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Phoenix - Holy Cross . . . Delegates
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Delegates
Pastor
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Pastor
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Pastor
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Pastor
Lamar = Mt. Olive . . . . .Delegates

Pastor
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Teacher
Pastor
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Pastor
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Pastor
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Present 3
Excused

Excused Parttime
Unexcused

Edgar Partch
Michael Sydow
Jack Mayhew
W. Schaller
Gregory Hug

N. R. Carlson

V. Tiefel

D. DeRose

Car1 Appel
John H. Johannes
Henry Hasse
Martin Galstad
Everett Martin
Frank Stanek
K. Hallauer
Henry Gnewuch
Ralph Schaller
Paul Fleischer

Michael McCarty, Jr.

B. J. Naumann

Elmer Boniek

0. J. Eckert

Ralph Schaller

George Tiefel

L. W. Schieranbeck

Keith Olmanson
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Committee # 10: Elections Committee # 11: Press Relations
Rollin Reim Robert Reim

James Sandeen M. J. Witt

Herbert Witt Paul Albrecht

Messiah, Eau Claire = James Gullerud Egbert Schaller

MISCELLANEOUS

Speakers: Opening Communion Service = N. R, Carlson
Sunday Morning Services = Robert Dommer and Egbert Schaller
Convention Service - John Lau
Closing Service = Rollin Reim

Essayists: Gilbert Sydow = A LIVING SACRIFICE--YOUR REASONABLE SERVICE
Paul F. Nolting =~ THE SOCIAL GOSPEL-~A THREAT TO THE
PRINCIPLE OF THE SEPARATION OF
CHURCH AND STATE

Chaplain: Rollin Reim

Organists: Robert Dommer
Gerhard Mueller

REPORT OF COMMITTEE # 9: MEMBERSHIP, CREDENTIALS, AND EXCUSES
RATIFICATION OF VISITING ELDERS
MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS

I. Membership of Pastors

WHEREAS Candidates Paul Larsen, Eugene Rutz, and James E. Sandeen
were presented as candidates for the pastoral ministry by
our seminary and have subscribed to Article III of the
Constitution of the Church of the Lutheran Confession and
to the order established by that Constitution; and

WHEREAS  Paul Larsen has been called into the public ministry by
Peace Congregation of Mission, South Dakota and St. Paul's
Congregation of White River, South Dakota and has accepted
the call; and

WHEREAS  Eugene Rutz has been called into the public ministry by
Holy Trinity Congregation of Missoula, Montana and has
accepted the call; and

WHEREAS  James E. Sandeen has been called into the public ministry
by Trinity Congregation of Millston, Wisconsin and has
accepted the call;

BE IT RESOLVED that Paul Larsen, Eugene Rutz, and James E. Sandeen
be received into voting membership.
II. Membership of Congregation

WHEREAS  the congregation of St. Peters Lutheran Church of Rochester,
Minnesota has applied for membership in the Church of the




III.

IV.

Lutheran Confession; and

WHEREAS  this congregation has declared its agreement with the con-
fessional position of the Church of the Lutheran Confession;
and

WHEREAS  the constitution and by-laws of the congregation have been
reviewed and found to be in order;

BE IT RESOLVED that this congregation be received into membership
of this body.

Review of Constitution

WHEREAS  the congregation of Immanuel Lutheran Church of Winter Haven,
Florida was received into membership last year and has now
submitted its revised constitution to this convention for
comment; and

WHEREAS  your committee recommends that this congregation seriously
consider defining the terms of communicant membership more
precisely by adding the requirement that communicant mem-
bers be familiar with Luther's Small Catechism and declare
their acceptance of the same; and

WHEREAS  your committee questions the wisdom of identifying The Brief
Statement as a symbol of the Lutheran Church and suggests
that it rather be identified as a confessional statement;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Secretary of the Church of the Lutheran
Confession forward this recommendation and suggestion to
Immanuel Lutheran Congregation.

Attendance

Your committee reports 92 voters (45 lay delegates, 38 pastors, 2
teachers, and 7 professors) seated at the convention; 69 were excused
and 3 were unexcused.

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

Your committee is very much concerned because of the thirty delegates
who arrived unannounced at this convention. We believe that it should
be the rare exception that a delegate's presence is not announced to
the host pastor.

Ratification of Visiting Elders

WHEREAS  Pastor Ralph Schaller was elected Visitor of the Michigan
Conference; and

WHEREAS  Pastor Egbert Albrecht was elected Visitor of the Wisconsin
Conference; and

WHEREA S Pastor Paul F. Nolting was elected Visitor of the Minnesota
Conference; and

WHEREAS Pastor Vernon Greve was elected Visitor of the West-Central
Conference; and
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WHEREAS Pastor Norbert Reim was elected Visitor of the Pacific
Coast Conference; and

WHEREAS it is our judgment that these men are qualified for their
office,

BE IT RESOLVED that this convention ratify their elections.

VI. Expressions of Gratitude

We give thanks to our Savior for His faithful Christians in Spokane,
Opportunity, Clarkston, and Orofino who have provided so abundantly
for our needs during the convention.

The housing provided by many members, the work of the host pastors,
the fine meals prepared by the ladies' groups, and much other work
all is used to the end that the Gospel may have free course and be
preached to the joy and edifying of Christ's holy people.

We also express our thanks to the essayists, speakers, members of
various committees, and all others who helped with the many details
which made for & smooth-running convention.

And finally we extend our thanks to outgoing members of our boards,
who under the guidance of God have served the CLC so faithfully:

L. Grams and E. Neubert ~ Board of Missions, W. Romberg =~ Board of
Trustees, A. Gulierud and J. Pelzl - Board of Regents, R. Roehl and
G. Radtke - Board of Education, E. Reim and R. Gurgel ~ Board of
Doctrine. (We note with joy that Prof. Reim will continue to serve
our Board of Doctrine as an advisory member.)

VII. Convention Site

WHEREAS we have the gracious standing invitation to hold our con=
vention at Immanuel Lutheran Church, Mankato, Minnesota,

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the next regular convention of the
CLC be held at Mankato from the second Thursday to the
third Tuesday of August, 1968.

PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE AND REPORT

My dear feliow redeemed and workers in the Lord's Vineyard:

The Word of God which I desire to lay on your hearts and minds as
we address ourselves to the work which the Lord has laid before us is
written in Philippians 1:9~11 -~ This I pray, that your love may abound yet
more and more in knowledge and in all judgment; that ye may approve things
that are excellent; that ye may be sincere and without offense till the
day of Christ; being filled with fruits of righteousness which are by
Jesus Christ, unto the glory and praise of God.

The relationship between St. Paul and the Philippians was a very
tender and beautiful one. St. Paul loved the Philippians as a father loves
his children. He could not say enough in praise of their readiness to
receive the gospel which he had preached to them. Their faithfulness and
steadfastness in good days and in evil days filled the heart of the aged
apostle with gladness. He says to them: I thank my God upon every remem-
brance of you for your fellowship in the gospel; I have you in my heart;
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God is my record how greatly I long for you all in the bowels of Jesus
Christ; my beloved, ye have always obeyed, not as in my presence only but
much more in my absence. He calls them: saints in Jesus Christ; my
brethren dearly beloved and longed for, my joy and my crown. The Philip~
pians, on their part, loved Paul with all their hearts because he had
brought them the eternal truth of the gospel by which they had become
children of God and heirs of heaven. In love they provided generously
for his every bodily need, not only while he was in their midst but also
when he departed to preach the gospel elsewhere. They sent him a large
gift of money by special messenger when he was a prisoner in Rome. Con-
cerning this gift, Paul afterwards wrote to them: I have all and abound;
I am full, having received of Epaphroditus the things which were sent
from you, an odor of a sweet smell, a sacrifice acceptable, wellpleasing
to God.

Although Paul had only high praise for the Philippians for their
faithfulness and steadfastness, their love and kindness, he did not say
to them: You are doing very well; continue just as you are. No, he wrote
to them: This I pray that your love may abound yet more and more in know-
ledge and in all judgment, being filled with the fruits of righteousness
which are by Jesus Christ unto the glory and praise of God. Paul wanted
his beloved Philippians to grow in Christian knowledge and wisdom and
every good work to the glory and praise of God.

During the six short years of our existence the Lord has done much
for us, has blessed us richly and abundantly, far more than we have
deserved, far above many others.

We still have His holy Word in all its glorious truth. It still
is to us the holy and inerrant Word of God in all its parts. The gospel
still is to us the power of God unto salvation. His Werd still is a
lamp unto our feet and a light unto our path. To us has been given the
special grace to see clearly and grasp firmly certain doctrines which
many others no longer see clearly or have lost altogether. I am thinking
first of all of the precious doctrine of justification which tells us
that we are justified by grace through faith, without the deeds of the
law. I am thinking also of the grand doctrine of the Church. I am
thinking also of the fact that God has given us grace to grasp the Scrip-
tural principles of fellowship, and to understand what the Lord has to
say about separation from such as have fallen into error. But let us not
think that we have plumbed the depth of the riches and of the wisdom of
God, that we have already grasped fully everything that God has to say to
us in His holy Word, that there is nothing left for us to learn. Let us
pray without ceasing that God, through the gracious operation of the Holy
Spirit, may cause us to grow constantly in all spiritual knowledge and
faith and love. Let us apply ourselves diligently to the study of God's
Word so that we may see ever more clearly what the good and gracious will
of God is, appropriate to ourselves ever and again the glorious truths
revealed to us, so that we may become more firmly established in the faith
and become ever better qualified to teach God's Word to others. It is
not God's will that we be satisfied with the measure of knowledge we have.
It is His holy will that our love abound yet more and more in knowledge
and in all judgment.

We are preaching the gospel of Christ in sixteen states of our
Union and in far off Japan. We are doing it because we love the Lord
Jesus who has redeemed us with His own blood and wants His gospel preached
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in all the world and to every creature. But let us not think for a
moment that we are doing it as well as the Lord wants us to do it. We
still have much, very much, to learn when it comes to preaching the gos-
pel in this fast moving and rapidly changing worid, a world hastening
toward the day when our exalted Savior will come in the clouds of heaven
to ask an account of us and to judge both the quick and the dead. We
ought to apply ourselves with much greater zeal and wisdom to the work
of spreading the gospel and ought quickly and eagerly to enter every
door which the Lord opens to us. The Lord is pleased with what we are
doing. But He does not say to us: You are doing very well; just con-
tinue as you are doing now. He says to each and every one of us: I
would that your love abound yet more and more.

By the grace of God we have come into possession of a wonderful
educational institution at which our future servants of the Word are pre-
pared for work in the Church. Next to God, we depend on our Immanuel
Lutheran College to give us devout and able pastors to feed the flock of
God, zealous missionaries imbued with a passion for souls redeemed with
the blood of Christ, and consecrated teachers to bring our little ones
to their Savior. But although this institution of Christian learning is
well staffed, and although the physical plant meets our most urgent needs,
there still is much room for improvement. The library is in urgent need
of more books. The science room is in need of more equipment. Not all
our classrooms have all the teaching aids that are desirable. We have
need of the second classroom building in order to meet the requirements
of the State Industrial Commission. This second unit ought to be erected
as soon as possible so that the Northwest Building may be put to the use
for which it is intended and that the Annex may be reserved for women
students. Here too, our love needs to abound yet more and more.

The state of our treasury as of June 30th was good. All obligations
had been fully met. The current debt was reducedfrom five thousand to
two thousand dollars. The debt resulting from the original purchase of
the Ingram property has been steadily reduced. The first new classroom
building is fully paid.

While we are deeply grateful for what the Lord has given us, we
have no reason to be proud of our accomplishments. There were times when
our financial situation looked glum, not to say desperate. Our contri-
butions for the work of the Lord were not as consistent as they should
have been. It should not take an emergency, not to say a threatening
disaster, to spur us on to do what the Lord asks of us. The rich blessing
which the Lord has showered on us ought to move us to contribute joyfully,
generously, and regularly as the Lord has blessed us, te give as the Lord
has need of our gifts.

Perhaps we were remiss in keeping the needs before our people,
remiss also in offering encouragement and admonition when encouragement
and admonition were called for. Perhaps we were so eager to avoid every
form of pressure and legalism that we became slovenly. Perhaps, in our
desire to be evangelical, we neglected the evangelical admonition which
we owed each other.

It is not legalistic to tell our people that the Lord has need of
their gifts of love. It is not legalistic to keep the needs constantly
before our people. Mutual encouragement and admeonition are not legalistic.
We sometimes need to be told with all love and kindness that we allowed
the old man in us, our 01d Adam who is always wrong, to tell us how much
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we ought to contribute for the work of the Lord. We are not being legal-
istic when we give someone's 01d Adam a thorough dressing down when and
where we see him exerting his evil influence. We are not being unevan-
gelical when we encourage the new man to bring forth the good fruit which
the Lord is seeking. Our love for Christ ought to abound yet more and
more in offerings which are an odor of a sweet smell, a sacrifice accept-
able, wellpleasing to God.

A committee has been appointed to show us how we may do the Lord's
work more effectively and how we may encourage and engender faithful
stewardship in each other.

As we look back on the six brief years of our existence, we can
but marvel and thank God for what He has given us. He has preserved
Word among us and filled our hearts with the firm resolve to remain faith-
ful and humbly obedient to it. He has united us in a church body which
is determined by the grace of God to stand firmly by and on the Holy
Scriptures as the inspired and inerrant Word of God. He has given us our
Immanuel Lutheran College with buildings and campus far beyond anything
that we had dared to think of six years ago. He has given us more workers
than we in our littleness of faith felt able to call into full-time ser-
vice. He has given us faithful congregations to work with us in the
Lord's Vineyard, supporting the work with their prayers and gifts and
talents. He has set more open doors before than we dared to enter and
has richly blessed our effort in the fields which we did enter.

The Lord has indeed been good to us. But we have not done all
that we should have done. We are not faithful stewards when we allow
willing and able workers, precious gifts of the Lord to His Church, to
stand idle in the market place or spend much of their time and energy
in secular work in order to provide for their families when we ought to
enable them to give themselves wholly to the preaching of the Word, the
winning of souls for Christ. Let us confess our failure and humbly,
penitently pray the Lord of the Church to give us grace to remedy what
is amiss. Let us at this convention give careful and prayerful thought
to what we may do to get all our trained men out of secular work and
wholly into the work for which the Lord has prepared them.

Intersynodical Matters

After lengthy correspondence with the president of the Wisconsin
Ev. Lutheran Synod, a subcommittee of our Board of Doctrine met with a
subcommittee of the Wisconsin Synod Commission on Doctrinal Matters on
March 1, 1966 in Minneapolis. The correspondence which led up to this
meeting of subcommittees is open to you and will be submitted to the pro-
per committee upon its request.

The purpose of the above meeting was to ''discuss the difficulties
brought to light in our correspondence'' and to discover ''whether or not
the necessary basis exists and proper premises can be established for
undertaking a discussion of fellowship principles."

The results of the meeting are contained in the Summary* which
appears in the Prospectus.

After our Board of Doctrine, as well as our General Pastoral Con-
ference had carefully considered this Summary, particularly the Presup-
positions which the WELS representatives seemed to consider vital, the

*Confer page 18 of these Proceedings.
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following communication was directed to President Naumann under date of
April 12, 1966:

President Oscar J. Naumann
Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod
3512 West North Ave.

Mi lwaukee, Wisconsin 53208

Dear President Naumann,

At the close of the meeting of subcommittees in Minneapolis on
March 1, 1966 the representatives of our Board of Doctrine agreed
to forward to you, by the end of April, the reaction of their Board
to the provisions embodied in the Summary of our meeting=-provisions
that would lay the foundation for a projected meeting with your
Commission on Doctrinal Matters.

Our Board of Doctrine has made a careful study of the Summary in
connection with a review of the differences separating our two
churches. In the hope that a significant forward step can be taken
in an effort to remove these differences we place before you the
following reply.

We have been encouraged by the willingness of the WELS representa-
tives to accede to our urgent request for a review of the official
resolutions and statements of the WELS and, in spite of their mis-
givings, to recommend such a review to their Commission on the basis
of certain ''presuppositions.'

We assume that these presuppositions are not meant as rigid
technicalities and restrictions, but rather as suggestions for an
orderly and fruitful discussion of our differences and as an ex-
pression of our mutual concern for full and true agreement in the
matters we are discussing. It is therefore to be expected that the
formal statements of our respective churches mentioned in the first
Presupposition will be examined also in the light of past and
present practice.

While point 3 of the Presuppositions is not entirely clear to us
either as to scope or intent, we must assume that it neither calls
for nor commits anyone to an ''agreement to disagree! in any matter
of doctrine, either in principle or in practice. We further desire
to point out that official interpretations of past synodical actions,
as well as evaluations of historical situations, may in themselves
constitute definitive expressions of principle and doctrine in which
unanimity is required.

In this understanding we declare our readiness to enter the pro-
posed discussions on the basis of the Presuppositions and, for the
sake of preventing further delay in a matter of great urgency, ex~
press the hope that the recommendations of the WELS representatives
will be accepted by their Commission on Doctrinal Matters. In the
same spirit we herewith concur also in the "assurances' as revised
and modified in the Summary of the meeting of March 1, 1966,

We trust that your Commission will find it feasible to review our
reactions at its meeting in May and that a favorable reply may include
a proposal for an early meeting. We wish also to say that if your
Commission would find it difficult or inconvenient to arrange for a
meeting place elsewhere, we would not be unwilling to accept an
appointment in Milwaukee.
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With the prayer that the Lord may bless your deliberations, I am,
Yours very cordially,
Paul Albrecht.

President Naumann's reply, dated July 20, 1966, is as follows:

The Reverend Paul G. Albrecht, President
The Church of the Lutheran Confession
Bowdle, S. Dakota 57428

Dear Pastor Albrecht:

After returning from a three-week tour of theological discussions
and contacts with Lutheran free church representatives in Germany,
I must convey to you the resolution of our Commission on Doctrinal
Matters concerning proposed meetings between your Board of Doctrine
and our Commission on Doctrinal Matters.

Your letter of April 22 had indicated a qualified approval of the
three presuppositions for doctrinal discussions that had been sug-
gested by our subcommittees.

A motion was adopted expressing agreement with the presuppositions
listed in the summary of our meeting which our committee submitted.
It was further resolved that you should be informed that our Com=-
mission stands ready to meet with the Board of Doctrine of the Church
of the Lutheran Confession.

Because of difficulty in understanding certain portions of your
letter of April 22, it was resolved that our initial discussions be
restricted to the first presupposition, namely, an examination of
the two published formulations on church fellowship, in order to
determine the extent of our agreement on the basis of these two
statements of principle.

I trust that your Board of Doctrine will be able to react to this
suggestion during the course of your convention next month, and that
a meeting in early fall can be arranged for the proposed discussions.

Sincerely yours,

Oscar J. Naumann

Resignations

It is with deep regret that we take note of the fact that Prof,
E. Reim, the founder of our seminary, and its first professor and dean,
has felt constrained because of failing health to submit his resignation.
It is our sincere hope and fervent prayer that the Lord may grant him
improved health and strength to serve our seminary on a limited basis
and also to continue to serve our Church of the Lutheran Confession in
other ways with the very special gifts with which the Lord has endowed
him.

Having served the Lord in the public ministry for more than fifty
years, the Reverend Gerhard Pieper, co-pastor of Luther Memorial of
Fond du Lac, Wisconsin has gone into retirement.

We thank our God for having granted our brother the high honor
and privilege of serving Him in His kingdom for more than half a century.
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Dedications

On September 5, 1965 St. John's of Clarkston, Washington dedicated
its new house of worship to the glory of God. Pastor L. G. Bernthal read
the rite of dedication.

The new classroom building at Immanuel Lutheran College was dedi-
cated September 26, 1965. Pastor Paul Albrecht and Pastor Egbert Albrecht
officiated.

Messiah of Eau Claire dedicated its school building on December 5,
1965. Pastor George Tiefel was the guest speaker.

Faith of Nicollet, Minnesota dedicated its house of worship on
June 5, 1966. Prof. Egbert Schaller, former pastor of the congregation,
served as both morning and afternoon speaker.

Anniversaries

The fortieth anniversary of the ordination of Pastor Christ Albrecht
was observed on August 1, 1965 by Trinity of Watertown, South Dakota and
Zion of Hidewood, South Dakota in a special service in which Prof. Egbert
Schaller preached the sermon,

On June 26, 1966 St. Paul's of Austin, Minnesota was privileged to
celebrate the twenty-fifth anniversary of its organization. Festival
speakersat the occasion were Pastor L. Schierenbeck, pastor of the congre-
gation, and Pastor Paul Nolting.

Faith of Cambridge, Wisconsin observed the twenty=-fifth anniversary
of the ordination of Pastor Adalbert Geiger on April 2L, 1966. Pastor
Car1 Thurow preached the sermon.

Ordinations and Installations

Pastor Rollin Reim was installed as pastor of St. Stephen's of
San Francisco, California on September 12, 1965 by Pastor W. Schaller.

Pastor John Lau was installed as professor at Immanuel Lutheran
College September 7, 1965 by Pastor Arvid Gullerud.

Pastor L. G. Bernthal was installed as pastor of Orthodox Lutheran
of St. Louis, Missouri on October 3, 1965 by Prof. R. Gurgel.

Pastor Gilbert Sydow was installed as pastor of Faith of New Ulm,
Minnesota on October 10, 1965 by Pastor Paul Nolting.

Pastor Kenneth Hallauer was installed as pastor of St. John's of
Clarkston, Washington and of Peace of Orofino, Idaho on November 28, 1965
by Pastor Robert Reim.

Candidate Paul Larsen was ordained and installed as pastor of
Peace of Mission, South Dakota and of St. Paul's of White River, South
Dakota on May 15, 1966 by Pastor Karl Brandle.

Candidate Eugene Rutz was ordained and installed as pastor of
Holy Trinity of Missoula, Montana on June 26, 1966 by Pastor Robert Reim.

Candidate James Sandeen was ordained and installed as pastor of
Trinity of Millston, Wisconsin on July 3, 1966 by Pastor George Barthels.,
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Appointments

Committee for the Study of Mission Methods: Pastor Egbert Albrecht,
Pastor Carl Thurow, and Pastor Rollin Reim.

Committee on Stewardship: Pastor Gordon Radtke, Pastor Gilbert
Sydow, Prof. Clifford Kuehne, and the lay delegates from Immanuel's of
Mankato and of Faith of New Ulm.

Mr. Lloyd Lieske and Mr. Richard Ohlmann were added to the
Constitution Committee.

The Convention

The work of the convention, aside from the elections, is outlined
in the prospectus which is before you and in the supplementary reports
and memorials which came in too late to be included in the prospectus.
These supplementary reports and memorials will be presented at a time
set aside by the moderator for this purpose.

Pastor Gilbert Sydow will present an essay on the topic: A LIVING
SACRIFICE--YOUR REASONABLE SERVICE.

Pastor Paul Nolting has prepared an essay on the topic: THE SOCIAL
GOSPEL=--A THREAT TO THE PRINCIPLE OF THE SEPARATION OF CHURCH AND STATE.

Pastor N. R. Carlson was requested to preach the sermon in the
opening service of this convention.

Prof, John Lau will bring us a message from the Word of God in
the convention service Sunday evening.

Pastor Rollin Reim has consented to take charge of the daily
devotions.

May the Lord guide and direct us by His Holy Spirit as we go about
our work, give us grace to recognize His will, and to do it joyfully.

Lord Jesus Christ, Thy power make known,
For Thou art Lord of lords alone;

Defend Thy Christendom that we

May evermore sing praise to Thee. Amen,

Paul Albrecht, President

REPORT OF COMMITTEE # 2: PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE AND REPORT

Brethren:

We concur in the judgment of the president's report that there is
constant need for critical self-appraisal with regard to the work that
we do in the name of the Lord.

While we recognize that our labor in the Lord has not been in vain,
yet we also want to recognize that we have not utilized God's gifts to
their full potential.

A matter of special concern in the presidential report is the fact
that some of our pastors and teachers are still partially engaged in
secular work. It is self-evident that this is, generally speaking, a
practice which hinders the Gospel from having free course. We must seek
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diligently to make better use of those whom God gives us for the edifying
of His Church.

While this is true we realize that such an arrangement may, under
certain circumstances, be a valid way of providing a Gospel ministry.
Greatest care must be taken, however, to keep exceptional cases from
establishing policy,

We recommend that the appointments, as listed in the president's
report, be ratified by the convention.

REPORT OF THE BOARD OF DOCTRINE

Dear Brethren:

The first half of the past synodical year made no heavy demands
upon the Board of Doctrine. In November a meeting was held with one of
our pastors to discuss objections raised against reference to the sin
against the Holy Ghost in an article reproduced in the Journal of Theology.
We were happy to be able to report in the Journal that after thorough
mutual study the issue was successfully settled. The Board also began
work on the compilation of historical sources for the purpose of estab-
lishing an archive of materials bearing on the origins of our church body.

During this period correspondence between President Albrecht and
President Naumann of the Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod was continued,
though interrupted by lengthy intervals until January. At that time a
suggestion by President Naumann led to arrangements for a meeting of
subcommittees of the Board of Doctrine and the Doctrinal Commission of
the Wisconsin Ev. Lutheran Synod. As has been the practice in the past,
President Albrecht will present the text of all significant letters in
connection with his presidential report.

We on our part herewith submit the text of the official summary of
subcommittees of the CLC Board of Doctrine and the WELS Commission on
Doctrinal Matters, dated March 1, 1966. Our evaluation and a copy of the
essential points of the reply transmitted to President Naumann by Presi-
dent Albrecht conclude this report,

The Summary

The meeting was held at the Holiday Inn, Minneapolis, March 1,
1966, attended by subcommittees of the CLC Board of Doctrine and the WELS
Commission on Doctrinal Matters; President Paul Albrecht, Prof. E. Reim
and Prof. E. Schaller represented the CLC Board of Doctrine, President
0. Naumann, Prof. C. Lawrenz, and Prof. 0. Siegler represented the WELS
Commission on Doctrinal Matters.

It was agreed at the outset of the discussion that neither group
of participants was in a position to commit its respective Board or
Commission, but that an effort would be made to establish satisfactory
premises on the basis of which a discussion of fellowship principles
might be approved and undertaken by the CLC Board of Doctrine and the
WELS Commission on Doctrinal Matters.

Concerning the desired assurances listed in Pres. Naumann's letter
of April 6, 1965, which our (the WELS) Commission had considered necessary
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for a fruitful doctrinal discussion, we agreed to report to the Commission
and the Board of Doctrine the following reformulation of Point 1: namely

""that in entering upon such discussions we thereby extend to one
another the confidence that we are dealing with representatives of
church bodies which purposed and still purpose to submit to the
authority of the Word of God."

There was agreement as to Points 2

'"'that your Board also understands that the need for an objective
discussion of the basic principles in question renders premature any
discussion of grievances, inasmuch as that might becloud the issues."

and 3 as formulated,

""that it is agreed that in all instances individual cases must be
handled by those in whose jurisdiction their evaluation and adjudica-
tion belong.!'

and the following reformulation of Point 4 was approved, namely,

""that during the course of such discussions the participants pub-
lish only such reports of these dicussions as stay within the realm
of those things that have been mutually accepted as reflecting the
agreements reached or the convictions expressed by either group of
participants.,"

Regarding the matter of undertaking a discussion of the doctrine
of church fellowship, the WELS representatives urged consideration of the
present position of the two church bodies on the basis of their published
documents setting forth the respective fellowship positions and on the
basis of their application to present practice. The CLC representatives,
on the other hand, expressed the view that it was essential to examine
past resolutions and official statements of the WELS in order to evaluate
the WELS Commission's presentation of '"Church Fellowship."

Although the WELS representatives expressed their misgivings as
to the fruitfulness of such a review, they did express their willingness
to recommend such a review to their Commission on the basis of the fol-
lowing presuppositions:

1. that the participants in such a review find no disagreement in
principle with respect to the two published formulations of the prin-
ciples of church fellowship, i.e., of the CLC and WELS;

2. that, if the CLC representatives still consider it necessary to
maintain their official charge that the WELS has deviated from the
Scriptural doctrine of church fellowship, the alleged deviation be
specifically enunciated prior to a review of past pronouncements and
official statements of the WELS;

3. that it be understood that no unanimity as to interpretation
of past official actions or as to evaluation of historical situations
apart from clearly defined statements of principle and doctrine ~ is
essential to present fellowship as long as there is current agreement
in principle and practice.

The CLC representatives on their part expressed their willingness
to specify what they still hold to be a deviation from the Scriptural
principle of church fellowship as they find it in former official state-
ments and resolutions of the WELS; and to indicate which particular
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resolutions and statements express their deviation.

With respect to the Dakota-Montana District resolutions of 196k,
the WELS representatives declared that the publication of the District
resolution did not in itself constitute the raising of a charge by the
Synod as such.

The CLC representatives concur in the factual accuracy of this
Summary, but wish to point out for the purpose of clarification that the
presuppositions listed as points 1, 2 and 3 were formulated by and on
the initiative of the WELS representatives and are listed for CLC study.

Evaluation

Efforts of the Board of Doctrine to arrange a meeting with the
WELS Commission on Doctrinal Matters originated in the assertion of the
WELS representatives at the South St. Paul meeting, Jan. 2, 1964, to
the effect that the CLC has the responsibility of proving its charges
against WELS, including that of error in the doctrine of church fellow-
ship.

It is in this context that the Summary must be understood when it
looks toward a ''discussion of fellowship principles . . . by the CLC
Board of Doctrine and the WELS Commission,' and further speaks of a review
of '"past resolutions and official statements of the WELS'' essential to
an evaluation of ''the WELS Commission's presentation of 'Church Fellow-
ship'."

The meeting of the subcommittees of March 1, 1966 was helpful in
several respects. Although the WELS Commission, through President
Naumann, had not made such a preliminary meeting of subcommittees man=-
datory on its part, the Board of Doctrine accepted it as a proposal, an
acceptance for which the WELS representatives indicated their apprecia-
tion. Looking back, we are convinced that such a forum for a discussion
of '"'difficulties brought to light in our correspondence' and for ''deter-
mining whether or not the necessary basis exists and proper premises can
be established for undertaking a discussion of fellowship principles'
(President Naumann's letter of Jan. 26, 1966) provided a flexibility of
discussion and brought results which would have been far more difficult
to achieve in a plenary meeting of the Board of Doctrine with the Com=
mission on Doctrinal Matters.

The ''difficulties,' which were largely centered in the four points
of "assurances'' listed in President Naumann's letter of April 6, 1965,
seem to have been successfully met by modification of some of the original
points and by further agreement on the bearing of the others. The Board
of Doctrine feels that as now formulated the ''assurances'' are mutual and
can with good conscience be given on our part. We might have wished that
Point 1 could have been limited to an expression of confidence regarding
present attitudes, and feel that this would suffice. The WELS representa-
tives, however, strongly desired the full statement. It is our position
that, if all other preliminary stipulations are accepted and respected,
agreement to Point 1 will compromise neither our convictions nor our efforts.

The wording of Presuppositions 1 and 2, read in their order, might
seem to imply that a discussion of the formal confessional documents of
our respective churches on the doctrine at issue must precede any reference
to the past. This, we feel, would create difficulties since a disagreement
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in the confessional documents may be obscured by a lack of specific or
explicit wording. Paragraph 2 of our proposed reply seeks to obviate
such difficulties,

Presupposition 3 will give rise to certain misgivings among us.
We know that interpretation of the official actions of a church body must
lie with the church body itself or with its designated representatives.
In the past, intepretations of certain actions have been advanced which
we as individuals could not accept for ourselves. The question is
whether unanimity of interpretation in this area would be essential for
spiritual unity. Our attitude is reflected in paragraph 3 of our pro-
posed reply.

Another question confronting us in Presupposition 3 is whether
"eyaluation of historical situations' must be uniform in order to clear
the way for fellowship relations. The evaluation of historical situa-
tions, apart from those reported and interpreted in Holy Scripture, has
never been regarded among us as a divisive issue. But the record of our
differences with the WELS is concerned with recognition of a church body
as causing divisions and offenses contrary to the doctrine which we have
learned. This involves an historical situation which is not a matter of
mere human judgment but of established fact. A difference of interpreta-
tion here may well be disruptive of church fellowship. Paragraph 3 of
our proposed reply touches also upon this issue.

Our primary concern, of course, is with the clear WELS statements
of principle and doctrine made between 1955 and 1961, some of which in
the light of Scripture must be recognized as espousing unscriptural prin-
ciples of termination of church fellowship., Presupposition 3 expressly
offers to isolate such statements from the area of opinion. We feel that,
having made clear our understanding of the '"evaluation'' and "interpreta-
tion'' provisions of Presupposition 3, we could undertake to present the
evidence which we consider conclusive as well as essential to our purpose.

Looking toward a meeting with the WELS Commission on the terms
proposed, therefore, we invite discussion of the following reply to be
forwarded to the Commission:

Reply

1. We have been encouraged by the willingness of the WELS repre-
sentatives to accede to our urgent request for a review of the official
resolutions and statements of the WELS and, in spite of their misgivings,
to recommend such a review to their Commission on the basis of certain
"Presuppositions.'

2. We assume that these presuppositions are not mean as rigid
technicalities and restrictions, but rather as suggestions for an orderly
and fruitful discussion of our differences and as an expression of our
mutual concern for full and true agreement in the matters we are dis-
cussing. Therefore it is to be expected that the formal statements of
our respective churches mentioned in the first_Presupposition will be
examined also in the light of past and present practice.

3. While point 3 of the Presuppositions is not entirely clear to
us either as to scope or intent, we must assume that it neither calls
for nor commits anyone to an ''agreement to disagree'' in any matter of
doctrine, either in principle or in practice. We further desire to point
out that official interpretations of past synodical actions, as well as
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evaluations of historical situations, may in themselves constitute defi-
nitive expressions of principle and doctrine in which unanimity is required.

L, In this understanding we declare our readiness to enter the
proposed discussions on the basis of the Presuppositions and, for the
sake of preventing further delay in a matter of great urgency, express
the hope that the recommendations of the WELS representatives will be
accepted by their Commission on Doctrinal Matters. In the same spirit
we herewith concur also in the desired ''assurances' as revised and modi~
fied in the Summary of the meeting of March 1, 1966.

Respectfully,

The Board of Doctrine: R. Gurgel
C. M. Gurgel
E. Reim
E. Schaller, Chairman

Supplementary Report

Your Board of Doctrine submits for your consideration and deci-
sion its reaction to a communication from President 0. J. Naumann to
President Albrecht, dated July 20, 1966.% The letter in substance states
the following:

a) That the Commission on Doctrinal Matters of the Wisconsin Ev.
Lutheran Synod stands ready to meet with the Board of Doctrine of the
CLC; and,

b) That because not all portions of President Albrecht's letter
of April 22 were understood by them, the Commission resolved that the
"initial discussion be restricted to the first Presupposition'' origi-
nally set up by the representatives of the Wisconsin Commission at our
Minneapolis meeting of March 1. This Presupposition is to the effect
that any review of Wisconsin's statements and resolutions in 1955-1961,
as they bear upon the matter of termination of church fellowship, be
undertaken only after ''the participants find no disagreement in prin-
ciple with respect to the two published formulations of the principles
of church fellowship, that is, of the CLC and the WELS."

We do not know in what respect our response of April 22 seemed
unclear to the Commissioners. Therefore we cannot comment on this
circumstance.

It is very clear to us, however, that the present proposal call-
ing for a meeting limited by the terms of the first Presupposition re-
jects our requirement that any joint study of the formal doctrinal state-
ments of our church bodies, namely the Theses on Church Fellowship of
the Wisconsin Synod and Concerning Church Fellowship (CCF) of the CLC,
must be carried out '"also in the light of past and present practice."

We cannot undertake to discuss expressions of principle with
Wisconsin at this point without reference to past practice and the
expressions of principle which supported such practice. The Wisconsin
Theses on Church Fellowship, whatever their merits otherwise, do not
focus upon the immediate point of our controversy. In the specific
area of our differences they are subject to varying interpretation. If
they are declared to mean what the CCF says in regard to that issue, their
adequacy would have to be tested against the other official pronouncements
of Wisconsin as well as its actions between 1955 and 1961. Failing this,
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our discussions would expose us to the great danger of reaching agreement
in words without agreement in substance. This risk we cannot in good
conscience accept.

We propose, therefore, that President Naumann and the Commission
be advised that we are prepared to limit the initial discussion to the
first Presupposition, but only with the added stipulation that earlier
as well as subsequent official statements and actions of Wisconsin be
admitted in evidence for clarification of the meaning of that Synod's
Theses.

Respectfully,

The Board of Doctrine
E. Schaller, Chairman

REPORT OF COMMITTEE # 1: DOCTRINE

President Naumann, in his letter of July 20, 1966, has informed
President Albrecht of the resolutions of the WELS Commission on Doctrinal
Matters, namely, that their '""Commission stands ready to meet with the
Board of Doctrine of the Church of the Lutheran Confession,' and that
the "initial discussions be restricted to the first presupposition,
namely, an examination of the two published formulations on church
fellowship, in order to determine the extent of our agreement on the
basis of these two statements of principle."

We recommend that President Naumann be advised that we stand
ready to meet with the WELS Commission and that initial discussions be
restricted to the two published formulations mentioned in the first pre-
supposition.#

Since we agree with our Board of Doctrine's Supplementary Report
that for a fruitful discussion of the WELS and CLC published documents¥¥
on the principles of church fellowship, we do not see how it is possible
to exclude references to past resolutions and practices,

And since this thought is in harmony with the general expression
of the WELS Commission on Doctrinal Matters that it is not possible to
ignore the official pronouncements of a church body and its history when
evaluating its confessional position#t,

Therefore we understand that in the discussion under this first
presupposition there will be no objection if a participant finds it
necessary to refer to past or present official pronouncements, resolu-
tions, and actions to clarify the meaning and usage of words in either
document. By such necessary references we do not mean the formal and
full review of past pronouncements and official statements of the WELS
mentioned in the correspondence and included in the second presupposition.

“Cf. page 19 for the full text of the three presuppositions.

**The WELS commission's Theses on Church Fellowship and the CLC's
Concerning Church Fellowship.

wntThe April 6, 1965 letter from the WELS Commission addressed to mem=
bers of the CLC,
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REPORT OF THE PRESIDENT OF IMMANUEL LUTHERAN COLLEGE

"Behold the fear of the Lord, that is wisdom; and to depart from
evil is understanding.' These words from the Book of Job set the stage
for the school year 1965-1966 at Immanuel Lutheran College. There was
special cause for joy at the opening of school since a new professor was
being added to the faculty and a new classroom building was ready to be
put into use. Professor John Lau was installed into his office and was
inducted as Dean of Students. The classroom building which is to be
known as the '"Cottage'' was dedicated to the glory of God by Pastor Egbert
Albrecht at a special service held September 27, 1965. President Paul G.
Albrecht delivered the dedicatory address.

During this school year the students were happy to put into use the
new athletic court familiarly dubbed '""The Slab.' This is an all=-purpose
court used for tennis, volley ball, and outdoor basketball practice. Grate-
ful acknowledgment is due all those who contributed so willingly to the
new facilities now being used for educational and recreational purposes.

We express our thanks also to congregations and individuals who have re-
membered the school with special monetary and other gifts during the course
of the year. Above all we appreciate the confidence shown by the sending
of students to Immanuel College without which all these facilities would

be meaningless.

The enrollment figures for the school year 1965-1966 show the fol-
lowing totals: Seminary - 8, College - 20, High School - 58, Total - 86.
0f these, 68 resided on campus and 18 lived off campus. In the college
department 12 students were registered in the Education Department and
2 in the Pre-theological Department and 6 took the general course.

The resolution of the 1965 convention whereby the office of Dean of
Students was established has proved to be a wise move. Discipline has
been exercised in an orderly, efficient, and Christian manner. The nine-
week practice teaching program set up and put into effect during the past
school year has functioned well. Under the supervision of the responsible
education professor and with the cooperation of the teachers at Messiah
Lutheran School our four Junior Class education students received practi-
cal experience in the classroom teaching situation.

During the course of the year regqular faculty meetings have been
held for the purpose of jointconsultation, co-ordination, and for mutual
edificationand help. Besides the usual on-going curriculum study, special
topics were assigned and discussed. The building of five professorages
on the campus will locate most of our professors within easy reach and
will make it more convenient for them to keep in close touch with our
school.

The privilege of having a Christian educational institution, such
as Immanuel Lutheran College, should be more and more apparent as one con-
siders the secularism, the materialism, and the relaxing mores not only of
the public schools but also of many that claim to be dedicated to the
attainment of spiritual goals. While no attempt is made to cast our
teachers or students into the same mold, it is clearly apparent that there
is one quiding principle that molds and shapes us all and that is the
Sola Scriptura principle to which we pledge our unconditioned allegiance.
This is our strength and this gives a unity which is indispensable for
a proper educating process.
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We wish to report also the following special cash gifts, received
from July 1, 1965 to April 15, 1966:

Sports Fund (Athletics) . . . . . .$ 28.00
Campus Improvement . . « + + « » « . 151.86
Classroom Improvement . . « + . . . 75.00
Emergency Fund - Anonymous . . . . . 150.00
Faculty Room Typewriter and Table . 130.00
Kitchen Equipment . . . . . . . . . 2.00
Landscape Fund . . . . . . . . . . . 101.00
Library, College « « + « « « « « . « 289.95
Library, Professional . . . . . . . 57.00
Library, Seminary . . . + » « . . . 180,00
New Freezer v v « o o o « « « ¢« « +» 163.93

§1328. 74
C. M. Gullerud, President

REPORT OF THE BOARD OF REGENTS OF ILC

"Thou, therefore, my son, be strong in the grace that is in Christ
Jesus, and the things that thou hast heard of me among many witnesses, the
same commit thou to faithful men, who shall be able to teach others also"
II Timothy 2:1=2,

So often it happens that when we think and speak about our Immanuel
Lutheran College, we think and speak about the budget. This indeed is
necessary and proper, but lest we forget, this is not where our strength
lies. In the eyes of the world we are ''fools for Christ's sake.'" 1In a
monetary way, we do live ''on a shoe-string.! But the Lord's strength is
made perfect in weakness. While weak, we are strong! We are strong in
the grace that is in Christ Jesus. We are strong in having faithful men
with deep convictions. This is something that no budget, however large,
can buy.

The Board of Regents has met regularly for the purpose of carrying
out the duties and responsibilities delegated to it by the CLC. In
accordance with the directives of the Eau Claire Convention the Regents
appointed Prof. R. Gurgel, Prof. C. Kuehne, and Pastor G. Sydow as a
study committee on accreditation. Their report is herewith submitted
The members of the Board of Regents find themselves in wholehearted
agreement with this report. We hereby also submit the report to the CLC
for their study and recommendation.

At the call meeting held April 18, 1966 Prof. C. M. Gullerud was
appointed to serve as president of ILC for two years. The Board of Re~
gents has appointed Prof. R. Gurgel to serve as Dean of the College for
a two-year term.

In the interest of economy we have not placed into the ILC budget
labor costs for the much needed painting of our buildings. We look for
volunteer labor on this project.

The collection for the new classroom building was most gratifying.
It shows what can be done when our people are informed of a need. The
naming of the various buildings was assigned to the faculty of ILC. Here-
after the buildings at our college will be known as: '"Northwest Hall,"
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""Cottage,' '"Ingram Hall," "The Annex,' and '"The Sem House.'

A large illuminated sign has been donated to the college. This
sign will be incorporated inanattractive entranceto the college. The
cost of such an entrance is to be defrayed by special gifts.

Finally, "Be strong in the grace that is in Christ Jesus."

Supplementary Report

We are happy to report an increased enrollment at ILC for the year
1966-67, but we are faced with additional expenses that were not forseen
when the original budget was submitted. There is the matter of additional
student furniture which will be needed. With an on-campus enrollment of
4O girls and 35 boys The Annex will be used as a girls dormitory while
the boys will be housed in Northwest Hall and the Sem House. Two boys
will have to be housed in private homes.

We are faced with an assembly room problem, since the Industrial
Commission has limited the use of our present assembly hall to 99. Our
anticipated student body will number 95 plusfaculty members. We will be
forced to use the present facultylounge as a lounge for the boys. The
so=called Turkey Shed will be used as storage room for textbooks, etc.

In other words, we are beginning to burst at the seams, and the CLC needs
to be apprised of the growing crowded conditions. Also there are several
projects that we have been deferring from year to year because of finances.
The voluntary painting of Ingram Hall does not seem feasible because of
the danger to life and 1limb. We have only included the price of paint in
our current budget while all along the painting of our buildings should
have been started. A solution to these matters cannot be left to the
Board alone, but must be decided by the constituency of the CLC who owns,
operates, and supports Immanuel Lutheran College.

On an emergency basis we have asked Prof. E. Schaller and Prof. R.
Gurgel to assist in teaching subjects in our seminary for the first
semester of the new school year. The Board of Regents has appointed
Prof. C. M. Gullerud as temporary Dean of the Seminary. While the Board
is moving in the direction of a broader exposure of our seminary students
to the talents we have at ILC and while the Board does believe that the
talents of college and seminary should be pooled, with an interchange of
assignments, it nevertheless believes that there should be a separate man
assigned to seminary work. There is a danger of diversifying to the ex-
tent that the very important work of our seminary suffers. To that end
we believe that the immediate calling of a man to the seminary faculty
should proceed as announced.

We ask the CLC in convention assembled to grant the Board power to
act in availing itself of Prof. E. Reim's offer to serve our seminary on
a limited basis and God-willing to call him to teach certain subjects as
the Board may determine.

Because we are faced with additional expenses unforeseen when the
original budget was submitted, to wit, dormitory furniture equipment, we
request that item # 23 under the Auxiliary Services Budget be increased
from $700.00 to $1600.00.

Whereas the Northwest Hall was originally designed and approved
by the Industrial Commission as a boys' dormitory; and















































































































