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The CILC is an ultra-conservative body formally organized in
Jamuary, 1961, at Sleepy Fye, Minnesota, by congregations
and clergymen that had withdrawn from the Wisconsin
fivangelical Lutheran Synod, the Evanrelical Iutheran

“ynod, and the Orthodox Imtheran Conference hecause of
dissatisfaction with an alleged lack of doctrinal
discipline in the ®vnodical Conference,™

T5 the casual reader this brief statement might aptly summarize
the period éf history that lead to the Church of the Lutheran Confess;on's
founding. It hardly begins to touch, however, the éontroversy during
the mid-fifties that prompted nastorsj professors, teachers, and
congregations to leave the Wisconsin Synod. To get a real taste of
the tension ahd emotion that ran hiegh Adurine those years, this paper
ihtends to examine the issue ét stake. Tt aims to explore the fellowship
views prevailing amone those who left Wisconsin as‘well as the position
maintained by the Wisconsin Synod,

At Wisconsin's convention held in Watertown from August 5-12,

1953, the motion prevailed to refer the following proposal to a special
convention:

We find that the ICMS has left the seriptural position of the
Svnodical Conference in the matter of Sconting, of praver-
fellowship, of Chaplaincies, and the GCommon Confession.,.

We find that Scripture instructs us Romans 16:1.7 that we should
avold such who have cansed division and uffences contrary to
the doctrine that we have lsarned, T therefore recomnend

that the Joint Synod of Wirsronsin and Other States, in
obedience to God's command 2nd in the hope that ovr action

may still achievewhat all other efforte have failed +n
accomplish, herewith declares that it is now not in

lF.E,Mayerg The Relipious Bodies of America (St. Louis: Concordia

Publishine House, 19617, 1. 190,



fellowship with the ICMSS2

At the special convention held on Sctober 8 and 9, the Synod
adopted the declaration "that the 10MS has brought about the present
break in relations that is now threatening the existence of the
Synodical Conference and the continuance of our affiliation with the
sister synodﬁ“3 This "break!" had been develbping since 1938. TFrom
1872 until 1930 the Wisconsin and Missouri Synods had worshipped and
worked side by side in unity in doctrine and practiée, Tn 1938
A chanée became noticeable, Tﬁe Missouri Synod declared that its
Rrief Statement, together with the Declaration of the ALC were to be
regarded as doctrinal basis for future fellowship between those two
bhurch bhodies. The AIC adopted the same resolution, adding, "that we
are firmlv convinced that it is neither necessary nor possible to asree

i

in all non~-fundamental doctrines," ¥e incinde the chart bhelow to
sumnarize the friendly overtures between "issouri and the 810 from
1938 to 1953,

1938: Missourit's St, Louis Resolutions Join its Brisf Statement

with the ALC's Doctrinal Peclaration as a Joint settlement,

of nast differences,

ACTs Sandusky Pesolutions view the Rrief Statement "in Ticht

of" their own Doctyinal Teclaration.

1939: "AlGis Pittshurgh Agreement. concedss to the TN on Tnepiration.,
g p

1941:  Wissovrils Fort Wayne convention instructe it Commitbes

con Doctrinal Unitv to nrepare g ainele docnment Af aor-ement

wilth the 870,

2 . . . . c o o . ,
Proceedings, Thirty-second Convention, Wvangelical Trtheran Jodint Srmod

of Wisconsin and Other States, Tngunt 517, 719532,

n, 105

3., . . . . ) o -
antlnulna in Mis Word, 1938-1953 (Tssued by the Vonference of
Presidents of the Joint Synod), p. T,

uIbid, pe 1L



Missouri begins joint work with the ALC in relief of
migsions and establishment of service centers,

19L6:

1947

1953:

Wisconsin appeals to Missouri to halt its nerotiations
with the ALC because of the false basis underlying those
negotiations.

Missouri and ATC publish a single document, the Doctrinal
Affirmation.

Missouri abandons its former position on Scouting,

The AILC withdraws the Doctrinal Affirmation, despairing
of union by such confessional statements.

AIGYs commissioners issuve a "Friendly Invitation" to renew
negotiations, contending for an Mallowable and wholesome
latitude of theological opinion on the basis of the
teachings of the Word of God,"

Wisconsin adopts its theses on Scouting,

Missouri and the ATC adopt the Common Confession,

Wisconsin rejects the Common Confession as "inadequate®
and creating a "basically untruthful situation,"

Wisconsin derlares the exintence of a break with “issoupi
and takes steps to heal the breach if at all possible,

Missourits relationshin with the ALC firally orecipitated Visconsin's

declaration in its 1953 convention., To more and more men in Wisconsin,

the time for action to suspend fellowship was drawing near. At the 1955

; convention the Standing Committee in Matters of Church Inion entered

its report.

The Preamble read,

A church hody which crestes divisions snd offences by its
official resolutions, policies, and practices not in accord

o with Seriptures also becomes subject to the indintwent of

' Romans 16:17-18. The MY has by Ste official resolutions,
policies, and practices, created divisions and offenses bhoth
in her own body and in the entire Svnodical,Conference, Such
divisions ard offenses are of longstanding.,

o
“Ibid,

p. 8,

6 ‘ . . . . ' . - . .
Beports and Memorials, Thirty-third Yonvention, Fvanselical Iutheran

Joint Synod of Wi8coNa

ARG OtHEY States ) T AneueE T T0-17, 1985, », 84,
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A resolution calling for a recessed session of the convention passed,
This convention, recessed until 1956, was to take final action to
terminate fellowship with Missouri, pending the outcome of Missour{s
1956 convention,

80 in 195% the Wisconsin Synod recognized that its sister synod
was creating the divisions and offenses that Romans 16:17 addresses,
But it hadn't acted to "avoid" Missouri. Some thought it had failed
to carry out Paull's injunction in the last chapter of #omans., Professor
Reim, the seminary President, submitted his feelings in the form of
a letter to the synod convention of 1955, He disclosed,

The decision of the Synod to continue its fellowship with

the ICMS pendimng:a:véte “to 'fallow the convention of that

body in 1956 (even while recognizine that there is full

reason for a separation now) comnels me to declare that T can

continue in fellowship with my Synod only under clear snd

public protest. I hope and pray that the eventual decision

concerning our relations with the LC%S will he such as to

remove the occasion of this protest,’
Professor Reim also submitted a statement of resipgnation from his
nosition as Secretary of the Standine Committee on Matters of Church
Union, as well as from his office of ceminary President and Professor,
By wnanimous vote the convention expressed its confidence in Profassen
Reim as Secretary of the Church Union committee. The same vote regiested
the seminary's Board of Conbrol not to acrept his resisnation,

A1thourh Professor Reim still served in the Wisconsin Synod,
he had expressed a spark of sentiment that would kindle a roayine hlave,

AL the 1956 convention the Church Union §ommittee suvgested +hat

the 1955 resolution +o terminate fellowship be held in abevance until

"Thid, p. 87.
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the 1957 convention., The convenbtion concurred with this sugpgestion.
In 1957 the Floor Committee on Union Matters, on the basis of Romans
16:17~18, resolved to suspend fellowship with the TOMS. This motion
failed to nass by sixteen votes. (Sixty-one voted for it, seventy-
seven voted against it.) Tnstead, the convention resolved to M"econbinue
our vigorously protesting fellowship over against the ICMS sbecause of
- the continuation of the offenses with which we have charged the sister
8
synod, Romans 16:17-18."
Again the resolution to Mavoid! had not vassed. The close vote
reveals that strong pressure was building up to break with Missouri.
A variety of memorials advocated the break, The followine memorial,
submitted by the Nehraska District Pastoral Conference, typifies the
feelings of many who attended the convention:
The ICHMS in its St. Paul Convention of 1956 passed specific
resolutions which show that ths sister synod's position on
lssues such as Scouting, #ilitary Chanlaincy, and praver-fellow-
shin has not undergone any chan= ., . Therefore, eince the Truo
tolerates, advacates, and orreiste $r crrov, and zince 4t 4s
obvious we are no loncer walking together, we urce our Svnod

to carry out the above-mentsoned fapinaw resclntion (the 1085
resolution to terminate fellowshin),” ‘

An ever-widenine hreach was appearing within the Srnod, 0On the
f~ convention floor the delegates rallied with thosa n® 1ike oninion, The
Synod!s refusal to act precinitated diccontimiance of fellowship
Q

Professor Raim, .7, Witt, and Winfred Senaller, Panl AThwenpt arhi tied

that ha2 couldnt't fellowshiip with those who adworated the Senedie postEson,

" Proceedines of the Thirty-fourth Convention, the Fvane tiral Tothevran

Joint Symod of Wisconain and Othe States) Bumgat 7200, 1007 5 ).
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By 1959 sofme of its members actually accused the Wisconsin Synod
of disobedience to God'!s Word. One memorial to its convention urges,

We plead with you, the elected delepates of Synod, in
vhom lie the official decisions and work of Swmod, tn
restore order and unity out of the chaos and divisions
that have been created both irwardly and outwardly,
both spiritually, and physicallv, in ovr Wisconsin
Bvrod, by our Synod failine to head Yodte Tlamd 4p
regard to marking and avoiding the ICMS as causers

of divisioQS and offenses contrary to the doctrines of
Seripture.”

Another memorial, entitled "A Call for Decision,™ a ftacked a document

gsent to all pastors and teachers rerarding fellowship, This docnment,
R 4 i

"4 Report to the Protest Committee, had been drawn up by Professor

Lawrenz and adopted by the Church Union committee as its own, The

gtatement under consideration reads, "Termination of chvreh felleowshin

a

is called for when you have reached the conviction that admonition
ig of no further avail and that the errine brother or shurch hody demands

recegnition for their error,”ll The "0all for Decision" tbtranded this

W12

atatement "false and unscriptnral Thirty wmen siened the "0all." The
Sygod in its convention disavowsd thece serioﬁs charges, Rut corld

it nerate the sincere feeling amon~ the sirners that their Svnod was

in error?

In Wisconsin's strurerle to deal with Missouri s ervors, a new

dimension had develepad. A snlit rrew betwren those who wanted +to rontirne

10 . . . . . . . . . .
Proceedings of the Thirty-fifth bonvention, the Tvancelical Intheran

Joint Synod of Wisconain and Othier “Fatee) fuerust B.12, 1089 n, 183,

4
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testifying before breaking fellowship with Missouri and those who

felt that it was high time to Mavoid" Missouri. Tn 1957 Pastor Panl

Noltine delivered an essay to the New Ulm Pastoral Conference. Tt
concisely summarized the position of the group of men who objected to

contimiing fellowshin. He notes that in 1955 the Synod nsed Romans

16:17 to identify Missouri as causing divisions and offenses. He
adds, "If the offenses are defined andﬁescribed by Romans 16:17,

then Paulfs admonition in Rommms 16:17 should have been apblied rather
than his admonition in IT Thessalonians 3:1h~15,“13 Nolting treats
the passage exegebically. He stresses that Paul states simply, "mark
snd avoid," not, "mark, admonish, and then avoid.® He adds, "Wheve
in God's Word does God give us the risht to disohey now hecauge of the
possibility of a change in the future?”lL He further felt that the

Svnod was basing its action on human jndegment., Tt had marked Missouri,

hut 1t waited with the avoiding until it covld jndge Mizsovrifts reaction.

In retrospect, he says in bis pamphl=t, Mark .eo. Avoid,
The situation called for careful ohservation of existing
facts, followed hy the action of obedience, The WPTH ~onverted
that situatiorn into one that callad for evaluation o7 the
effectiveness of admoritior ovar an evtendad neriod ~fF Fime
with the final decisior reduced to an ~xerciss ﬂf,gﬂhan Judomnent,
by a majority of delepatec at a eiven convenbion.”

The heart of the isave then rewolved aronnd the following line of thourht:

Some in the Synod felt that it was disobevine Godin command in Romans
v ) ,

16:17, Thev accused it of elewvating Mman reason and ivdsrmant apbaye

L . . ; ) . .
jPaul Nolting, "Romans 16:17" (Fesav delived at the Mew Uln
Pastoral Conference, Sephember 25, 1057) n, 1,

1l
Tid, n. 15,
g
S”au1 Voltine, Mark,,, Avoid: Bricin of the 070 (Drinted in
Yozt Oolumbia, Scuth Caraline, 1070), o, e




a Clear passage of Scripture.

The arsuments of those who advocated an early break sound
convincing. They are based on Scripture, and who among WFIS pastors,
teachers, or theological students would want to arpue against God's
Word? This author must admit that when he reviewed the CIC viewpoint,
he was on the verge of concluding that the Synod erred during those
tumultudus fifties‘vconventionse% But we have seen oﬁly one side of
the coin. Before we can make a prover evaluation, we must look at the

" fellowship pocltlon that the Synod maintained on the basis of Scripture.

Te dintroduce Wisconsin's position, permit me to cite an essay

at the 1955 TIS convention. Rev, Ahlert Strand noted, "There are

passages in The Bible: whlPh ouv'rcvpect for their authorltv comnels
us to yiew 51mL1t nnouélv with Romans 16 17, "16 He was referring fo
Galatians 6:1 and Fphesians Ui:2-3. He touched home by continnine,
"Before God can T honestly say T have done 2ll that lies in my

17
power to help the weak and encouracse the steadfast in my sister synod?ht
Wisconsin Synod men must have anplauded Strand, for thev were Adenling
with Missouri from this same vantage point.

Tn a memorial to the 1959 r~anvention, (. Mommensan »nleaded with
2

his synod to deal in love with Wissouri. Ue Sntended to suynort

]éineuduro A Aaberg, 4 City Set on a Will (¥iankato: Board of
Publications, KLS, 1968), w, 197,

1 1via, p. 102,

% After reviewing the Synod!'s position. the anthor rreormized that
it based its stance on the total contrext of Horipture rerardire ac
brother. fo he silenced his ruilt feelines arout *he Svrod ! failure to »nt,
Jio o centiment to date is that he feels fortunate to hove heer enioyine ke
chilchood durirs those vears and not debatine on a conventdon Floor!

i shine o
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TLawrenz's statement, Wermination of church fellowship is called for
when you have reached the conviction that admonition is of no further
avail and that the erving brother or ghurch body demands recognition

for their errvor." He cites the meneral principle that God wants

Christians to do everything in their power to regain erring brothers.
Teviticus 19:17, Matthew 18:15, Galatians 6:1, Loke 17:3, IT Timothy
2.9,,~25, i:2, T Thessalonians 5:1), and Titus 3:10 serve as his
seriptural testimony.

Citine TT Timothy L: 2, he aroues,

1is passage can serve as a concise epitomization of what the
Serintures teach us concerning the admonition which we owe to
an erring brother before we terminate fellowship relatilons
with him. Such admonition is to be carried out 'with all
possible instrustion.! Ve are to do evervthing we can to
enlighten our brother, to put across to him the Scriptural
correctness of our testiuony and the incorrectness of his own
position or activity. In some cases, the nature of the
pffense or the attitude of the of fender may leave little
olace for instruction. Then arain, a very lono neriod of
time may elapse before we have fulfilled this Scriptural
requirément, Rut 4n every case, only when we have done
everything possible to instruct the brother ~encoerning Fis
error, can we feel ¢ nscience~free to terminate fellovehip
relations with him.”

Th vie . .
n view of Scripture, then, Nommencen pointaed ovt that Tod desires
P
Christians to admonish with all possible instruction bhefore nartine
ways, On the basis of IT ‘hegsaloni 1 5 i
A h i " IT tressalonianc 3:1L-15 he reminded the convention,

Admoniticn is a brotherly duty, to be carried out before the
honds of fellowship rave hren severed, In‘that nﬂr%gvfiq?‘g s6
even thourh normal fellowship activiiies were to AE‘cﬂ;ﬁ;ﬁﬂ;ibE?
neverthelessj exclusion from the ronrreecatior aﬁvabQP;éﬁ;;L‘,

of the outward fellowshin relation was ﬁot invm?voﬁ VR;%hé

for the express vurpose of conbinued admnhii%mn £h; ﬂfé;fg:i"
?erf stil% to ha recopnized and regardsd as %;O%héfﬁ {%‘}ﬁﬂ.iliﬂw
%gbf?Ad of as the enemies +hat exaol-ded =dnners ~v orrorists wou’

L}

18 .
1959 Proceedings, oo, cit., p. 187,

1()
+73950 py : . o
1959 Proceedings, op. cit,, n, 138
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Citing‘Titﬁs'B:lO, Nommensgn pointed to one extreme of admonition.

Tt might be short and brief since a person might not listen to instruction
from God's Word (as verse 11 indicates), He refers.to Galatians 6:1, on
the other hand, to explain that admonition might he a long, on«goiﬁg

nrocess, The aim in this admonition is, of course, to restore the

brother.
After noting these extremes, Nommensen remarks,

Semeybara between these extremes will lie the majority of
cases with which the average Christian must deal, (od does
not te.l us precisely where. He has civen us the basic
principles; He has indicated the extremesz. Reyond this, He
has left it to sanctified Christian Jjudgment to apnly these
principles to each specific case, CGChristian judpment is
necessarily involved. It cannot be said beforehand, 'If
the brether has not repented after so and so many hours of
admonition, we st terminate fellowship.! Yet this is
precisely what would have to he saild, ifzghere were no place
for Christian evaluation and judement,..

Nommensen thus indicates that God placed a responsibility on Christian
judgment in dealing with erring brothers, Only in this way will each
individual case receive full consideration. He fittingly concludes,

When brothers become guilty of teaching or upholding error,

we are hto admonish with all possible instruction and lonssuffering
before we terminate fellowship relations...We would rot, we

could not terminate fellowship relations until we hat reached

the conviction that further attempts to put ovr convictions

across would under the circumstances te of no avail,’!

Perhaps his most pertinent statement is the following:
Dy adwonition is to be characterized hy 'all nossible

longsuffering.' longsnfferine is a fruoit of love (T Cov.
- 13:4,7). And love for our brother will not permit us

i 2

‘

& " 1959 Proceedings,

elygs9 Proceedings, op. cit., p. 190,

[—e————
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to grow weary in our admonitions, simply because of
irritations that may arise during the course of our
adimonition.. Only if these irritations constitute a
definite rejection of our fullest possible admonition
on a given point, can they be considered a just cause
for terminating fellowship relations. (It they ¢clearly
show, e.g., that the brother will not nermit himself

to be instructed further on that point, this would
constitute a definite rejection of our fullpqt pogsible
admonition under the circumstances.)

When the bhrother refuses to be instructed further on the basis of
Seripture, when he rejects your position, then your further admonition
would be useless. Then you will declare that union does not exist by

terminating fellowship,

Hommensen was echoing the same scriptural emphasis Fawrenz
pointed to in his "Report to the Protsst Committee." This repori has

been published along with Lawrenz's comments in a booklet entitled

Church Fellowshipe. Lawrenz had noted in his “Report" that Christians

are all weak in one way or another. Yet he stresses,

Weakness of faith is in itself not a reason for terminatine
church fellowship, but rather an inducement for oractiring
it vieorously to heln one arother in cvercoming our
individual weaknesses., Tr precept and example Scripture
abounds with exh afailonﬂ to pay our full debt of love
toward the weak.,

Tawrens also draws attention to Panl’s dealinrs with weakness in
understanding God's truth. On the basis DF‘ACﬁS 1:6, the Galatians
and the Judaizing =rror, the Colossians and the Jewish-fnostic ervor,
T Uorinthians 15, T Thessalonians L:10-12, 1, TT Thees=lonians 2:64,
1L-15, and Acts 15:5,6,22, and 25 he makes the ooint, "ote bow in all

these cases Paul patiently built np the weak faith of these (-ristisans

22 .
1959 Proceedin's, op. cit., . 147,

23 : . . . . I
Carl lawrengy, Church Fellowship ( Prasentation of *he Comad =gion
on Doctrinal Fatters, 19587, v. L.
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with the Gospel to give them s trength to overcome the error that had

"
!

affected themo"ﬁ%The principles, then, that directéd the Synod in its
ralationshib with Missouri, were on the one hand, the debt of love and
admonition God wants His children to pay the erring brother, and on the
other hand, God's clear injuction to avoid those wro adhere t:: false
teaching.

In its dealings with Missouri, Wisconsin evidenced its strong
love for its wayward sister. Tt devoted great efforts to natiently
admonish Missouri., In 1953 President Brenner had sent a letter to
the ICMS convention at Houston. This letter pleaded with the conve@gjon
to rescind an earlier resolution to accept the Comion “onfession. It also
urged Missouri to suspend doctrinal discussions with the ALC, Wisconsints 1953
convention itself adopted the Floor-Committe on Church Union's recomnendation

to "prevail upon the President of the Synodical Conference to arrance a

program for the convention in 195l that would devote all its sessions
to a thorough discussion of our declaration in Point 1 (namely,
that Missouri brought abgout. a break in relations by its unionistis
practices) and of the doctrinal issues involved,t 2k

The 1955 convention resolved to end Tallowship after riving the
Missouri Synod a chance +to express itsalf in its 1956 convention.
The Standins Committee on Matters of Church Thmion was tn eraluate zny
further development in Missourits stance,  Sg Visconsin was w1ling to
kaep on dealing with Missouri as lons as that svmod was willing to
contirre to consid=r the printa advanced from Seriptore, @ ropmrt Frgn
the synod's Protest, Committ@o, avbmitted to the 1957 ronvention, revrgls

Wisconsin's position at, this time, T+ reads,

2l
“h1953 Proceedings, on. cit,, p. 105.

i ,«—‘, e ity

3} e

]

7 N
‘:./‘w X



Iet it not be forgotten that there had been ample and clear
testimony on the part of -ur Synod over a period of years,

nor let it be forgotten that in resolutions of earlier
conventions our Synod did speak the kind of language concerning
the sravity of the issues involved and concerning . the

interpretationand application of Homans 16:17,18 which gave the
protesters reason to expect final action at Sapinaw. On the
other hand, the Committee, while pleading with the protesters
that they patiently and prayerfully continue with the Synod %o
help solve the problem before us, though they have «iven no
indication of their intentions otherwise, w mld plead also that
they earnestly weigh their accusation against the Bynod that it
has sinned in having resolved to hold the break with Missouri

in abeyance. While it may be true that in the area of timing

and human judement, which many in our circles feel exists in

the matier, some error may have occurred on the part of the “ynod,
vet we would plead that the vrotesters in charity trust that
there was an honest uncertaintyv at Saginaw concerning Missouri's
Raving received amnle opportunity in convention to react to the
testim nyv which our oynod had given since Missouri's 1053’conventqugug25

Tn 1957 a motion to terminate fellowshio failed to carry by sivteen
votes. A slim majority still vrged further admoniticn. Yo the Synod
resolved to continue doctrinal discussions in an effort to restore

unity, but to continue its vigorously protesting fellowship cver avainst

the LCMS.
Tiring this period of strife while Wisconsin was tryine to show
' Missouri the error of its ways, Wisconsin wanted to make its confessinn
clear. Tt publicly disavowed HMissonrite actions and statements which
were inconsistent with Scriptures. Tt emphasized its confecsional
stance by "vigorouslv protestine fellowshin." On a one.on one bhasiz,
Wisconsin 8¥nod congresations would warn ¥issonri Synod conrresations
by refusing to deal ©0 a felloﬁship bazis with those Missouri conoregations
that were walking in the error of the officiagl Missonri nosition, Crmminion
fellowshin, oulpit fellowship, prayer fellowship, and transferal of

membership were all affected bhw Wisconsin's vicorous protest,

o5 L _ |
21957 Proceedings, on. cit., p. 7.
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An example from Goodhue, Minnesota, typifies the implications

of Wisconsin's vigorously protesting fellowship., The Principal of St.

|5

John's, Goodhue, was asked to speak at a PTS meeting of the Missouri

congregation in Hay Creek., St, John's Principal, Hr, T.W, Schultz, Jr.,
agreed to present a topic at the PTS meeting., Hnwgver, he informed the
Hay Creek..principal that he would have to conclude his presentation with
2 statement disavowing any agreement with Missouri Synod's errors, Since
thié might have left a sour taste at the meeting, Mr. Schultz was asked
not to attend. |

In the same area,a spelling bee‘was dfopped due to Wisconsin's
vigorously protesting fellowship. 'Annually two Wisconsin Synod
schools, St. John's in Red Wing and St. John's in Goodhue, got together
with two Missouri Synod schools, at Hay vreek and Belvedere, Tn 1956 the
spelling bee was scheduled for Belvedere. ' An acenda for the day was
published prior to the bee., For the first time in the bee's history, the
day was to open with a devotion and a prayer. In keeping with Wisconsin's
fellowship principles, the Red Wing and Goodhue schools refused to
participate in the bee. We see then how this vigorously oprotesting fellowshi,
was carried out on the grass roots level. Wisconsin's intentions remained,

however, to try to convince Missouri of its errors.

In 1959 the Church Union Uommittee reported that Missouri's
Doctrinal Unity Yommittee had shown a receptive attitnude towards its
testimony., Again the Swnod maintained TPIIOWﬂhib, but =till on a
vigorously protesting bhasis. Not wntil 1961, when the Chuweh Union
Committee reported that the Missouri S-mnod had not retreated from its
unserintural position, did the Synod_votm t.o snepend Pellowshin with

Missouri. bPut arain it resolved, "That vnder conditions which Ao net T
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ca deniai of our previoué.testimony we stand ready to resume discussions
with the ICMS with the aim of reestablishine unity of doctrine and
practice and of restoring fellowshin relationsq”gé
Ve see then how the Wisconsin Synod tried to deal with Migsouri
on the basis of Scripturc's total input. Tt never denied +hat Seripture
was the one and only guide during the fellowship fray., Viewing its’
efforts to admonish its sister synod in love, this author cannot fault
thé Synod. Nor can he agree with the accusations that it had disobeyed
Romans 16:17.
To this date the CIC accuses Wisconsin of unscriptural practice,
Pastor Paul Albrecht writes, "Wisconsin continued to practice church
fellowship with Missouri long after she had recosnized Missowri as a causer
of divisions and offenses contrary to the the doctrine, wnder the plea
that she had not yet reached the convietion that further admonition would be
fruitless,n27
The CIC also contends that the Wisconsin Svnod deviated from the

authority of Scripture. The Chureh owes Seripture wnconditional

obedience, But Albrechif faults Wisconsin by stating, "Ihe manner in

which Wisconsin has these past vears dealt with Pomang 16:17-18 is a
C s . s 28
clear deviation from the above teaching of Sorinture,t

The pamphlet, “oncerning Church Fellowshin, further castirates Wisconsin's

i . - . ; . . . X .
éproceedlnqs of the Thirty-sixth “Yopventinn, Wige, nsin Tivangelical
Evangelical Lutheran Synod, Auevuat 8-17, 1961, p. 199

27Paul Albrecht, "ihat Separates the NI0 from Wisporednon My 1m
GLC Pook House, 19623, n, 9,

28

Thid, n, 10,



position by remarking,
We further reject the teaching that errorists and their
followers are to be avoided only when they no longer listen
to admoniticn, or that we are to remain in fellowshin with
errorists as lone as we think there is hope thet thev may
give up their errores, 9

These issues  still separate the CLC Trom Wisconsin today, The C1o

accuses Wisconsin of failing to obey Scripture in its dealines with

Jissouri and of false doctrine in not recognizing Seripturete authority.

Tt also disagrees with Wisconsin's insistence on dealine with a false

brother by admonishing him until he refuses to listen to Serinture's

teachines. It considers Wisconsir's fellowship stance contrary teo the Bible,
Already in 1953 Visconsin had idantified Missouri as causing

divisions and offensese‘"why'hadn'% it carried.out the injvnction to

avoifl?" many were asking. This avthor asked the sam=, He objectively

viewed the position of those wio left the 2mod, Their position s eemed

sound, he viewsd the total seriptural nicture recardine dealine 11i+h

an errine brother. Scrinture vindicates Wisconsin's position. Ue Adeal

in love with a brother. We admonich him ss a brother, When the Hrother

no longer aprees to listen to sound words of Seripture, then we avoid him,
*he whole uroar within the ©vnod centered on the arnlica’ion of

fomans 16:17, The Synod recoenized that Missouri was advocatine false

doctrine. It identified +hat false doctrine as <omethine cancine divieaions

and offenses, as anv false doctrine don=, Tt carried out i+- responsihility

fully tn admonich, ‘L‘.i_r\ally‘g it Mevoided" Micsouri when by itg refiueal |

to listen to Scripture, Wimsovri evidenced that it was no lonver o

-

brother. Cod erant Wisconsin Synod pastors and teachers the natisnece

[ {‘()7,.,3 .

and obedience to continue to carry out, s will ag exprecged ip

29Goncerninf Church Fellowsinip Moy Mm:  CI0 Fnok Yomwse, 19611, n 2
i, 2 , s D b2,
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