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CONVENTION DELEGATES .

I. Congregations - Members
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20.

2l.

ARTIZONA, - Phoenix - Holy Cross......... ..Delegate
: : , Pastor

2. CALIFORNIA, Sepulveds - Servant of Christ..Delegate
. Pastor

. COLORADO, Broomfield - Trinity...........Delegate
A Pastor

Denver - St. Luke's.v.cvevvnnns Delegate

. Pastor

Denver - St. Peter's.ccvecrenen Delegate

: . Pastor

Lamar - Mt. Olive........ sreaeTe Delegate

' ) Pastor

. FLORIDA, *Winter Haven - Immanuel........ Delegate
Teacher

. ] Pastor

. IDAHO, Orofino - Peace...... RN R Delegate
: Pastor

MICHIGAN, Colomg - -Faibheiieeevscnn «e..0.Delegate
Pastor

*¥Dowaggic —~ Redeemer............ Delegate

1l e Pastor

Green Garden -~ St. Paul's......Delegate

A Pastor

" Marguette — Calvary.....eeeeee .Delegate

Pastor

Rankin ~ Lamb of God.vevuuns ...Delegate

. iy 3 Pastor

Saginaw - Gethsemane...........Delegate

e : Pastor

Stambaugh - St. Peter's.......Delegates

: Pastor

MINNESOTA, Austin - St. Paul's........... Delegates
Pastor

Bagle Lake - Salem..vuieeieeennss Delegate

sl Pastor

Fridley ~ Grace...... sl e Delegate

. Pastor

Hancoek - Bethel.......... . .+:iDelegate

S Pastor

Mankato - Immanuel..,.,.c...un Delegates

Teachers

Pastors

New Ulm - Faith Delegates

Pastor
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P = Present 3 -
X = Excused

AP = Excused Parttime
U = Unexcused I

: Michael Sydow
: BE. C. Johannes
: W. Schaller

C. E. Nelson
Carlson
Bd. Neumann

: Victor Tiefel

: Daniel DeRose '

Alfred Guthals

John H. Johannes
Emil Weis

Henry Hasse A

: Martin Galstad

: L. G. Bernthal

Victor Grahn

: Ralph Schaller

Ralph Schaller

: Charles Gutzmann
: Paul Fleischer

: Harold Magadanz
. Bertram Naumann

Elmer Boniek

: Otto J. Eckert
: C. C, Jourdan
: Walter Heisel
: George Tiefel
: Lloyd Egtvet

John Tomhave

: L. W. Schierenbeck
¢ David Gullerud

: Keith Olmanson

: Maynard Hammond-

Marvin Wagner
Carl Thurow

‘Walter Carstens

Elton Hallauer
Roman Schreyer
Ervin Neubert
Robert Rehm
Martin Garbrecht
Clifford Kuehne
Gene Schreyer
Gordon Radtke
Daniel Ileischer
Orlin Mack

: Leroy Hulke
:.Rollin Reim
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23.

24.

25

26.
27.
28.
29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.
35.
36.
37.

38.

40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.

MISSOURI,
MONTANA,

NEBRASKA,

NORTH DAKOTA,

SOUTH DAKOTA,

WASHINGTON,

~ Valentine - Grace...

Nicollet - Faith..... ... ...Delegate
Pastor

Red Wing ~ Our Redeemer's...Delegates

Teacher
Pastor
panborn: = Felth. co e veesnnsin Delegates

Pastor
Sleepy Eye - Grace.......... Delegates

Pastor -

St Paul = Bereasisessesesere Delegate
, £ : Pastor
St. Louis - Orthodox......... Delegate
' BN - Pastor
. .Delegate
Pastor
North Platte - Zion.......... Delegate

Missoula - Holy Trinity....

. Pastor
Jamestown - Our Savior's....Delegates

Pastor

Bowdle ~ Redeemer.......... .Delegates
Pastor

Clear Lake - Zion...........Delegates
Pastor

Faulkton - First Lutheran....Delegate
Pastor

Firesteel - Grace............Delegate
Pastor

Hecla - Prince of Peace......Delegate
o T Pastor

Ipawich — ZioN v s animiion sl Delegate
Pastor

Lemmon - St. Iuke's.........Delegates
- Pastor

MigaI 0N — POECA .. aivssa e cans Delegate
Pastor

Watertown - Trinity..........Delegate
_ Pastor
White River - St. Paul's..... Delegate
Pastor

Winner — St. Paul's..oveunnnn Delegate
Alderwood Manor - Redemption.Delegate
Pastor

Clarkston - St. John.........Delegate
: Pastor
Ellensburg ~ St. Paul........Delegate"
: Pastor
Opportunity - Gethsemane.....Delegate

Pastor

[
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Dwayne Dauer

: Keith Olmanson
: Erwin Hinrichs
¢ Gilbert Radichel

Alvin Sieg
George Barthels
E. H., Trapp

: Roy Weber
: H.
: Carl Romberg

: Walter Romberg
: Paul F. Nolting

C. Duehlmeier

Ronald F. Pautz
Marvin Eibs

: vacant

Waldemar Karmitz

H. Paul Bauer
K. Boje _
H. D. Ohlmann
Herbert Witt .
Arlon Peda

: Paul Peda

: H. E. Rutz

: Fred Eisenbeisz
: I'red Rieger

: Paul Albrecht

: Harry Boone

: Louis Wiesner

Chr. Albrecht

: Leland Grams
: Vernon Greve

: Arthur Schulz
: Kenneth Schmitt

Leland Grams

: C. L. Katus
: R. B. Preszler
: Vernon Greve

: Kenneth Hallguer

: Chr. Albrecht

: Mons Week ,
: Kenneth Hallauer
: Douglas Hartshorm
: Karl Brandle

: Orville Drager

Norbert Reim

T C. Bernthal

: Gilbert Sydow

: Robert Reim
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47.

48. WISCONSIN,

49.

50.

51.
52.
55.

54,
55.
56. WYOMING,

Spokane - Trinity..c.ceveeeas.. Delegate
Pastor

Cambridge - FPaith....v.vuuu.n Delegate
Pastor

Fay Claire - Messiah........Delegates
Pastor

Fond du Lac - Luther Memorial...Dele-
gates

Teacher

Pastors

Markesan - Faith............. Delegate
. _ Pastor

MALLSTOn = TrIRI e e 0ie a0 0rs 0is e Delegate
) ' Pastor

Milwaukee - Messigh......... Delegates
Pastor

Onalaska - St. Mark's..eeun.. Delegate
Pastor

Stoddard - St. Luke's.cdvvee. Delegate
Pastor

Cheyenne — Redeemer......... .Delegate
Pastor

X
P
-
ol

¢ M, d, Wit
Charles Packard
A, F. W. Geiger

: Dayton Karlsrud
: Oswald Christianson

Arvid Gullerud

: Norman Gurath

: Clarence Rein

: Gerhard Mueller

: Waldemar Schuetze
: Gerhard Pieper

: Frank Schmidt

: Egbert Albrecht

: Hugo Porath

: Robert Mackensen
: E. J. Radtke

: R. Laakaniemi

: David Lau

: Gilbert Neitzel

¢ J. Schaller

: Arthur Willensberg
: J. Schaller

_P _: Dale Redlin

Note: The * = congregations accepted into membership during the convention.

II. Congregations - Affiliated

1. CALIFORNIA,

Pastor _gl_
2. ILLINOIS, Hinsdale - Unorganiged.......Delegate __ :
Pastor ___ :
3. MINNESOTA, Detroit Lakes - Mt. Olive....Delegate X :
: Pastor XP :
4. Okabena - St. John's........Delegates _P :
Py
Pastor _P :
5 Parkers Prairie - Peace...... Delegate
Pastor _P
6. Ponsford - St. John..... «....Delegate _X :
Pastor _P :
7. Rochester - St. Peter's...... Delegate ___:
- Pastor _X
8. NEBRASKA, Thedford — Immanuel..........Delegate ___ :
Pastor _2_
9. NEW MEXICO, Carlsbad — Grac€...eeeeeesans Delegate _ :
Pasgtor @
10. TEXAS, Houston - Unorganized........ Delegate ___:
Pastor _P :
11. JAPAN, Tokyo - Hachiman-Dori........Delegate _P :
Pastor P :
ITI. Clergy - Without Congregations
1. _P_ Dommer, Robert Reim, Edmund

2. P Gullerud, C., M
3. _P_ Gurgel, Roland

San Francisco - St. Stephen..Delegate _

5. P
6. B
i

4. P _Koch, Paul R.

e -.

Roehl, Ronald
Schaller, Fgbert

W. Schaller
John Lau

G. Becker

: Henry Atz

¢ Raymond Mundt
: Ruben Ude

: Elton Hallauer
: G. Becker

: Harland Reed

: Herbert Witt

vacant

Max Groeschel
M. Fujita
Fred Tiefel



REPORT OF COMMITTEE # l1: MEMBERSHIP AND EXCUSES -6

I. Membership of Pastors

WHEREAS  Max M. Groeschel has been certified through colloquy by our Board of
Doctrine as being in complete doctrinal agreement with the Church of
the Lutheran Confession and has been called into the public ministry,
and

WHEREAS  he has applied for membership in the Church of the Lutheran Confession,
THEREFORE we recommend that he be received into voting membership.

WHEREAS  Michael A. Sydow was presented to the church as a candidate for the
pastoral ministry by our seminary and has been called into the public
ministry by Holy Cross Congregation of Phoenix, Arizona, and

WHEREAS  he has applied for membership in the Church of the Lutheran Confession,

THEREFORE we recommend that he be received into voting membership.

II. Membership of Congregations

WHEREAS  the congregation of Immanuel Iutheran Church of Winter Haven, Florida
has applied for membership in the Church of the Lutheran Confession, and

WHEREAS  the congregation has declared its agreement with the confessional position
of the Church of the Lutheran Confession, and

WHEREﬂS the constitution and by-laws of the congregation have been reviewed and
assurance has been given that suggested changes will be made,

THEREFORE we recommend that this congregation be received into membership of this
body. : ;

WHEREAS  Redeemer Evangelical Lutheran Church of Dowagiac, Michigan has applied
for membership in the Church of the Lutheran Confession, and

WHEREAS it has expressed full agreement with our doctrinal position, and

WHEREAS its constitution and by-laws have been reviewed and assurance has been
given that suggested changes will be made,

THEREFORE we recommend that this congregation be received into the membership
of this body. '

III. Legally Dissolved Incorporations

WHEREAS  some of our congregations were incorporated for a stipulated period
of time (50,_?5, and 100 years) and not in perpetuity,

THEREFORE we urgé our congregations to make certain that they are still corporate
bodies according to law.

IV. Need for a Modei'Coﬁstitution
WHEREAS, our Lord asks us to do all things "decently and in order," and
WHEREAS, this applies also to congregational constitutions, and
WHEREAS, our constitutions are also legal documents,

THEREFORE we urge utmost care in striving for clarity of expression and pre-
cision of language. '



WHEREAS  there is obviously a need for a model constitution for 7
congregations,

THEREFORE be it resolved that the standing constitution committee draw up such
a model constitution before the next regular convention.

V. Roster of Pastors, Professors, and Teachers

WHEREAS  there has been some lack of policy in drawing up our roster of pastors,
professors, and teachers,

THEREFORE be it resolved that our coordinating council prepare a statement of
policy regarding pastors, professors, and teachers to be 1ncluded in
our: official directory. :

VI. Attendance

‘The committeé reports 108 voters (48 lay delegates, 47 pastors, 6
teachers, and 7 professors) seated at the convention; %2 were excused
and 9 were unexcused. B, 5

We acknowledge the interest of our affiliated congregations iﬁ that
some had delegates present at this convention, while other favored us
with sending excuses.

VII. Credential Procedure

e bring to your attention the resolution passed last year but not :
carried out, to wit: "In order that the committee may give an' accurate
account of convention attendance, we recommend that excuse forms be
made available at the secretary's desk."

We strongly urge that all excuses be in written form.

CONVENTION FLOOR COMMITTEES

Committee # 1: Membership and Excuses Calvary, Marquette--H. Magadanz
Carl Thurow, Chairman St. Paul's, Austin--J. Tomhave
Leland Grams Faith, Sanborn--R. Weber
Jonathan Schaller E. Trapp
L. Schierenbeck Our Savior's, Jamestown--A. Peda
M. J. Witt _ - = P. Peda
Berea,3t. Paul--Ronald F. Pautz - - St. Paul's, Winner--D. Hartshorn
St. Luke's, Lemmon--Robert Preszler Immanuel, Winter Haven--E. Weis
St. Luke's, Stoddard--A. Willensberg, Grace, Valentine--K. Boje
Becretazy ' Committee # 3: Immanuel Lutheran College
Committee # 2: President's Report _ Teacher G. Mueller; Chairman
Fred Tiefel, Chairman ; Herbert Witt
Egbert Albrecht - Norbert Reim, Secretany
N. R. Carlson, Spokesman A. Schulg
Prof. R. Gurgel Salem, Eagle Lake—-D. Gullerud
David Lau, Secretary Grace, Sleepy Eye--C. Romberg
Keith Olmanson St. Paul's, Whiteriver--lons Week
Prof. E. Reim : Luther Memorial, Fond du Lac--C. Rein
W. Schaller Faith, Markesan--~F. Schmidt

Teacher M. Garbrecht



Committee # 4: Missions

W. Schuetze, Chairman

Christian Albrecht

Prof. R. Dommer

Prof. C. M. Gullerud

J. Johannes, Secretary

R. Mackensen ;

Rollin Reim

St. Peter's, Stambaugh--W. Heisel
C. C. Jourdan

Bethel, Hancock--W. Carstens

Our Redeemer, Red Wing--E. Hinrichs

G. Radichel
Redeemer, Bowdle--F. Eisenbeisz
F'. Rieger
St. John's, Okabena--H. Atz
i R. Mundt

Committee # 5: Board of Doctrine
H. E. Rutz, Chairman

H. P. Bauer

0. J. Eckert

A. F. W, Geiger

Max Groeschel

E. Hallauer

Brof. B. Koeh

Prof. R. Roehl, Secretary
Teacher R. Rehm

Faith, Coloma--V. A. Grahn
Grace, Fridley--M. Hammond
Immanuel, Mankato--E. Neubert
Messigh, Milwaukee-~R. Laakaniemi

Sevant of Christ, Sepulveda--E. Johannes

St. Luke's, Denver--E. Neumann

Committee # 6: Finances 8
M. Eibs, Chairman
G. Becker
V. Greve
K. Hallguer
Prof. E. Schaller
Victor Tiefel
Teacher A. Sieg
Faith, New Ulm--0. Mack

L. Hulke
Grace, Valentine--H. Ohlmann
Redemption, Alderwood Manor--0O. Drager
Lyther Memorial, Fond du Lac--N. Gurath
5t. Mark's, Onalaska--G. Neitzel
Zion, Ipswich--K. Schmitt, Secretary
Zion, Clear Lake-~H. Boone

L. Wiesner

Committee # 7: Perioaicals and.

CLC Book House
Techer H. Hasse, Chairman '
D. Fleischer
B. Naumann
D. Redlin, Secretary
Immanuel, Mankato--R. Schreyer
Grace, Sleepy Bye--W. Romberg
A. Gullerud

Committee # 8: Miscellaneous Matters
R. Ude, Chairman
Paul Fleischer, Secretary
Ralph Schaller-
Prof. G. Schreyer
George Tiefel
Faith, Cambridge--C. Packard
Messigh, Eau Claire--D. Karlsrud
0. Christianson

M ISCELLANEOUS

Speakers: Opening Service--Arvid Gullerud
Communion Service--Bertram Naumann
Anniversary Observance--Edmund Reim
Closing Service--Ralph Schaller

Essayist: Robert Reim

Essay: THE MACEDONIAN MIRACLE
Chaplain: Otto J. Eckert

Organists: Robert Dommer

Carol Lang



PRESIDENTIAL REPORT 9
In Christ, our Blessed Savior, Frlends and: Workers in His Vineyard:

Go ye into all the world and preach the gospel. Mark 16:15. This is our Savior's
one great commission to His church. To all who trust in Him as their Savior, who
has redeemed them with His own blood, He says: Go ye and preach the gospel. To you
and me and all who love Him, He says: Go ye and preach the gospel.

To carry out this great commission is the real purpose for which we have banded to- .
gether under the name of Church of the Lutheran Confession. Lverything that we say
and do as a church must be in the interest of the gospel. Anything that is not in
the interest of the gospel is none of our concern. We are not to fritter away our
time and strength and resources in an effort to make this world a better place in
which to live, or to help our beloved country solve its economic and social and po-
litical problems. We are not to ferret out false doctrine in other church bodies

or to deplore and denounce what is wrong in them although we must at times warn .
against error lest those whom the Lord has committed to our care be deceived and mis-
led. We are to preach the gospel of Christ which is the power of God unto salvation.
We are to say to a sin-sick world: Behold thy God, thy God who has fearfully and won-
derfully made thee, thy Savior who has redeemed thee, who has atoned for all thy sins,
who died for thee and rose again and now lives and govern®Sall things in heaven and

on earth for the good of His elect who are to inherit the kingdom.

In the field of higher education may our purpose never be to train doctors and law-
yers, scientists and diplomats, but to set the hearts of our students aflame with
the love of Christ which passes all understanding and so to make them able and con-
secrated servants of the Word, humble servants of the Lord Jesus eager to preach
the gospel.

In the field of missions, may we never try to build with any other means than the
blessed gospel, the eternal Truth that we are redeemed, not with corruptible things
such as silver and gold but with the precious blood of Chrlst as of a lamb without
blemish and without spot.

We acknowledge with deepest gratitude that in the past year also the gospel was
preached and taught in our churches and schools in season and out of season. We
know that it has borne precious fruit because the gospel is power and life and
never returns void but accomplishes that which the Lord pleases and prospers in
the thing whereunto. He sent it. We thank God with humble hearts that in spite of
our unworthiness He is still willing to use us to proclaim His saving gospel so
that sinners may be brought to repentance, may live as children of God and finally
enter His glorious, eternal, heavenly kingdom.

May everything that we say and do at this convention be in the interest of the
gospel and serve the glorious purpose of proclaiming the glad tidings of Him who
laid down His life for the sins of the whole world and who would have all men to
be saved.

As we plan and organize our work for the coming year, let us not instruct our
boards to undertake anything that we are not prepared to support wholeheartedly
with our gifts and our prayers. However, let us cheerfully and courageously
undertake all that our Lord asks of us; for with His help we can do all that He
asks if we apply ourselves in the strength which He gives.



Intersynodical Matters 10

Our sincere hope of reaching complete agreement with the Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran
Synod in the matters that lie between us, as defined by the Spokane convention in
1961 and elaborated on in a Spokesman article in 1962, has not been realized. There
have been no discussions with representatives of the Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod
since January, 1964. '

When the Aug. 9, 1964 issue of the Northwestern Lutheran brought a district reso-
lution charging the Church of the Lutheran Confession with having by its actions
"blasphemed the gospel" (corrected in the Oct. 18, 1964 issue to read "the actions
of the Church of the Lutheran Confession have caused outsiders to blaspheme the
gospel"), and expressing the conviction that "negotiations toward recognition
should not be begun or continued under these conditions," it appeared that dis-
cussions of the issues that lie between Wisconsin and the Church of the Lutheran
Confession would have to come to a halt. The Wisconsin Synod would surely not want
to discuss doctrine with people it considered guilty of blaspheming the gospel.

Nor would we be able to discuss doctrine with people who charged us with blaspheming
the gospel.

Correspondence with President Naumann brought out that the Wisconsin Synod does not
desire to be understood as making or upholding the above charge when it published
"it in its official organ.

Under date of April 6, 1965 the following communication was received:

Dear Members of the Church of the Lutheran Confession:

At the time of the last meeting of your Board of Doctrine and the sub-
committee of our Commission on Doctrinal lMatters (South St. Paul, January 2-3,
1964) your Board of Doctrine expressed the conviction that a careful review
of our Synod's official documents and actions between 1955-1961 would be
necessary in order to demonstrate where a difference with respect to the
principles of church fellowship between our two bodies lies. (Cf. Review of
Meetings Held Thursday, January 2 (C.L.C.) -and President Albrecht's Report to
the Convention of the CLC, 1964).

In the interest of correctly understanding the answer we are submitting to
your recommended procedure, we consider a review of the background and history
of our discussions with you to be imperative.

Following upon our suspension resolutions of 1961, your president wrote an
article for the January, 1962, issue of The Lutheran Spokesman in which he
evaluated these resolutions. (What Separates the CLC from Wisconsin?) In
his letter to President Naumann_zﬁgb. 9, 1962), your president referred us
to his article and asked that it be regarded as your official evaluation of
our 1961 suspension resolutions. In this article President Albrecht stated:

There is nothing in Wisconsin's recent suspension resolution that
would show that Wisconsin has receded from the unscriptural position
to which she has clung and which she has stoutly defended. The sup-
porting "whereas's" (1, 2, 4, 5 and 11) indicate that Wisconsin still
holds and defends the sbove error. (p. 10)

Since in an exchange of correspondence President Naumann had called attention
to the intent and significance of our 1961 suspension resolutions, President
Albrecht stated further in his Feb. 9, 1962, letter:

If we have not grasped the te intent of your resolutions, please be
assured that we would be mos. happy to be so advised.



On March 16, 1962, in a letter to your president, President Naumann
reported as follows on our Commission's action relative to President
Albrecht's Spokesman article:

Our Commission on Doctrinal Matters considered your article in the
January issue of the Spokesman at its recent meeting. At this meeting
it was resolved to ask me to convey to you the Commission's.conviction
that you do not fully grasp the true intent of our resolutions, and
that our position is consequently not accurately reflected in your
article.

In this same letter President Naumann also voiced the Commission's opinion,
namely that rather than

attempt to reach an understanding by correspondence...our Commission
stands ready to meet with representatives of your Church of the Lutheran
Confession, very likely your Board of Doctrine, to discuss this entlre
matter with you.

President Albrecht's reply of .April 12, 1962, reiterates his desire to hear
our interpretation of the 1961 suspension resolution. He further suggested:

...that it is desirable that you state in advance of the meeting Jjust
where you feel we did not grasp the true intent of the Wisconsin sus-
-pension resolutions. If the resolutions in themselves do not reflect
“the true spirit of your convention, or if we, not having been there

“to hear the discussion, have failed to grasp it, we would be most happy
to have your official interpretation.

After careful deliberation, our Commission on Doctrinal Matters resolved that
a sub-committee of our Commission meet with your Board of Doctrine. No decu-
ment was prepared for this discussion, since, as President Naumann stated in
his letter of October 11, 1962, our Commission "from the outset did not en-
vision an exchange of correspondence nor written presentations." The in-
tentions of the Commission were, and so it instructed its sub-committee, in
a meeting with your Board of Doctrine to "interpret our Synod's 1961 resolu-
tions" to you. (Minutes of Commission, August 15, 1962)

We are stating and stressing the nature of the assignment given to our sub-
committee because a review of the correspondence seems to indicate somewhat
of a mlsunderstandlng as to the scope of this a351gnment

Two meetlngs were arranged and held between your Board of Doctrlne and the
sub~committee of our Commission, the first at Mankato on November 10, 1962,
the second at South St. Paul on January 2-3, 1964.

In these meétings,our representatives, according to their report, attempted
to adhere strictly to their assignment. In doing this, it became clear to

them that you ascribed to us a position on church fellowship (cf. Prof. E.
Reim's article on Rom. 16:17.18, Journal of Theology, Dec. 1962, p. 1-11)

which we disavow. For that reason you were asked, on the basis of our Com-
mission's statement on the principles of church fellowship and Prof. Carl
Lawrenz's exposition thereof, to show where our position deviates from the
Scriptures. This required, as you correctly perceived, that you "define
and substantiate the charges" relative to our principles of church fellow-
ship made against our Synod. (Cf. CLC Review) It was in this connection
that your Review speaks of a "seeming inability to reduce the Wisconsin

position on termination of church fellowship to a clearly expressed state-
ment of principle." Consequently you stated it as your -conviction-that the

historical review to which reference has been made would be necessary.

In its meeting of May 18, 19, 1964, our Commission gave careful attention to
your recommendation. It resolved and later reported to the districts of the
Synod:

R



The Commission is of the conviction that a joint review of all that 12
happened between 1955-1961 would not serve a wholesome purpose.
(Repart to the Nine Districts, May, 1964)

This, of course, was not intended to mean that the official pronouncements

of a church body and its history can be ignored when evaluating its confes-
sional position. However, our Commission had in mind that your evaluation
of our Synod's resolutions, actions, and official interpretations during
this period (1955-1961) became the basis for the very issues which led to

the separation between many of the present members of the CLC and our Synod -
and that a restudy or reexamination of these years would seem to hold.little
promise of a more fruitful discussion at this time.

Nevertheless, we in no way wish to repudiate what we also reported to our
districts in May, 1964, namely:

It is, however, our hope that another approach may still be found
that would prove to be fruitful.

As such a possible approach, we had, for example, thought of a discussion in
which the current position and practice of both bodies might be evaluated in
order to determine whether the principles of church fellowship which our two
bodies presently hold are in agreement.

Such an approach, involving a doctrinal discussion of a more general nature,
if it is to be fruitful, would, in our opinion, require an atmosphere condu-
cive to such a discussion. Before our Commission would commit itself to en-
ter upon such a discussion, it would respectfully request the following as-
surances from your Board of Doctrine:

1. that your body acknowledges that in entering upon such discussions °
it is dealing with representatives of a church body which was and
is willing to submit to the authority of the Word of God;

2. that your Board also understands that the need for an objective dis-
cusion of the basic principles in question renders premature any
discussion of grievances, inasmuch as that might becloud the issues;

3. that it is agreed that in all instances individual cases must be .
handled by those in whose Jjurisdiction their evaluation and adju-
dication properly belong;

4. that during the course of such discussions the participants publish
~only such reports of these discussions as have been approved as
factual by both parties.

We hope and pray that this carefully drawn report and all subsequent action
will serve the greater glory of God and the welfare of His Church. ;

Respectuflly yours,

The Commission on Doctrinal Méttérs of
. THE WISCONSIN EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN SYNOD
Oscar J. Naumann, President

Under date of April 30, 1965 I sent the following reply:

Dear President Naumahn,

Acknowledgment is herewith made of receipt of your communication of April 6th,
containing an invitation of your Commission on Doctrinal Matters to resume '
discussions of the issues that still lie between us.

The invitation and proposals of your Commission were carefully considered by
our Board of Doctrine as well as our General Pastoral Conference which con-
vened here at Bowdle last week.



We are happy to note that your Commission by issuing the invitation implies 13
that it does not share the view of the Dakota-lMontana District convention

that actions of the Church of the Lutheran Confession have "caused out-

siders to blaspheme the gospel" and that "negotiations toward recognition
should not be begun or continued under the circumstances."

We concur in your suggestion that deliberations are to center on the current .
doctrine of church fellowship and related church practice of both bodies

with the understanding that this does "not...mean that the official pronounce-
ments of a church body and its history can be ignored when evaluating its
confessional position." (It is our belief that the doctrinal position of

a church body can be correctly understood only when viewed in the light of
its histe:y, its formal resolutions and official statements.)

In regard to the four areas in which assurances are requested of us as a
prerequisite for resumption of discussions the following points are offered

as a proposal:

A. That we recegnize the need for prior mutual agreement on procedure and
will be glad to conform to any scriptural ground rules which will pro-
tect and further the purpose which both you and we seek.

B. That by agreeing to engage in doctrinal discussions with representatives
of your church body we have already indicated that we accept your pro-
fession of willingness "to submit to the authority of the Word of God."
To proceed with such discussions on any other basis would be both un-
scriptural and fruitless. At the same time we do not consider it to
be within our province to read or judge the hearts of the menbers of
your church body. Only their words and actions are subject to our
scrutiny in the light of the Word.

C. That in any other matters of concern raised by your proposed stipula-
tions we desire to be accorded the same trust which prompts us to re-
frain from introducing any reservations on our part. We urge that
each party to the discussions credit the other with a sense of Chris-
tian propriety that refrains from intruding upon the jurisdiction of
others and knows that our God is:a God of order and not of econfusion.

Praying that God may by His Holy Spirit guide and direct the hearts and
minds of all of us so that His will may be done and His name may be
glorified, I am, e

Yours sincerely,

Paul Albrecht, Pres.
Ch. of the Luth. Conf.

Under date of May 4, 1965 I received the following reply:

Dear President Albrecht:

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of April 30, written in reply
to our letter of April 6. I wish also to acknowledge receipt of your letter
of March 12. Your postscript (not printed in the preceding letter, Ed.) re-
minds me that I had failed to acknowledge this communication.

Both letters will be placed before our Commission on Doctrinal Matters when
they meet this week.

e Sincerely,
Oscar J. Naumann

With the fervent prayer that fruitful discussions of the issues that lie between
us may be held in the not too distant future, I await the reply of the Commission
on Doctrinal Matters.



From the Rev. 0. W. Schaefer, chairman of the Committee on Lutheran Union of 14
the Concordia Conference we have the following under date of Aug. 3, 1965:

Dear President Albrecht:

The undersigned is chairman of the Committee on Lutheran Union of the
Concordia Lutheran Conference. As such I have been instructed by our
church body to send you the following information. '

In June of this year our Conference met at Lebanon, Oregon, for its annual.
convention. Union matters, of course, formed a major portion of our dis-
cussions and deliberations.

Among the Union resolutions passed by our delegates was the following:

"Resolved, that the Committee on Lutheran Union inform the Presi-
dent of the Church of the Lutheran Confession that we are still

in the process of studying their confessional statements of Church
and Ministry and Church Fellowship, and that we are still interested
in meeting with them with a view toward establishing a God-pleasing
fellowship based on full agreement in God's Word."

I am happy to send you a copy of this resolution so that you and your
brethren might know the situation between our respective groups as of
this date.

May the'Ldid of the Church grant His blessing to our study of your con-
fessional statements and to any meetings with one another which may
materialize in the future!

With cordial greetings,

Rev. 0. W. Schaefer, Chairman
Committee on Lutheran Union
Concordia Lutheran Conference

Under date of Aug. 5, 1965 I replied as follows:

Dear Pastor Schaefer,
Thank you for your kind letter of Aug. 3, 1965.

It is good to know that you and your brethren are making a thorough study
of the named statements. Please be assured that we will be happy to dis-
cuss these statements with you as well as anything else that you may desire
to submit. .

Looking forward to hearing from you soon again and Joining you in the prayer
that the Lord may grant His blessing to your study of our confessional state-
ments and to any meetings with one another which may materialize in the
future, I am,

Sincerely and cordially yours,

Paul Albrecht, President
Church of the Lutheran Confession

Article in Journal of Theology

At our convention at Fond du Lac a year ago one of the brethren felt constrained

to express grave doubt and misgivings concerning the doctrinal content of an article
that appeared in the Journsl of Theology. Pastor Otto J. Eckert assures me and
desires to assure you all that as a result of his continued careful study of this




article, also in the original, these doubts and misgivings have vanished com-" 15
pletely, particularly since the article was not intended by the author nor pre-
sented in the Journal as a precise and definitive statement of doctrine, and is
not considered as such by us.

The premises for this statement on the part of Pastor Eckert are still under
discussion.

As for the publication of this or similar articles in our Journal of Theology,
it should be understood that editorial responsibility is always accepted for the
doctrinal content; that this doctrinal content is not impaired by an occasional
exegesis with which not everyone may agree, provided that such exegesis does not
contradict other clear passages of Scripture.

Withdrawals

Pastor J. B. Erhart of St. Louis, Mo. has accepted a call into a synod not in
fellowship with us and has thereby forfeited his membership in the CLC. He has
not defined his reason for this action but statedthat he is not aware of any di-
vigive issue, doctrinal or otherwise, between himself and the synod in which he
has applied for membership.

Pastor Wm. Wiedenmeyer of Phoenix, Arizona has declared his withdrawal from the

CLC because he does "not share the conviction of the CLC as expressed by resolution
at the Spokane convention in 1961: That the Wisconsin Synod has deviated from the
doctrine of the clarity of Scripture; deviated from the Scriptural doctrine of
Church Fellowship; and instances of violating the sanctity of the Call."

Pastor Otto Abrams resigne& as pastor of Grace of Fridley, Minnesota for reesons
of health. When he subsequently established fellowship relations with a synod
not in fellowship with us he forfeited his membership in the CLC.

Unprinted Memorials

Several memorials were received too late to be included in the Prospectus. These
are submitted to the convention at this time:

1) From the Wisconsin Delegate Conference, re speclal conventions in
1967 and 1969.

2) From the Wisconsin Delegate Conference, re mission policy.

3) From St. John's's Ev. Lutheran Church of Okabena, Minn., re
establlshment of a Youth Board

Authorization of New Construction

When it became imperative to install mechanical ventilation in the Northwest
Building at a cost of approximately $5,000.00 in order to obtain the permission
of the State Industrial Commission to use the present class rooms another year
(such permission could be granted for only one year), or to make a modest be-
ginning toward a permanent solution of our classroom problem, it seemed the part
of wisdom to choose: the latter course. - The Planning Committee did its work with
this in mind and submitted its proposal to the president. The proposal was then
submitted to the Coordinating Council and the entire constituency of the CLC for
its advice.



After the proposal as well as a suggested method of financing had been care- 16
fully studied by the Coordinating Council and received the all but unanimous :
endorsement of the constituency, construction of the now nearly completed three
classroom unit which meets every requirement of the State Industrial Commission

was authorized. Formal approval by this convention is sought at this time.

Appointments

Pastor Lester Schierenbeck, Mr. Arlen Gilbertson and lMr. E. A. Monhardt were
appointed as Auditing Committes.

Pastor George Barthels, Pastor lLester Schierenbeck and Mr. Marlin Beekman were
appointed as Planning Committee. Prof. R. Roehl and Prof. Paul Koch were re-
quested to serve in an advisory capacity.

The members of the Board of Trustees were appointed as Building Committee to be
in charge of the construction of the new classroom unit as well as the authorized
new professorage.

Pastor Gordon Radtke, Pastor George Barthels and Mr. W. Doring were appointed as
Model Constitution Committee.

Applications for Membership

The following have made formal application for membership:

Pastor Max M. Groeschel of Houston, Texas
Pastor Michael A. Sydow of Phoenix, Arizona

Redeemer BEv. Lutheran Church of Dowagaic, Michigan
Immanuel Ev. Iutheran Church of Winter Haven, Florida

Ordinations and Installations

Candidate Paul Fleischer was ordained and installed July 12, 1964 as assistant
pastor of Calvary of Marquette, Michigan, and of St. Paul's of Green Garden,
Michigan, by Pastor Bertram Naumamm.

Vicar Daniel Fleischer was installed as assistant pastor of Immanuel of Mankato,
Minnesota, by Pastor Gordon Radtke, Nov. 22, 1964.

Pastor L. Dale Redlin was installed Dec. 13, 1964, as pastor of Redeemer of
Cheyenne, Wyoming, by Pastor N. R. Carlson.

Pastor Bertram Naumann was installed as pastor of Calvary, Marquette, Michigan,
April 25, 1965, by Pastor Egbert Albrecht.

Pastor Paul Fleischer was installed as pastor of St. Paul's of Green Garden,
Michigan, April 25, 1965, by Pastor Egbert Albrecht.

Pastor John Johannes was instslled as pastor of Mt. Olive of Lamar, Colorado,
June 6, 1965, by Pastor Paul Bauer.

Pastor Carl Thurow was installed June 6, 1965, as pastor of Grace, Fridley,
Minnesota, by Prof. E. Schaller.

Candidate Michael A. Sydow was ordained and installed August 8, 1965, as pastor
of Holy Cross of Phoenix, Arizona, by Pastor W. Schaller.



Fifth Anniversary of CLC 17

We remember at this convention that on August 12th five years ago the Lord of the
Church formally united us as a legal and ecclesiastical entity under the name of
Church of the Lutheran Confession. These have been five wonderful and blessed
years, five years in which the Lord blessed us richly in all spiritual thlngs and
supplied our every need more abundantly than we had dared to hope.

It behooves us to ask ourselves at this time whether we have lost sbmething which -
we had five years ago: the first love, the spirit of gratitude for every blessing,
the readiness to sacrifice everything in the interest of the Truth, the spirit of
simple obedience which in all circumstances asks: Lord, what wilt Thou have me do?
and which prays without ceasing: Speak, Lord, for Thy servant heareth.

Prof. E. Reim has been asked to present a few observations of particular concern
to us on this occasioh.

May God in His mercy grant us a joyful and blessed convention. :
Paul Albrecht, President

REPORT OF COMMITTEE # 2: PRESIDENT'S REPORT

I. The Preaching of the Gospel

We find ourselves in wholehearted agreement with the president that the preach-
ing of the Gospel of Jesus Christ must be our only concern in all of our en- -
deavors as a church body. Surely any overemphasis on other matters that diverts
our attention from this chief work is detrimental to our Gospel ministry. We.
pray with one mind and heart that our Lord would so fill us with appreciation

of this Gospel that all of our work at this convention and in the years to come
Wlll exalt our God and His marvelous grace to us poor sinners.

II. Withdrawals

Taking note of the withdrawals of Pastors Daniel Hanel, J. B. Erhart and Wm.
Wiedenmeyer, we have no alternative but to consider thelr manner of leav1ng
us as unbrotherly

III. The Authorlzatlon of New Construction :

Ne recognlze the value of what has been achieved through the new construction
authorized by the president, and we express our gratitude for the cooperation
so freely given by the many volunteer laborers. In view of the urgency of the.
classroom problem, we recommend that the authorigzation of the new construction
be approved. We are aware that some of our members were disturbed by the pro-

cedure that was followed in this case, and therefore we request referal of
By-law 6 to the standlng constitution committee for interpretation.

IV. Appointments -

We recommend ratification of the appointments made by the president.

V. The Fifth Anniversary of the CLC .

We express approval of the arrangements made by the president to ask Professor
Reim to speak to us on the occasion of our fifth anniversary as a church body,

and we call upon all our members to search their hearts for signs of spiritual
decay, possible loss of first love, and lack of gratitude.for the rich blessings
showered upon us in the last five years. May the old adam in us be drowned by
sincere contrition and repentance and may we rise up through the Gospel to new
life and new zeal! God grant it. Amen.



REPORT OF THE BOARD OF DOCTRINE 18

Dear Brethren:

Because the work of the Board of Doctrine is properly judged only when the nature of
the Board's assignment is understood, it seems well that for your convenience the con-
stitutional provisions governing the duties of the Board of Doctrine be restated here.
We quote from the Bylaws of the Church of the Iutheran Confession, Constitution,
Edition of 1964, page 10:

"1l. Board of Doctrine. . . .
e 5 1BG Dutien

a. The board of doctrine shall assist in formulating the
doctrinal propositions of the Church of the Lutheran
Confession.

b. It shall have doctrinal supervigion of our publications
not subject to the supervision of others.

¢. It shall conduct colloquies at the request of the president.

d. It shall, at the request of the president, represent the
Church of the Lutheran Confession in doctrinal discussions
with other church groups."

During the past year the board has completed the process of the colloquy of Mr. Max
Groeschel, and rejoices in the happy result that has already been made known to our
membershlp

The major activity of the board continued to center in duties imposed by the concern
for our relation with the Wisconsin Synod. From time to time we have used the pages
of the Spokesmen and the Journal of Theology in order to report developments in these
matters as they occurred. The most recent of such reports appeared in the April is-
sue of the Spokesman. We trust that pastors, teachers and congregations have indi-
vidually and jointly studied such reports so that we will be understood if in thls
summary we review only the most important details. :

No further meetings with representatives of the Wisconsin Synod were held during the
past year. We had aweited a reply to our request of January 1964 for a discussion
with the entire Commission on Doctrinal Matters of the Wisconsin Synod. No such
reply was received until the end of October 1964. But in the meantime the Wisconsin
Commission had informed the Districts of its synod of our request and expressed the
conviction that a discussion on the terms we had proposed "would not serve a whole-
some purpose." They added "the hope that another approach may still be found that
would prove to be fruitful."

In the Spokesman issue of February 1964 we pointed out that at the January 1964
meeting the Wisconsin representatives had stated their agreement with our principle
of termination of church fellowship as outlined in an article in the Journal of
Theology. The exact wording of that portion of their statement read: "With respect
to Prof. Reim's article 'Admonition and Romans 16' (Journal of Theology, December
1962) we are aware of nothing in its exposition of Scriptural fellowship principles =
with which we would have to take exception." To this we had reference also when in
the April 1965 issue of Spokesman we said that "Wisconsin's representatives . . .
subscribe to our statement concerning termination of church fellowship . . ."

But such acceptance of a portion of an article in the Journal of Theology did NOT of
itself establish that there is agreement in that doctrine between our church bodies.
This we had at once indicated by asking for meetings with the full Commission on
Doctrinal Matters in order to review Wisconsin's official pronouncements and reso-
lutions durlng the years 1955-61 because many of them seem to us in disagreement
with what Wisconsin's representatives now declare to be the p051tlon of thelr synod.




As we have said, such a review was refused; but hopes for a "new approach" RE:
were held out. Before any further proposalSfor discussion were received, how-

ever, another matter intervened to darken the prospects. The Northwestern Lutheran
published the statement of a District of the Wisconsin Synod declaring that the
Church of the ILutheran Confession had "caused outsiders to blaspheme the Gospel."
The grave nature and consequence of such a slander were outlined in letters of pro-
test to President Naumann. After some exchanges and delays a letter of February 15,
1965 informed us that the Commission of the Synod had spent more than two days in a
consideration of their body's relationship with our church. In reply to our protest
we were told that the Wisconsin Synod respects the findings of any of its Districts
by publishing their reports but assumes no responsibility for substantiating or in-
vestigating their finds until an appeal has properly been brought to the Synod.

It ias possible for us to take this to mean that the Wisconsin Synod does not wish
to be understood as underwriting the charge of the District which made it. Your

Board read the statement of the President in that sense,

We were confirmed in our understanding by receipt of a second lengthy communication
from the Commission on Doctrinal Matters, addressed to the Members of the Church of
the Lutheran Confession and containing a suggestion for a new approach to the issues
lying between us, specifically to that of the doctrine of fellowship. Since the
District which charged us with causing blasphemy had used its accusation as the basis
for a demand that the Synod engage in no discussions with the CLC, we take the pro-
posal of the Commigsion as an indication to our membership that the Wisconsin Synod
disclaims responsibility for the charge of blasphemy which had been laid on us.

The letter outlining the new approach has been intensively studied by the board of
doctrine and discussed at the pastors' conference in April. It presents several
problems. It fixes certain preconditions for a resumption of discussions. Some of
its expressions seem to us ambiguous, while certain historical references are in-
complete and therefore subject to misunderstanding. The letter will be presented
to the convention of our church, together with all relevant correspondence. In the
meantime, however, President Albrecht will represent our church in formulating and
sending a reply, lest there be further undue delay in this undertaking.

The board of doctrine asks the understanding, support and prayers of all brethren
as it seeks to meet its responsibilities with wisdom, firmness and faithfulness.

THE BOARD OF DOCTRINE: E. Reim v M, Gullerud; Secretary
R. Gurgel E. Schaller, Chairman
P. Albrecht, President of the CLC

REPORT OF COMMITTEE # 5: BOARD OF DOCTRINE

A. We express joy and give thanks to God that Max Groeschel, through a colloquy by
our Board of Doctrine, has been accepted into our midst as a minister of the Word.

B, 1. We are gratified to note that the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod, through
its Commission on Doctrinal Matters, has sent a letter to the members of the
Church of the Lutheran Confession containing a proposal for future meetings
with our body. (Cf. pages 10-12 of these PROCEEDINGS)

“2. We have considered President Albrecht's letter of reply of April 30, 1965,
 and subscribe to its entire content as printed in these proceedings in

connection with the president's report. (ery pages 12-13)

padb=sesolutions, we urge our presldent to pursue the course outllned in hls
reply to the invitation of the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod.


























































































