L.

<}

Profeasor

Senior Church History

heran Seminary

Garv Brown




o LU

OF LUTHDRAN LI,

the doctrinal

the answer iz quibe d!

ig 4n the mainstream of Iutheran LI

S know that the BL

N

@allﬁa the BLS did not break away from the PoLl@mﬁb

t'—' »
e
")

the Imbtheran Curvch Missouri Synod. Rather, the Migsourl

to Godls Word and its unlonistic

ﬁ
O
&
W
o
o
D
o)
2
bt
[
0
\.J
=
”DJ
o
i
o
o
@

k]
-3
03
[
ol
b
@]
&
=
@
Q
@
.
ot
’5
=
T
6]
?‘!2
o-—’m
o
l_l
@

for the BL3 to continuve In zuch
Miasouri Synod did not live un to its nledge

o the BLS made 4n 1917. The purpose of this paper will be to
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between the I and Missouri Synod.
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‘Missouri made its nledge in the

Synodical Conference to the BLS a concern develoned among theme

The ELS was concerned about the Missouri Synodls accepbtance of

an dnvitation from the Tnited Imtheran Church in America (ULCA)
and the American Tatheran Church {(ATC),. The ULCA was a union

nf the following synods; General Svnod, General Council, and

the General Synod South, The ALG consisted of thej Joint Synod
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of Ohio, Towa Synod, and Buffalo Synod. The HLS wa
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Missouri met with the ALC in 1938,

the ATC was the "Declaration.” The

the 3ynodical Gonference was

The ALC would not adont the "Drief Statement”™ by
They also wanted the Misgouri Synod bto adont the

;ﬁDaelawation bogether. with the abement ., Missourils
Resolutions of 1828 allowed the ALC to used the "Declaration”

and the "Brief Statement.' The ALC did not want to be ninned
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down by rate doct wwnSW atatement, “héy wanted flexi

ity, Latder events nroved that the BLS had assessed the ALC'g
abtitude nroverly., The ALC had no meaningful desire to change,.
The Sandusky Conventlon proved that fact when It made no attemp?t

to conform Lo the doctrinal clariity of the "Brisf Statement,
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except claratlon,

in the doctrines of election and conversion,

Tn 19Lly, the BLS felt it was necessary to reprimand
Missouri Synod, - They did net want the Missouri Synod to vplace
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the "Declaration'’ on a par with the "Brief Stobement,” The

EL3 had misgivings about the "Declaration.” The BELS had sensed
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The EILS feared that the Missouri Synod would join the Lutheran
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Buviod and the BLS. Some forbyfour members of the

the Missourd
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to the ALC, Tt encouraged members
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Synod to change its doctrine and join the ALC,
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By 1950 fuel was added to the fire, when the Xisn0n4§ Syvnod

G ommor Confession

The "Common Confession' was a very poorw e@nfessionﬁlistat@m@mtﬂ

It had majov difficulties of Scripture, justification
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The Wisgozgtn oqnod did not break fellowship with the
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