THT WOURTY-
THIRD REGULAR CONVENTION, p. 568

Ibide p, 569.



i;ﬁﬁileFéeiﬁéfﬂgie;iﬂeﬁg;ef;iﬁhie cdmﬁi££éét5£ thﬁee men Severely weakened’tee
T<;epef£_of the oﬁher;eemmitteekof five by failing ﬁo?fecognize‘thet the general
princiﬁies”set“down‘by this committee didﬁapply to women vé%ing in the churcho
yln the second WHEREAS the floor committee Stated.
The cemmlttee (of five men) doesrnot state that it finds woman's euffrage
in our congregations forbidden in express words in the Scriptures but

.emphatically warns against any antlmbcrlptural practice whereby the head=-
ship of man to woman in the affairs of the church would be surrender,

aanded
These resolutlons whlch the floor commlttee of the conventioﬁvﬁe;eﬂedoe;ed
‘LBﬁt not»w1thout opp051t10n@‘ Ten delegates voted in the negative. Theee men
were eneouraged_to give their reasens'ﬁor their.negative'vote to the Seécre-
tary as a matter of record.
There was contf%oue study of the matter of woman suffrage in the church

for %he 1959 convention, A book Titled WOMAN TN THE CHURCH oy Rev. Russell

Prohle, an 1nst1tut10nal missionary”of the Southern “1strnct of the LCMQ,

. ‘“ \c}j‘&§ Yo

P
oaueed quite a stir at this time, This man espoused not only womer® vote but
R ’ ' .
also ordination of women in the church. This was mentioned in the committees
repert in the REPORTS AN» MEMORTAIS. The standing committee recommended in
their report:
Scripture teaches that for the administration of these matters two principles
must not be violated (a) women must not engage in preaching or in publicly
teaching men in the churchg- (b) whatever participation of women in congre-
gational affairs is granted, " 6he priciple must be upheld that women do
not usurp authority over men.
In point (b) there sussa hint of compromise which later.conven-tions would
zero in on.: ‘his_statement implied that it was alrlght for the women o vote
as . long as thcv did not usurp the authority of the men. Added to this was the

statement that Mevery congreg ration has the right to regulate its own affairs

and establish its own policy providing “od's Word be not disregardedfll at

9. 1bld. pe §70a s .

10. "feport of the Committee on Woman's Suffrage," REPORTS AND MEMORTALS
FOURTY-FOURTH REGULAR CONVENTTOM, p. L96.

11. TIbide.
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:f,the end of the renort“ It 1s 51gn1flcant to note that also contalned in the
\5
" Book'of Reporto and Memorlalévé momorlal on this. very'theme enbitled, "Indi-

VV1dual Congregatlon to Determlne Wbman's nght to Vote," L2 .
The. 1959 conventlon voted to adopt the commlttee s rebort and once again:
oo oUrEE all congregatlons which grant woman suffrage... to recognize the
validity of Synod's historic position and to reconsider thelr practice
with t1e view to bring it into harmony with this p081t10n

vFrom this 1t is pl&lﬂ to see. that woman s- suffrage was already maklng inroads

1nbo the TOMS e

Lhe 1962 eonventlon‘had nothlng new to report but it is clear that by the
tlme of the 1965 convention there were manyaproblemsiand questionss:: For one..:.
thlng,the ogzc1a1 organ of the LCMS, the LUTHERAN WITNESS, seemed to be advo-
cating‘a woman's sufffage° 'Previouslyymmhe.magazine would uéglly’onlyurepbrt |

. o
the resoluti@ns’passedfﬁywthe»conventi@h>afteffthe voting andveonvention had

~ taken place. --ileing i ver+ In the months ﬁreceeding the 1965 convention,

however, there were several comments. In late 196l the WITNESS made this com-
ment on the Vatican €ouncil allowing women in their midste

Laymen and cle > ygymen alike are recognizing that the status and intellec-
tual awareness of women have changed since the days when she was little
more than chattel or a plaything for a man. These creatures of God who
indeed "constitute half the human race" have untapped potential for Christ's
world wide mission.

Men, can no longer afford to make easy generalizations about the role
of women in the ministry of the churche. In this age of universal tension
there is real need to reassess her place in KlnngE endeavors and 1o ex~
press deep appreciation of her effective service.

In an article of Feburary, 1965 titled "Women in the Church®" the WITNESS stated:

Cooperation rather than competition characterizes the work of men and
women in the church, as it should. More and more women are being inclu-
ded in the planning as well as the serving part of the church's programe.
Parish committées frequently include-women. Even District and Synodical
committees have begun tg solicit female representation.

Wloman do not vote in the official buglness meeting of congregations
in the Lutheran “hurch - Fissouri Dynod.

12. REPORTS AND MEHORIALS FOU AT ~1'0 0Tl /BGULAR CUJVLNTION, Pe 197

13, depcrt of the bonmlitee on Woman's Quffrage; Individual @ongrovatlonu
to Jetermine vomant's “ight to Yote, ™ ‘~~PLL)TWGS OF 1908 POl T -FOURTH
ANGULAR COIVENTION, pp. 190-191.

1. "In JFerspective," LUTHERAN WTTHESS

15. "doman in the Church," LUTHERAN W

s 03, Sept. 27, 196, p. LhiTa
‘L \11383; OLL’ Feba 2_, 1965, ps [:)}93




In the "Letters" section of the following March issue, LUTHEAAN WITNESS printed

16 letters fromllaype0ple who wrote in on the article "Woman in the " Church”.

A11>bf'£hem kayed-in’on the phrasé "Women do not wvote in'offi%ial bﬁsiness
;;:ff'-“f  Rmeetings of congregatmﬁs"g‘ andbeveny letﬁer decried the facte. |

f iy 1"ﬁ ’ kk At this time the LCMS was facing treméndous manpower shoftages. Ihere were
| t  S reports'of 1,38 vabancies in 1962 and it was predicted that by December of tﬁat
| .year.l9ég tééfe would be over hSO‘vacanciessl6 This was being touted as a
reason to evaiua%é théyGhurcﬁ!é staﬁd on women.

Womanés role in the church, long a subject of debate isbgainihg‘in'imporu

tance because of sheer need, Congregations need teachers, parishworkers,

deacgne§sgs, lay workers. Wbmgn who have cigpleted the respective synodi-
cal training programs are filling the need. ‘

Thewconvention itself had several memorials requesting.c¢larification on i«
womﬁh Suffragé in the dhurch@f Because the 1959 convention had fofbidden
womei Lo vote.despité the fact that the study committee could find no Nekpress
words in thé Scriptureé”9 “the Mémoriél, "To. answer Questions Regzérding Woman

. _ 1 v - _
Suffrage in the Church", asked why wom&n in a congregational voters meeting were

forbidden, Finally there was the Memorial, "To Remove Prohipition Against
Woman Suffrage in the Churéh, Etc,mt?
The 1965 convention resolved:

On the basis of I Cor. 14:3L~35 and I Tim. 2:11-15 we hold that God forbids
women publicly to preach and teach the Word to men and to hold any office
or vote in the church where this involves excercising authority over men
with respect to the public administration of the Office of the Keyse We
regard this priciple as of binding force also today...As stated at the

St. Paul convention in 1956 and at the San Francisco convention in 1959,

we consider woman suffrage in the church as contrary to ScriBture only
when it violates the above-mentioned Scriptural principlese2

As can be seen this statement finally revealed the long time feeling that the

" passages (I Cor, 113 1y T %im 2) uéglly cited to support the prohibition of

16. "Synodogram," LUTHERAN WITNG33, 03, May 12, 196, p.2li5,

17. Tbid. '

18. CONVENTTON WORKBOOK Li6th REGUIAR CONVENTION, ps 48,

19, Ibide p. L9 '

20, "To Adopt Statement on Yoman's Suffrage in the Church," PROCEEDINGS OF THS
L6th 2EGULAR CONVENTION, p. 103.




;“of woﬁaﬁ ouffrage do not really address themselves to‘the’questlon of bhe vote
;=fbut set forth the more general prlncnple of not plac1ng a woman 1n the p051tmon
S of exer01sing authorlby over men. | ﬂh

‘GiVing fhe WOmen'partial fights tb vdte did hot solve any problems but

~made a few more because there was still confusion as to what women could vote

Sin and what theyvcould not vote in, The 1967 convention was presented with

o thls probilem and adopted the resolutlon "To Defer to Next Convention Further.

“ 7Act1on on'Woman Suffrage in- the Ghurche"gl Agaln they set up a commlttee to
' study the problem and present the report at the next conventlone Phey also
; decided to let this commlttee study the problem of women votlng on'Synddical
boards,b‘rhe Memorialy, "To Permit Appointment of Women as Advisory Members of
o ) v -
Synodical anrds",2 which had been defered from the 1965 converntion was
‘again degsﬁgd to‘the 1969 convention. Again it was asked that congregations
would "wait-in'patienceé fof this forthcoming action, 23
Between the %7 and,%9 conventions the LUTHERAN WITNESS published a couple
of major‘afticles on woman suffrage. Again they‘seemed to imply favoritism
toward the more liberal views (this time being full woman's voting rights).
In March of 1968 they ran two articles on woman's suffrage by writers who took
different points of view. The con article by Pastor E. Luessenhop maintained
Pauline passages and veto...those passages pertain. to the teaching-
learning aspects of regular public service. But many matters handled
in the congregational meeting are so vitally comnected with the church's
life .and welfare that they can't really be dissociated from the church's
worship services That's why our church haﬁ traditionally applied the
Pauline veto also to the voterds meetinga2

The pro article was written by Mrs. J. Duisman. She felt that St. Paul cone

tradicted himself in Gal 3:28, "In Christ there is neither male or female...!
! , :

2l. CONVENTION PROCEEDINGS L7th REGULAR CONVENTION, p. 89.

22. Thid. .

23¢ "To Reaffirm Tts Faith;" ILUTHEIAN WITHE3S, 86, Aug 1967, pe 17k

2lis ILuessenhop L., "God's Creative Order for “omen," LUTHERAN WITNESS, 87,
Mar. 1968, ps 78e



 WLth T Jm 2: 13, "I perm:b no woman to teach,.s""She statéd-

k'"'ihe nature of Paul. is tn\ sbone on which we must Elounder or build, for

S 1L is Paul that both sides of the issue quote....
i I believe the church should now act in accord WLth Paul‘s spirit and

~ not bo bound by community customs he recognnzodoa
The 1etters in Lhe following May issue are 81gnnficant Ascan be expected

' there was a lot of mall on the SubJecte( 29 1etters apeared, but out of ‘those

‘“?28\ 11,7} 1%,
29 1etters not one: supported the tradltlonal view presented by PYastor Iues-

&f’Sethpef

w’«“‘

lf &MTHERAN WITNEQS was for the full: ‘womants suffrage”the GTCR report
}pwesentad to\the 1969 comventlon did not: dlsapp01nt theme_ The report made

e severalf51gn1f1cant declaratlonse

1. We flnd nothlng in Scripture whlch prohlblts women from exer01ulng
the franchise in voteri's assemblies.
2. Those statements of Scripture which direct women to keep silent in the
church, and which prohibit them to teach and to keep silent in the churth,
and which prohibit them to teach and exercise authority over men, we

" understand to mean that women ought not to hold the pastoral officea

5. We find no statement in Scripture which prohibits women from holding
office on the boards and committees OE Synod whether such offices are
filled by election or by appointmente

On a summary of the 383 539 563 59, and 65 conventions the CTCR report states:

e.,the record also indicates that the official position on this matter
was challenged from time to time by persons who were persuaded that the
Scripture passages in question did not in fact speak  to the subject of
women suffrage directly. any of these individuals were sure that th
m.tter of franchise was a question of judgement rather than doctrine. 1

T exegetical work of the committee made. strong inferences that usurping
;t 6f the women by teaching does not apply todaye
The burden of the text falls on the thought of a woman destroying the

created order by getting involved in the kind of activity which would sug-
gest a desire to Lord j Q over men. In those days teaching was considered

to be such actuvxtyeca

. After defining the word "suffrage" as it is used today from the OXFORD ENGLISH

25. Uuisman J., "Concluding Unscientific FPosteript on Women in the Church, "
. LUTHERAN WITNESS, 87, Mar 1968, p. 7% ,
260 '"Woman Suffrage in the Church," CONVENTION WORKBOOK L8th REGULAR CONVEN
TION, pe 51l
27. Ibid. p. 518,
280 "IP":};@Q po 5200




| DICTidNAﬁYethe*comz.Lteewconoldae&se

It is also ev1dent from the deflnltlon of the' fracthe that it does not :
give to those who-have the right of suffrage the power to lord it over
. otherse, On- the contravyg the right of suffrage is given® 1n order to gem
2 vent 1nd1v1duale or: small groups from ueurplng authorlty over othergs.

K”’ As for women who would be elecbed to synodical’ JObS the committee explained

1t thls wgy

&S for dpp01nted of elected offlcers in Synod 1% is thought to be 1nst%j~ -
’k ments of oerv1ce rether then as means of exerc¢81ng power over. others.-

’;‘gregatlons throughout Synod the convenblon resolved

We therefore conclude that the Synod itself and the congregatlons of the

. Synod are 'at 11berty to altar their policies and practices in regard to
-women's involvement in the work of the church according to these declar-

‘ations, provided the policy developed conforms to the general Scriptural

“.principle that gfmen neither hold the pastoral office nor "exercise autho-
rity: over man." :

In the Sepfember issue 5—} LUTHERAN WITNESS, advice was given to congre-
gatlons on the 1mp1ementatwon ‘of this into thelr congregatlon, They sﬁ%ested~

Congregatlons that have difficulty translatlng the provisions of the reso-
Jution into constitutional language can expect help from the ynod‘s Com=
mission on Constitutional Matters. Sample parggraphs and other suggestions
will soon be reaching District presidents and parish pastor

\(\'l\
There&unba.strong hint Smelttlné the revised. constltutlons to the district

presidents served another purpose of making sure that congregations did not
go too far in 1etting women have control of the congregation. The article
strongly sulested gebbting the CTCR report because the congregation "will

want to preface any policy shift by taking a diliberate and thorough look at

the theological background on which the d&Jcision rests o3
){D i AON jh—r”' v .
Something that almosn went unnotlced during the conventicd month was a

290 .[bldo Pe 5219

30 Ibide

3le "To Grant Woman Suffrage and Board Membership," CONVENTION PROCEEDINGS
;8th REGULAR CONVENTION, p. 08 :

32. '"Now that women Can Vote," LUTHERAN WITNESS, 88, Septa 1969, p. 253,

33e Ihide




small blérp in the "News/Scan" section of July 69 TUTHERAN WITNESS;

While'thezMisééuri Synod is still ermeshed in woman Suffrage debates and
. decisions, the debate in other major Lutheraghbodies has@mqved on and out
to include the question of women ordination. T
 ; 1969 was also the first time that pulpit and altar fellowship betwsen LCMS

and the ALC was  adopted by a convention. Within the next year the ALC

would,have women pastors, setting the stage for a whole new debate oW the

~ . ordination of wqménﬂin the phurchéﬁlihe_l969 convention itself had & Memorial
entitled, "To Study Ministry of Women in Church and Society".35 This was re-

" fered to the president for action.

- Theinvolvemert B£3bhe sLEHS with the Iubheran:Council USA (LOUSA) seemed to

_indieate that there would be problems., -?he NEWS BUREAU LCUSA, reporfgdfin
 Veburary, 1970:. B

sesthere was unanimous agreement among_particbants‘in the study that adop-
tion of the prachice of ordaining women by one or more of the Several
. Lubheran bodies ought not to be devisive of chuggh fellowship as no com-
-+ promise or violation of the Gospel is involved.

The LCMS had six men who Were "consultants or participaﬁts in the inter;
_ Lutheran Consultation">! in the production of LCUSA's Booklet; THE ORDINATTON

~ OF WOMEN, a document which "can lead to no other conclusion.than that the

ordination of women is perfectly oka;ys"3
On the other side was the continual reaffirmation by the Missouri Synod's:

CTICR sticking to the Synod's 1969 resolution opposing the ordination df women -~

The "Presidenti!4 Report" for the 1971 convention stated:

Our fellowship with the ALC would no doubt have made better progress had

that church in 1970 not adopted the policy of permitting the ordination

of women to the office of the holy ministry...We regard this as a teaching |
of the Holy Scriptures and not merely an arbitrary ecclesiastical décisione4o

3be "NewsyScan™, TUTHGERAN WIINESS, B8, Julys 1960, Pe 210.
350 CONVENTION PROCEEDINGS L8thiREGULAR CONVENTION, p. 93 ¥99”%
36. '"Case Held 'Tnconclusive! on Ordination of Women, ! NEWS BUHEAUE 13, Feb.
39 19703 po ls .
37« "LCUSA and the Ordination of Women," A CHRISTIAN HANDBOOK ON VITAIL TSSUES,
* pe 3L0,
38. Tbid. :
39, THews/5can', LUTHERAN WITNESS, 90, Jan, 1971, po 3.
L0, "Tresidents Report," CONVENTION PROCAEDINGS LOth ARGULAR CORVANTION, p. 8.




T e 19/1 conven LOEQO@ka bo h&ve all the elements for a pltohec ¢tL]e
”‘ on Lhc ordlnatlon of fromen. Nowovor, when the e moxlal, "To Withhold OFdlndw

tmon of Wbmen to bhe Pas tortlinflce"hL came up it surprnsed Many, LUTHERAN

”_j WITNV%S records:

Elrst "cruncher" to hlt the floor, oomewhat Surprlslngly, was the woman
ordination questlona debate flowed over the first 3 days in the theolo=
gical matterdstime: slot, leaving frusbrated new&men chewing nails over
story leadSsee

Speakers labled the 25 line resolution "paplstlc" and "conclllar"
;,ailn nature and pitched quotatlons Ffrom Imtheran fathers' Walther and fieper
- .ab each other on the, subgects of binding consciences and . "open questiongleoss
o ‘When the vote came on the proposition that "the: Synod reaffirm its:
l?p051blon that the Word, of God does not permit women to hold the pastoral.
- office or serve in any capacity involving distingtive functions of this
office", the call for a recorded vote was hardly necessarya It carried

671;...:; 91; lt

,1 As far as the subgect of wnmen in the church as a whole went,fthe 1971 conven=

HJ'tnon seemed to 1nd1cate that the pendulun was beglnnlng to take:a swing back.

- ,»Lowards_a more conservablve stand'on the issue. A memorial entitled, "To

L3

f‘ﬂStudyquncerns Expressed Regarding Woman Suffrage" was adopted by the con-

| vention. The convention also went on record dmia: msmnrlal entltledg ufo Seek
Be%téﬁﬁﬁelat10n87w1th the tALCHyisaying e il o ol Lene ey
REDOLVED,,that the  TC=MS regibter its strohg‘regret taver the. Kmerlcan
Lutheran Church's action on the ordination of women to the pastoral mini-
cauBtrys that the! Bynod: respecfully request the ALC to give serious recon-
sideration to this action and that the Synod respectfully reﬂgest the
ALG not o implement further its resolution to ordain women.
Not tco much haschappened with regard to the subjéet: of the role of women -
since the 1971 convention. After this the LOMS began to have other problems.
The question of the goings on at the Seminary in:.St. Louls concerned many.
%972'was the first year in the history of the LCOMS that there was a drop .in
baptized members. The internal strife in the Synod is reflected by the great

;& s ¢
. N {d
number of memorials that were elther tabled or no action taken and referfd to

le CONVENTION llOCGEUINGS L9th REGULAR CONVENTLOW, p. 11l

I2e ‘Wamﬂmmh“lﬂﬂmhmtﬂﬂmﬁ,90,MQ°,1W1,p@l&w

i3. CONVENTTION PROCEEDTNGS ,i9th REGULAR CONVENTION, p. 116.

hlis "To Seek Better felations with the ALC," CONVENTION PROCEEDINGS L9th
REGULAR CONVENTION, p. 130,
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" the Boafd'of‘Difééfoféw‘at the‘19?3 conventions . ‘here were . two memorials

concerned With‘thé role of women at this convention. The Wemorial,"To Heaf.-

. o . ; o [ g
firm Yynod's Position on Women with Reference to the PastoraIpOffice,“h)

was refeﬂéd ﬁo the Board of “irectprs and no action Qas taken at that time.

The' memorial, "To Declare the Synod's Fellowship with the ALC to be in a °
'State of Suspenﬁibn’,“ which resolved:
That the Synod reglster its deep concern over the 1972 decision of the

ALE to abide by its %970 resolution to permlt the_ordlnatlon of women to
the pastoral office, = a o -

: wag tabled.

The3l9%5 ;bnvgntion refered'éil aéﬁion on'ﬁomén fova’special'board and
no action was consequently takeﬁ ﬁp by the convention itself. Talks of
intensifying doctrinal discussions with the ALC failed td recieve any.action
before adjournment@ |

The 1977 convention fihally took some action on the problems with the ALC. .

‘They adopted theyﬁemorlal, WTo Declare a State of 'Fellowship in Protest!? w1th

s

‘ALC n 7 The reason; for this was no doctlnal agreement in areas including

among other things “2@ The ordination of women in the pastoral office,"l8
. Since this ﬁimegthe majority of those who did not 1like what the LCMS has
stood for in the ordination of women and other things have split off (although

there are questions of dual memberships which could confuse things)e These

groups have.sanctioned the_ordination of women. The LUTHERAN WITNiZSS reported

in January of .1978:

English Luth. Synod, the largest segment of the Association of Bvangelical
Lutheran Churches (AELC) voted tﬁ allow congregations to.call and ordain
women as ministers if they wish. :

5« CONVENTION PROCEZDINGS 50Th RRGULAL GONVENTION, po 130.

héu Toide. Pe 123«) »

i7. CONVENTION PROCEEDTNGS 50th REGUTAR CONVENTTON, Pe 125

L8. Ibid,

L9« TEnglish Synod Permits Ordaining Women," LUTHERAN WITNESS, 97 » dan, 1978,
Pe 25
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'fﬁAﬁfbreééntr;t 1o5ks¢és1£hough’the‘561e of women in the LOMS is no longer
?:in a, state of'ﬁdhéngé"n, Things have stayed pretty much the way they were
”’SinCeiﬁhé conVéhtion:of’1969o In daygpe ~ of 1977§LHTHERAN WfTNESS printed a
‘ﬁgkéurVéy of exéctly how the women were sefving in the LCMS: |

The survey revealed 6l percent of our congregations had granted suffrage
to women by 1975. The percentage of congregations allowing women to vote
varied greatly among Districts, from 25 percent in one to a full 100 percent
~in‘another. About 63 percent of the congregations permitted women to
hold offices - , L ‘
Only 9 congregations reported woman chairpersons or vice-chairpersons,
- and only 3 percent had women elders (or decons). An additional .3 percent
indicated that women aided in calling on delinquits and in planning wor-
ship services. ‘ ‘ T

T e e

~ Concluding the survey were these statisticss

35 percent women holding the office of sécretary. : .
30-l0 percent women on board of education, evangelism, stewardship, finance
or youth. _ ' : o
89 percent women lead Bible classes for women.
26 percent women lead mixed Bible classes.
35 percent women read Scripture lessonse :
11 percent women make up on all district boards, commissions, committees.
o7 percent women make up on synodical level boards, commissions.

50. Kramer L., "Women Serving in the Church,” LUTHRAAN WITNESS , 96, June 12,
1977; ppe 2h2-2L3.
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