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CONVENTION DELEGATES

Key: P = Present; X = Excused; XP = Excused Parttime; U = Unexcused;

UP = Unexcused Parttimej *r = Affyliated Congregation; *% = A Con-
gregation Accepted Into Voting Merbership At This Ceonvention;
w7 = Preaching Station,

. Congregations:

1. ARIZONA, Phoenix - Hely Cross . ., . . Oelegates P _: George L. Johnson
X 1
Pastor P : Paul G. Fleischer
2. CALIFORNIA, Los Angeles - Servant of Christ X
Delegates X
Pastor XP : Winfred Schaller
3. #%5an Francisco Peninsula - St. Stephen X :
ODelegates P : Howard Henricksen
Pastor P _: Rollin Reim
L, “tEast (San Francisco) Bay - St. Stephen _X :
Delegates P : Erwin Skarphol
Pastor P : Rollin Reim
5. COLORADO, Broomfield = Trinity . . . . Delegates P : Alvin Sieg
L
Pastor P : Daniel DeRose
6. Denver - St. Luke's. . . . . Delegates X :
Xt
Pastor P : Victor Tiefel
7. Denver - St. Peter's . . . . Delegates X :
X :
pastor P : Daniel DeRose
8. Lamar - Mt. Olive. . . . . . Delegates X :
X 1
Fastor P : John H. Johannes
3. FLORIDA, Winter Haven = Immanuel. . . Delegates P : Emil Weis
X 3
Teacher P : Henry Hasse
Pastor P : Martin Galstad
10. IDAHO, Orofino - Peace, . . . . . . Delegates X :
Xt
Pastor XP : H., E. Rutz
I1. ILLINOIS, (Chicago - Immanuel . . . . . Delegates XP : Merrill Wuerch
_P_: Emil Ruch
Pastor P : David Schierenbeck
12, HICHIGAMN, Coloma - Faith . ., . . . . . Delegates P : Ray Broz
P : Victor Grahn
Pastor P : Ralph Schaller
13. Green Garden = 5t., Paul's ., , Delegates X :
x-
Pastor P : Jonathan Schaller
14, Marquette - Calvary. . . . . Delegates P : Alvin Wendt
XP : Jerry Weigold/Hans Weigold
Pastor P : James Sandeen
15, Saginaw - Gethsemane . . . . Delegates XP : Karl Brandle
X 3
Pastor P : Otto J. Eckert
16. Sister Lakes = Redeemer, . . Delegates X :
X 1
Pastor P : Ralph Schaller



18. MINNESOTA, Austin - St. Paul's .,
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Mankato = Immanuel,

Minneapolis - Grace .
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Hicollet - Faith.
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John's, .

#WParkers Prairie - Peace .
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Sleepy Eye = Grace.

St. Paul - Berea,
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Albert Heisel
Clarence Jourdan
E. H. Rutz
Donald Skinner
John Tomhave
Carl Thurow

G. Becker
Jerome Johnson
David Gullerud
K. 0Olmanson
Rudolph Nissen

E. Hallauer
Erwin Neubert
Roman Schreyer
R. Hehliretter
R. Rehm

G. Schreyer
Robert Reim
Phil Radichel
James Reim
H.C.Duehlmaier
James Sydow
Gus Griepentrog
G. Sydow

Ed Hasse

Paul Kessler
K. Olmanson

Clifford Kuehne

E. Hallauer

G. Becker

Elmer Fitschen/
Charles Sandeen
Larry Kirchgatter
R. Mackensen
David Lueck

Harland Reed
August Rogotzke

Ed Trapp

Marvin Eibs

Ed Beilke

Robert Schultz
Geo. Barthels
Anselm Anderson
Clifford Schwieger
Paul Larsen
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MISSCOURI, 5t. Louis County = Faith .Delegstes F : Tim Friedel
X ; Delburt Rutz
Faztor _E“: Y. F. Harms
. MONTANA, Misscula = Holy Trinity . .Delegates X :
Paztor :E:- L.G.Bernthal
. NEBRASEKA, #Thedford - Immanuel. . . Deiegates P Douglas Rau
X
Fastior :E; J.h.Ffeiffer
Vaientine = Grace. . . . .Delegstes _F_: Helmut Ohlmann
X
Fastor :::, Joh.-Pfeiffer
. NEW MEXICO, ##=(Carlsbad - Grace . , . . .Delegates X :
"
Paztor :E: John Johannes
. NORTH DAKOTA, Jamestown = Qur Savior's .Delegates P : Paul Peda
X
Teacher P : Leif Olmanson
Pastor P : Dale Redlin
SCUTH CAROLINA, “West Columbia - Holy Trinity  Dele- F ; J.H.Shealy
gates P i S.E.Stockman, S5r.
Pastor _F : P,F.HNolting

sCUTH DAKOTA, “%Aberdeen = Church of the Delegates XP : B8,J,0lmanson
Lutheran Confeszsion i{:
Fastor :?L; W.V,Schaller
Bowdle - Redeemer. . . . .Delegstes P ; G.A.Blumhardt
_P : Jacob Sprenger
Pastor P ; David Lau
Estellire = Zien . . . . .Delegates P : Louis Wiesner
_E:: Harry Boone
Pastor F : D. Fleischer
Faulkton = First Lutheran .Deiegates XF ; Richard McGeorge
X 1
Pastor XP : Leland Grams
Firesteel - Grace. . . . .Delegates X : Louis Merkle
X :
Pastor :F“a Vernon Greve
Hecla = Frince of Feace. .Delegates P : Larry Hansen
Eﬁ:: Alien Hansen
Fastor P : W.,V.Schaller
Igswich - Zion . . . . . .Delegates XP_: Darwin Diede
Z s
Pastor XF_: Leland Grams
Lemmon = St. luke's., , . .Delegates X : Ray Preszler
X : John Hofer
Pastor P : Vernon Greve
Mission - Feace, . ., . . .Delegates :E:: Ludwig Hartman
L
Pastor P & M. Sydow
Watertewn = Trinity. . . .Delegates :E:: Ronald Zweig
_P_: Ralph Breitzmann
Fastor P : D. Fleischer
White River - St. Paul's .Delegates P _: Floyd Valburg
X s
Pastor P : M. Sydow
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£, Winner - 5t. Paut : . . . . Delegates P : Fred Littau
X 1
Fastor :E:* . Sydow
£3. TEXAS, “Corpus Christt - Zion . . . Delegates Ea_: Hanuel 5. Duron, Sr.
X o2
Pastor P : A. Gullerud
5h, Houston - Betre!. . . . . ., Delegates _P : Alvin Baumgartner
X : J. Moore
Pastor P ; A, CGullerud
55. WASHINGTON, Alderwood Maror - Deiegates X :
Redemption . X
Fastor P : MNorbert Reim
56. Clarksten - 5t, Jobn's., . . Defegates :E::
x .
Pastor EEH} H. E. Rutz
57 spokare = Gethsemane. ., . . Delegates _E:: Rueben Overland
_X & Clyde Jones
Pastor P : J. Schierenbeck
58. Spokane = Trinity . . . . . Delegates X :
Rt
Pastor P 1 M. J. Witt
59. WISCONSIN, Cambridge - Faitn , . . . . Delegates P : Lawrence Templeton

XF : Charles Packard
Pastor P : A. F. W. Geiger
60. Eau Claire - Messiah. . . . Delegates P : R. Lentz
AP : Marlin Beekman
Pastor P : L. Schierenbeck
61. Fond du Lac = Luther Delegates P _: Wm. Breitengross
Memorial . P : Norman Gurath
Teachers P : Gerhard Mueller
: Walter Priebe
Pastor P : MW. Schustze
62. ~#wtMadison Missien . . . . . . Delegates

Paster P : A. F, W, Geiger

63. Markesan - Faitn. . . . . . Delegates P : August Schwandt
XP : Clifford Kelm

Teachers : Daniel Wehrwein
Gerhardt Voigt

B
iy

Pastor P _: Egbert Albrecht
£

6L, Millston = Trinity, . , . . Delegates Leonard Nemitz
Paster : Clarence Hanson
65. Milwaukee - Messiah . . . . Delegates P : David Gurath
X
Fastor P ; B. Naumann
66, Onalaska - St. Mark's . , . Delegates XP_: Milton Meyer
X ¢
Paster :E_: Arthur Schulz
67. Stoddard - St. tuke's ., ., . Delegates P : Albert Levendoski
X 3
Pastor P : Arthur Schulz
68. WYOMING, Cheyenne - Redeemer . . . . Delegates XP _: Leroy Greening
X 3
Faster X : Herbert Witt
69. JAPAN, “Tokyo - Hachiman=Dor1 . . . Delegates

o
L T TR 1]

Faztor Fred Tiefel
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I11.

Clergy - Without Congregations:
1. _X_Dommer, Robert

2, P_Gullerud, C. M,

3. _P_Gurgel, Roland

L, XP_ Kech, Paul R,

Clergy = Emeritis
1. XP Albrecht, Christian
2. _P_Albrecht, Paul

CONVENTION FLOOR C

XP _ Lau, John

_P_ Radtke, Gordon
_P_Roehl, Ronald
XP_ Echaller, Egbert

OO~y Ol

Groeschal, Max

X
_P_Tiefel, George
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YMITTEES

Committee #1: Doctrine

Fastor Egbert Albrecht, Chm.

Pastor John Schierenbeck, Secy.
Fastor Arvid Gullerud

Faztor Jchn Pfeiffer

Pastor Rollin Reim

Fastor Arthur Schulz

Teacher Henry Hasse

Immanuel <Mankato: Erwin Neubert

St. Peter's=Stambaugh: Albert Heisel
Bethel -Houston: Alwvin Baumgartner
Faith-Cambridge: Lawrence Templeton
Trinity-Watertown: Ralph Breitaman
Trinity=Millston: Leonard Nemitz

Commttee #2: President's Message
and Report
Pastor H. C. Duehlmeier, Chm.
Teacher Gerhardt Mueller, Sec,
Pastor Otto J. Eckert
Pastor Adalbert F. W. Geiger
Pastor David Lau
Pastor Fred Tiefel
Prof. Ronald Roehl
Calvary-Marquette: A, P, Wendt
Redeemer -Bowdle: Jacob Sprenger
Grace=Fridley: James Reim
Immanuel -Winter Haven: Emil Weis
Frince of Peace=Hecla: Larry Hansen
Imranuel -Thedford: Douglas Rau
5t. Paul's-Austin: John Tomhave
tessiah=Mi lwaukee: David Gurath
Faith-Sanborn: Ed Trapp

Committee #3: Immanuel Lutheran
College

Pastor Keith Olmanson, Chm.

Mr. James Sydow, Secy. (Faith-

New Ulm)

Fastor Daniel DeRose

Pastor Ralph Schaller

Pastor Lester Schierenbeck

Grace=Yalentine: Helmut Ohlmann

Zion=-Ipswich: Darwin Diede

Holy Trinity-West Columbia: Jack Shealy
St. Mark's-Onalaska: Milton Heyer
Grace=Sleepy Eye: Robert Schultz

S5t. Paul-Winner: Fred Littau

Luther Memorial-Fond du Lac: Norman Gurath
Zion-Estelline: Harry Boone

Committee #h: Missions

Pastor H. E. Rutz, Chm.

Teacher Robert Rehm, Secy,.

Pastor Waldemar Schuetze

Pastor Elton Hallauer

Pastor Gilbert Sydow

Pastor Victor Tiefel

Prof. Paul Koch

Immanuel-Chicago: Merrill Wuerch

Our Redeemer's-Red Wing: Larry Kirchgatter
St. Luke's-Stoddard:Albert Levendoski
Trinity-Denver: Alvin Sieg
Faith-Nicollet: Ed Hasse

First Lutheran-Faulkton: Richard McGeorge
Faith=Markesan: Clifford Kelm

Faith-St. Louis County: Tim Friedel
Zion-Corpus Christi: Manuel E. Duron, Sr.
Grace-Sleepy: Walter Romberg (Advisory)
Salem-Eagle Lake: David Gullerud

Commttee #5: Finances

Pastor Horbert Reim, Chm,

Pastor John Johannes, Secy.

Pastor Vernon Greve

Pastor Clarence Hanson

Pastor M. J, Witt

Prof. John Lau

Prof. Gordon Radtke

Teacher Leif Olmanson

Holy Trinity-West Columbia: S,E.Stockman
Faith=Coloma: Victor A. Grahn

St. Peter's-Rochester: David F. Lueck
S5t. Stephen-SF Peninsula: H.S.Henrickson
Qur Savior's-Jamestown: Paul G. Peda
Redeemer -Cheyenne: LeRoy Greening
Bethel-Hancock: Rudolph Nissen

St. Peter's-Stambaugh: Clarence Jourdan
Teacher Gerhardt Voigt



8

Committee ¥ 6: Publications, CLC

Book House, Board

of Education

Pastor Marvin Eibs, Chm,

Pastor Paul Fleischer, Secy.

Pastor Daniel Fleischer

Pastor Clifford Kuehne

Pastor E. H. Rutz

Teacher Daniel Wehrwein

5t. Stephen-East (SF) Bay: Erwin
Skarphol

Immanuel =Mankato: Roman Schreyer

Berea=5t. Paul: Anselm Anderson

Trinity-Watertown: Ronald Zwieg

Holy Cross=-Phoenix: George Johnson

St. Paul's-Austini Donald Skinner

Faith-Cambridge: Charles Packard

Berea=5t. Paul: Clifford Schwieger

Committee # 7: Membership, Credentials
Excuses, Ratification
of Visitors, Misc,

Prof., C, M., Gullerud, Chm.

Fastor Dale Redlin, Secy.

Pastor Bertram Naumann

Pastor Harland Reed

Pastor James Sandeen

Prof. Gens Schreyer

Faith-Sanborn: August Rogotzke

Redeemer -Bowdle: G. A. Blumhardt

Calvary=-Marquette: Jerry Weigold

St. Paul's-White River: Floyd Valburg
Messiah-Eau Claire: Roger Lentz
Grace-Minnzapolis: Phil Radichel
Calvary-Marquette: Hans Weigold (Advisory)

Committee # B: Review of Conference
Hinutes

Frof. Roland Gurgel, Chm.

Pastor Michael Sydow, Secy.

Pastor Leland Grams

Pastor Norman Harms

Pastor Robert Mackensen

Pastor Jonathan Schaller

Grace-Sleepy Eye: Ed Beilke

Zion-Estelline: Louis Wiesner

Gethsemane-Saginaw: Karl Brandle

Salem-Eagle Lake: Jerome Johnson

Our Redeemer's=Red Wing: Charles Sandeen

Immanuel-Chicago: Emil Ruch

Luther Memorial-Fond du Lac: Wm, Breitengross

Teacher Walter Priebe

Committee # 9: Elections

Pastor Paul Larsen, Chm.

Pastor Walter Schaller

Pastor David Schierenback
Faith-Coloma: Ray Broz
Faith-Nicollet: Paul HKessler
Faith=-Markesan; Augusl Schwandt
Pastor Paul F. Nolting (Advisory)

SPECTAL MINISTERS OF THE COMVENTION

Speakers: Convention Opening Service - Lester Schierenbeck
Memorial Service - Waldemar Schuetze
Convention Communion Service = Elten Hallauer

Dedication Service - C,

M., Gullerud

Convention Closing Service - Otto J. Eckert

Essayists: M.J. Witt - TEN YEARS OF GRACE
Dale Redlin - LOOKING FORWARD TO GRACE FOR GRACE

Chaplain: Michael Sydow

Organists: Gerhardt Mueller
Johanna Redtke

REPORT OF COMMITTEE #7: MEMBERSHIP,

CREDENTIALS, EXCUSES, RATIFICATION

OF VISITORS, MISCELLANEOUS MATTERS

I. Membership of Pastor and Teacher

Since Pastor Walter Schaller and Teacher Daniel Wehrwein have read
and subscribed to the Constitution of the CLC and have applied for
membership in this body, we hereby recommend their acceptance into

the membership of the CLC.



II. Membershkip of Congregatrons

This committee has rece'ved applications for membership 1n the {LC from
the following congregat:ons:

Immanue! Ev, Lutherar Chusch, Thedford, Hebrasks

St. Stephen tutheran Church of the East (San Francisco) Bay, California
St. Stephen Lutheran Church of the San Francisco Peninsuia, California
Church of the Luthersn (onfession, Aberdeen, South Dakota

Since this committee has read the constitutions of the above ramed con-
gregati1ons and found rothing tn them contrary to Holy Scriciure, we re-
commend that they be sccepted into full voting membership in the CLC--
subject to their subscription to the Constitution of the CLC.

IIT. On Censtitutions
We have discovered the following reading in a number of constitulicns:

Where weakness of understarding or character may make it imgoszible
tc estzb! :zh the fact of manifest impenitence, a Christian congrega-
tion will not excommunicate such a member. Yet in order to uphold
its own testimony concerning the sacredness of the Word and Sacra-
ments, and &5 a most u-gent form of warning, it may find it necessary
to terminate his member=hip in the congregation (II Thess. 3:1-15).

It is the recommendation of the committee that this matter be the sub-
ject for study at area conferences,
IV, Ratification of Yisiting Elders

The following Wisiting Eiders are recommended for ratification:

(T3]

Pastor Waldemar Schuetze - Wisconsin Conference
Pastor Marwvin Cibs - Minmesata Conference
Fastor Ralph Schaller - Michigan Conference
Paztor Norbert Reim - Facific Conference

Paztor yernon Greve - West Central Conference

V. Attendance

A total of 135 delegates were registered: 49 pastors, 7 professors,
3 clergy emeriti, 9 teachers, and 67 lay delegates. A total of 129
voting delegates were zeated. There were no unexcused absences,

VI. Resolution of Thank:
We wish to express our thanks to the following:

Immanue!l ifutherar {o'lege and Messiah Lutheran Church for hosting
the cemventiaon,

The speakers: Pastor £lton Hallauer and Prof. C. M. Gullerud.

The essayistsy Fastor M, J, Witt and Pastor L. D. Redlin.

The organists; Miss Johanra Radtke and Mr. Gerhardt Mueller,

And all orhers who helped to make this a pleasant and profitable
convention,

VIII. Dates for 1972 Convention

We recommend that the 1972 convention of the CLC be held during the
second full! week in July-<Jguly 12=15-=Tuesday through Friday at
Immanue! Lutheran Coliege.
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FRESIDENT'S MESSAGE AND REPORT

In the name of Christ Jesus, Dear Brethren:

Certainly all of our thoughts are centered on the fact that the
Lord in His grace and mercy has permitted us to work together in His ser-
vice for ten years as the Church of the Lutheran Confession. Much of
what we do and say at this convention will have this in mind. The mem-
bership of our Church of the Lutheran Confession has already responded
to the grace and mercy that our God has shown us by bringing an of fering
that speaks of the thanks that fills their hearts. An anniversary can
be a dangerous occasion. If we were to look at the past and find in it
a source of pride in the accomplishments that we see there, we would
certainly be closing our hearts to the truth that whatever has been ac-
complished has been done entirely by the grace of God through the power
of His Word. It could also be dangerous if we looked at the past and
saw only the disappointments and the failures to do what we know needed
to be done. That could certainly lead to despair that would be deaden=-
ing in its effect on the plans that we make for the future.

To set the proper tone for our convention thinking on this anni-
versary we would like to direct your attention to the words of Paul as
he writes to the Philippians 3:13-14 - "Brethren, I count not myself to
have apprehended: but this one thing I do, forgetting those things which
are behind, and reaching forth unto those things which are before, I
press toward the mark for the prize of the high calling of God in Christ
Jesus." In these words we certainly have an invitation to review what
we have done and plan what we should do. Let us examine these words of
Paul as he writes us to press toward the prize with him,

The prize toward which Paul looks is most certainly the resur-
rection of all flesh. This was the one thing that was uppermost in his
mind and directed his thinking in all of his personal life. He knew him-
self to have been one who was ready for that resurrection because of the
promise that he had in Christ Jesus. For him the resurrection was the
answer to every personal need that he had. He knew that it would bring
him the relief from all of the ills that he experienced in his 1ife and
that it would free him from the formidable danger of Satan's temptations,
For him it would be an hour in which he would be received into an eterni ty
where he would be free of the agonizing experience of recognizing his
sins at the close of each day. We share that personal need with him and
we will press toward that prize. The picture that Paul paints is one of
a struggle that goes on in the life of each one of us. The temptations
that come endanger this prize for us, and he invites us to secure the
prize, as he did, by relying entirely upon the Word with its power to
save and to preserve.

But for Paul looking to the resurrection of all flesh meant some-
thing more than his personal victory. He was deeply concerned about other
people. Paul recognized the fact that he was surrounded by those who were
under condemnation and to whom the resurrection would be a dreadful ex-
perience if they were not relieved of the responsibility for their gquilt
before their God. What Paul knew so well and what we dare never forget
is that the price for the holiness had already been paid. All of those
among whom he walked were under the cloud of sin but had been redeemed by
the blood of Jesus Christ. There was only one thing that concerned Paul,
and that was that he must bring this precious message of forgiveness to
all of those who were strangers to Jesus Christ and to the forgiveness
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that drove him through hardship, that caused him to endure unbelievable
difficulties so that he could bring this assurance of forgiveness to them,
and 1t made no difference whether they were Jew or Gentile. He knew the
power of that Gospel and was ready to rest his case with it, Pressing
toward the prize he would bring this Gospel to everyone that he could
reach in order that they might chare that preciocus prize with him.

This prize must be our concern above all things. Not only do we
need it to satisfy our personal needs, but we as members of the Church
of the Lutheran Confession have gathered in this body determined that
we shall bring this Gospel, with all its power, to those who live about
us and who come under that dread condemnation of eternal death. This
cannot be a half-hearted matter with us. It will require that each of
us as individuals dedicate ourselves completely to the preaching of the
Gospel to the unfortunate. 1t will reguire that we as the Church of the
Lutheran Confession will set our pregram of work so that this stand above
all things that the Gospel is brought to those who need it.

It may startle us a bit to find Paul speaking in the verse before
us of failure., When he says forgetting those things which are behind,he
gives every indication of looking with sorrow at a record in the past
that was filled with many disappointments. The Apostle doesn't list his
disappointments in his own personal or professional life. But they were
certainly there. There are other times when he opens his heart to us and
lets us know of the weakness of the new man in him over against the old
Adam. That created problems in his personal life as a Child of God., It
certainly also created problems in his professional life as an Apostle of
Jesus Christ. Looking back he doubtless saw many occasions when he had
Fallen from the way of God and had personally disobayed his Lord Christ.
Looking back he surely saw many occasions when he had not used the dedi-
cation that he should have 1n spreading the Gospel to others. We surely
must share in Paul's evaluation of the past. Personally all of us will
Find far tzomany instances in which we have failed to walk toward that
prize as befits the Children of God. We will find many tragic instances
of disobedience to the will of our Lord and will be deeply disturbed by
them. As the Church of the Lutheran Confession we will also find that
our response to the Lord's directive to bring His Gospel to all men has
fallen far short of what our gracious Lord had every right to expect of
us. It is at this point that we must listen carefully to the Apostle
and heed the advice that he gives about looking to the past.

Paul speaks of '"forgetting those things which are behind," Cer-
tainly we know the Apostle well enough to realize that he was not trying
to gloss over the sins and shortcomings in his past life. They would be
indelibly marked upon his memory, and they would serve the useful purpose
of standing there as a warning for the future. But Paul's concern is
that we may focus our attention so completely upon the failures of the
past that we forget that the sins and the shortcomings of the past have
been forgiven by the grace and mercy of God. It s not a healthy thing to
focus one's attention upon something that God has removed. To do sowould
certainly tend to take from us the energy and enthusiasm and excitement
that we must have to proceed in the Lord's work. The past stands there,
and what has been done and what has not been done has been forgiven. We
are not to brood about this because that can only lead to dark despair.
When Paul speaks of "forgetting those things which are behind," he is
concerned about the enervating effect on our life and work if we fail to
recognize the perfect forgiveness that we have. With Paul we will join
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in confessing our failures to our God and pleading for His mercy and for=
giveness. But then let us rejoice in the forgiveness that we have and
proceed with excitement to the task that He sets before us,

fnd we can approach this task with complete confidence, Paul speaks
of 'reaching forth unto those things which are before." He is looking to
the tremendous amount of work that waits for him in the future and he reaches
for it with enthusiasm and with excitement. He had the right to do so be-
cause he does not hesitate to identify himself with the high calling of God
in Jesus Christ. Surely Paul had reason to understand that he had been par-~-
ticularly chosen to bring the Gospel to strangers in distant lands, This
was not at his choosing but was done because he had been chosen, he had been
sought out by his gracious Ged to do this service. With that in mind he
can reach forth, pressing toward that prize. He knows full well and he
would have us share with him the confidence that this work will be done
and will be done effectively. For this same Lord Christ who had called
him to this service had also put a Word upon his lips that was far greater
than any word ever spoken by man. It is the Gospel, that Paul calls the
pover of Ged unto salvation. And it would be this Gospel which would cap-
ture the hearts of men and bring them te the day of resurrection to share
in that eternal glory that waited for Paul. HNot only was he confident be-
cause the Word had been given to him but because his God was then committed
to sustaining and strengthening Paul in his perscnal life. God who had
called him must also give the strength and the wisdom to do the work that
needed to be done. Paul could look to the past and not only see failures
but could also see how God had effectively accomplished His holy purpose
with the Apostles' work in the past.

When we look to the future, we must do it with that same confidence
that Paul had and join him in reaching forth unto those things which are
before. The work lies there waiting to be done. There is no lack of op-
portunity to bring this Gospel of Jesus Christ to those who need it if they
are to share eternity with us. Even as Paul had been personally called by
our Lord Christ to do this work, so each member of the Church of the Lu-
theran Confession had been called personally to proclaim that Gospel. And
if we are to learn one thing from the past ten years, it must surely be
this that the Lord has given evidence of the fact that He has called us
as a group to do His work here on earth. 0On the basis of that call let
us reach forth unto those things which are before, pressing toward theprize.

Our Mission Program

The Lord has been gracious in placing before us fields in which we
have the privilege of bringing His Gospel to the world. There has been
no question of where we can do this work in His name. The opportunities
have been there, and we look to the past with hearts that are troubled
because we have not as a church body taken full advantage of the oppor-
tunities. But we still recognize as a rare privilege the fact that we
can bring the Gospel of Jesus Christ in the far corners of our country
and in Japan. We are indebted to our Lord for having granted us faith-
ful missionaries and missionary-minded members, many of whom have ex-
tended themselves to the utmost in gathering about the Word those who
have hungered for it. As our Board of Missions will report, He has
granted us remarkable blessings in some of these fields, and we are cer-
tain that, because of the power of that Word, there are untold blessings
that are not reflected in statistics. There lies before us a task that
cannot be faced without the assurance of His help. There is not a ques-
tion of areas where we may work. What is needed are the prayers of our
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people for the men and the financial resources to enter these fields. But
we look to that probiem too with confidence. We would not have expected
ten years ago that we could possibly bring a mission report such as we do
today., But the Lord who has done that for us in the past will most as-
suredly grant us His strength as we look to the program that lies before us.

Our Educational Program

We stand today after ten years of work with an educational institu=
tion that serves our church body well., Again this is not something that we
could have foreseen ten years ago. But the Lord in His infinite grace has
directed us in our approach to this educational program and has moved our
people to come with the gifts that are needed so that today we have an ed-
ucational institution with which we are justly happy. We have been blessed
with a staff of teachers who have given themselves entirely te this impor-
tant work. We see the fruits of it in the dedicated and gifted young pas-
tors and teachers that are serving so well in our Church of the Lutheran
Confession and in the dedicated lay graduates who are tzking their places
in our congregations and showing the stability and enthusiasm that we need
so very much. One particular concern to which we must all address our-
selves is the fact that so few of our young people who enjoy the blessings
of Christian High School and College education are ready to serve in the
church as pastors and teachers. We must address ourselves to this problem
and ask for the Lord's guidance so that more of our young people will rec-
ognize the blessings of such service.

Qur Offerings

The past year showed us in a special way the grace and power under
which we do the work of the CLC. Those responsible for the financial af-
fairs of this body were disheartened and discouraged because of the loom-
ing deficit they anticipated. In April we put the matter before our people,
and the Lord worked His wonder. He moved the hearts of our people to come
with far greater gifts than ever before so that we close the year with the
smallest deficit in our memory. (One of the delegates anonymously removed
that deficit during the convention with a check. Ed.} In a two-year period
in which He gave the strength for a substantial thankoffering, He alsomade
possible the largest budgetary contributions ever. For this grace we thank
Him!

The Matter of Unity Among Us

It would be surprising indeed if during the course of these past ten
years a group such as ours did not find that there were disagreements on
occasion that had to be resolved., The Lord in His grace and mercy has led
us so that when disagreements have arisen we have turned to His Word so
that this Word might guide and direct us. Our earnest prayer must be that
the Lord continue to direct us to His Word for the answer to the differ=
ences that may arise among us and for the Christian love for one another
that is so necessary when such differences arise.

Cur Relationship to Other Church Bodies

It is with deep sorrow that we report that at this time there still
has not been found a way in which we could meet with the representatives of
the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod for the purpose, under the guid=-
ance of the Holy Spirit, of resoclving the differences that stand between us.
It has been our position that such discussions would be of no value if we
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were not permitied to cite examples from the history of 1955 to 1961 to
support the charge that we had brought against the Wisconsin Evangelical
Lutheran Synod of false doctrine. The Doctrinal Commission of the Wis-
consin Evangelical Lutheran Synod has declared that in its judgment ref-
erence to past history can serve no wholesome purpose. The Doctrinal
Commission has not changed its judgment in this matter. We believe that
it is a serious matter that the question of procedure should stand in
the way of such discussions. We present the correspondence with the
Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod over the past two years to the
Floor Committee for its study.

Last fall we had the privilege of meeting and speaking briefly
with Pastoer Tauno Salonen, vice-president of the Confessional Lutheran
Church of Finland. We respected the confessional position that his
church body was taking. It had been for many years in fellowship with
the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod and had received substantial finan-
cial help from that Syncd. But they have recognized the fact that the
Lutheran Church-Hissouri Synod is no longer a confessionally true church
body, and they were at that time seriously considering their responsi=
bility over against the church body with which they had, for so long,
been in fellowship., 1In May of this year we received an announcement
from the Confessional Lutheran Church of Finland which stated thit on
April 11, 1970 their church bedy had resolved in their Convention that
the Confessional Lutheran Church of Finland can no more be in church
fellowship with the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod because the Lutheran
Church-Missouri Synod has definitely changed its doctrinal position.

We addressed & letter to the President of the Confessional Lutheran Church
of Finland commending them on the courageous position that they have taken
and wishing them Ged's blessing in the difficult time that lies before
them. We also mentioned that we would appreciate an opportunity to hear
more of their confessiuvnal pusition and to determine whether that con=-
fessional position and ours are in agreement,

A New School

In the summer of 1969 a request came from a group of pecple in
the Denver area for help in establishing a one-room school. It was with
a heavy heart that they were told that we were not in a position to of-
fer such help. With tremendous personal effort these people opened and
maintained Trinily Lutheran School and called Alvin Sieg as teacher.

Retirements and Resignation

In April of 1969 President Paul Albrecht announced to the Pastoral
Conference that he had, with difficulty, come to the conclusion that he
must retire from the active ministry and that he must resign as President
of the Church of the Lutheran Confession. There was no one present at the
Pastoral Conference who did not feel that the Lord was taking from service
in our church one who had done so very much to unite the pastors and con-
gregations of the Church of the Lutheran Confession. It was with genuine
regret that this announcement was heard. We wish President Albrecht the
Lord's richest blessings in the years of retirment that lie before him.
He has offered his services in any way possible to the Church of the Lu=
theran Confession, and we have not hesitated to use them.

In the summer of 1969 Pastor George Tiefel announced to his con-
gregation that he must retire from the parish ministry after sixty years
of service. We, who have learned so much at the feet of this gifted
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servant of the Word, pray that the Lord grant him a peaceful retirement
and the strength to lend us his good counsel in the years before us.

Withdrawals

On November 29, 1968 Pastor N. R. Carlson announced that he was
withdrawing his membership in the Church of the Lutheran Confession be=-
cause he found himself in doctrinal agreement with the current position
of the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synocd.

The Spokesman issue of October 1969 carried the announcement that
since Pastor Herold Schulz is not in agreement with the doctrine of church
fel lowship to which the Church of the Lutheran Confession subscribes and
had made it clear that he could not accept it, he is not in fellowshipwith
the Church of the Lutheran Confession. At that time a letter was addressed
to St. James Congregation of Golden, Colorado, offering to discuss the mat-
ter with her. Since no answer was received, we must assume that she shares
her pastor's convictions. The correspondence with Pastor Schulz is avail-
able to the Floor Committee for examination.

Anniversaries

On June 8, 1969 the &0th anniversary of the ordination of Pastor
George Tiefel was observed with Professor C. M. Gullerud preaching the
S5ermon.

On November 12, 1968 the 35th anniversary of the ordination of
Pastor H., E. Rutz was observed with Pastor Winfred Schaller preaching
the sermon.

On August 10, 1969 the 30th anniversary of the ordination of Pastor
George Barthels was observed. Pastor Robert Reim preached the sermon.

On January 2%, 1969 the 25th anniversary of the ordination of Pastor
Ralph Schaller was observed. Pastor Otto Eckert preached the sermon.

On May 3, 1970 St. John's Congregation of Okabena, Minnesota was
privileged to celebrate its 75th anniversary. Professor Roland Gurgel
and Pastor Robert Reim preached on this occasion.

On June 1, 1969 St. Paul's Congregation of White River, South
Dakota celebrated its L5th anniversary with Pastor John Johannes preach=
ing the sermon.

On April 19, 1970 Calvary Congregation of Marquette, Michigan
celebrated its 15th anniversary with Pastor Egbert Albrecht preaching
the sermon.

It is not surprising that many of our congregations have observed
the 10th anniversary of their organization in the biennium.

On November 24, 1968 Immanuel Congregation of Winter Haven, Florida
observed its 10th anniversary with Pastor Richard Kuehne preaching the
sermon,

On July 6, 1969 Peace Congregation of Mission, South Dakota cele-
brated its 10th anniversary with Pastor Kenneth Hallauer preaching the
Sermon.

Also in July of 1969 Trinity Congregation of Watertown, South
Dakota observed its 10th anniversary with Pastor Marvin Eibs and Pastor
Christian Albrecht preaching the sermons.
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On September 21, 1969 Faith Congregation of New Ulm, Minnesota ob-
served its 10th anniversary with Professor Roland Gurgel preaching the
sermon.

On September 28, 1969 St. Luke's Congregation of Stoddard, Wiscon-
sin celebrated its 10th anniversary with Pastor Jonathan Schaller preach-
ing the sermon.

In October of 1969 Holy Cross Congregation of Phoenix, Arizona
celebrated its 10th anniversary with the local pastor, Paul Fleischer,
preaching the serman,

On November 1, 1969 Gethsemane Congregation of Saginaw, Michigan
observed its 10th anniversary with the local pastor, Otto Eckert, and
Pastor Karl Brandle preaching the sermons.

On October 12, 1969 St. Mark's Congregation of Onalaska observed
its 10th anniversary with Professor John Lau preaching the sermon.

On November 27, 1969 Grace Congregation of Sleepy Eye, Minnesota
observed its 10th anniversary with Pastor Paul Holting preaching the
sermon.

In May of 1969 Faith Congregation of Coloma, Michigan celebrated its
10th anniversary with Professor Egbert Schaller preaching the sermon.

On February 15, 1970 Luther Memorial Congregation of Fond du Lac,
Wisconsin cbserved its 10th anniversary with Pastor Lester Schierenbeck
preaching the sermon.

On May 17, 1970 Redemption Congregation of Alderwocd Manor, Wash-
ington celebrated its I0th anniversary with Pastor M. J. Witt preaching
the sermon,

On June 7, 1970 Faith Congregation of Sanborn, Minnesota celebrated
its 10th anniversary with Pastor Gilbert Sydow preaching the sermon,

Appointments

Professor John Lau was asked to serve out the rest of the term as
Vice~President of the Church of the Lutheran Confession. We are well
aware of the fact that it is not good policy that the Praesidium be chosen
from the faculty of our school. But at the time it seemed to be the one
way that such an appointment could be made without disturbing the other
boards that were elected by the last convention. Professor Lau and I
agree that we are not trying to set a precedent and that he would finish
out this term on that basis. That will give the convention an opportunity
to elect its own administration and be responsible for the makeup of its
boards.

Fastor John Schierenbeck was asked to serve on the Constitution
Committee for the balance of the biennium.

Pastor Keith Olmanson was asked to serve as chairman of the Ways
and Means Commiltee and Pastor Marvin Eibs was asked to serve in place of
Pastor Arvid Gullerud when he accepted the call to Houston, Texas.

Pastor Carl Thurew was asked to serve as chairman of the Board of
Missions after the death of Pastor Ude, whose term would have expired at
this convention.

Pastor Rollin Reim was asked to serve as editor of the CLC Directory.
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I have asked Mr. Alvin Wendt, a certified public accountant, to
audit the books of the CLC, and he has graciously agreed to do so.

Deaths

For the first time in the brief history of the Church of the Lu=-
theran Confession the Lord, in His holy wisdom, saw fit to remove through
death members of the preaching ministry. Ouring the past biennium Pastor
Gerhard Pieper, Professor Edmund Reim, and Pastor Ruben Ude were called
from the church militant to the church triumphant. 0On Wednesday morning
Pastor Waldemar Schuetze will conduct a brief Memorial Service in which
he will direct our thoughts to the comfort and joy the Word offers us,

Ordinations and Installations

In January of 1969 Pastor Dale Redlin was installed as pastor of
Our Savior's Lutheran Church, Jamestown, North Dakota by Pastor David Lau.

On July 7, 1968 Jonathan Schaller was installed as pastor of St.
Paul's Congregation of Green Garden, Michigan by Pastor James Sandeen.

Cn October 13, 1968 Arthur Schulz was installed as pastor of St.
Luke's Congregation of Stoddard, Wisconsin and St. Mark's Congregation
of Onalaska, Wisconsin by Professor John Lau.

On April 13, 1969 Norman Harms was installed as pastor of Faith
Congregation of St. Louis County, Missouri by Pastor Robert Reim.

On June 15, 1969 John Pfeiffer was installed as pastor of Immanuel
Congregation of Thedford and Grace Congregation of Valentine, Nebraska by
Pastor Paul Larsen.

On June 22, 1969 Walter Schaller was ordained and installed as
pastor of Prince of Peace Congregation in Hecla, South Dakote by Pastor
Leland Grams.

On August 3, 1969 Eugene Rutz was installed as pastor of St. Peter's
Congregation of Stambaugh, Michigan by Pastor George Tiefel.

On September 2, 1969 Robert Mehltretter was installed as an in-
Structor at Immanuel Lutheran High School of Mankato, Minnesota by Pastor
Robert Reim,

On Cctober 19, 1969 Leonard Bernthal was installed as pastor of
Holy Trinity Congregation of Missoula, Montana by Pastor M. J. Witt.

On November 2, 1969 Lester Schierenbeck was installed as pastor
of Messiah Congregation, Fau Claire, Wisconsin by Professor Roland Gurgel.

On November 30, 1969 Clarence Hansen was installed as pastor of
Trinity Congregation, Millston, Wisconsin by Professor Paul Koch.

On January 11, 1970 Carl Thurow was installed as pastor of St.
Paul's Congregation of Austin, Minnesota by Pastor Albert Sippert.

On February 15, 1970 Harold Duehimeier was installed as pastor of
Grace Congregation of Minneapolis, Minnesota by Pastor Marvin Eibs.

On April 12, 1970 Marvin Eibs was installed as pastor of Faith
Congregation of Sanborn, Minnesota by Pastor George Barthels,

On May 17, 1970 Paul Larsen was installed as pastor of Berea Con-
gregation of St. Paul, Minnesota by Pastor Harold Duehlmeier.
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In September of 1969 Alvin Sieg was installed as principal and
teacher of Trinity School, Broomfield, Colorado by Pastor Daniel DeRose.

Applications for Merbership

We have received an application for membership from Walter Schaller,
pastor of Prince of Peace Congregation in Hecla, South Dakota and Daniel
Hehrwein who has been calied as teacher for Faith Congregation of Marke-
san, Wisconsin,

We have received applications for membership from the following
congregations:
The Church of the Lulheran Confession = Aberdeen, South Dakota
St. Stephen Lutheran Church of the East (San Francisco) Bay - CA
5t. Stephen Lutheran Church of the San Francisco Peninsula - CA
Immanuel Lutheran Church - Thedford, Nebraska

Memorial

One memorial has been addressed to this convention., It comes from
Faith Congregation of St. Louis County, Missouri. The memorial deals with
a plan of raising monies for specific mission projects or building projects.
The memorial will be considered by the proper committee.

Essays

We have asked Pastor M, J, Witt to deliver an essay at this con-
vention in which he would review for us the grace that has been shown us
by the Lord in the ten years of history that lie behind us.

We have asked Fastor Dale Redlin to prepare us for the work that
lies before us by presenting an essay that will remind us of the contin-
uing grace of God toward the Church of Lhe Lutheran Confession.

Dedications

On February 9, 1969 Messiah Congregation of Milwaukee, Wisconsin
was privileged to dedicate a new parsonage.

On January 19, 1969 Faith Congregation of New Ulm, Minnesota ded-

icated a complex of buildings that they had purchased from another church
body that will provide them with church and parsonage facilities.

On August 10, 1969 the new chapel of Bethel Congregation of Houston,
Texas was dedicated.

On October 19, 1969 Messiah Congregation of Milwaukee dedicated her
new church building.

On January 25, 1970 Immanuel Congregation of Mankato, Minnesota was
privileged to dedicate a new schoo! building.

On June 14, 1970 Grace Congregation of Sleepy Eye, Minnesota was
grivileged to dedicate her new church building.

On Jure 21, 1970 Messiah Congregation of Eau Claire, Wisconsin ded-
icated a nsw parsonage.

Let us then address ourselves to the work that lies before us and
together with Paul press toward the mark for the prize of the high calling
of God in Christ Jesus. With a continuing grace of God there is no question
but that we can do the work that He would have us do in His name. Amen.

Robert A. Reim, President
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REPCORT COF COMMITTEE #2: PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE AND REPORT

We thank the president for the scriptural message he has placed be-
fore us, setting the anniversary tone for the convention., Let us enthusi-
astically, excitedly, and confidently ''press toward the prize."

We concur that we must address ourselves to the problem of the lack
of students studying for the preaching and teaching ministry. We urge all
to make this problem the object of their prayerful consideration. Beseech
the Lord to solve this problem for only He can send workers into the harvest.

Upon study of the pertinent correspondence we acknowledge, with sor-
row, Pastor Carlson's resignation froem the CLC and at the same time approve
the president's action concerning this resignation.

We have reviewed the correspondence on file in the case of the sev-
erance of fellowship between Pastor Herold Schulz of Golden, Colorado and
the CLC, as announced in the October 1969 issue of the Spokesman. We do
find that our representatives did speak and act according to God's Wordin
this matter. We joyfully thank our Lord Jesus who gives us His Holy Spirit
of Truth,

We concur in the appointments made by the president during the bi-
enni um.

REPCRT OF THE BOARD OF DOCTRINE

Dear Brethren in Christ:

He present herewith a brief account of the activities in which the
Board of Doctrine has been engaged since our report tothe conventionin 1968.

Permit us to speak first of our dealings with the Wisconsin Syncd's
Commission on Doctrinal Matters, which at one time occupied us extensively
but have, since the summer of 1969, been almost at a stand-still.

On Sept. 6, 1968 President 0. J. Naumann favored us with a communi-
cation by which the Commission on Doctrinal Matters replied in detailed
fashion to our Board's statement of April 1968 (cf. 1968 CLC convention
Proceedings, pp. 23-24)}. Our Board carefully studied the entire corres-
pondence involved and made its reply in November of 1968. A copy of this
reply, as well as of the other correspondence referred to herein, is being
supplied for the consideration of the convention floor committee reviewing
this report,

A reaction to our communication of November 1968 was long in arriv-
ing. It came under date of June 17, 1969. Without addressing itself to
the content of the November letter, the Conmittee proposed a meeting with
our Board at New Ulm,Minn. on August 5th, and stipulated that the discus-
sion be restricted to 'the principles of church fellowship as set forth
in Scripture.”

In a reply of July 1969 our Board stated its willingness to con-
tinue face-to-face discussions, but noted with regret the restrictive
nature of the proposal and reiterated a previous insistence that oppor-
tunity be provided for references to earlier official pronouncements of
both our church bodies where it appears necessary in order to assure that
we were understanding each other correctly.
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A reply from President Naumann, dated July 8, 1963, briefly expressed
regret over the fact that the proposed meeting set for Aug. 5th "will nownot
materialize.! Me assured us that the Commission would, however, careful ly
study our response. In the meantime the Wisconsin Syned met in convention
at New Ulm. A copy of the Proceedings of that convention was supplied to us
shortly before Christmas; and thus we first became aware of the manner in
which the Wisconsin Commission had explained to its synod the fact that the
August meeting with our Board had not materialized. In reaction our Presi-
dent addressed a letter to President Naumann under date of Feb. 3, 1370, de-
ploring the nature of the report, President Naumann briefly acknowledged
this communication on Feb, 12, 1970. The March issue of the Journal of The-
ology reproduced the Commission's report to its synod, and offered a brief
analysis of its content. There the matter stands at this writing,

The Board of Doctrine was occupied with two other major tasks during
the past biennium. The first arose from a resolution adopted by the 1968
convention: That a statement briefly presenting the doctrinal position of
CLC be prepared by the Board of Doctrine and submitted to the Book House
for publication and distribution.

The second task consisted of an assignment by the Coordinating Coun-
cil at its October 1969 meeting calling for preparation of a brief histori-
cal review of the circumstances that gave birth to our church bedy, with
special stress on the differences which continue to separate us from former
brethren. Such a document would be made available to our pastors for dis-
tribution to the members of their flocks,

Concerning the Statement of Faith it can be reported that after
painstaking effort, and after publication of a preliminary draft in the
Journal of Theolegy to which pastors, teachers and laymen could and did
respond with suggestions for improvement, a revised version of the State-
ment is at this writing in the hands of the printer. As was anticipated,
not every phrasing in the finished product has been received with unani-
mous appreciation., We stated at the outset (Journal, May 19632, pp. 31)
that a document of this nature will never conform completely to an ideal.
The important thing is that it harbor no doctrinal error.

The Board requested Pastor Nolting to prepare in its behalf a first
draft of the historical review called for by the Coordinating Councilj; and
at this writing a preliminary effort is in our hands for study. We shall
seek to expedite the production of this important item, but cannot predict
how soon the pamphlet will appear,

The Board as a whole or through sub-committees thereof became in-
volved in several other matters in which the President asked for consul-
tation and participation in meetings and correspondence. Since these deal-
ings were the responsibility of the administration, they will be reported
by the President at his discretion and need not be discussed here.

HWe pray that the witness of our church may continue in unity and in
strength, and that our CLC may thus enjoy the blessed prospects of a city
that is set upon a hill.

The Board of Doctrine: E. Schaller, Chairman
C. M. Gullerud, Secretary
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OFFICIAL CORRESPONDENCE

1. Naumann Letter of September 6, 1363

Dear President Albrecht:

As stated in my letter of June 13, 1368, our Comission on Doctrinal
Matters promised to supply you with an elaboration of the three points made
in a preliminary evaluation is herewith being supplied.

For ready reference I am quoting the three points of the Juns 13 let-
ter and bringing the elaboration after each point,

"(1) that the CLC letter had dwelt on historical developments which
we cannot evaluate jointly with the CLC unless agreement in principles
has first been established."

Here we would reiterate, and therefore refer you to, what we stated
in our communication of August 14, 1367, transmitted to you through Pres.
0. J. Haumann.

"(2) That our fellowship principles had not first been crystallized
in 1361, but had been publicly delinsated in print some years prior to
1361 and had at that time azlso been shared by members of the CLC."

For substantiation of this point we refer you to:

a) An essay on Prayer Fellowship by Prof. John Meyer, read before the
Minnesota District Pastoral Conference, April 26-28, 1349, and published
in our Wisconsin Lutheran Quarterly, July 134%3-0ctober 1950. In this
essay the principles long held and practiced by our Synod were clearly
set forth,

b) An essay on The Scriptural Principles Concerning Church Felleowship
by Prof. Carl Lawrenz, read at the Dakota-Montana District Convention at
Mobridge, South Dakota, June 8-10, 1954, and at the Nebraska District
Convention at Stanton, Nebr., June 15-18, 1354 (by resolu don of this
convention duplicated and distributed to all the delegates of the con-
vention), and subsequently published in our Wisconsin Lutheran Quarterly
of October 1954, This essay contains the following statement on sever-
ance of fellowship which is identical, almost in its very wording, to
the statement from our Church Fellowship statement which is quoted and
to which you now take exception in your communication of April 1368,
namely:

'"Jith equal clarity the Lord tells us likewise in His Word that we
can no lenger recognize and treat those as brethren who in spite of ear-
nest admonition persistently cling to an error in doctrine, who demand
recognition and tolerance for their error and make propaganda for ft."
{Page 285)

c) Upon recommendation of President E. Reim a summary of our fellow-
ship principles as set forth in the above-mentioned essay of Prof. Carl
Lawrenz was used in an introductory presentation to a series of seminary
student forums covering intersynodical issues which were held during the
winter of 1356. Though other faculty members felt free to supplement
subsequent presentations, neither Prof. Reim nor any other faculty mambar
questioned or supplemented anything in this presentation on Scriptural
principles concerning church fellowship.

We still hold that the use we make of the passages concerning waak
brethren in our Statement on Church Fellowship (Bh, d) is Scriptural and




22

that the CLL's definition of a weak brother, as restricted to those who
ignorantly or inadvertentiy and privately embrace error (the emphasis is
our own) is too narrow and dees not do justice to the Scriptural passages
guiding us in our dealing with weak brethren (e.g. Acts 15:5ff), We
leave it to the members of the CLC to determire whether they want to hold
out for this narrow definition of a weak brother and whether they actually
have done, or are doing, this in practice.

"(3) That the CLC commnication of April 1368 ascribes a position
to our Synod which we have heretofore clearly repudiated, and that the
communication therefore does not define a doctrinal deviation which we
can recognize,V

The paragraph on page 3 of this comunication beginning with "The
WELS and CLC agree,..'"seems to imply that the WELS contends that Scripture
does "admit of a continuing fellowship relation, protesting or otherwise,
with a church body known and acknowledged to be engaged in the teaching of
error and in unscriptural practice, while a protracted course of admonition
is being pursued." (Emphasis ours) This does not correctly represent our

position,

The real questions which call for an answer are these: When is a
church body to be acknowledged and when can it be known as engaged in the
teaching of error and in unscriptural practice? When is a course of admo-
nition protracted, and thus no longer warranted? These are matters of judg-
mant as Or. Walther also indicated in his Theses on Open Questions of 1868.
Cf. especially Theses I1I and VIII:

Thesis 1II. '"Even if an open error against the Word of God has in-
fected a whole church body, this does not in itself make that church
body a false church, a body with which an orthodox Christian or the
orthedox church would abruptiy have to sever relatfons,”

Thesis VIII., "The Church must take steps against any deviation from
the doctrine of the Word of God, whether this be done by teachers or by
so-called laymen, by individuals or by entire church bedies.”

It should be noted that also Walther did not presume to prescribe the
steps or their duration for each individual practical situation.

I hope that this elaboration of the three points of the letter of
June 13 will help to establish understanding and confidence.

Sincerely yours in the service of Christ,

Oscar J. Naumann

2, Board of Doctrine Letter of November 21, 1968

Dear Fresident Naumann,

Herewith the reply of our Board of Doctrine to the "elaboration' of
the Commission on Doctrinal Matters.

For me personally, it 15 a matter of deep regret that over a period
of nearly eight years it has not become possible for us frankly to discuss
with the Commission the issue that came betwsen us,

Yours sincerely,
Faul Alhrecht
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The letter of President Naumann dated June 13, 1268 advised us that
in its reaction to our communication of April 1368 the Commission on Doc-
trinal Mstters reaffirmed a presupposition which had been set by it for
discussion of the historical developments upon which the original CLC
charge of error against the WELS was based. In its '"elaboration" the Com-
mission refers us to its remarks on this subject in a letter dated August
4, 1967. The Commission contends, in Point 1, that our presentaticn of
April 139€8 dwelt on historical developments (President Naumann's letter,
Sept. &, 1968).

We maintain, however, that our presentation addressed jtself pri-
marily to the principles and to their exposition in the WELS document,
"Church Fellowship." Historical references were introduced for the nec-
essary purpose of confirming and illustrating our understanding of that
exposition through its application in practice.

We observe that the Cormission itself, despite the rigid restriciion
which its presupposition would impose upon us in the discussion, has seen
fit to disregard the rule. In its elaboration of Point (Z) it has "dwelt
on historical developments! for its own purpose, HNevertheless we are quite
willing to respect the right of reference since we, too, find it impossible
to eliminate historical data from a discussion to which they are inescapably
relevant; and we shall respond,

With reference to point (b} under (2) in the elaboration, dealing
with the Lawrenz essay of 1354, it is claimed that the statement on sever-
ance of fellowship in this essay is "amost! identical with the statement in
"Church Fellowship! to which our document of April 1368 took exception. We
wish to make the following cbservations:

A. The essay says: '...in spite of earnest admonition..." while
"Church Fellowship" says "...in spite of patient admonition..." (under-
scoring ours). The word '"'patient' introduces a new quite different element
and flavor into the thought, particularly in the framework of the debates
and resolutions within the Synod between 1355 and 1361.

B. But beyond this fact, it is to be observed that in the essay an
extensive foundation is laid for a differentiation between a weak brother
and a false teacher, Whether or not this distinction is treated in an ad-
equate manner in view of what has taken place since publication is another
matter.

In ¢) under Point {2) reference is made to Acts 15:5ff., We find it
impossible to regard this Scripture as containing instruction which would
specifically serve in "quiding us in our dealing with weak brethren." The
fact that Scripture, given by inspiration, designates certain advocates of
false doctrine as having been believers in no way justifies us in presenting
this as a classic instance of how to deal with "weak brethren' who publicly
proclaim error. In any event, the matter was disposed of by the Apostles
in one sitting, so far as we are able to determine; and thus the occasion
provides no apt illustration for the issue of "patient" admonition as it
confronts us in our discussion,

It should be observed in & general way that examples relating to the
exercise of fellowship in the dealings of Christ and His Apostles cannot
serve as restrictive or regulative reflections upon clear Apostolic instruction
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such as is found in the directives of passages like Rom. 16:17-18. 1In the
historical examples the elements of time and circumstance are not always
detailed; and in any case we are not, as Jesus was, a reader of the thoughts
and intents of the heart, nor can we speak of motivation as the Apostles did
in the power of the Holy Ghost (Acts 5:3.3).

In the elaboration of Point (3) we are surprised to find the following
questions advanced as caliing for definitive answers: 'When is a church body
to be acknowledged and when can it be known as engaged in the teaching of
error and in unscriptural practice?" We consider these questions as having
long since been confessionally settled among us (Brief Statemant, #28.23),
And we do not regard Walther's Thesis as suggesting anything which would con~-
flict with the position of the Brief Statement, If they did, we would have
to dissent from them., The Brief Statement leaves no room for human judgment
in regard to a "Course of Admonition,!

We find it recessary, further, to address to the Commission a few ob-
servations of rather personal nature because of its statement in Point (2).
The claim that some present members of the CLC concurred, or seemed to con-
cur, in certain doctrinal essays delivered prior to 1955, in which the sub-
ject of Church Fellowship was treated, has basis in fact. An error in doc-
trine or practice is not ratified by the numerical strength of those who
concur in it.

We wish to state for the record that no responsible member of the CLC
has ever implied that he or she is entirely guiltless in the sorry situation
that exists between us and our former cherished affiiiation. It is this very
state of affairs which should make both us and the WELS willing to do all in
our power to restore unity by frank and honest confrontation with the truth,
historical as well as Scriptural; and we deem it urgent that hoth sides sub-
mit to this need, without further recourse to unrealistic procedural reser-
vations which have proved to be obstacles to prompt attainment of the God-
pleasing objectives of our discussions. We on our part declare that we have
no desire to save face, For many of us the course of events in Wisconsin's
dealings with Missouri was cause for profound misgivings and these misgivings
were voiced!--long before the doctrinal fallacy underiying some of the steps
that were taken became evident to us. Certain random misconceptions (such
as the '"leaning away' theory in connection with Rem, 16117) were cleared
away; but we were unable to identify the salient point of divergence from
Scriptural directive which remained, until it was explicitly spelled out
after 1355. For such failure we on our part must rely upon the gracious,
pardoning heart of our Savior.

In view of the above we desire to reaffirm our presentation of April
1968 and request that the Ccrmission on Doctrinal Matters consider it in
its entirety. We wouild also point out that previous affirmations of agree-
ment with the principles set forth in our “Concerning Church Fellowship,"
repeatedly expressed by members of the Commission and of its sub-committee,
have now been modified by reference to a difference in the definition of a
weak brother,

The Board of Doctrine

Church of the Lutheran Confession
E. Schaller, Chairman

C. M. Gullerud, Secretary
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3. Neumann Letter of Jure 17, 1369

Dear President Reims

At its regular spring meeting last month our Synod's Commission on
Doctrinal Matters considered again the November 1368 letter of your prede-
cessor in office, President Paul G. Albrecht and requested that [ send you

this response,

Our Commission on Doctrinal Matters has come to the conclusion that
a discussion in person offers a better chance of understanding than carry-
ing on an extended correspondence,

We are therefore ready to resume conversations with your Board of
Doctrine in plenary session, if they so desire. As in the past, we wish
to restrict ourselves to a discussion of the principles of fellowship as
set forth in Scripture. For unless the common criteria are established,
any attempt to review and evaluate the history of recent years could only
end in confusion,

We propose as a starting point to focus attention upon the recur-
ring terms "we2ak brother,' "persistent errorist,' and "false teacher," in
the hope of arriving at a common definition of these terms.

We suggest a maeting of the above mentioned doctrinal bodies on the
afterncon of August 5th at New Ulm.

Sincerely yours,

For the Commission on Doctrinal Matters
Oscar J. Naumann, President
WISCONSIN EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN 5YNOD

L. Board of Doctrine Letter of July 6, 1369

Dear President Haumann,

In my letter of June 20, 1363 I had written that I was asking our
Board of Dectrine to meet to consider the proposal of your Commission on
Doctrinal Matters for a meeting with our Board of Doctrine on August 5, 1969.

I am inclosing the reply of the Board of Doctrine over the signature
of its chairman, Prof. E. Schaller. The Board of Doctrine did study the
proposal thoroughly and agreed that the enclosed letter should be its response,

1 would just like to add the earnest hope that the Lord may socon lead
us to a course of action that will, under the power of His Word, restore a
fellowship that we cherished,

Yours sincerely,

Robert Reim

To the WELS Commission on Doctrinal Matters
Milwaukee, Wisconsin

As presented by President Naumann under date of June 17, 1369, we
have taken careful note of the reaction to our communication of last No-

vember .,
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As we stated ir November, it s our beiief that both sides ought to
be prepared for any legitimate effort "to restore unity by frank and honest
confrontation with the truth, historical as well as Scriptural; and we deem
it urgent that both sides submit to this need, without further recourse to
unrealistic procedural reservations which have proved to be obstacles to
prompt attainment of the God-pleasing objectives of our discussions.!

With profound regret we find the WELS representatives continiing to
require 'procedural reservations" which past experience has shown to be a
hindrance to the achieverent of our goals.

Whatever good intentions may in the past have prompted the insistence
of WELS representatives that in our meetings reference to the evidence of
history be disallowed, we are unable to list a single advance that has been
achi eved toward the Scriptural purpose of our discussions by following such
a course. MWe cannot, therefore, accede to a further meeting under such re-
striction. Instead of bringing our differences into sharper focus, we feel
that the proposed limitation can only perpetuate our talking past each other.

We have previously indicated, both by word of mouth and in writing,
that our purpose in calling for reference to statements and events of the
past is not recriminatory, ("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 pre-
supposition.' Cf. Proceedings of the 1366 Convention of the CLC, p. 23).

Nor are we holding out for our view simply in order to win a procedural point,

Permit us to define our attitude further by the following:

We refer ynu to the "elaboration of the threa points! as offered in
Pres. Naumann's letter of Sept. 6, 1968,

There, after having described the CLC's definition of a weak brother
as ""too narrow! point (3) is quoted and discussed in part as follows with
reference to our April 1968 document:

""The paragraph on page 3 of this communication beginning with 'The
WELS and CLC agree,..' seems to imply that the WELS contends that Scripture
does 'admit of & continuing fellowship relation, protesting or otherwise,
with a church body known and acknowledged to be engaged in the teaching of
error and in unscriptural practice, while a protracted course of admonition
is being pursued.' (Emphasis ours). This does not correctly represent our
position,"

If the above quotation from our April 1968 communication incorrectly
represents the WELS position, one thing is abundantly clear to us: The de-
scription correctly characterizes the WELS practice, at least during the
years 1955-1961., We are convinced that, if the WELS representatives are
disposed to reject this to us obvious historical fact, a purely academic
discussion of principles divorced from the practice which history records
would be an exercise in frustration. In our meetings with WELS representa-
tives we have from the beginning earnestly tried to let the WELS record
speak its part toward an understanding of the WELS position as defined by
its words; but in this effort we have consistently been rebuffed,

If what the WELS did in dealing with Missouri during those years does
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Since our next regular meeting of the Commission on Doctrinal Matters
is scheduled for Noverber 13 and 14, I am sending copies of your letter to
all Commissfon members, Should some of the members desire a special meeting,
onz to be held before the November meeting, they can address their reguest
to the chairman, Professor C, J. Lawrenz or to me,

You will recall] that many of the pastors and members now constituting
the Church of the Lutheran Confession were =til! members of our Syncd for
varying pericds of tima after the 1355 convention. You also realize that
all of us were restudying the entire question of fellowship and were strug-
gling for clarity of expression during those years. MNor did the various
evaluations of the situation in which our Synod found {tself at that time
agree. In fact these evaluation were at times poles apart.

It is our concern now to determine whether cur present confessional
positions on the doctrine and practice of fellowship agree. We are con-
vinced that this must come before any further discussion of the historical
events or of the pronouncements made between 1955 and 1961,

We firmly believe that Scriptural deocirine is propositional truth
and can be stated as such. If our two church bodies can reach agreement
in their statements of the Scriptural doctrine of church fellowship, we
can after such agreement proceed to ask whether in the past we have always
succeeded in applying that truth to the situation confronting us, or whether
we failed to do so,

No one among us claims perfection either for our statements or our
actions in the past, But we firmly believe that we are stating the Scrip-
tural doctrine of fellowship correctly in our theses. We do not say that
this sams doctrine cannot be slated correctly in different words or accord-
ing to a different outline and arrangement of thoughts. But we consider it
essential that our first discussion be confined to the doctrine of fellow-
ship and the formulation of that doctrine by your theses and by ours, In
doing this we dare not reject a synod's carefully worded theses and con-
fessional position, if it in itself agrees with Scripture, and call that
synod's confessional position false just because the synod may not 1n every
instance in the past have succeeded in applying that truth correctly. Es-
pecially must this be the case, if that synod is successfully and consis-
tently living and practicing in conformity with the Scriptural doctrine and
with its confessional staterment of that doctrine today.

Do you consider it Christian and brotherly to reject a syncd's con-
fessional position, which agrees in its formulation with the propositional
truth of Holy Scripture, and to call that synod's confessional position
false just because it did not in every instance during a period of stress
and strain ten or fifteen years ago formulate every sentence of its articles,
reports, and resclutions with perfect accuracy?

We believe in putting first things first. What is our confessional
position today? Do our theses correctly set forth the teaching of Scripture?
Does our Synod's life and practice today conform with Scriptural truth and
with our own confession of that truth?

After these matters have been considered and agreemant is established,
then we may wish to review the past to establish whether we succeeded in
living that truth in every case,
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We agree with your last paragraph on page one that the disagreement
on procedure lies in the question of what needs clarification. Will you
not agree that we have good reason for wanting to refer to historical facts
stnce we have never been told what the relationship is between your state-
ment "Church Fellowship" and the history of what was said and done by the
WELS between 1355 and 136) in determining the course of its dealings with
the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synocd? Are we to understand that this state-
ment represents a change in the position of WELS at the time of its adop-
tion in 13617 If we were told that, we would be ready to discuss the terms
you suggest so that we are surely not speaking past each other when those
terms are used,

In re-reading the response of the Board of Doctrine to your request
for a "written and precise definition of our alleged doctrinal deviations"
we find that the position ascribed to you was in substance a fair presenta-
tion of what was officially said and done by WELS from 1955 to 1961. When
you repudiated that position, were we to understand by that, that there
has been a change in the position of the WELS, or that the practice of the
WELS from 1955 to 1961 was not in full conformity with the adopted state-
ment on "Church Fellowship'"? We would be only too happy to hear that such
is the case and we would have the highest hopes of re-establishing true
doctrinal unity under the guidance of the Holy Spirit.

If, however, we are to understand that the statement on "Church
Fellowship' does not represent a change in the doctrinal position of the
WELS, we do not believe that we are being unreasonable in asking for the
right to clarify our charges with the use of references to past resolutions
and official statements, And let it be clearly understood--if we are
granted that right, we welcome the opportunity of seeking a reconciliation
and resclution of our differences,

I am sure that you will agree that questions of procedure should
not stand in the way of discussions that could, with the help of God, lead
to doctrinal unity. We are well aware of the fact that we must answer to
our Lord if we are holding out for our procedure just because we are being
willful and stubborn. But until we are told what the relationship is be-
tween your statement on "Church Fellowship' and what was officially said
and done between 1955 and 196! by the WELS, we see no other way in which
that can be determined unless it be by the use of necessary references in
the discussion of your docurent.

We see a vary real danger that if we were to follow the procedure
your Commission outlines without clarity in the questions raised above the
problem that concerns us more than any other would be lest sight of, and
we might fail to achieve that doctrinal unity we both surely seek,

May our gracious Lord help us to find the way that can properly
restore unity between us.

Sincerely yours,

Robert Reim, President

I1. Naumann Letter of June 1, 1370

Dear President Reim:

Your letter of May 21 arrived here on the 22nd. Thank you for the
prompl reply.
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apparent ly disagree as to what it is that needs clarification. And this dis-
agreement, in turn, is reflected in the divergent procedures which our two
doctrinal committees consider essential for any fruitful discussion,

In 1961 our Synod terminated fellowship with the Missouri Synod. This
formsl action on the part of our Syncd was accompanied by the existing state-
ment of fellowship principles on the basis of which our testimony to the Mis-
souri Synod has been given. Subsecquent thereto the (L continued to charge
our Synod with an unscriptural position in the matter of church fellowship.
When our Commission thereupon requested from your Board of Doctrine a "writ-
ten and precise definition of our alieged doctrinal deviations," we found it
necessary to repudiate the position ascribed to us as not reflecting our
position,

At this point we might add that, at least for us, the issue under dis-
cussion was not whether our statement of principles might be worded differ-
ently or with greater clarity--or whether the practice of our Synod had al-
ways been in conformity with our statement of principles. If the later had
been at issue, an examination of past events and pronouncements might possibly
have serve some purpose. However, your Board of Doctrine did not find it
possible to accept our statement of principles as such; nor did your Board of
Doctrine appear ready to accept our elaboration as to what we meant or in-
tended in our statement of principles.

This, in turn, gave rise to our suggestion that we examine our respec-
tive interpretation and understanding of such terms as "weak brethren," "per-
sistent," "false teacher,! '"the role of admonition,' or some of Walther's
theses. We are still of the conviction that without common agreement on
points such as these, any joint evaluation of past events and pronouncements--
either within the Wisconsin Synod or the CLC--would not serve any wholesome
purpose.

Sharing your earnest concern that we might yet re-establish true doc-
Erinal unity, we want to rensew our invitation to meet with your Board of
Doctrine for the purpose of discussing the Scriptural principles (e.g. weak
brethren, persistent, false teachers, role of admonition). This is also in
keeping with the desire expressed by our Synod at its last convention.

Sincerely yours in the Risen Christ,

Oscar J. Naumann

10. Reim Letter of May 21, 1370

Dear President Naumann:

I have received your letter of April 28 and have presented it to the
Board of Doctrine for discussion as promised. The Board of Doctrine would
like it known that we are in ful! agreemsnt in the concern you express that
we might yet re-establish true doctrinal unity., We considered carefully
the last paragraph renewing the invitation to a meeting to discuss the terms
used to express the Scriptural principles of church fellowship. The ques-
tion was raised whether the absence of the previous restriction to the lim-
ited use of necessary references was significant. But we came to the con-
clusion, in light of the rest of your letter, that this was not the case.
If we misread your letter and the restriction has been removed, in the con-
fidence that we will not sbuse that privilege, we will be happy to accept
the invitation.
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8. Nasumann Letter of April 20, 1370

Dear President Reim:

Herewith I wish to express my gratitude for the copies of the Pro-
ceedings of the Seventh and Eighth Conventions of the Church of the Lutheran
Confession. I am certain that they will be appreciated by our commission
also, for ready reference during our deliberations,

I was asked by our Commission during its special meeting on March
6 and 7 to assure you that our use of the expression "becoms the subject of
such discussion! was not intended to mean an "exclusive discussion of his-
torical developments between 1955 and 1361,

The commission also asked me to advise you that a formal reply to
your letter of February 9, 1370, would be forthcoming after our April meet-
ing. That meeting is scheduled for April 24 and 25 at Milwaukee, Our
Syncdical Council will convene during the following week.

Sincerely yours,

Oscar J. Naumann

J. Naumann Letter of April 28, 1370

Dear President Reim:

Qur Commission on Deoctrinal Matters and I have studied your letter
of February 3, 1970 with reference to our Commission's supplementary report
to our Synod's convention of 1363, particularly with respect to our state-
ma2nty "It is their wish that the historical events from 1255 to 1961 be-
come the subject matter of such discussions.! We have nnted your expres-
sion of regret that our Commission "did not see fit to report...the limited
use that (your Board of Doctrine) wanted to make of historical events.,."

Although our rather brief report in 1969 could be understood to the
effect that we held that your Board of Doctrine desired a "full discussion,!
a discussion "in depth," or a discussion devoted exclusively to past events,
statements, and pronouncements, our Commission has repeatedly advised our
Synod through previous and detailed reports as to the limited or specific
use which your Board of Doctrine wished to make of such historical refer-
ences. Some examples are as follows: ',..the CLC representatives requested
a review...of our Synod's actions...in order to demonstrate what the CLC
representatives hold to be the Wisconsin Synod's position on church fellow-
ship" (1964 Report to the Nine Districts, p. 96); "...the CLC representatives
requested a review...of our Synod's actions since the 1955 convention in or-
der to demonstrate what the CLC representatives hold to be the Wisconsin
Synod's position on church fellowship" (1965 Proceedings, p. 276); "...an
examination of past official statements is necessary to justify its under-
standing of the 'Theses'" (1967 Proceedings, p. 280); "The CLC representa-
tives, on the other hand, expressed the view that it was essential to ex-
amine past resolutions and official statements of the WELS in order to
evaluate the WELS Commission's presentation of 'Church Fellowship'' (1968
Report to the Nine Districts, p. 61).

Your letter speaks of '"necessary references' to 'clarify matters be-
ing discussed and the principles involved.! We agree that ''clarification!
is called for with respect to our discussions and relationship. But we
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not correspond with the present position it desires to hold in principle,
let this be frankly stated. 1In such case we could properly consider an
agenda for the discussion of definitions and terminology which may by Ged's
grace demonstrate that our church bodies "speak the same things'" and are
‘'nerfectly joined together in the same mind and in the same judgment."

We are in wholehearted agreement with the observation that efforts
at achieving an understanding by correspondence alone holds little promise
of success, Therefore we are both ready and willing to continue face-to-
face discussions in which the issues are properiy confronted.

The Beoard of Doctrine
Church of the Lutheran Confession
E. Schaller, Chairman

5. Naumann Letter of July 8, 1969

Dear President Reim:

Your letter of July &, containing the response of your Board of
Doctrine to our proposal for & meeting of the entire membership of our
doctrinal committees, was received this morning.

1 regret that the proposed meeting of August 5 will not now
materialize,

We will study carefully the response of your Board of Doctrine,
sent us over the signature of its chairman, Professor Egbert Schaller.

As you do, so [ earnestly hope that the Loerd may lead us to a
course of action that will,under the power aof His Word, restore a fel-
Towship that we, too, cherished,

Sincerely yours,

Oscar J. Haumann

6. Reim Letter of February 9, 1970

Dear President Naumann:

Thank you for the courtesy of sending a copy of the proceedings of
the 40th Biennial Convention for your church body. 1 have studied the re-
port that was made to the convention by your Commission on Doctrinal Matters
on our letter of July 6, 1962 and the convention's reaction to that report.

I must say that I cannot understand that your Commission should have
reported as it did, The first paragraph concludes with the sentence '"it is
their wish that the historical events from 1955 to 1361 become the subject
matter of such discussions.! That certainly gives the 1mpresslnn that we
were asklng for a full discussion of the historical events in our last let-
ter to your Commission. HNothing was further from our minds. All that we
had asked was set forth in the paragraph that reads '"we have previously in-
dicated, both by word of mouth and in writing, that our purpose in calling
for reference to statements and events of the past is not recriminatory.
("By such necessary references we do not mean the formal and full review of
past pronouncements and official statements ts of the WELS mentioned in the
correspondence and included in the second presupposition." Cf. Proceedings
of the 1366 Convention of the CLC, p. 23). MNor are we holding out for our
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view simply in order to win & procedura! point." What we are requesting is
the privilege of using "necessary references” when we feel that they are
called for to clarify matters being discussed and the principles involved.
I can find nothing in that paragraph which suggests that we want to make
the historical events "the subject matter of such discussions,”

It seems to me that when the suggestion is made that we want to make
historical events the subject matter of such discussions the impression is
given that we are seeking to work through these historical events in depth
and find & solution to the problems there. Such an interpretation on your
Commission's report is given added weight when in the second paragraph your
Commission writes "without such a common basis of scriptural principles,
even an agreement in evaluating historical events would be impossible.”

We had no intention of suggesting that there would be any effort to reach
agreement in evaluating these historical events, We realize that there
has to be an agreement in principles based on the Word of God before these
can be a solution to any such historical problems.

Since my role in these discussions is new, I had personally asked
that the Board of Doctrine explain to your Commission the reasons that we
had for asking for this limited use of reference to historical events. We
had no intention of giving the impreszsion that we wanted to study the his-
torical events in depth or that we were looking for & superficial agree-
ment in evaiuating historical events,

Our proposal s not born out of a spirit of contention. We honestly
believe it to be necessary in the interest of truth and clarity. I regret
that your Commission did not see fit to report to your Convention the lim-
ited use that we wanted to make of historical events and that it was on the
basis of such circumstances that your Commission on Doctrinal Matters does
not Tind itself in a position to plan further discussions with the Board
of Doctrine of the Church of the Lutheran Confession,

Yours sincerely,

Robert Reim, President

Dear President Reimi

Your letter of February 3, 1970, reached me this morning. I wish to
thank you for writing so promptly after reading our convention proceedings.
Only through communication can we learn whether we are understanding one
another correctly.

We certainly do not favor perpetuating a separation that is brought
about by unclear communication or faulty understanding of what a writer
wished to convey,

Since our Commission on Doctrinal Matters has called a meeting for
early next month, I shall request of them that they consider your letter
at those sessions also.

Sincerely yours,

Oscar J. Naumann
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On the other hand, we may after reachipg agreement in our confessional
position mutually agree that there would be littie gained in an extensive
review of the past. For to a great extent our differences in the past lay
in the evaluation of the situation confronting us at the time. 1Is it really
to be expected that men will today bave changed greatly their evaluation of
those situations? And if pot, should differences in evaluating a situation
keep apart two synods who agree in the confession of God's truth?

These areas of thoughts that keep presenting themselves as 1 consider
the fact that your Beard of Doctrine and our Commission on Doctrinal Mstters
have consistently failed to agree on proper procedure to be followed in de-
termining whether or not our two synods agree on the doctrine of fellowship.
Whether such a frank expression of one's thoughts will contribute anything and
help to clear the road blocks that have to date kept a meeting from material-
izing, I do not care to predict. 1 have put my thinking down in writing. I
pray that it will help to set forth our reasons for taking the position which
ve now hold,

We should also not forget that the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Syncd
has raised no charges against those who have withdrawn the hand of fellowship
from us and have founded the Church of the Lutheran Confession.

With this, then, I reiterate our invitation and offer to meet. Perhaps
the reasons for taking the position which we feel compelled to take, have been
stated a bit more fully this time.

May the Lord bless our efforts toward understanding according to His
graciocus will.
Sincerely yours,

Gscar J. Naumann

REPORT OF COMMITTEE #1: DOCTRINE

CLC-WELS Relations

We encourage the members of our Church of the Lutheran Confession to include
the Beoard of Doctrine in their prayers for the difficult task they are per-
forming in our behalf.

As a church bedy, we have sought to dedicate ourselves whole-heartedly to our
God-given task of bringing the saving Gospel to lost mankind. At the same
time it has been a part of this work to testify to the Wisconsin Evangelical
Lutheran Synod concerning its errors in doctrine and practice.

Whereas in our meetings and correspondence with the Wisconsin Evangelical
Lutheran Synod, repeated attempts have been made to discuss with them the
errors in doctrine and practice with which we have charged them; and

Whereas the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod has so far insisted that
these discussions be limited to a consideration of the principles of church
fellowship and that agreement on these principles be reached before proceed-
ing to a discussion of those official statements and actions of the Wisconsin
Evangelical Lutheran Syncd which are necessary to prove our charge of false
doctrine. (Cf. Proceedings, 7th Annual Convention of the Church of the Lu-
theran Confession, Aug. 11-16, 1366, p. 19; Proceedings, 40th Biennial Con-






























































































































