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THE QUEST FOR TRUE LUTHEMN IDENTITY IN MIERTGA 

Introduction --------- 

1. Over cen tu ry  ago when colloquists of t h e  
M i s s o u r i  and Iowa Synods met in Milwaukee to 

ascertain how much d o c t r i n a l  unity p r e v a i l e d  between 
the two, they touched on the main concept in the 
theme of this y e a r ' s  Bethany Reformation L e c t u r e s ,  
"true Lutheran identity." A s  might be expected when 
representatives of two such staunch German L u t h e r a n  
synods met, t h e r e  was at t h e  outset an agenda con- 
flict.' M i s s o u r i  desired to begin with r n i i l e n n i a l -  
i s m ,  a d o c t r i n e  over which i t  had Lost  men?bers, 
among them a d i s t r i c t  p r e s i d e n t ,  t o  t h e  Iowans, 2 
lows was determined to b e g i n  with the p o s i t i o n  r e -  
gard ing  the Lutheran  Confessions, according to the 
maxim t h a t  when Lutherans contend with Lutherans 
it is on the basis of the Confessions. This ex- 
change occurred: 

Inspector Grossman: You say in the t i t l e  
of your memorandum that you cannot regard 
the Iowa Synod as a Lutheran synod,  
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are11 ": L ~ ~ t h s r a n s  bu t  this is stated: 
T P I  d c ~ l a r a t -  ,. .., ons tlf rk t  I o w a  Synod Bec:ause 

af bEaic:h r Xle M.i.;settr'i Sycocl . . . C a ~ n o t  
Regard It a s  3 L u t h e r a n  Synod Faithful 
to Che Corrfcssicsfis, rl3 - 

'2 T 1 ~ a ~ 6  dzys la? :~r  in t h  col%oguy in the discus- 

s i o n  QL S u n d ~ ~ y ,  as it re la ted to confessions% 
stance, the  poinL resurfaced in this form: 

Pro fe s so r  G ,  F r i t s c h e l :  It is my op in ion  
t b e r e f o x e  t h a t  we w i l l  have t o  f i n d  a 
s o l u t  tan so tha t  we on the ssze hand da  
not  go too  f a r  and cn t h e  o the r  certainly 
do not suzre~dsr any c f  the t r u t h ,  

P ro fe s so r  Walther: There is a big differ-. 
ence whether 1 s a y ,  f'Someone is n o t  a 
~utheran" o r  "Sorne~ne is an erring 
Lugheran,'' A Lutheran i s  sne who com- 
m i t s  kairnsi~lf without reservation to the 
whole Ward sf God and &o those d o c t r i n e s  
which dis t . i~-~gukskt  t h e  EutB~eran Church 
f rom othar churches, If he errs in less 
p r i n c i p a l  points, that does  no t  deprive 
him sf his2 character as a Lutheran. 
I am fully agreed t o  recognize  as Luth- 
e r a n s  those  who err  in the doctrine sf 
Sunday, but as e r r i n g ,  4 

3 ,  These refererices can be utilized Esr more &ban 
the general finding t h a t  e s t ab l i sh ing  "true 

Lutheran identity" was a s e r i o u s  p.r~eoccupation 
a l r eady  one hundred years ago i n  those  watershed 
yea r s  f a r  a % k  Lutheranism i n  b e r i c a ,  The refer- 
ences a l s o  raise f o r  t h e  essay i s t  and h i s  hearers 
cau t ions  a g a i n s t  confusing an i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of  
error with a sweeping condemnation that denies the 
claim to Lutheranism and even t h e  existence o f  
saving  f a i t h ,  Distinctions will have ts be made 
between more and less confessionalism, between 

- 2 -  

errant anG reliable Lutheranitsan, betweera, seekers 
and finders of fool's gold and the pearl beyond 
praise or price. Let nothing be  read or written 
into the distinctions beyond what is necessary and 
intended. 

4. Several other preliminary remarks may be i n  
place at the outset to avoid misunderstandings 

a b o ~ t  t h e  theme word quest, -- It can connoee, but 
for - das Ewig-WeibLiehe, ---- It can connote, but doesn't 
here, t h e  continuing, as y e t  anachieved search for a 
seemingly atzafnakale goai, as in "the quest for the 
cure of cancer." It can connote, but dc->esn't h e r e ,  
a quixotic efideavou in which there is Kiore inrerest 
shorn an the part of those involved in an interest- 
ing search than in any possible find, as i n  " t h e  
q u e s t  of Coronado's c h i l d r e n  for desert gold" or 
$ ' the  quest of ReimarusP descerldarats f o r  a histori- 
cal Jesus apart f rom the Christ of faithsu5 

5* The q u e s t  belng described in these lectures is 
to be Chought of as a t t a i n a b l e ,  True Lukheran 

identity i s  no elusive will-o'-the-wisp, no 
El Dorado beyond the hor i zon ,  It is real, as real 
as anything taught in Scripture. It can be found, 
it naust be f o u n d ,  by following the Bible's OWE 

directions. 

6 ,  The q u e s t  be ing  described in these lectures is 
t o  be thought  o f  as previously a t t a i n e d ,  No 

t h e s i s  i s  being advanced t h a t  s u g g e s t s  an  eventual 
discovery of true Lutheran i d e n t i t y  through some 
Hegelian evolutionary process or some development 
on the old and new frontiers of America. There 
has been some true Lutheranism in t h e  O l d  World and 
rhere has been some in the New. 

7. The quest being described in these l e c t u r e s  is, 
a t  the same t ime to be thought  of as  a  continix- 

i n g  endeavor. True Lutheran identity can be viewed 
and reviewed by s t u d y i n g  church h i s t o r y ,  It must 
a l s o  be achieved in the p r e s e n t .  Here the old rule 
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ap1;Iies that ;:each ssa:cceeding geur-ra&js-;a:, must f o r  
j L~ part relea~a and re-earn what %Re fa thers  have 
bc i iueatkc t i  i f  the inheri tzr ice 5.g nst t o  be l o s t a  

8. "odaj'; qilest for t r u e  i .utkeran i d e n t i t y  is 
es2;;ecially i m p s c t a c t  ::and meaningf a$, W i t t i  the 

~ o ~ ~ n t r y ' s  bicencenwj a4. celebration k ~ i e ~ i e a r k  I,uth- 
euzzisnt I l a s  esniic to c arzc ia l  erossroac2s, A merger 
G E  95% of a l l  Lutherans i~ k~erican, t h a t  a decade 
ago seemed not a t  a l l  i ~ ~ p o s s i b % c ,  is i n  1996 viewed 
askance by mare and more of t h e  95%, During t h a t  
satre decade the S y n o d i c a l  Coa~ferenee, whic'rr fe)r so 
long  I n ~ d  seemed invulnewahle to any d s c r r i n a l  devi--  
at-ion,  Gled a f t e r  d e p l e t i o n  and d i v i s i o n  i n  a 
wrenclsing identity crisis. T h a t  c r i s i s  t h e n  came 
h titime 5 to r o o s t  i n  the  Pfiss09;hx-i S Y I P O ~ ,  tKa.2 fo-f S O  

long bcd seemed so cer ta in  in knc~r ing  i t s s e l f ,  
!%ether the  eventua l  PIisasux-i outcome will be 
large scale  break-up or patch-upl in either process 
press ing  i d e n t i t y  q a e s t i s n s  will E o s m  f o r  a11 
i ~ v o  lved, 

9 .  A discezssic?n of "The Quest f o r  True Lurtaeran 
Edenticy in Emericds obvious ly  c a l l s  f o r  a 

derinition a t  t h e  outset. iis h a s  been previously 
implied, ?he esszyist  i s  f i r m l y  c~nvinced t h a t  
such definition i s  p o s s i b l e  and hes a c t u a l l y  been 
supplied and, furthermore, t h a t  t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  by 
word has found expression and embodiment i n  Che 
h i s t o r y  of Pmericzn Lutheranism. 

10,  These  l ec tu res  proceed frsm the con%~ic t i sn  that 
t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  is achieved b y  a f im 

csmitment i n  c o d e s s i o n  and practice to t h e  f u l l  
i n s p i r a t i o n ,  inerrancy,  and authority o f  Scripture 
and t o  t h e  Luzheran Confessions as a faithful 
norma nsrmata, The co ro l l a ry  conviction ho lds  ----- 
t h a t  I n  h i s t o r y  this %chil o f  cornitmen%: w a s  acfr-ieved 
i n  the  Synodical, Conference t ha t  organized i n  187% 
and ceased t o  function i n  t h e  1960 ' s .  Its precious 
her i tage has found haven in remaant:s c lus tered  around 
% h i s  c i t y  and mine, 

11. n'o apology is made for approaching "The Quest 
for T r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  in Americari from 

these d e e p l y  held and far-reachi.ng convictions, If 
the charge is raised that t h e  srudy will necessarily 
%c slanted because of them, so be i t .  The conx7ic- 
t i s n s  simply c a n n o t  be  discarded i n  the interest of 
an unbiased approach. Every effort w i l l  be made t o  
see clearly and judge f a i r l y  in describing t h e  
yuesx-.. How s;rccessfl;l t h e  effort i s  \ r i l l  have t o  
he l$>ft: to *t-sr evlu2ti3rr -32 the .=$ , . j c to r s .  

12. The three-part division i c h i c h  the program 
Format uu2gssts will iz h n s i c a l ? y  chrono log i -  

231,  The first section w i l l  reach Sack t o  the  
b e g i n n i n g  of Lutheranism i~ Anerica and trace the 
c;uzs: up to 100 ycars  ago ,  T 5 c  second Esves t h e  
s t o r y  a l o n g  7 5  years, The t h i r d  p r o v i d e s  a re- 
view o f  the last twert ty-five Trears  2nd :~ t -~e: j lp ts  
z p r e v i e w  of what lies a h e a d ,  A s b ; k : l ~ ~ ; i : , l  s k e t c h  
o f  the three l e c t u r e s  is provided at riie I t i t s e t  
to 3 i d  the hearer" g r a s p  znc t e  d c l  f ~ : ? :  t i ! ?  
discussion periods. 

The Q u e s t  f o r  T rue  E i ~ t i i t r a r s ,  I de r r t i t v  in A ~ ~ 2 r i c a  
--------------------------A- ----.-- 

P a r t  One: T r a i l b l a z e r s  2nd Trains 

S e c t i o n  1. O l d  :gorid Char t  and Coirpnss 
2 .  Pathway i n  Pe i znsy l~~an ia  
3. Bonquest of t h e  General Synod 
4, F l i g h t  from t h e  Blazed Trail 
5,  :'idwest 'Kfeanderirxgs 

'Part Two: Shake-Down and Shape-Up 

S e c t i o n  6. The Lonely T r a i l  
7 .  The Broad Way 
8 .  The C r o s s r o a d s  of C o o p e r a t i o n  
9.  The Cutoff of Compromise 

10. The Middle  Pa th  
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Part Three:: Losers and F i n d e r s  

Sec t i on  11. Finde r s  bu t  n o t  Keepers 
1 2 ,  Loss of t h e  Middle  
13, Losers in Lockstep 
4 4 ,  Finders and Keepers 

Finders in the Future 

LECTURE f 

Trailblazers and  Tra ins  
P 

Section One: Old World Chart and 

1.3. -When the Lutheran imigrants came to this 
land, they brought along a spiritual heritage 

from the Old World of one sort or another. They 
did not come over as have-not Lutherans without 
any definable identity or confessionaZ commitment 
of their own, expecting the land to supply them a. 
new and better brand of doctrine and pattern of 
practice, 

14. This is not 6s deny the modifying effects of 
the frontier experience in the New World, Thi s  

Is not to overlook the heroic effort made by Pala- 
tinates, Salzburgers, Prussians, Haugeans and others  
to make a clean break with intolerable conditions 
by the emigration process, This is not  to hide 
from the fact that many nominal Lutherans came to 
t h i s  land with a maximum s f  economic motives and a 
minimum of religious concerns, T h i s  is rather to 
assert that "The Quest for True Lutheran Identity 
in ~merica" has been channeled and charted to a sig- 
nificant extent by Old World s p i r i t u d  products and 
exports. 

95. A few of many instances should suffice to 
make the case for the necessity of mintain- 

ing the Old World perspective when viewing New 
World Lutheranism. Advocates of Pietism among 
European Lutherans brought definite viexqoints and 
characteristics when they Pmigrated to America, 
Confessional revival among European Lutherans is 
mirrored in our land. Rival supporters of Grundtvig 
and Beck in Denmark became in America "Happy ~anes'' 
and "Gloomy Danes" and follow separate pathways into 
the Lutheran Church in America and the American 
Lutheran Church, There are followers of Hauge in 
Norway and America, Emissaries s f  Mermannsburg and 
Neuendettelsau are not compatible with those of 
Basel and Barmen. If North Carolina Lutherans by 
common usage and common consent give their name to 
a catechism stemming from the old stamping grounds 
of George Calixtus at Helnastedt, they are also re- 
vealing something about their theological stancee6 

16. At the same time, it should be remembered that 
Old World ecclesiastical imports were altered 

in the transplanting process, In some instances the 
original characteristic was fortified, Waugean lay 
preaching, for instance, would naturally flourish 
in sparsely settled areas where the clergy was 
conspicuous by its absence, Tight clergy control 
of a highly institutionalized church government, 
however, would obviously encounter hard sledding 
in a land of rugged individualists. This is one 
instance among many, of an important characteristic 
that suffered deprogramming and dilution in such 
areas of the New World as St. Louis in the late 
1830's and early 1840's and Buffalo in the 1860's. 
Some religious importations from the Old to the 
New World were only slightly affected by the long 
move, if at all. Prominent among them is doctrinal 
commitment which is always to withstand the ravages 
of change in time and place, 

$7. The neighboring state's great historian in an 
observance of the quadricentennial of this 

land's discovery--here in Leif Ericson country the 
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bet ter  t e r m  anrighe: be rediscovery--laid down t h e  
i n f l u e n t i a l  " f r o n t i e r  h y p o t h e s i s  ."7 I n  b r i e f ,  
Turner advocated the  view t h a t  what w a s  brought  
inso t h e  frontier i n e v i t a b l y  underwent rncdifica- 
Lion and Anericanizatisn, Even t h e  most committed 
Turnerite, however, would f i n d  i t  difficult ts 
avoid q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  and emendations when t h e  
m;ster9s l ~ y p o t h e s i s  3s a p p l i e d  t o  t h e  r e l i g '  IOUS 

scene, The r e l i g i o u s  h e r i t a g e  and t h e  d o c t r i n a l  
d e p o s i t  i s  guarded most z ea lous ly  a t  home and 
abroad,  i n  f a m i l i a r  sur roundings  and i n  f r o n t i e r  
s i t u a t i o n s *  

18, The ultimate e f f o r t  at r e l i g i o u s  modification 
and adap ta t i on  and f r o n t i e r i z a t i o n  f a i l e d  when 

S ,  S , Scbmulier 's "A~ericarn. Lutheranismsf as espoused 
i n  t h e  Definite Platfarsr, was roundly rejected by a71 -------- 
bu t  a few small Lutheran synods i n  the  mid L85QPs, 6 
Much more space  will be devoted t o  t h e  E e f i n i t e  ----- 
Platform i n  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  subsequent section, A t  
t h i s  p o i n t  $.% i s  mencianed ta underscore t h e  f a c t ,  
e s p e c i a l l y  f o r  t h e  Turner believers in our  midst, 
t h a t  i n  t h e  religious area of t h e  American scene 
Ehere was more res i s t ance  t o  the  f r o n t i e r  process 
khan i n  o t h e r s ,  

1 9 ,  These lectures proceed from t h e  premise t h a t  
t h e  f r o n t i e r  inf luence ,  which cannot be 

denied abso lu t e ly  in '#'She Quest Esr True Lutheran  
Identity i n 1  America," i s  n o t  t o  be overraced a t  
t h e  expense of t h e  immigrant doctrinal and confes- 
s i o n a l  commitment, It has beesme p o p u l a r  t o  view 
and e x p l a i n  developments i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  of Luther- 
anism i n  this land from t h e  f r o n t i e r  o r  s s c i s l o g f -  
cal  o r  e t h n i c  o r  economic approach.9 The import-  
ance of d o c t r i n a l  commitment and c o n f e s s i o n a l  
stance i s  d s m g r a d e d ,  whether i n t e n t i o n a l l y  o r  n o t ,  
The approach is t h a t  d o c t r i n e  d i d n ' t  matter all 
t ha t  much i n  h e r i c a g s  r e l i g i o u s  h i s t o r y  and i f  it 
somehow d i d ,  it shau ldn ' t  have. This  i s  an approach 
t h a t  these lectures  seek t o  avoid ,  They assme  t h a t  

he "Old World Chart and ~ornpass" in theo logy  w a s  a 
very important  f a c t o r  i n  t h e  Lutheran s t o r y  on t h i s  
continent, 

20. Actually, f o r  over a hundred years frorr, t h e  
f i r s t  p l a n t i n g s  in New York and on t he  Delaware 

u n t i l  1748  t h e  major theme i s  t h e  Old  World o r i g i n  
of the i s o l a t e d  and individualistic pockets of 
Lutheranism i n  va r ious  places a long  the  seaboard .  
Those p o c k e t s  311 assumed and perpetuated t h e  Old 
FTorid i d e n ~ i t y .  They were extensions and t rans- 
p l a n t s  of European Luihej-a:,isil w i t h o u t  any real 
Wew World o rgan iza t ion  and characeere 

Sec t i on  T'bryo; Pathway ' -----" _*--- ----_C___Î  

vani;;i ------ 

25_, The firs%: actual  fsraatiors of a syr;c$-6ype 
organization occt:rred i n  7 h i l a d e i p h i a  oc 

August 25, 1748, when t h e  PennsyLvanis FI in is i r r  ium 
was S c ~ m e d ,  Under t h e  l e a d e r s h i p  o f  Neinrich 
" ie i ch jo r  TduhLenberg a sync12 of E O U ~  r e g u l a r  2nd 

$--% - ,~o advisory  p a s t o r s  and repr.escr;tativce of 3on.e 
ten c~3ngregat ions gathered in t h i s  pioneer organ<- 
zatlcx:al endeavor, T h i s  - .v sof CQUISC assume3 g b ~ t  
r3e garl.;er ing of New y . u r k - I J ~ w  Jesse3 lu:hernnc 5:: 
! 735, which Serke~rneyer c a l l s  a "pyned ," wcs a(:- 
tuel.Ly a onc-shot,  ad Lf. assenblx ckat did rci: 

lead go any subseque::t r n 2 ~ t . i n . g ~ .  

22, On whs& csnfessional pathway d i d  t h i s  p i a n ~ e r  
L u t h e - r ~ n  grouping set cu&"ihe F27e~sy2vzxi8 

Ministerium o p e r a t e d  f o r  years wit i iout  a f o ~ i c a ?  
c o ~ a s t l t ~ t i o n ,  but  one cac ascertain its leani ngr; 
from t h e  time of t h e  founding on, That ffour~dii-rg 
caincf ded. w i t h  t h e  exa-asii-r~aeb~n and ~ r d i n a t  i o n  o f  
Candidate John Nicholas  Kurtz ,  T h i s  was t h e  con- 
Zessional pledge  t h a t  Kur tz  gave on that occasion: 
"To teach i n  my congrega t ion  nothing,  whether pub- 
l i c l y  o r  privately, bu t  what harmonizes w i t h  the  
Word of God and the Confessions of  t h e  Evangelical  
Lutheran Church, and,  t o  this end, t o  s t udy  s h e m  
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d i l i g e n t l y .  "'l .At t h e  d e d i c a t i o n  o f  S t .  Michael's 
Lutheran Church, as Muhlenberg r e p a r t s  to t h e  Haale 
authorities, el22 address  v o i c e d  t h e  i n t e n e i ~ x - ~  t h a t  
in %he rm~w church '@the  Evangelical Lrrt'i~eran doctrine, 
according t o  stale f s ~ i z r d a t i o n  oE t he  Prophets  and 
Apostles, and  he unaltered Augsbcrg 6 = ~ 1 p _ f e : ' ~ ~ i 0 ~  and 
a l l  t h e  o t h e r  Syaibolical  Bucks shou ld  be caught."12 

2.3, A svntowhat d i f f e r s i ~ i r .  impressicn ~f & ' 1 ~  t h ~ o -  
l o g i c a l  d i r e c t i o ~ ~  of t h e  Min4sterium is oh-- 

cained when t h e  i n v i t a t i ~ n  t o  che csnstftuene meet- 
i n g  i s  examined, I d  was seat  out t o  a select  group 
consisring of such p a s b s r s  wklcjg anrm;; o ther  stigia- 
iations,-bad lcgitimnte c a l l s  and rere ~-1ot anti- 
~ i e t i s t , " "  The concern f o r  good order  2x1 the puE- 
, e 
t7 i: viniskry i s  co3-rmer-rdabl.e; t h e  terndeney tn 
Pietism i s  less Zhan t h a t ,  

2 4 ,  T h i s  ~endenczy was a lnarked cha~z -c se r i s t i c  sf 
t h e  Pennsylvania pat:sri.arch, ?4uhler.iberg, and 

he pu t  h i s  stamp on ehc Ministeeriua he founded and 
guided so long, Rack i r ;  Etrrcyre p2i~llienbeerg hgJ 
publ ished on behalf of thc  P i e t i s t  cause, Through-- 
ou t  his long labars  s n  t h i s  s ide  0: %kc ocean, sen-- 
t e r i n g  ir:. Pennsylvzizin b u t  sCret.ekljn,r: o u t  t o  Ajbar~y 
2nd t~ Ebenezer, be remained a P i e t i s ~  at heart, 
a b i g  heart ,  so b i g  it ErcquentPy heat  beyond can- 
fessional boundaries  and embraced i n  fe l lawshi-p  
those  who were Cnristian bu t  no6 Lutherc3nr 

2"s A l l  c r e d i t  to ?fiuhl;anberg f o r  pro-vjdfng PTew 
World Lutheranism w f  rh ilirder a:~d hsrganlzatiori  

and p l a n t i n g  it in Pennsylvania  a ~ d  beyond, %t i s  
20 be r e g r e e t e d  t h a t  t h e  g - r a i %  he b l a z e d  cou ld  on 
occas ion  merge w i t h  t h a t  of t h e  Anglicans and the  
c4ngiican-Methodi~t evangelkst, George 13-d t e f i e l d ,  
Pfuhlenberg may have been more confessionally minded. 
than some Lutheran pastors o p e r a t i n g  on t h e  fron~ier 
a t  t h a t  time; he  w a s  less s o  than okhers ,  such a s  
t h e  Hamburg-Amsterdam emissary 2s t he  Bew Ygtrk- 
Albany f i e l d ,  W i l l i a m  Berken~neyer, 

- 3-0 - 

26, The Ministerium, t h e  only one i n  t h i s  country 
u n t i l  t h e  New York c o u n t e r p a r t  was cal led i n t o  

be ing ,  genera l ly  followed ~u lz l enbe rg% lead .  A f t e r  
h i s  dea th ,  there was a marked d e s e r i ~ r a t i o n ,  The 
ravages s f  w a r  and Che in roads  s f  Rationalism took 
t h e i r  toll, "Soon a f t e r  the  pas s ing  of Father  
~ u h l e n h e r g , "  w r i t e s  a  competent obse rve r ,  " the  
Lutheran Church i n  America p a s s e s  i n % s  a per iod  
marked by confessionaP l a x i t y ,  open f r a t e r l n i t y ,  
and a s p i r i t  of independent t h i n k i n g ,  11x4 

2 7 ,  The con fe s s iona l  p ledges  i n  t h e  c o n s & i t u t i o n  
of 17'81 were omi t ted  i n  t h e  4792  r e v i s i o n  

which does  not  even mention %he Augsburg Confession.  
By 1823 t h e  Pennsylvania  Minis ter ium was ready t o  
withdraw from t he  General  Synod i n  the  in t e res t ,  
among o t h e r  mo t iva t i ons ,  of i t s  s e l f - s t y l e d  "hearty 
d e s i r e  f o r  a  union of t h e  Lutheran and Reformed 
Churches i n  t h i s  count ry .  "I5 

28,  The beginning sf t h i s  s a d  d e c l i n e  co inc ides  
w i th  t h e  dea th  of Muhlenberg, T h i s  can l ead  

t o  t h e  conc lus ion  t h a t  he  w a s  t h e  s t r o n g  man who 
kep t  t h e  Minis te r ium on t h e  s t r a i g h t  and narrow 
pathway a s  long  as he l i v e d ,  Idhen c o n s i d e r a t i o n  
i s  g iven  t o  h i s  P i e t i s t i c  temperament and mode of 
o p e r a t i o n ,  however, t h e  thought suggests  i t s e l f  
t h a t  t h e  d e c l i n e  might no t  have come so soon and 
gone s o  deep i f  t he  Min i s t e r i um3s  leader had taken 
a b e t t e r  pathway from the s t a r t ,  I n  any event t h e  
pathway i n  Pennsylvania  went awry, It would take 
t i m e  be fo re  t h e r e  would be a t u r n  f o r  the  Setter, 
But t h a t  i s  ano the r  s t o r y  t o  be related i n  a  sub- 
sequent  s e c t i o n .  A t  t h i s  p o i n t  t h e  f irst  federa- 
t i o n  of Lutheran synods, t h e  General Synod, csm- 
mands a t t e n t i o n ,  Th i s  i t  receives under %he r u b r i c :  

29,  From i ts  founding i n  1820 u n t i l  the  1860's t h e  
General Synod operated wi thout  any d e f i n i t e  
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, e 
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26, The Ministerium, t h e  only one i n  t h i s  country 
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and a s p i r i t  of independent t h i n k i n g ,  11x4 

2 7 ,  The con fe s s iona l  p ledges  i n  t h e  c o n s & i t u t i o n  
of 17'81 were omi t ted  i n  t h e  4792  r e v i s i o n  

which does  not  even mention %he Augsburg Confession.  
By 1823 t h e  Pennsylvania  Minis ter ium was ready t o  
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among o t h e r  mo t iva t i ons ,  of i t s  s e l f - s t y l e d  "hearty 
d e s i r e  f o r  a  union of t h e  Lutheran and Reformed 
Churches i n  t h i s  count ry .  "I5 

28,  The beginning sf t h i s  s a d  d e c l i n e  co inc ides  
w i th  t h e  dea th  of Muhlenberg, T h i s  can l ead  

t o  t h e  conc lus ion  t h a t  he  w a s  t h e  s t r o n g  man who 
kep t  t h e  Minis te r ium on t h e  s t r a i g h t  and narrow 
pathway a s  long  as he l i v e d ,  Idhen c o n s i d e r a t i o n  
i s  g iven  t o  h i s  P i e t i s t i c  temperament and mode of 
o p e r a t i o n ,  however, t h e  thought suggests  i t s e l f  
t h a t  t h e  d e c l i n e  might no t  have come so soon and 
gone s o  deep i f  t he  Min i s t e r i um3s  leader had taken 
a b e t t e r  pathway from the s t a r t ,  I n  any event t h e  
pathway i n  Pennsylvania  went awry, It would take 
t i m e  be fo re  t h e r e  would be a t u r n  f o r  the  Setter, 
But t h a t  i s  ano the r  s t o r y  t o  be related i n  a  sub- 
sequent  s e c t i o n .  A t  t h i s  p o i n t  t h e  f irst  federa- 
t i o n  of Lutheran synods, t h e  General Synod, csm- 
mands a t t e n t i o n ,  Th i s  i t  receives under %he r u b r i c :  

29,  From i ts  founding i n  1820 u n t i l  the  1860's t h e  
General Synod operated wi thout  any d e f i n i t e  



confessional requirement in its c o n s t i t u t i o n ,  Its 
objective was to gather Lutheran synods under its 
wing but nut to define what t h e  theological stance 
of the member synods should be, That w ~ u l d  be 
their responsibility and t h e i r  right, 

30, It has been argued t h a t  the General Synod rea- 
dered a considerable service to the cause of 

Lutheran identity, At t h e  time sf t h e  General 
Synod's organization, net only true Lutheran iden- 
tity, but even Lutheran existence was threatened 
by a host of foes, among them l o d g e r y ,  rationalism, 
union with the  Reformed, union with a P P  P r s t e s t ancs ,  
The General Synsd may be thought of as a rallying 
point and a refuge for beleaguered and embattled 
Lutheran groups, Instead of f a l l i n g  divided, they 
u n i t e d  and stood, 

31. They stood and consequently did not advance i z n  
"The Quest for True Lutheran Identity in America," 

What is true Lutheran identity? This question the 
early General Synod constitution did not attempt to 
answer, It is doubtful if the question even Q G G U ~ K ~ ~  

to some of the drafters and subscribers, 

32.  The cleares% demonstration of a General Synod 
answer will have to be sought in the podiums 

of its Gettysburg Seminary, established in its 
first decade, and in the pledge of its graduates, 
That pledge is ringed with ewclusians, It is not t o  
the whole Book sf Concard ---, but to no more sf the 
Lugheran creeds than  the Augustana, It is, however, 
not to the whole but to no more than 
Articles I-XXI, ever, not to all of 
Articles I-XXI, but to no more than the fundamental 
doctrines contained therein, It is, however, not 
to total agreement with these fundamentals, but to 
no more than substantial agreement with them, This 
is far from a subscription, One wonders if it 
can even qualify as one of the variety, 

- 1% - 

33, I f  this seems harsh and overdrawn, a look is in 
place at. the n o d e l  c o n s t i t u t i o n  for member 

bodies in the General Synsd, recsmrended to the area 
synods by the general body in 1829, The chapters o f  
that document on examination of c a n d i d a t e s  and s r d i -  
nation word the key question i n  this way:: "140 YOPI. 

believe that the fundamental doctrines o f  the Word 
of God are taught in a manner substantially correct 
in the doctrinal articles E the Augsburg Confes- 
sion? If Timothy 1, 13. ttl8 

34. Eventually S.  S. Schmucker, the theological 
leader of the Seminary and the Synod and a co- 

drafter of the document just quoted, espoused the 
so-called "American Lutheranism." With Aenjamin 
Kurtz, operating in Maryland and the Lutheran Observer, 
and Samuel Sprecher, head of Wittenberg Theological 
Seminary, Schmucker challenged a rising confessional- 
ism in certain segments of the General Synod in the 
Definite Platform, which charged the Augustana with 
five doctrinal errors: approval of the ceremonies 
of the Mass, private confession and absolution, 
denial sf the Divine obligation of the Christian 
Sabbath, Baptisnlal regeneration, the real presence .I7 

35, As has been stated, the General Synod over- 
whelmingly rejected the Definite Platform, ex- 

cept in areas where its drafters were especially 
influential. Does this prove that the General Synod 
was more confessional than this writing suggest? 

3 4 ,  It can just as well be argued that Schmclcker 
was representative of the General Synsd he knew 

so well and had helped grow as it was in its early 
years,  Schmucker never really changed his v iews ,  
H e  did not suddenly veer left. The  General Synod, 
however, had been veering toward t h e  right direction 
in "The Quest for True Lutheran I d e n t i t y  ." in t h e  
middle years of the 1800's Lutheranism in our land, 
also in the General Synod, improved f r o m  the confes- 
sional standpoint, 
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37. What happened? It is our wont -LO oversimplify 
and say that someone i n  S t ,  Louis began t o  send 

ou t  a pe r iod ica l ,  Der Wherane r ,  atad invitations to 
free conferences, and almost overnight the character 
of Lutheranism in h-ilerica changed for the better. 
It is t r u e  t h a t  under God Malther and others effec- 
tively espoused c o n f e s s i o n a l  Lutheranism, But t h a t  
is  not  the  whole story, 

38, I n  t h e s e  days  when so much of Lutheranism in 
America needs me~~ding and overhauL, we might do 

we31 to case a searching glance at Lutheran develop- 
m;raants in the middle t h i r d  of the  p r e v i o u s  c e n t u r y ,  
Idhat books were being read in t h e  Midwes t  and i n  the 
East i n  s tud ies  of Lu theran  manses? What theological 
papers were read and heard, discussed and d i s p u t e d  
a t  Lutheran pastoral conferences? Were t h e  impac t s  
from overseas o r  from. t h e  American Midwes t  t h e  
stronger? T h i s  reader would very much l i k e  t o  be a 
hearer at lectures where such questions could be 
considered in depth by someone with competence, 
Rather than view t oday ' s  Lutheran scene as a l o s t  
cause and circle the wagons for a last stand with 
t h e  view, "Once church bodies turn from the  t r u t h ,  
they can never recover," we could Better look back, 
to an era i n  Lutheranism i n  America that showed re- 
covery and endeavor to find the causative factors 
and the means and tools the Lord s f  t h e  Church 
deigned ts use for H i s  saving purposes. 

39, For our purposes here, however, t h e  foregoing  
material suggest a new heading LOP the con- 

s i d e r a t i o n  of these developmen~s: 

t h e  Blazed T r a i l  ---- 

From the very outset the General Synod stance, 
or lack of t h e  same, kept numerous Lutheran groupings 
from joining the ven tu re ,  In some cases t h e  a loo fnes s  
w a s  f o r  doctrinal and confessional reasons; in others, 
the issue was more a matter of policy or polity, 

40.  New York, t h e  second o l d e s t  area body and one 
of the o r i g i n a l  planners of the larger venture 

stood by and did n o t  join until the late 18308s,  
Its re luc tance  seems t o  have been motivated by a 
fear of losing local c o n t r o l .  Its t h e o l o g i c a l  posi- 
tion was as lax as that of t h e  Genera l  Synod, if 
n o t  more S O ,  

41. Tennessee, on the other hand, was born in bitter 
a p p o s i t i o n  t o  t h e  General Synod venture, North 

Caro l ina  Synod men, Henkels and a few others, who 
objected to General Synod membership, wi thdrew and 
i.n 1820 set up their own German Evangel.ical Synod 
of Tennessee. "This event," one historian says, 
"may be  taken a s  the first organized effort to b r i n g  
the Lutheran  Church back t o  a eoiafessional consciou.s- 
ness  since the days of t h e  P a t r i a r c h ;  i t  may a l s u  be 
c o n s i d e r e d  as the  beginning of t h e  strong wave of 
c o n f e s s i o n a l i s m  which w a s  later to sweep over  the 
Amer i can  Lutheran Church.  "I8 

42.  There was considerable Henkel influence in the 
Ohio Synod, t h a t  traces its beginning t o  1818. 

Ohio did not join t h e  General Synod. The distance 
ts t h e  seaboard and t h e  rock curtain in between 
were certainly f a c t o r s ,  Confessional c o n s i d e r a -  
t i o n s  also played  a part. For s e v e r a l  y e a r s  Ohio 
w a s  a t  the po in t  of j o i n i n g  t h e  Genera l  Synod, bu t  
when Pennsylvania piithdraw i n  1823, t h e  daughte r  
synod s t ayed  on t h e  sidelines with t h e  mother synod. 

43.  This  Pennsylvania withdrawal from the General 
Synod, as has been previously mentioned, was 

not motivated by a l o y a l t y  to t h e  Lutheran Confes- 
sions; quite the contrary, Uhat is most remarkable 
is the change in Pennsylvania t h a t  took  place i n  
subsequent years. In 1823 i t  l e f t  t h e  General Synod 
t o  foster  greater union with the Reformed and to 
avoid being  saddled with the  expenses of t he  pro- 
jected theological seminary. In  1853 it re-entered 
t h e  General Synod with the famous r i d e r :  "Should 
t h e  General Synod . . require of our Synod or of 



37. What happened? It is our wont -LO oversimplify 
and say that someone i n  S t ,  Louis began t o  send 

ou t  a pe r iod ica l ,  Der Wherane r ,  atad invitations to 
free conferences, and almost overnight the character 
of Lutheranism in h-ilerica changed for the better. 
It is t r u e  t h a t  under God Malther and others effec- 
tively espoused c o n f e s s i o n a l  Lutheranism, But t h a t  
is  not  the  whole story, 

38, I n  t h e s e  days  when so much of Lutheranism in 
America needs me~~ding and overhauL, we might do 

we31 to case a searching glance at Lutheran develop- 
m;raants in the middle t h i r d  of the  p r e v i o u s  c e n t u r y ,  
Idhat books were being read in t h e  Midwes t  and i n  the 
East i n  s tud ies  of Lu theran  manses? What theological 
papers were read and heard, discussed and d i s p u t e d  
a t  Lutheran pastoral conferences? Were t h e  impac t s  
from overseas o r  from. t h e  American Midwes t  t h e  
stronger? T h i s  reader would very much l i k e  t o  be a 
hearer at lectures where such questions could be 
considered in depth by someone with competence, 
Rather than view t oday ' s  Lutheran scene as a l o s t  
cause and circle the wagons for a last stand with 
t h e  view, "Once church bodies turn from the  t r u t h ,  
they can never recover," we could Better look back, 
to an era i n  Lutheranism i n  America that showed re- 
covery and endeavor to find the causative factors 
and the means and tools the Lord s f  t h e  Church 
deigned ts use for H i s  saving purposes. 

39, For our purposes here, however, t h e  foregoing  
material suggest a new heading LOP the con- 

s i d e r a t i o n  of these developmen~s: 

t h e  Blazed T r a i l  ---- 

From the very outset the General Synod stance, 
or lack of t h e  same, kept numerous Lutheran groupings 
from joining the ven tu re ,  In some cases t h e  a loo fnes s  
w a s  f o r  doctrinal and confessional reasons; in others, 
the issue was more a matter of policy or polity, 

40.  New York, t h e  second o l d e s t  area body and one 
of the o r i g i n a l  planners of the larger venture 

stood by and did n o t  join until the late 18308s,  
Its re luc tance  seems t o  have been motivated by a 
fear of losing local c o n t r o l .  Its t h e o l o g i c a l  posi- 
tion was as lax as that of t h e  Genera l  Synod, if 
n o t  more S O ,  

41. Tennessee, on the other hand, was born in bitter 
a p p o s i t i o n  t o  t h e  General Synod venture, North 

Caro l ina  Synod men, Henkels and a few others, who 
objected to General Synod membership, wi thdrew and 
i.n 1820 set up their own German Evangel.ical Synod 
of Tennessee. "This event," one historian says, 
"may be  taken a s  the first organized effort to b r i n g  
the Lutheran  Church back t o  a eoiafessional consciou.s- 
ness  since the days of t h e  P a t r i a r c h ;  i t  may a l s u  be 
c o n s i d e r e d  as the  beginning of t h e  strong wave of 
c o n f e s s i o n a l i s m  which w a s  later to sweep over  the 
Amer i can  Lutheran Church.  "I8 

42.  There was considerable Henkel influence in the 
Ohio Synod, t h a t  traces its beginning t o  1818. 

Ohio did not join t h e  General Synod. The distance 
ts t h e  seaboard and t h e  rock curtain in between 
were certainly f a c t o r s ,  Confessional c o n s i d e r a -  
t i o n s  also played  a part. For s e v e r a l  y e a r s  Ohio 
w a s  a t  the po in t  of j o i n i n g  t h e  Genera l  Synod, bu t  
when Pennsylvania piithdraw i n  1823, t h e  daughte r  
synod s t ayed  on t h e  sidelines with t h e  mother synod. 

43.  This  Pennsylvania withdrawal from the General 
Synod, as has been previously mentioned, was 

not motivated by a l o y a l t y  to t h e  Lutheran Confes- 
sions; quite the contrary, Uhat is most remarkable 
is the change in Pennsylvania t h a t  took  place i n  
subsequent years. In 1823 i t  l e f t  t h e  General Synod 
t o  foster  greater union with the Reformed and to 
avoid being  saddled with the  expenses of t he  pro- 
jected theological seminary. In  1853 it re-entered 
t h e  General Synod with the famous r i d e r :  "Should 
t h e  General Synod . . require of our Synod or of 



any Synod a s  a c o n d i t i o n  sf admission o r  of con t inu-  - " 

a t i o n  of  membership, assent  t o  any th ing  c o n f l i c t i n g  
w i th  t h e  o l d  and long-es tab l i shed  f a i t h  s f  t h e  Evan- 
g e l i c a l  Lutheran Church, then our  delegates a re  
hereby r equ i r ed  ta es t  a g a i = L s u c h  a c t i o n ,  t o  
wikhdraw from i t s  sessions, and t e  r e p o r t  t o  t h i s  
body. "I9 

4 4 ,  By I853 Pennsylvania  had become one of t h e  more 
conservative of t h e  e a s t e r n  synods,  New York 

had grown s t ronge r  t h r o u g h  t h e  p roces s  of sending  
from i t s  ranks t h e  men wha founded t h e  Hartwick , 

Synod and  t h e  Franckean Synod, Xnfluences i n  t h i s  
confessional revival were t h e  European developnents 
in the  e a r l y  1800's and the  influx of "Old ~ u t h e r a n s "  
in the  New World, Lutherans  w e r e  becoming more s e r -  
i ous  about  t h e i r  i d e n t i t y ,  

45, Some w e r e  moved t o  resist r a t h e r  than r e j o i c e ,  
With t i m e  an t h e  o t h e r  side, they  c a l l e d  f o r  

a %.ralbt and a r e t u r n  t o  the familiar and free path-  
ways of the General Synod. The D e f i n i t e  P l a t f o r m  --- 
d i d  no t  p u s s y f s o t .  It went f o r  csnfessionaLismBs 
j u g u l a r ,  Key a r t i c l e s  s f  cbe w e r e  con- 
tes ted,  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  was t h r ea t ened  with 
massive mod i f i ca t i on ,  i f  not s u t r i g h z  destructisn, 
Even the  i n f a n t  Wisconsin  Synod recognized what 
w a s  a t  stake, a l though  at. that. s tage i t  d i d  n o t  
always see confess ional  issues a l l  that clearly, 
In i t s  r e a c t i o n  t o  t h e  g t 9 F t e  P l a t f o r m  it  dec l a r ed  
t h a t  "accep t ing  t h e  so-called Platfarm amounts t o  
no tk ing  less than a definite s u i c i d e  o f  t h e  Lutheran 
Church, rt20 

Q6. By a large  ma jo r i t y ,  t h e  var ious  n a e m k e r  bodies  
of t h e  General  Synod chose t o  live, They re- 

jected t h e  S a t f o s m  e q h a t l c a l l y  as espousing a n  
a l i e n  theo logy ,  But un fo r tuna te ly  t hey  d i d  n o t  
excise t h e  theology o r  its prsp~unders, No d o c t s i -  
na% d i s c i p l i n e  w a s  a t t empted  by the General  Synod, 
men Platform proponents  i n  Maryland r a l l i e d  around 

K u r t z  t o  form a new synod and applied f o r  membership 
i n  t h e  General Synod, t h e i r  Melanchton Synod was 
r ece ived ,  even though i t s  c o n s t i t u t i o n  r epea t ed  t h e  
P l a t fo rm ' s  s t r i c t u r e s  of  t h e  Augustana. The conven- 
t i o n  a g i t a t e d  i t s e l f  enough over  the i s s u e  t o  cast a 
d iv ided  and r e g i s t e r e d  v o t e  b u t  there t h e  matter 
r e s t e d .  

47.  Out i n  I l l i n o i s ,  however, Scandinavian Lutherans  
were d i s t u r b e d  enough t o  c a r r y  ou t  a p l a n ,  pre-  

v i o u s l y  contemplated b u t  now enac ted .  They withdrew 
from t h e  Northern I l l i n o i s  Synod, a  General  Synod 
member, t o  £ o m  the Scandinavian Evange l ica l  Lutheran 
Synod of North America i n  1860. There was m u l t i p l e  
mot iva t ions  f o r  t h e  withdrawal ,  t o  be  s u r e ,  bu t  t h e  
exodus had begun. 

48 .  During t h e  C i v i l  War y e a r s  Lutherans  below t h e  
Mason-Dixon k i n e  s epa ra t ed  f rom those  above and 

formed a  g e n e r a l  body of t h e i r  own. A f t e r  b r i ng ing  
Tennessee i n t o  t h e  f o l d  i n  1886 the group had t h e  
name, The United Synod of the  Evange l ica l  Lutheran 
Church i n  t h e  South.  Doctrine was n o t  t h e  i s s u e .  
The c o n s t i t u t i o n  of t h e  new body i s  i n  l i n e  w i t h  
the  General Synod p o s i t i o n .  The c o n f e s s i o n a l  para-  
graph emphasiz~ls  "fundamental" d o c t r i n e s  and a l l o w s  
t $  t h e  f u l l  and f r e e  e x e r c i s e  of p r i v a t e  judgment i n  

regard  to"  s e v e r a l  d i spu t ed  a r t i c l e s ,  2% 
By t h e  t i m e  Tennessee jo ined ,  t h e  c o n f e s s i o n a l  p lank  
had been improved by t h e  omission of t h e  q u a l i f i c a -  
t i o n s  mentioned, 22 

4 9 .  After t h e  C i v i l  War i n  1866-1867 the  General  
Counci l  w a s  fornled by adding previous ly  inde- 

pendent bodies  t o  former General Synod bodies  t h a t  
had supported Pennsylvania's p r o t e s t  of the Franckean 
Synod's membership. On the  surface t h e  issue was 
par l iamentary :  t h e  s e a t i n g  of  Pennsylvania  delegates 
at t h e  1866 General  Synod convent ion a f t e r  t h e  1864 
withdrawal  of t h e  delegates. But t h a t  i s s u e  had been 
r a i s e d  by t h e  debate over  the admission of the free- 



any Synod a s  a c o n d i t i o n  sf admission o r  of con t inu-  - " 
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wheeling Franekean Synod. Beyond t h i s  ques t ion  
Poomed t h e  o ld  c o n f l i c t  and cleavage between those  
who wanted a con fe s s iona l ly  def ined  Lutheran iden- 
t i t y  and those  who were s a t i s f i e d  w i r h  a brand 
name on t h e  product  unencumbered by any l i s t i n g  of 
i n g r e d i e n t s ,  

5 0 ,  A t  t h e  o u t s e t  t h e  General Council  seemed t o  
be t h e  answer t o  t h e  o f t - r epea t ed ,  f e r v e n t  

p r aye r s  f o r  a f e d e r a t i o n  of con fe s s iona l ly  minded 
Lutherans.  The char ter ,  d r a f t e d  i n  t h e  main by 
Charles  P o r t e r f i e l d  Krauth,  avoids the  o l d  "fianda-. 
mental" and "subs tan t iaPP '  q u a l i f  i c l a k i o n s ,  It 
"acknowledges t h e  d o c t r i n e s  of t h e  Unal tered Augs- 
burg Confessisn i n  i t s  o r i g i n a l  sense as throughout 
i n  conformity w i th  t h e  p u r e  trutheWz3 

51. A t  t he  o u t s e t ,  however, a bas ic  problem pre-  
sen ted  i t s e l f ,  Would t h i s  d e l i n e a t i o n  and 

d e l i m i t a t i o n  of Lutheran i d e n t i t y  t r a n s l a t e  i t se l f  
i n t o  p r a c t i c e ?  It wasn ' t  a s i n f u l  a t t i t u d e  i n  
c o n f l i c t  w i th  t h e  Eighth Commandment but  r e a l i s t i c  
concerns f o r  b r e t h r e n  and f o r  b i b l i c a l  mandates 
t h a t  prompted h e s i t a t i o n  and i n t e r r o g a t i o n ,  
Missour i  and h e r  Womegian a l l y  were absent  from 
t h e  c o n s t i t u e n t  convent ion,  Iowa and Bkis raised 
"Four Po in t s i t  and both  r e f r a i n e d  from j o i n i n g ,  a l -  
though Iowa maintained a f r a t e r n a l ,  i f  n o t  vo t ing ,  
r e l a t i o n s h i p ,  24 

$ 2 ,  The e f f o r t  t o  i n s u r e  t h a t  the  csafessi~nal 
s t and  i n  ward be asserted a l s o  i n  deed ,  t h a t  

p r a c t i c e  match d o c t r i n a l  position, encountered 
d i . f f i c u % t i e s .  P a s t o r s  and congrega t ions  accustomed 
t o  a  l a x  General Synod way w e r e  d i s i n c l i n e d  t o  take 
a f i r m  p o s i t i o n  i m e d f a t e i y .  An educa t ive  approach,  
s o  went t h e  argument, was needed and allowable, 
Others ,  e s p e c i a l l y  t hose  who had fought  and won i n  
t h e i r  o m  b a t t l e s  over  t h e  issues, feared t h a t  such 
a  p o l i c y  s p e l l e d  d e b i l i t a t i o n  f m e d i a t e l y  and d e f e a t  
u l t i m a t e l y ,  

53, Soon t h e r e  were withdrawals .  The l i t t l e  
Wisconsin Synod was t h e  f i r s t  t o  l e ave  and 

thereby  won from t h e  Council  a reprimand t h a t  
spoke of "hasty withdrawal" and "uncha r i t ab l e  
a s s a u l t ' '  on "grounds . . . obscure  and dubious ."25 
Wisconsin d id  no t  then  and does no t  now apologize  
f o r  t h i s  a c t i o n  which was c o n s i s t e n t  w i th  t h e  
fe l lowship  p r i n c i p l e s  t augh t  i n  S c r i p t u r e .  I l l i n o i s  
and Minnesota soon followed Wisconsin's l e ad  and 
Michigan d id  t h e  same some y e a r s  l a t e r .  26 

54 .  Despi te  fe l lowship  d e c l a r a t i o n s  a t  Akron and 
Galesburg and i n  Krau th l s  105 Theses t h e  Gene- 

r a l  Council  remained i r r e s o l u t e  on t h e  i s s u e s .  By 
1917 i t  was ready t o  r e u n i t e  w i t h  t h e  General Synod 
and United Southern Lutherans.  The summary evalu-  
a t i o n  must be t h a t  t h e  n o t a b l e  endeavor t o  r e a l i z e  
t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  mani fes ted  i n  t h e  h a l f  cen- 
t u r y  e x i s t e n c e  of t h e  General  Council  d i d  no t  
ach ieve  t h e  goa l  because of an i n a b i l i t y  t o  match 
i n  m a t t e r s  of fe l lowship  a c t u a l  p r a c t i c e  w i th  
s t a t e d  i n t e n t .  I n , a l l  of  t h e  h i s t o r y  of Lutheran- 
i s m  i n  America t h e  General Council  s t o r y  must rank 
a s  t h e  second most t r a g i c  chap te r  i n  "The Quest f o r  
True Lutheran I d e n t i t y  i n  America." Great promises 
and p rospec t s  f a i l e d  of r e a l i z a t i o n  because a  the-  
o r e t i c a l  i d e n t i t y  was n o t  achieved i n  a c t u a l i t y ,  
i n  p r a c t i c e .  

Sec t ion  Five:  Midwest Meanderings 

55. Meanwhile t h e r e  were n o t a b l e  happenings on t h e  
American Lutheran scene  a c r o s s  t he  mountains 

i n  t h e  hea r t l and .  .A summary ske t ch  w i l l  have t o  
s u f f i c e .  I f  Scandinavian Lutherans,  e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  
Norwegian v a r i e t y ,  are given minimum a t t e n t i o n ,  i t  
w i l l  no t  be f o r  l a c k  of admira t ion  and a p p r e c i a t i o n ,  
bu t  r a t h e r  f o r  prudent  r e s p e c t  f o r  t h e  proverbs t h a t  
warn a g a i n s t  "car ry ing  c o a l s  t o  Newcastle o r  owls t o  
Athemst  and t h a t  c a u t i o n  t h a t  t h e r e  are s i t u a t i o n s  
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where the a p p e a r a n c e  of wisdom can o n l y  be 
achieved by keeping the mouth shut, 

56, Numerous groups of Lutheran i m ~ l i g r a n t s  dotted 
the plains by the m i d d l e  of the p r e v i ~ u s  century 

and a variety of synods soon sprang into existence, 
all with t he i r  own. sense s f  Lutheran i d e n t i t y .  The 
famed Loehe traveled fast and far and made 
Lutheran church h i s t o r y  as  they  wen t ,  F i r s t  t h e y  
entered the Ohio Synod and aided its confessi~nal 
development, but no t  sufficiently f o r  t h e i r  o m  
s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  Under Sbhler's leadership they with- 
drew in t h s  i n t e r e s t  s f  confessional Lntheranism 
and t h e  German languzgee27 O t h e r  Loehe men he ld  
membership i n  Schmid's Michigan Synod f o r  a b r i e f  
time in the 1840's but soon withdrew because of 
disagreei~ent with Sc'Ptrr!id8 s Eel %owst.xip p rac t i ces ,  

57, The t w o  d i sas soc ia t ed  groups  were soon l i n k i n g  
with other s t rorrgly confessional Lutherans  I n  

the Midwest, t h e  Saxons who had been shepherded to 
Misso~ri by Stephan i n  1839, %he r e s u l t  was the 
Missouri  Synod's founding in 1 5 4 9 ,  Over h a l f  t h e  
o r i g i n a l  Missouri c l e rgy  roster was made up o f  
Lsehe emissaries, 

58, Loehe men were a l s o  t h e  founders  o f  t h e  Iswa 
Synod. Up in Mfclniganss 5agina.w 'Valley and 

i t s  ---- Franken colonies a d o c t r i n a l  d i s p u t e  over church 
and ministry .ci;ith t h e  f4 isssur i  pastor at  Saginaw 
caused Grossmaan and Deindoerfer cs se t  oa t  f o r  an 
area where there was na Missouri influence, They 
found it i n  Iowa and there l a i d  t h e  foundat ions  E s r  
their synod, 

59. The '%%isssurL Synod, with i t s  L~therarreq  and 
Lehre und Wehre publications and with WaPther, 

Wyneken, and Sihler providing the leadership, soon 
made its presence felt as an outstanding spokesman 
for the cause of Lutheran confessisnalism, a spakes- 
man who also scrupuPous1y practiced what was preached. 

The brief period of u n c e r t a i n ~ y  a f t e r  Stephanas 
f a l l  w a s  soon replaced by a serong  sense sf 
Lutheran i d e n t i t y  and Lutheran mission that 
helped build Missouri into the largest and the 
strongest of Lutheran synods, 

6 0 +  Grabau and his "Old ~utheran" Prussians 
challenged Missouri for a time, pitting an 

exaggerated form of centralized government and 
synodical discipline against the Missouri emphasis 
on the importance of the individual congregation. 
By 1866 much of Buffalo 'had either gone independent 
under the von Rohrs or had joined :Missouri. 

61, Both Missouri and Buffalo had holdings in 
Wisconsin and could not help but resent the 

emergence of a Wisconsin Synod there, as though 
they weren't properly representing Lutheranism in 
that state. That is just what three Barmen mis- 
sionaries, Muehlhaeuser, Weinmann, and Wrede 
thought and that is why they formed their own 
group. They wanted to establish an identity that 
was not "Old Lutheran" but still truly Lutheran. 
Missouri was quick to apply the scornful epithet, 
"New ~utheran," with the implication that the up- 
start synod was willing ta sell Lutheran confes- 
sionalism down the river, 28 

62. At least three distinct ecclesiastical group- 
ings and theological tendencies began to take 

shape among the Norwegian imigrants. There were 
the conservative and confessiona1 founders of the 
Norwegian Synod. There were the spiritual descen- 
dants of Hauge, with Eielsen attempting to pro- 
vide a modicum of leadership, There were also 
others associated with Danes and Swedes in the 
Scandinavian Augustana Synod formed in 1860, 

6 3 .  From 1870 on the Augustana Synod was Swedish. 
The Norwegians and Danes, origindly in the 

body, formed a Norwegian-Danish Augustana Synod 
and a Norwegian-Danish Conference, differing chiefly 
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over s t r u c t u r e ,  It should be mentioned that the 
Danes a l s o  had groupings of their awn, as d i d  the  
Finns. 

6 4 ,  Also  ts be fourad in the  Midwest were numerous 
o t h e r  Lutheran synods set up by General Synod 

o r  General Council  people and pastors. They natu- 
r a l l y  fol lobred t h e  theo log ica l  position of t h e  
fcunders and i n  most cases j o i n e d  o m  a% the  
federations. 

65, Sssa Minnesota and Michigan appeared i n  t h e  
names of Listheran s y x l ~ d s ,  Schmid's first 

"Nichigai~ Synod" ven tu re ,  as was mentioned,  f a i l e d  
when Loehe men withdrew, In 1840 he t r i e d  again 
and t h i s  time, with t h e  he lp  of able and staunch 
men l i k e  KLingmann and Eberhard t ,  a l a s t i n g  organ i -  
za t ion .  was achieved. I n  t h a t  same year "~ath@r" 
Neyer, joined by five o t h e r  pastclrsa formed t h e  
Minnesota Synod. 

66, The multiplicity of synods i n  t h e  Midwest 
and the  f a c t  t h a t  t hey  varied wide ly  from 

one another  in theological tendency and confes- 
sional stance made f o r  identity and identification 
problems, Some clarification was s u p p l i e d  in 1872 
when s i x  s f  the  synods federa ted  t o  form the  Synsdi-  
ca% Conference, 

67. I n  t h e  aftermath of t h e  "Definite ~latform" 
deba te ,  free conferences i n  s u p p o r t  o f  t h e  

Augsburg Confession brought l eading  men of Missouri 
and Ohio together, In  the 1866-1867 wa te r shdyaars  
f o r  t h e  Lutheranism o f  t h i s  land Missouri and its 
a l l y ,  the Norwegian Synod, and Ohio s t ood  as ide  
ishen t h e  General Council  was farmed, They were 
soon joined by Wisconsin, Illinois, and MinnesoEa, 
who had he ld  b r i e f  membership in the Council but  
had withd~awn when its fellowship p r i n c i p l e s  and 
pract ices  proved f a u l t y ,  The result was t h e  fo r -  
mation o f  t h e  most confessional of  a%% larger 
Lutheran groupings, the  Synodical Conference. 

.-- . i . ; i 2 ~ ~ L ~ ~ - ~ i ~ r ; j e f i ~  t h a t  sex a:-.---a -'-- 
- -.*.. ,,-- ----. "--- G ~ ~ M ~ ~  ~ e ~ e  1E86026 f o r  estab- 
( i  "6 1 
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? 1 . 3 %" . * .".. ::_ , ,,r,, ,.ae ela,e ghree a i r e a d y  :in existence , The 
9- ,,I:.;3i,il -> c,k,ink:ing sf the Denk~;c%-r i f t  has been sm ----"--.-.--- 
.*a 2is%,o. -$ c3 a 3 zn these three p o i n t s :  

3 - * -  
a =  Lhe founders of P ie  Sync~i l ical  Conference 

were i n t e n t  on p - r ~ ~ e ~ : ~ i ~ l g  t h e  Lu t f~e ran  Con- 
fessions as a living force i n  t h e  church.  

2 ,  They insisted that  he ch.~rci- i  must h o l d  
Lo a l l  doctrines d f  S z r i p t x r ~ ,  

3, They recognized that S c r i p t u r e  d e t e r m i n e s  
frLlowship p r a c ~ i c e s , . ~ Y  

9 Gile cannot, howevsr, z s ~ u ~ e  ~i :at  t h i s  ,a: ? 
kapijening ends the stox-1 susgosted $p chs 

- * ?%2nen irere was a large Lrachtcra~  body ~ ~ r n f i i . 3 t ~ ~ d  
ts k;i,blica% dsc t r iae  aqd  pyh.~: I r e  'The SynfiB-i-cal 
< ~ ~ ~ , ~ ~ ~ + ~ g c e  large, en&,-ae$r g ;:Lncst 132,;1'362 

-Ct -,- - 
v < * rbe, I LiL W: b The s the r  ~ h ~ c c  f ~ . d c : c ~ ~ t  i o n s  ' iogcther 

~ ~ u s ~ e r e d  only about  250 ,090 ,  Tkcse, however, d i d  
-% <? b iqh~&- sl-iare t h e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  view s f  t h e  Synsdi-  
c:q? Conference and soon9 very soon, the C~nEezesdce 
:4jnu:L6 have identity probaeans o f  i t s  awn* Ahead 
was the  era descr ibed  i n  

LECTURE I1 

70, The era runs  from 1872 through t h e  193QPs, 
During t h e  f i r s t  dozen years of t h a t  era the 

Synodical Conference Isst a good chunk of i t s  mem- 
be r sh ip  i n  a b i t t e r  doc t r ina l  d i spu te .  This 
mat te r  r ece ives  a t t e n t i o n  in: 
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moved i t s  seminary ope ra t i on  t o  t h e  S t .  Louis 
campus dur ing  most of t h e  1870's.  

73. Moreover, a t  l e a s t  in Wal.therVs view, " s t a t e  
synod" s t r u c t u r e  would i n s u r e  t h a t  c o n f l i c t s  

between neighboring p a r i s h e s  could be d e a l t  wi th  
promptly and e f f i c i e n t l y  wi thout  e r u p t i n g  i n t o  
b i t t e r  and enduring i n t e r s y n o d i c a l  c a se s .  Such 
concerns  were very  r e a l  f o r  Dr, Walther and f o r  
t h e  Synodical Conference.  The goa l  was t h a t  
p u r i t y  of d o c t r i n e  should be accompanied by c l ean  
p r a c t i c e  and ought no t  remain merely a mat t e r  of 
word and theory .  A l l  were i n  agreement t h a t  t h i s  
was a  worthy goa l  and an  e s s e n t i a l  i n g r e d i e n t  i n  
a  t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y .  That i s  why d i s ag ree -  
ment over  a s p e c t s  and t iming  of t h e  " s t a t e  synod" 
p l an  d id  no t  t h r e a t e n  t h e  Conference 's  u n i t y .  

74, The inuninent d i s p u t e  over  e l e c t i o n  and con- 
v e r s i o n  was an  a l t o g e t h e r  d i f f e r e n t  ma t t e r .  

When Wal ther ' s  Western D i s t r i c t  paper  i n  9877 
l i m i t i n g  e l e c t i o n  c a u s a t i o n  t o  God's mercy and 
C h r i s t ' s  m e r i t  and r e j e c t i n g  S t u i t u  f i d e i  was 
chal lenged by a  few Missour i  men, i t  was a g a i n s t  
a  background of e l e c t i o n  3olemics  i n  t h e  p e r i o d i -  
c a l s  of t h e  e a r l y  1870 's .  The e a r l y  s t r i f e  
subsided bu t  when t h e  i s s u e  was rev ived  i n  1877, 
l i n e s  were immediately drawn t h a t  reached beyond 
Missour i  boundar ies .  

75. I n  p a s t o r a l  meet ings  and i n  t h e  1881 synodi- 
c a l  convent ion Missour i  took  i t s  s t a n d  w i th  

Walther and S c r i p t u r e  w i th  bu t  a  minimum of 
d i s s e n t .  3 3  Since  t h i s  s t a n d  involved  n o t  regard-  
i n g  t hose  a s  b r e t h r e n  who regarded  ~ i s s o u r i ' s  
d o c t r i n e  a s  C a l v i n i s t i c ,  t h e  Ohio Synod was forced  
t o  a c t .  Espousing i n t u i t u  f i d e i ,  Ohio a t  i t s  
s p e c i a l  convent ion i n  1881 withdrew from t h e  
Synodical  Conference,  even though i t  dec l a r ed  
t h a t  i t  d i d  n o t  deem " the  d i f f e r e n c e  which has  
t h u s  f a r  mani fes ted  i t s e l f  i n  our  synod i n  
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synodf' s t r u c t u r e  would i n s u r e  t h a t  c o n f l i c t s  

between ne ighbor ing  p a r i s h e s  could be d e a l t  w i th  
promptly and e f f i c i e n t l y  wi thout  e r u p t i n g  i n t o  
b i t t e r  and enduring i n t e r s y n o d i c a l  c a s e s .  Such 
concerns  were ve ry  r e a l  f o r  D r .  Walther and f o r  
t h e  Synodical  Conference,  The goa l  was t h a t  
p u r i t y  of d o c t r i n e  should be accompanied by c lean  
p r a c t i c e  and ought n o t  remain merely a mat t e r  of 
word and theory .  A l l  were i n  agreement t h a t  t h i s  
was a  worthy goa l  and a n  e s s e n t i a l  i n g r e d i e n t  i n  
a  t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y .  That i s  why d i s ag ree -  
ment over  a s p e c t s  and t iming  of t h e  " s t a t e  synod" 
p l an  d id  no t  t h r e a t e n  t h e  Conference 's  u n i t y .  

74.  The imminent d i s p u t e  over  e l e c t i o n  and con- 
v e r s i o n  was a n  a l t o g e t h e r  d i f f e r e n t  ma t t e r .  

When Wal ther ' s  Western D i s t r i c t  paper  i n  1877 
l i m i t i n g  e l e c t i o n  c a u s a t i o n  t o  God's mercy and 
C h r i s t ' s  m e r i t  and r e j e c t i n g  i n t u i t u  f i d e i  was 
cha l lenged  by a  few Missour i  men, i t  was a g a i n s t  
a background of  e l e c t i o n  so lemics  i n  t h e  p e r i o d i -  
c a l s  of t h e  e a r l y  1870 's .  The e a r l y  s t r i f e  
subs ided  bu t  when t h e  i s s u e  was rev ived  i n  1877, 
l i n e s  were immediately drawn t h a t  reached beyond 
Missour i  boundar ies .  

and ic i~T>; i :  . * -  
75. I n  p a s t o r a l  meet ings  and i n  t h e  1881 synodi- 

c a l  convent ion Missour i  took  i t s  s t a n d  w i th  
Walther and S c r i p t u r e  w i t h  bu t  a  minimum of 
d i s s e n t .  3 3  Since  t h i s  s t a n d  involved  n o t  regard-  
i n g  t h o s e  a s  b r e t h r e n  who regarded  ~ i s s o u r i ' s  
d o c t r i n e  a s  C a l v i n i s t i c ,  t h e  Ohio Synod was forced  
t o  a c t .  Espousing i n t u i t u  f i d e i ,  Ohio a t  i t s  
s p e c i a l  convent ion i n  1881 withdrew from t h e  
Synodical  Conference,  even though i t  dec l a r ed  
t h a t  i t  d i d  n o t  deem "the d i f f e r e n c e  which has  
t h u s  f a r  mani fes ted  i t s e l f  i n  ou r  synod i n  
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reference t o  the  d o c t r i n e  s f  e%ech%en t o  be of a 
church-dividing c h a r a c t e r .  "34  

7 6 .  The Synodical  Conference, however, viewed t h e  
d i f f e r e n c e  i n  doetrine as etturch-dividing, 

When F,  A ,  Schnaidt, a leading Walther oppone~t t ,  
ak~peared  as a Norwegian delegate a t  t h e  1882 
Synodical  Conference, he rsas denied a seat  on 
t h e  grounds t h a t  he had b y  h i s  d o c t r i n a l  charges 
i n  p e r i o d i c a l s  and by h i s  h o s t i l e  i nvas ion  of 
parishes broken t h e  bond of fe l lowship .  Schmidt 
had suppor t e r s  i n  h i s  o~,m Norwegian Synod and 
serious conflict was lourning, I n  that s i t u a t i o n ,  
the Norwegian S y n d  requested a r e l e a s e  from t h e  
Synodical  Conference.  The hope was that it  would 
be easier t o  s e t t l e  the  d o e t r i ~ a l  controversy 
wi thout  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  ties t o  t h e  Conference and 
Missour i .  It d i d  not work out t h a t  way, Schmid%'s 
s u p p o r t e r s  were soon forming an Anti-Missouri  
Brotherhood, The eventual outcome i s  p a r t  s f  t he  
s t o r y  of a subsequent  s e c t i o n ,  

7 7 ,  Desp i t e  t h e  lass  s f  t w o  of t h e  l a r g e r  members 
t h e  Synodical  Conference was i n  one r e s p e c t  

stronger i n  1885 than p rev ious ly ,  The u n i t y  of 
f a i t h  w a s  welded i n  t h e  heat of conflict, Wiscon- 
s i n  and Minnesota i n  a  j o i n t  1882 convent ion a t  
Lacrosse  confessed themselves  i n  agreement w i t h  
t h e  B ib l e  d o c t r i n e  af Walther and were determined 
t o  j o i n  with Missour i  i n  an endeavor "hl win o t h e r s  
t o  the Lutheran i d e n t i t y  the Synodical  Conference 
espoused, 

78, A concer ted  e f f o r t  w a s  made i n  t h e  f i r s t  
decade of the present century t o  repair t h e  

d i v i s i o n s  i n  t h e  Lutheran Zion i n  h e r i c a ,  es- 
p e c i a l l y  i n  the  m a t t e r  of conversion and election, 
A n u d e r  o f  Intersynodical Conferences were h e l d  
between 1982 and 1906 i n  which spokesmen from t h e  
v a r i o u s  synods va i ced  t h e i r  s tand,  No agreements 
were reached. I n  f a c t ,  new d i f f e r e n c e s  r ega rd ing  

S c r i p t u r e  i a t e ~ p r e t a t i o n  and t h e  analogy of f a i t h  
and a l s o  prayer  f e l l owsh ip  were uncovered.35 Com- 
promising t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  would have been ea sy ,  
bu t  t r u e  u n i t y  was t h e  goa l  and t h e r e f o r e  t h e  
conferences  f a i l e d  t o  produce conc re t e  r e s u l t s .  
New a t t emp t s  a long  s i m i l a r  l i n e s  would be made 
i n  t h e  nex t  decades ,  a s  a  subsequent s e c t i o n  
w i l l  d e s c r i b e .  

79. A s  t h e  new cen tury  began, t h e  Synodical  
Conference en t e r ed  i t  with  i t s  concept of 

t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  unchanged and undiminished, 
even though t h e  number of proponents  of t h a t  con- 
cep t  had un fo r tuna t e ly  d w i n d l e d ,  I n  t h e  meantiw.e 
o t h e r s  were fo l lowing  o t h e r  pathways i n t o  t h e  new 
e r a ,  Among them were t h e  founders  of t h e  United 
Lutheran Church i n  America, A t t e n t i o n  t u r n s  t a  
them and  t h e i r  pa th  i n  

Sec t i on  Seven: The Broad W a 2  -- --- 

80, F i f t y  y e a r s  a f t e r  t h e  General Synod s p l i t  
t h r e e  ways i n t o  remnant of t h e  o r i g i n a l  

body, t h e  General Counci l ,  and t h e  Southern group- 
i n g ,  t h e  t h r e e  bodies  r e j o i n e d  f o r c e s  i n  t h e  United 
Lutheran Church i n  America. Deep r e v i s i o n s  were 
q u i t e  e a s i l y  r e p a i r e d .  The  Southern r i f t  might be 
expected t o  mend i t s e l f  i n  t i m e  s i n c e  i t  was ac- 
t u a l l y  no t  of d o c t r i n a l  o r i g i n ,  The General  Synod- 
General Council  c leavage ,  however, was a  d i f f e r e n t  
m a t t e r .  A s  ha s  been no t ed ,  i t  touched on fundamen- 

- t a l  i s s u e s  r e l a t i n g  t o  Lutheran i d e n t i t y ,  How was 
t h e  deep d i f f e r e n c e  t h a t  mani fes ted  i t s e l f  i n  t h e  
1860 's  t ransformed i n t o  union i n  1917-l918? The 
road t o  reunion  was "The Broad Way." 

81. A t  t h e  York Convention i n  1864 t h e  General  
Synod was galvan ized  by t h e  withdrawal  of 

t h e  Pennsylvania  d e l e g a t i o n  t o  t a k e  t h e  f i r s t  s t e p s  
t o  a  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  c o n f e s s i o n a l  pledge.  This  
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involved g r a n t i n g  to the ----- Augrastana a "correct 
e x h i b i t i o n  of the fundamental  doctrines. " 3 h  I n  
1895 t h i s  w a s  ilxproved t o  the point t h a t  t h e  
Augustana was declared t o  be th roughout  in perfect 
consistency with the Word, In 190% a repudiation 
of the distinction between fundamentals and non- 
f~~ndamentals in Augusta~a- doctr i ines  was r e so lved ,  

82, These convention declarations were formalized 
in the 1913 constitutional change that in the 

confessional paragraph declared the Augt~stan? to 
be a "correct e x h i b i t i o n  sf the faith and d o c t r i n e  
of our Church as founded upon the Ward," Other 
confessions are acknocsledged as "expos i t ions  of 
Lutheran doc t r ine  of great  h i s t o r i c a l  and inter- 
pretative value," The Small Catechism was given 
an "especia1l-v comendsS' rating as a book of 
instruction. 3$ 

83, While the General Synod was strengthening 
its confessional position, the General Council 

w a s  weakening its practice, The indecision of the 
early years had gradually developed into a settled 
posieion, just as the original bolters had feared. 
By the mid 1880's even the Michigan Synod was dis- 
illusioned, When the Council met at Monroe in 
1884, prominent members preached in Presbyterian 
pulpits in spite sf the Krauth comentary on the 
Akron-Galesburg Rule that "'interdendsmincpticbnalP 
exchange of pulpits . were regarded as pre- 
emihentay t h e  cases which need t o  be guarded 
against. "38 Michigan protests went unheeded and 
the body finally left the General Council. 39 

8 4 .  The General Council's half century of h i s t o r y  
bears eloquent  testimony to t h e  need of con- 

forming practice to doctrine, Its doctrinal posi- 
tion was sound and strong in 1867 but its practice 
was weako By 191'7 it was ready for reunion with 
the General Synod in spite sf obstacles that would 
have been deemed insurmountable in 1867, 

85. At the last General Council convention one 
voice was raised in s e r i o u s  ob-jecvtion to t h e  

reunion with the General  nod.^^ it was that of 
t h e  advisory delegate of tke  Iowa Synod, the Coun- 
cil friend and associate but non-member for f i f t y  
years--in itself a c l a s s i c  example of malpractice 
in the area of Lutheran practice. 'I 1n a moving 
speech Dr. Reu acknowledged tbe outstanding con- 
tributions of r h e  Council in English Language, 
mission, and dezconess work, Then he scunded a 
warning that seemed to be hearkening to the cld 
"Four Points." He urged that the Council. not 
become more deeply involved with loose a l t a r  and 
pulpit fellnwship and with loose  lodge practice. 4 2  
In a siturtion where ehe  old and ~nsatisfartory 
Akron-Galesburg Rule was no longer even in the 
picture, R e d s  exhortation was not likely i-(3 win 
friends and influence p ~ o p i e  there, The  reply 
was a reference to the constitutional conf~ssidnal 
pledge but did not deal with the matter a e  hacd, 
practice consistent w i t h  the p l e d g e *  R P U ' S  ringing 
confession may have fallen on deaf ears at t h e  
final ~kneral Council session but it was heard out 
i n  Ohio and there sounded the note ~f potrntiak 
union, 

86. The neb7 church body, t h e  ULCA, was conceyirei i t iy 
b o r n ,  n o t  of u n i t y  s f  dac~rine and p r a c t i c e ,  

but of the spirit of earlier and w a r t i m e  coopera- 
t i o n ,  of the d e s i r e  far bigger mergers, of the 
willingness t o  overlook s e r i o u s  d i f f e r e n c e ,  i n  
short, of the journey of "The Broad Way," 

Section Eight : The Cro 15 

8 7 ,  All observers of the origins of the ULCA and 
the background of its formation agree that 

cooperation in joint ventures played a vital role 
in bringing the three bodies together, Among s u c h  
ventures were production of a common liturgy, 
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1884, prominent members preached in Presbyterian 
pulpits in spite sf the Krauth comentary on the 
Akron-Galesburg Rule that "'interdendsmincpticbnalP 
exchange of pulpits . were regarded as pre- 
emihentay t h e  cases which need t o  be guarded 
against. "38 Michigan protests went unheeded and 
the body finally left the General Council. 39 

8 4 .  The General Council's half century of h i s t o r y  
bears eloquent  testimony to t h e  need of con- 

forming practice to doctrine, Its doctrinal posi- 
tion was sound and strong in 1867 but its practice 
was weako By 191'7 it was ready for reunion with 
the General Synod in spite sf obstacles that would 
have been deemed insurmountable in 1867, 

85. At the last General Council convention one 
voice was raised in s e r i o u s  ob-jecvtion to t h e  

reunion with the General  nod.^^ it was that of 
t h e  advisory delegate of tke  Iowa Synod, the Coun- 
cil friend and associate but non-member for f i f t y  
years--in itself a c l a s s i c  example of malpractice 
in the area of Lutheran practice. 'I 1n a moving 
speech Dr. Reu acknowledged tbe outstanding con- 
tributions of r h e  Council in English Language, 
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become more deeply involved with loose a l t a r  and 
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Akron-Galesburg Rule was no longer even in the 
picture, R e d s  exhortation was not likely i-(3 win 
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was a reference to the constitutional conf~ssidnal 
pledge but did not deal with the matter a e  hacd, 
practice consistent w i t h  the p l e d g e *  R P U ' S  ringing 
confession may have fallen on deaf ears at t h e  
final ~kneral Council session but it was heard out 
i n  Ohio and there sounded the note ~f potrntiak 
union, 

86. The neb7 church body, t h e  ULCA, was conceyirei i t iy 
b o r n ,  n o t  of u n i t y  s f  dac~rine and p r a c t i c e ,  

but of the spirit of earlier and w a r t i m e  coopera- 
t i o n ,  of the d e s i r e  far bigger mergers, of the 
willingness t o  overlook s e r i o u s  d i f f e r e n c e ,  i n  
short, of the journey of "The Broad Way," 

Section Eight : The Cro 15 

8 7 ,  All observers of the origins of the ULCA and 
the background of its formation agree that 

cooperation in joint ventures played a vital role 
in bringing the three bodies together, Among s u c h  
ventures were production of a common liturgy, 



i:;-s_tersynodica% conferences, publication efforts, 
transsynodical soc i e t i e s ,  The view was t h a t  there  
were d e g r e e s  i n  t h e  u n i t y  of faith and that a 
greater or l esser  degree I d a s  needed fcr certain 
endeavors, depending on how mtick B ' e x t e ~ n a l s B '  and 
'now much "internals" were iniveliied, Such coupera- 
t i o n  wou4$, at zhe l e a s t ,  induce a climate favor -  
able to union and merger, 

$8. World War 1 and the entrance of our country 
in 1917 automatically boosted such cospera- 

tion, Cooperative activities multiplied, as did 
the number of participants, The wartime National 
Lutheran Commission far Soldiers' and Sailors' 
Welfare grew from seven t o  twelve participants, 
The Synodical Conference was no t  mong the twelve, 
although it d i d  maintain an "external cooperateisart, st43 

89 .  Even before World War I ended, the movement to 
perpetuate the emergency cooperation was under 

way. By September 6, 1918, the National Lutheran 
Council was in being as the permanent agency to 
unite Lutherans in deed, if not in creed, 

90. One of the first results of the wartime coop- 
eration was to bring to the surface basic 

differences in doctrine and practice that needed 
attention and discussion, The differences all 
related to Lutheran identity, One basic question 
was: Wow much unity is needed for Lutheran fellow- 
ship? Another was :: TWhi~h "external9' activities 
can be engaged in without creating a Lutheran 
identity crisis? 

91, Discussions were required. They led to the 
1919 "~hicago Theses," basically the formula- 

tion of P r e s ,  Stub o f  t h e  Norwegian Lutheran 
Church, 44 These theses in turn were the seed 
document for the "~inneapolis Theses" that provided 
the platform for the formation sf the hexican 
Lutheran Conference. Disapproval of the  "Chicago 

Theses" by the ULCA led to the Knubal-Jacobs 
"The Essentials of the Catholic Spirit of the 
Church. "&5 This in its turn was the seed docu- 
ment f o r  the ULCA'S "Washington ~cclaration" of 
1920. IC called for maximum cooperation without 
"The surrender of our interpretation of t h e  Gospel, 
the denial of conviction, or the suppression of 
our testimony . . . ." 
92. Those in t h e  gathering who are in the essay- 

ist's age bracket can recall from personal 
experience a renewal of the debate about "Coopera- 
tion in ~xternals" in t h e  conflicts that preceded 
the dissolution of the Synodical Conference. 46 

Perhaps they share the essayist's view that all 
concerned might benefit from a thorough study of 
"cooperat ion" and "externals. The snowball 
effects of the cooperation have tended to blur 
the sharper demarcation lines of earlier days. 
Time for this topic will obvisusly have to be 
limited in these lectures. 

93. The chief point of concern is that the wrong 
turn at "The Crossroads of Cooperation," 

whether followed at phlegmatic or pell-mell pace, 
cannot help but shape the view of Lutheran iden- 
tity. The point may not bother followers of 
"The Broad Way" but it must be a vital considera- 
tion for those less interested in a maximum of 
cooperation and more interested in a maximum of 
doctrinal unity. A t  this point there is an auto- 
matic transition to 

Section Nine: The Cutoff of Compromise 

94. The first major Lutheran union in this century 
was not the ULCA, The dubious honor belongs 

to Norwegian Lutherans who in June 1917 brought 
the United Norwegian Lutheran Church, the Hauge 
Synod, and the Norwegian Synod together into the 
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N o r ~ ~ e g i a n  Lutheran Church of America, l a t e r  t h e  
Evange l ica l  Lutheran Church.  Within a year  a t i n y  
p r o t e s t i n g  m i n o r i t y  had formed t h e  body t h a t  i s  
t h e  sponsor  of t h i s  school  and t h i s  ga the r ing .  No 

ex tens ive  d i s c o u r s e  i s  needed; l e t  one p o i n t  
s u f f i c e  

95. The pretest was d i r e c t e d  a t  t h e  p a t e n t  com- 
promise of t h e  two c o n t e s t i n g  positions on 

convers ion and e l e c t i o n  i n  t h e   adis is on Se t t l ement . "  
Whist- had Lhro~m t h e  fa thers  i n t o  confLZict and divi- 
s i o n  w a s  deemed by the  sons n e g o t i a b l e  and cornpro- 
misable  and f o o t n o t a b l e .  47 Lutheran i d e n t i t y  was 
p iccured  t o  resemble Janus, a t  l eas t  i n  respect  
t o  canversion and e l e c t i o n ,  Those who viewed t h a t  
i d e n t i t y  i n  the  l i g h t  of t h e  s i n g l e  e y e  had t o  t a k e  
a d i m  v i e w  of the whale proceedings,  The i r  pro- 
tes ts  were followed by n o n p a r t i c i p a t i o n ,  the non- 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  by new o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  t h e  new organi -  
z a t i o n  by Synodica l  Conference membership. On t h e  
whole pathway there was good t r ave l ing  and good 
t rave l  companionship, much b e t t e r  than on "The 
Cutoff s f  Compromise," 

96,  I n  t hose  same y e a r s  compromise thwarted a  
n o t a b l e  e f f o r t  t o  e n l a r g e  t h e  sway of t h e  

Synodical  Conference p o s i t i o n  on Lutheran i d e n t i t y .  
The e f f o r t ,  r ep re sen t ed  by t h e  " In t e r synod ica l  
Theses" o r  "Chicago Theses," f a i l e d  and canmse- 
quen t ly  i s  mentioned i n  on ly  a b r i e f  xgragraph o r  
a n  obscure  f o o t n o t e  of most accounts ,  For 
t hose  who cher ish  t h e  Synodical  Conference and 
i t s  p o s i t i o n  t h e  ep isode  i s  n o t a b l e  and unfor-  
g e t t a b l e ,  t rag ic  bu t  a l s o  i n s t r u c t i v e .  There i s  
i n  the background of the s t o r y  an a r e a  a n g l e  of 
i n t e r e s t ,  

97 .  Sixty-one y e a r s  ago and t h i r t y - t h r e e  m i l e s  
n o r t h  of h e r e  i n  t h e  t o m  of Gaylord,  Lutheran 

p a s t o r s  i n  t h e  area of va r ious  synods m e t  a t  t h e  
i n v i t a t i o n  of t h e  Synodical  Conference Mixed 

Conference,  The i d e a  was t o  observe  t h e  upcoming 
quad r i cen t enn i a l  of t h e  Reformation by d i s c u s s i n g  
d o c t r i n a l  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  It w a s  agreed t h a t  t h e  
 a ad is on Se t t l ement t '  should be  c r i t i q u e d  and 
r e w r i t t e n ,  The e f f o r t  l e d  t ( 3  a brief s ta tement  
on convers ion and e l e c t i o n  i n  w h i c h  p a s t o r s  fron 
t h e  Ohio, Missour i ,  and Minnesota Synods agreed .  
'CtJheri t h i s  s ta tement  was completed a t  Ar l ing ton  
on September 15 ,  1915, t h e  l i t t l e  group rose a s  
one man t o  s i n g  Nun danket  a l l e  Cot t  and t o  pray ------ ----- -- 
Vater  unseL. The p a r t i c i p a n t  who d e s c r i b e s  t h e  - 
happening h a s t e n s  t o  add--as a  good Synodical  
Conference man--that on a l l  ~ t h e r  occas ions  wor- 
s h i p  f e l l o w s h i p  was avoided S O  o t h e r s  might  tot 
be  offended.  4 9  

98. These "Sibley County ~ h e s e s "  were widely 
d i s t r i b u t e d ,  then d i s cus sed  a t  a  s e r i e s  of 

wel l -a t t ended  Twin C i t i e s  mee t ings ,  a n d  reworked 
i n t o  the "St .  Paul  Theses ,"  subsequcnt iy  sub -  
s c r i b e d  t o  by 555 Lutheran p a s t o r s ,  What began 
a t  t h e  g r a s s r o o t s  became an i n t e r s y n o d i c a l  concern.  
Rep re sen t a t i ve s  of Ohio, Iowa ,  Buf f a lo ,  Missour i ,  
and J o i n t  Wisconsin worked on d o c t r i n a l  s t a t emen t s  
on a l l  matters i n  d i s p u t e  among Lutherans .  I n  
f i n a l  form, t h e  "Chicago-Intersynodical  Theses ,"  
were p r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  concerned bodies  i n  1928. 50 
I n  i t s  1929 River  F a r e s t  convent ion Missouri  
summarily r e j e c t e d  t h e  r e s u l t s  and t h a t  ended t h e  
m a t t e r ,  dooming t o  f a i l u r e  a  r e a l  endeavor i n  
"The Quest f o r  True Lutheran I d e n t i t y  i n  America." 

99. Don" blame Missouri  t oo  much! There were 
u n c l a r i t i e s  and amb igu i t i e s  i n  s e v e r a l  word- 

i n g s .  Two Ohio r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s  foo tno ted  t h e i r  
con t inu ing  t o l e r a n c e  of  i n t z l i t u  f i d e i -  Most of 
a l l ,  i t  was known t h a t  Olilio and Iowa men had found 
i t  p o s s i b l e  t o  ag ree  wi th  t h e  Synodical  Conference 
convers ion-e lec t ion  p o s i t i o n  and a l s o  w i th  t h a t  of 
t h e  opponents.  While Chicago d i s c u s s i o n s  were 
proceeding,  P r e s .  Hein and o t h e r  Ohio men a long  
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with Iowa and Buffalo men, met w i t h  represeneatives 
of the Norwegian L u t h e r a n  Church in Minneapolis on 
November 18, I925 and reached agreement, 

100, Surnewhers the re  was comprr~mise  a f o o t ,  The 
Synodical Conference s u p p a r t e d  the pnsi . t ioi% 

s f  i t s  Norwegians; t h e  large Norwegian body opposed 
it, Ohis, Iowa, and Buffaks were f i n d i n g  it p o s s i -  
b l e  t o  agree w i t h  bo th .  ~ o n ' t  blame M i s s o u r i  for 
t h w a r t i n g  the  "Chicago--Intersynodical  ~heses" 
e f f o r t  a t  River Fores t  in 1929 .  What was so nobly 
begun i n  1915 j u s t  thirty-three miles  no r th  o f  
h e r e  was c u t  o f f  by csmpromise about seventy-seven 
miles nor th  of here i n  1925. 

101, Some years  ago t h i s  lecturer used to travel 
r e g u l a r l y  between New U l m  and Arlington, 

H e  never passed through t h e  l i t t l e  t o m s  of Wiathrop 
and Gaylord w i t h o u t  g r a t e f u l l y  r e c a l l i n g  men and 
e v e n t s  of an  e a r l i e r  erae T'Blose were good men and 
good days when a t  t h e  g r a s s r o o t s  concerted e f f o r t s  
were made on behalf of t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  and 
a t  the  same time t h e  consciences a f  o t h e r s  were 
r e spec t ed .  That w a s  be fo re  "The Cutof f  af Compro- 
m i s e "  and "The Middle Path" became the  p o p u l a r  
r o u t e  of t h e  Lutheran scene i n  t h i s  l a n d ,  

Section Ten: The Middle Path  -- 

202.  I n  t h e  1326's t h e  major development on t h e  
Lutheran scene  i n  h e r i c a  was t h e  emergence 

of an e a s i l y  d i s c e r n i b l e  and d e f i n a b l e  middle 
p a r t y ,  1 6  occupied t h e  pa th  between t h a t  on the 
l e f t  A i c h  w a s  t h e  haunt s f  the  newly born UECA 
and t h a t  sn  the  r i g h t  which the Synodical Confer- 
ence  fol lowed,  On " T % ~ e  Middle  Path9b%sere t h e  
o r i g i n a l  American Lutheran Church,.i-rn Ohio-Iowa- 
Buffa lo  merger achieved i n  1930 and the  h e r i c a n  
Lutheran Conference,  a federa t ion  af t h e  ALC and 
f o u r  Scandinavian bodies ,  Augustana, t he  NLCA 

or ELC, the United Da;lis'rt Evange3 i c a l  Lutheran 
Church and  t h e  L u t h e r a n  Free CfiL~:-ch a 

103. ;it "&he f o r r n a i i o n  of' the c i i d  Af,C t h ~  Buffalo 
r o l e  w a s  minimal; chie ' f  rnterest centers on 

Ohio-Iowa relations, Over a half t e n E c ~ r y  of ups 
and downs in these r e l a t i c > n s  precede the 1930 
merger. Common opposition tr; I l i s s o u r i  in the 
coraversion-~~%eci:io~~ conf Iicts was a bond. ' I ' t~err. 
were, liowever. r u b s  . s u c h  as t h e  i<lindwort!l case. 5l 
When Iowa's relations with the G p n e r a E  Counci 1 
rnded, Ohio reso lved  i n  1918 s ' t i . r a t s suc l~  fratern? i 
relati~ns now exist be twecn  us and the Iowa Synod 
as necessarily imp1 y t h c l  r n u t ~ ~ n l  r e c o g n i t  ic-n of 
pulpit and a1 tsr fellowship. "j2 Mergcr ~ E f n r i s  
began automatically and i m r n r d i a t c l y ,  It took 
twelve years, however, b e f o r e  % h e y  tcerc c~~nsn l rna ted ,  
T- :ae L sticking p o i n t  was an inspira t % on (*on t r i t V p  1-sv 

that e r u p t e d  d e s p i t e  t h ~  f~llowsbip s t a t u s ,  

104. Ohio favored %he statement of t h e  Chicago-- 
Intersynodical Theses t h a t  " S c . r i p t u r e  ring 

only contains God's tqord, b u t  i s  God's Vard,  and 
hence no errors or c o n t r a $ i c % i a n s  of any s ~ r t  a r e  
folind therein."53 Li segment of 1nva, headed by 
Dr, Rau, ob jec t ed  because i t  f e l t  t h a t  sur:h a 
statement d i d  no t  deal a d e q u a t e l y  w i t h  d i f f i c ~ 1 5 -  
t i e s  i n  contemporary B i b l e  v e r s i o n s ,  Reduced to 
t h e  essence, t h e  c o n f l i c t  revolved around the  o n r  
word - i n e r r a n t ,  ----- a c t u a l l y  t h e  l o c a t i o n  of the word in 
the key sentence, Ohio insisted: The Canonical 
Books o f  t h e  Old and New Testaments are  t h e  i n s p i r e d  
and i n e r r a n t  Ward of God and accep t s  these Bocks as 
t h e  only s o u r c e ,  norm and  g u i d e  of f a i t h  and l i f ~ .  
Iowa would agree if i n e r r a n t  were moved from t h e  --- 
p o s i t i o n  i n  which i t  m o d i f i e d  -- Ward ------- of God t o  onr  i n  
which i t  n o d i f i e d  sou rce ,  norm and g u i d e  of f a i t h ,  

--pa----- - --- 

105. When no s i n g l e  s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  dilemma c o u l d  
be  fauwd, an  o u t  w a s  found i n  t h e  technique 

of f o o t n o t i n g  one version with t h e  o t h e r  i n  an 
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x t o  t h e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  of bo th  sides, Iowa's 
wording was i n c l u d e d  i n  the  t e x t  of the  c s n s t i t u -  
t i o n ;  Ohio's i n  the Appendix provided t h e  " o f f i c i a l  , ,-54 --------- 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  I n  view of subsequent develop- 
ments,  one wishes  t h a t  t h e r e  had been a clear-cut  
v i c t o r y  f o r  B3bLe i ne r r ancy  when t h e  o r i g i n a l  ALC 

t h e  way t h i n g s  turned out, Ttl:: aacti-lal oulr:ac;me is 
porkrayed in 

was founded, 53 
L o s e r s  and F i n d c r s  - -- -- - - - -- - -- - 

186, The founding was b a r e l y  completed when t h e  
new body f ede ra t ed  w i th  four  Scandinavian 

bodies  i n  t h e  American Lutheran Conference, A 
r e c e n t  h i s t o r y  of U ,  S, Lutheranism f l a t l y  de-  
c l a r e s :  "'That t h e  American Lutheran Conference 
possessed t h e  c h a r a c t e r  s f  a de fens ive  a l l i a n c e  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  over  a g a i n s t  t h e  United Lutheran 
Church can ha rd ly  be den i edeW56  The same sympa- 
t h e t i c  w r i t e r  speaks of ' Y i e a l i s t s  who wanted t o  
s e e  t h e  conference as a s t e p  a long  t h e  road t o  
u l t i m a t e  Lutheran union. " 

109, I n  bo th  t h e  o r i g i n a l  American Lutheran Church 
and i n  t h e  American Lutheran Conference t h e r e  

can be  d i scerned  a preoccupat ion w i th  i t s  middle 
p o s i t i o n  between ULCA Lutheran i d e n t i t y  and Synodi- 
c a l  Conference Lutheran i d e n t i t y .  Th i s  could show 
i t s e l f  a s  a "defensive"  p o s t u r e  when t h e  UECA the-  
ology seemed t o  t h r e a t e n .  On o t h e r  occas ions  i t  
could be a  concern t o  p rov ide  a  b r i d g e  between 
t h o s e  t o  t h e  l e f t  and t hose  t o  t h e  r i g h t  by one 
means o r  ano the r .  

108, By t h e  1948% t h e  f u t u r e  s f  Lutheranism i n  
t h i s  l a n d ,  on t h e  b a s i s  of t he  p r e v a i l i n g  

s i t u a t i o n ,  be  presumed t o  be  one i n  which t h e r e  
would be some convergence from 6he % e f t  and from 
t h e  s i g h t  toward the middle ,  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  
would i n  t h e  p roces s  be reshaped t o  conform t o  t h e  
concept ion  s f  t h e  American Lutheran Church and t h e  
American Lutheran Conference,  A t  l e a s t  t h a t  w a s  
t h e  hope s f  t hose  bod i e s ,  This  i s  n o t ,  however, 

109. T h i s  b e g i n s  w i t h  t h e  most t r z g i c  e p i s o d e  in 
t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  Lutheranism i n  this land, 

the  startling change  i n  the ?.f issoi iui  S x r ~ ~ d  t h a t  
began t o  be d i s c e r n d l ~ l s  in 1938 a n d  t h a t  c o n t i n ~ ~ c d  
ap3c.e for a t  leas L thccc  cic ~ ' ; i d 2 ~ ; ,  Trt i 5 is t h c  
s t ~ h j e ~ t  of 

S e c t i o n  E i c v e n :  f i n d c - r s  b u t  n i ; t - - - ~ - ~ ~ . - ~ ~ - s  ----- -- - -- ------------I___ _-- --- _ .--- _ "  _--- ___ 
110. Only seven  y r a r s  i n t e r v e ~ ? r ~  h c t ~ ~ c e n  t k ~  writin!: 

of tlke Brief  Ststem~nt + elf t h e  ?:ir;sour-.i Synod 
and t h e  dea th  of D r .  Fe; P i t ~ p e r  i n  1971 a n d  th.2 r r r t i r i r ~  
r e s o l u t i o n s  of hlissoxlri ' s f 938 convc-nt i c - . n ,  S7 Thc 
p o s i t i o n s  taken, however, a r e  miles a p a r t  an t h e  
roadway of "The Q u e s t  f o r  T r u e  Lutheran I d e n t i t y  
i n  A m e r i c a . "  In 1938 M i s s o u r i ' s  ccprrvrntion dectarecl 
t h a t  " the Drief - ---- Statement -- -- --- - of t h e  PZissouri Synod.  
t o g e t h e r  w i t h  t h e  Cec l a r a t i< ln  - - - - of t h e  repres~ntatives 
of  t he  American L u t h e r a n  Clmrch and t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  
o f  t h i s  e n t i r e  r e p o r t  . . . be regarded as t h e  d o c -  
t r i n a l  basis f o r  -- future c b u r r h - ~ e l l o ~ ' : s h ~ ~ ~  - - ---- - ---- - 9'58 The 
reason For the ' ' f ~ l k u ~ e ~ ~  q l ~ a ! i f ' i ~ a t  is spelled 
o u t  i n  s e c t i o n s  d e a l i n g  w i t h  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  of 
seek ing  f u l l  agreement i n  d i spu t ed  d o c t r i n e s ,  of 
ha rmoniz ing  p r a c t i c e  w i t h  d o c t r i n e ,  and of o b t a i n i n g  
t h e  approval  of s is ter  synods.  

L I P .  There was c o n s t e r n a t i o n  i n  Mis sou r i ' s  s i s t e r  
synods,  e s p e c i a l l y  when t h e  ALC convent ion 

i n  t h e  same yea r  dec l a r ed  t h e  Br ie f  S ta tement  --- --+ 

"viewed i n  t h e  l i g h t  o f "  i t s  Declaration no t  i n  ---- 
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186, The founding was b a r e l y  completed when t h e  
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possessed t h e  c h a r a c t e r  s f  a de fens ive  a l l i a n c e  
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"viewed i n  t h e  l i g h t  o f "  i t s  Declaration no t  i n  ---- 



c o n t r a d i c t i o n  . to t h e  Minneapolis Theses and 
a s s e r t e d  t h a t  i t  was ' " $ i d l y  convinced t h a t  i t  
i s  n e i t h e r  necessary  nor  p o s s i b l e  t o  agree i n  a l l  
non-fundamental d o c t r i n e s .  9'59 P r o t e s t s  a g a i n s t  
t h e  union r e s o l u t i o n s  were voiced i n  many areas 
of t h e  Synodical  conference  Demands f o r  a  
s i n g l e  union document were heeded. Th i s  s i n g l e  
document brought ou t  by Missour i  and ALC r eg re -  
s e n t a t i v e s  i n  1944, t h e  " ~ o c t r i n a l  Aff i rmat ion ,"  
p leased  n e i t h e r  t h e  ALC nor  Missour i  nor  s i s t e r  
synods It i s  n o t  even inc luded  i n  Wolf 's  -- Docu- 
ment s . It amounted t o  no more t han  a  proving 
ground and p r a c t i c e  round f o r  p r e p a r a t i o n  of t h e  
Comsn Confession.  62 

112. Thi s  document was n o t  a ccep t ab l e  t o  Mis sou r i ' s  
sister synods a s  a  s e t t l e m e n t  of d o c t r i n a l  

d i f f e r e n c e  s e p a r a t i n g  t h e  bodies  involved i n  t h e  
d r a f t i n g .  The format ion of t h e  second ALC rendered 
it  i r r e l e v a n t ,  I n  1956 Missour i  had t o  admit t h a t  
t h e  Common Confession could n o t  s e r v e  a s  a  "func- 
t i o n i n g  union document" b u t  s t i l l  acclaimed i t  a s  
a  " s i g n i f i c a n t  h i s t o r i c  s t a t emen t .  " G 3  Thi s  n o t  
a l t o g e t h e r  s a t i s f a c t o r y  s o l u t i o n  of t h e  Common 
Confession problem a t  l e a s t  a ided  i n  keeping t h e  
Synodical  Conference func t i on ing  f o r  a  few more 
y e a r s .  

113. I n  1955 t h e  Evange l ica l  Lutheran Synod sus-  
pended f e l l owsh ip  w i th  Missour i  b u t  cont inued 

t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  Synodical  Conference a f f a i r s .  64 

I n  t h e  same y e a r  Wisconsin a l l  bu t  d i d  t h e  same, 
It "held i n  abeyance" f o r  a  yea r  a  f i n a l  v o t e  on 
a  b reak  r e s o l u t i o n e 6 5  I n  1956 Wisconsin cont inued 
t h i s  p o l i c y .  

114,  i t  should be mentioned t h a t  o t h e r  d i f f e r e n c e s  
had a r i s e n  between the P ' n e ~ ' ~ M i s ~ o ~ r i  and 

o t h e r  Synodical  Confernnee synods.  The l i s t  i s  
l eng thy  and i n c l u d e s  such i t ems  a s  s c o u t i n g ,  m i l i -  
t a r y  chapla incy ,  coopera t ion  i n  e x t e r n a l s ,  j o i n t  

prayer ,  It i s ,  however, not  p o s s i b l e  t o  s p e l l  out 
i n  d e t a i l  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  and d i s p u t e s .  They were 
a l l  forms of uniunism, i,e,, j o i n t  c l ~ ~ r c h  work o r  
worship i n  t h e  absence of u n i t y  of d o c t r i n e ,  f o r -  
bidden i n  Romans 1 6 ,  1 7 ,  and o the r  passages ,  

115,  The " j o i n t  p rayer"  issue m e r i t s  a t t e n t i o n  
4 
ii because of t h e  r o l e  i t  p l a y e d  i n  t h e  break-up 

of t h e  Synodical  Conference,  It was a  cause f o r  
1 t h e  Norwegian suspens ion  of fe l%owship i n  1955, a  

ha rb inge r  of t h e  Missour i  "Theology of Fellowship" 
t h a t  induced t h e  Wisconsin suspension s f  fe l low- 
s h i p  i n  1961, and a  s h i f t  i n  t h e  Missour i  view of 
Lutheran i d e n t i t y ,  Back i n  1944 a t  Saginaw, 
Missour i  undertook t h e  i l l - conce ived  e f f o r t  t o  
draw a  d i s t i n c t i o n  between " j o i n t  p rayer"  and 
"prayer  f e l l owsh ip .  "66 The Norwegians a p t l y  
a s s e r t e d  t h a t  " t h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  cannot be supported 
on t h e  b a s i s  of S c r i p t u r e  and o ens  t h e  door t o  
f u r t h e r  u n i o n i s t i c  p r a c t i c e s ,  r'69  isc cons in's "un i t  
concept of fe l lowship"  a l s o  c l a shed  w i th  t h e  
Missour i  p o s i t i o n ,  68 

1 The p a r t i n g  of t h e  ways between Missouri  and 
Wisconsin came I n  1961. Soon t h e  Synodical  

Conference was no more, I t s  end came because 
Missour i  had tu rned  from t h e  Synodical  Conference 
p o s i t i o n  t h a t  t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  involved 
f a i t h f u l n e s s  t o  S c r i p t u r e  and Confessions i n  doc- 
t r i n e  and p r a c t i c e .  Missour i  i n j e c t e d  t h e  union- 
i s t i c  element and t h e  " j o i n t  p rayer"  e r r o r  i n t o  
t h e  p i c t u r e  of  Lutheran i d e n t i t y .  The r e s u l t  was 

I a  c a r i c a t u r e  of t h e  t r u e  v a r i e t y ,  demons t ra t ing  
r: d i s t o r t i o n  i n  bo th  t h e  d o c t r i n e  and t h e  p r a c t i c e  
ib p r o f i l e ,  Missour i  f a i l e d  t o  keep what i t  once had,  
f 

117,  Almost immediately a  s e r i o u s  problem regard-  
i n g  S c r i p t u r e  began t o  s u r f a c e  i n  Missour i ,  

C e r t a i n  t h e o l o g i c a l  leaders advocated h i s t o r i c a l  
c r i t i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n s .  The ensu ing  s t r i f e  l e d  
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t o  t h e  r e v o l t  a t  t h e  S t .  Louis Concordia and the 
founding of the r i v a l  S~minex. A new church body 
is in the process of format ion t o  serx7e those who 
r e s i s t  arid re-ject t h e  efforts t o  restore ?.li.ssoul-i 
t o  i t s  former s t - and  on Scripture, The confused 
f e l l o w s h i p  s i t u a t i o n ,  i n  w h i c h  PIissouri  i n v o l v c d  
i t s e l f  by Lutheran Council membership and ALC 
fellowship, carnp l ica tes  the problcm a n d  plc1cps 
a d d i t i o n a l  obstacles h e t . i ~ t \ e n  Miss i jur i  a n d  t r u e  
L u t h e r a n  i d e n t i t y .  

118. Nor all the results arc in v e t .  Some hnvc  
heen favorable. Much l o s t  j i r i ~ u n d  at t i t(:  

St, L,ouf.s C u n ~ o r t l i a  has beei7, rep , :2 ined,  hnt l r  cjwin- 
titat i v e l y  and q u a l i t a t i v e l y ,  H i s t o r i c a l - c r i t  ic:il 
Bible i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  113s becn  evicted. I n  t h e  
f i e l d  t h e  wors t  misleaders have bcrn  checked  o r  
have v a c a t e d  t h e i r  p o s t s ,  On campits a f t e r  c ~ i ~ ~ p a s  
t h e r e  has h c c n  some r e n s s c ~ - t i o n  of d t j c t r i n a l  d i s -  
c i p l i r ~ c .  These a n d  si-1niI.a~ developnlents  a-re ;tf  2 
t o  t h e  goad, 

l KG one knows vet, li~)th;cvi~f^, how much endurl ing 
harm has h e m  c l i ~ n e  t:, t h e  pubtic m i n i s t r y  

of Plissouri  by yea r s  of  mistraining a t  key workiqr- 
t r a i n i s g  s c h o o l s .  T h e  Riost depressing f a c t o r  o F 
a l l  i s  t h e  t o t a l  l a c k  of any s i g n  t h a t  t h e  o f f i c i a l  
f e l l owsh ip  p o s i t i o n  of  Fiissotrri , ~ ~ h i c t ~  more t h an  
any th8ng  e l s e  d i s r u p t e d  t h e  S p n o d i c a l  C c ~ n f e r e n c c ,  
has xiltdergone any cliange f o r  the better. In fact, 
such i t e m s  as  LCUSA membership, "l'.f-i s s i c t n  Af f i rma-  
t i o n s , "  and ALC f e l l owsh ip  i n d i c a t e  t h e  o p p o s i t e .  h 9  
Missouri  i n  a r e d i v i v u s  Synodical  Conference i s  a 
consurnntati-on devout ly  t o  he wished, b u t  t h a t  i s  an  
a r t i c l e  sf hope and charity, r a t h e r  than of f a c t  
and r e a l i t y .  

S e c t i o n  Twelve: Loss of t h e  F4iddle 
-s__-----__l_l_s--- ---- --- -a-l_ 

120. A release o f  the  R e l i g i o u s  News Serv i ce  

dated 9-27-76 s p e l l s  out i n  unmistakable  terms a 
d e v e l ~ p e n t  that can be termed " T h e  Loss of t h e  
~ i d d l e . "  The release reports an address of t h e  
head of t h e  Anerican Lutheran Church, P r e s i d e n t  
David P r e u s ,  t o  t h e  r ecen t  In te r -Lutheran  Forum, 
Among o t h e r  t h i n g s ,  P r e s i d e n t  P r e u s  i s  quoted zs 
saying, "One of t h e  less t h e o l o g i c a l  matters Luth- 
e r ans  have t o  do with is  t h e  i ne r r ancy  of S c r i p t u r e s "  
and " Iner rancy  i s  a  s l i p p e r y  wcrd, 1970 

121, The October 11, 1996 -- C h r i s t i a n  News c a r r i e s  
a l e t t e r  i n  which P r e s i d e n t  D ,  P r e u s  s p e l l s  

ou t  h i s  o b j e c t i o n s  t o  i ne r r ancy  more f u l l y .  H e  
w r i t e s :  

The idea that d e c l a r i n g  t h e  Scriptures 
I 9  i n e r r a n t "  he lps  m a t t e r s  among C h r i s t i a n s  
simply does n o t  wash. A l l  i t  does i s  t o  
cause f u r t h e r  argument over  t h e  ques t i on  
of what people  mean by i n e r r a n c y ,  

A s  I'm s u r e  you know, t h e  word 
'@inerrantu d i d  n o t  f i n d  its way i n t o  t h e  
C h r i s t i a n  vocabulary u n t i l  ve ry  r e c e n t l y *  
It bas no t  been a p a r t  of our  Lutheran 
vocabulary u n t i l  t h i s  c en tu ry .  I n  the main 
it has  caused d i v i s i v e n e s s  by having every- 
body appea l  t o  i t  as d e s c r i p t i v e  of t h e i r  
own i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s .  7 1 

122. A s  ha s  been no t ed ,  t h e  o r i g i n a l  ALC w a s  born 
only a f t e r  an extended b a t t l e  over  t h e  prope 

placement of t h e  t e r m  * i n  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o  
I n  prolonged d i s e u s s i e  e ULCA, t h e  ALC 
sought  t o  g e t  a comi tmen t  to t h e  t e r m  7 

The best i t  eau ld  achieve was the " e r r o r l e s s  un- 
b r eakab l e  wholeP' of t h e  " P i t t s b u r g h  Agreement9?' 
but even t h a t  was f a r t h e r  than t h e  ULCA r e a l l y  
wanted ta go, Only a l l - o u t  e f f o r t  by t h e  ALG 
achieved tha t  muck, The very c o n s t i t u t i o n  of the 
p r e s e n t  ALC speaks of t h e  "inerrant Word of God" 
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'@inerrantu d i d  n o t  f i n d  its way i n t o  t h e  
C h r i s t i a n  vocabulary u n t i l  ve ry  r e c e n t l y *  
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body appea l  t o  i t  as d e s c r i p t i v e  of t h e i r  
own i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s .  7 1 

122. A s  ha s  been no t ed ,  t h e  o r i g i n a l  ALC w a s  born 
only a f t e r  an extended b a t t l e  over  t h e  prope 

placement of t h e  t e r m  * i n  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o  
I n  prolonged d i s e u s s i e  e ULCA, t h e  ALC 
sought  t o  g e t  a comi tmen t  to t h e  t e r m  7 

The best i t  eau ld  achieve was the " e r r o r l e s s  un- 
b r eakab l e  wholeP' of t h e  " P i t t s b u r g h  Agreement9?' 
but even t h a t  was f a r t h e r  than t h e  ULCA r e a l l y  
wanted ta go, Only a l l - o u t  e f f o r t  by t h e  ALG 
achieved tha t  muck, The very c o n s t i t u t i o n  of the 
p r e s e n t  ALC speaks of t h e  "inerrant Word of God" 



as " the  only i - n f a l l i l i l c  a u t h o r i t y .  " 7 3  U n f o r t i r -  
n a t e l y ,  o f f i c i a l  commentary ofiered i n  1 9 6 6  ex-- 
p l a i n s  t h a t  t h e  - f n e r r a ~ l c y  "does n o t  apply t o  t h e  
t e x t  b u t  t o  t h e  t t r u t i ~ s  r~vealcd f o r  o u r  f a i t h ,  
d o c t r i n e  and  L i f e ,  f r  7 4 

123. Now at t h i s  l a t e  date t h e  bead  of t h p  ALC 
wants t o  r i d  himself of concerns a b o u t  the 

term i n e r r a x ,  T h i s  i s  t i h a t  the UT,CA s o u g h t  to 
do f o r m a l l y  i n  i t s  1938 "Ba l t imore  D e c l a r a t i o n "  
w i t h  i t s  d i s t i n c t i o n  be tween Ward a n d  Scripture 
b u t  had a l r e a d y  been  d o i n g  i n f o r m a l l y  f o r  sever?! 
decades,  75 The ultracentric position has nilt 

moved toward z h e  c e n t e r  i n  this matter, T h e  
movemeitt has been i n  t he  ~ " C I P I -  direction, 

124, T h e  consfstcnt y o s i t l r ~ n  of t ' n ~  UY-,C:A, r on i - i n -  
ued by t h e  LCA,  t h a t  a p ledge  o f  t h e  C o n f e s -  

sions is a sufficient basis  For t h e  d e c l a r a t L c n  
and  praceice o f  fellowship h a s  also won o u t  over  
c o n c e r n s  t h a t  t h e  C ~ n f ~ s s i c - ~ n s  d o  n c t  cover  every 
modern a b e r r a t i c , n  and  tba t p r a c t i c e  mus t  conform 
t o  t h e  theolog- i  c a l  p o s i ~  to,. 7 h  Kocli e s  now merged 
i n t o  t h e  AEC have a l ~ n g  tradition o f  i n s i s t i n g  
t h a t  t he re  be more ev idence  o f  agreement t h a n  a s s e n t  
t o  S c r i p t u r e  and C o ~ f c s s i o n s  b e f o r e  f e l l o w s h i p  can 
be d e c l a r e d ,  The t r a d i t i o n  seems to have I n s t   it,^ 

hof d . 
125. The major charge a g a i n s t  "A Statement of 

S c r P p t u r a l  and  C o n f e s s i o n a l  F r i a c i p % e s 9 '  
ra ised  by President D, Prevs  revolves around t h e  
p o s i t i o n  t h a t  a p l e d g e  t o  the Elrtberan Confessrions 
is s u E f i c i e n t  to establis"nI,utheran c r e d e n t i a l s ,  
He w r i t e s  : 

It is my convict j .cn  that t h e  ECXS 
a c t i o n  i n  a d o p t i n g  "A S t a t e m e n t  of 
S c r i p t u r a l  and C o n f e s s i o n a l  P r i n c i p l e s "  
has bad the e f f e c t  of na r rowing  down t h e  
C o n f e s s i o n s  sf t h e  Lu theran  Church . . . 

The Lutheran Confesbjorzs p rcv ide  a 
fu14 hnri adequate u r r d e r s r  of t!-~e 
C h r i - s t i a n  f a i t h  . . a The ALC b~lie-\res 
the differences t h a ~  e x i s &  w i t h i n  tiie 
LCMS are noL d e s t x u e t i v e  of  a confess isna% 
unity among Lutherans* 7 7 

126, T h i s  is t h e  language and the  thrust of t h e  
UECA's 1934 "Savannafl ~eclaration" thst a p a r t  

from t h e  Confessions "nc o the r  s t a n d a r d s  o r  t e s t s  
of Lutheranism" are  t o  be s2t G~ .78 The ALC, which 
has indicated that it desires  fellowship with a l l  
Lutherans who accept t he  h i s t o r i c  Lutheran Confes- 
s ions  as norma normat?, h a s  seemingly ceased t o  
emphasize a d d i t i o n a l  concerns f o r  d o c t r i n e  and 
p rac t i ce  o n c e  manifested on "The Y i d d l e  P a ~ h . "  

127. True Lutherans,  of ccsetrse, uphold the  Lutheran 
Confessions and eagerly make t h e i r  p l e d g e  

t o  them, That  is the  very reason t h ey  will n o t  
accep t  as v a l i d  a formal subscription t h a t  is v i t i -  
ated by false  doctrine and f a l s e  p r a c t i c e .  I n  such 
i n s t a n c e s  they  du  not  acknowledge the charge "bat 
t hey  a r e  thereby  "narrowing the  ~onfessions" or 
establishing tests that are n o t  t r u l y  Lutheran,  
They r e g r e t  t h a t  t h e  ULCA p o s i t i o n  has gained more 
adherents by "The Loss of  t h e  M i d d l e . "  

1.28, The matter j u s t  t r e a t e d  l eads  a u t o m a t i c a l l y  
i n t o  

Sec t i on  Thsr tern  t Losers i n  Lockstep 

The d r i f t  f rom the  m i d d l e  and the l u r e  of 
t h e  area beyond has created a situation i n  w h i c h  
t w o  major Lutheran bodies ,  once clearly demarcated, 
are i n  c lose  agreement on a l l  major i s s u e s  t h a t  
have t o  $0 with the essentials s f  d e n o m i n a t i o n a l  
i d e n t i t y .  The basic prssi t ians o f  t he  LCA and ALC 
are f o r  a11 prac t ica l  purposes  i n d i s t i n g u i s h a b l e ,  
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To app ly  t h e  s a y i n g  of a t i r e d  p o l i t i c i a n  i n  
a n o t h e r  c o n t e x t ,  " ~ h c r e ' s  n o t  a  d ime ' s  worth of 
d i f f e r e n c e  between them." 

129.  Th is  p o i n t  i s  made by t h e  p a r t i e s  concerned,  
The LCA and t h e  AEC a r e  i n  f e l l o w s h i p  and 

en joy  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  J u s t  r e c e n t l y  i n  t h e  
Twin C i t i e s  t h e  u n i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  ALCVs Luther  
Seniinary and t h e  LCA's Northwestern  could  be c e l e -  
b r a t e d .  P r e s i d e n t  D .  P reus  h a s  s a i d ,  "Unity i n  
fait11 and d o c t r i n e  i n  t h e  LCA i s  overwheLmingly 
accep ted  by ALC p e o p l e .  "80 

130 .  The p o i n t  i s  demonstra ted by t h e  r e a c t i o n  
of bo th  b o d i e s  t o  the El issour i  d i s t u r b a n c e s  

a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  M i s s o u r i  d i s s e n t e r s  a r e  encouraged 
by bo th  ALC and  I,CA, h l ~ o s t  i d e n t i c a l  s t a t e m e n t s  
a r e  made by t h e  p r e s i d e n t s  and t h e  s e m i n a r i e s  and 
t h e  p u b l i c a t i o n s  and the conven t ions  of t h e  two 
bodies:  

231,  Tlje p o i n t  c a n  he made by r e f e r r i n g  t o  wrong 
d o c t r i n a l  p o s i t i o n s ,  The m a t t e r  of S c r i p t u r e  

and Confess ions  h a s  been d e a l t  w i t h  p r e v i o u s l y .  
It i s  obvious  t h a t  t h e  LCA and t h e  ALC have t h e  
same s t a n d  a n  d i s t a f f  o r d i n a t i o n .  T h i s  i s  b u t  one 
of nunerous  o t h e r  examples,  

132. The p o i n t  i s  evidenced by s i m i l a r  p o s i t i o n s  
r e g a r d i n g  l a r g e r  a s s o c i a t i o n s ,  Both b o d i e s  

a r e  members of t h e  World Counci l  of Churches and 
t h e  Lutheran World F e d e r a t i o n .  Some of " t h e  d ime ' s  
wor th  of d i f f e r e n c e "  i s  t o  b e  found i n  t h i s  a r e a ,  
The LCA, b u t  n o t  t h e  ALC, i s  a  member of t h e  
N a t i o n a l  Counci l  of Churches,  

133.  The p o i n t  i s  c o r r o b o r a t e d  by an emphasis 
s h a r e d  by b o t h  b o d i e s  on s o c i a l  concerns .  The 

s p e c i f i c  answer t o  a s i n g l e  i s s u e  may n o t  a lways h e  
t h e  same, a l t h o u g h  even t h e r e  one can  d i sce rn .  much 
agreement .  The r e a d i n e s s  and e a g e r n e s s  of b a t h  t h e  

A1.C and t h e  ECA, however, ts speak ~ u t  on any and 
a l l  s cc i a l  concerns  is obvious 2s anyone who has 
read rep~lrrts of their  major c o n v e n t i o n s ,  

1 3 4 ,  Five  p a r a g r a p h s  have begun w i t h  f he  words 
"This p o i n t + ,  .. . ." That is  enough t o  

weary bo th  hearer-reader and w r i t e r - r e a d e r ,  
a l t h o u g h  there i s  abundant material f o r  more 
"This p o i n t  , . ." p a r a g r a p h s ,  Two summary state- 
ments should be i n c l u d e d ,  however, be fo re  closing 
t h e  s u b j e c t ,  

135. The shaved p o s i t i o n s  of  t h e  ALC and LCA a re  
a l s o  s h a r e d  by M i s s o u r i  d i s s i d e n t s  i n  almost 

a l l  r e s p e c t s ,  The willingness of bo th  t h e  ALC and 
t h e  LCA t o  e n d o r s e  t h e i r  endeavors a l r e a d y  f o r c e s  
t h i s  c o n c l u s i o n ,  It i s  r e in fo rced  by a lmost  
every  d e c l a r a t i o n  on t h o s e  issues t r a c e a b l e  t o  t h e  
l e a d e r s  and g a t h e r i n g s  and p e r i o d i c a l s  and p u b l i c a -  
t i o n s  of t h e s e  M i s s o u r i  d i s s i d e n t s ,  Documentation 
cou ld  e a s i l y  b e  s u p p l i e d  b u t  w-ould not  a c t u a l l y  
s e r v e  any r e a l  purpose ,  The s i t u a t i o n  i s  so i n  
f l e x  t h a t  one can h a r d l y  d e t e r m i n e  what l e a d e r  and 
g a t h e r i n g  and p e r i o d i c a l  and p u b l i c a t i o n ,  t h a t  
seems o f f i c i a l  today ,  w i l l  r e t a i n  t h a t  s t a t u s  
tomorrow, 

136 ,  It shou ld  a l s o  b e  c r y s t a l  c l e a r  t o  a l l  that 
t h e  u n a c c e p t a b l e  views on t r u e  Lu theran  

i d e n t i t y  have  p r e t t y  w e l l  c r y s t a l i z e d  and hardened, 
The i m p l i c a t i o n s  shou ld  n o t  be  missed ,  I n  b e t t e r  
days  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  one cou ld  hope t h a t  a  middle  
p o s i t i o n  might w e l l  s e r v e  t o  a m e l i o r a t e  an u l t r a -  
c e n t r i s t  p o s i t i o n ,  Those days seem gone f o r e v e r ,  
The u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  midd le  p o s i t i o n  has become 
even more u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  by its d r i f t  i n  t h e  wrong 
d i r e c t i o n .  O f f  i n  t h a t  area t h e  l a x ,  t h e  General  
Synod, t h e  UECA, t h e  LCA p o s i t i o n  i s  dominant, 
The dominat ion,  i t  shou ld  be r e a l i z e d ,  i s  e x e r c i s e d  
o v e r  a  ma jo r i t y  and perhaps more. The q u e s t i o n  is: 
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wor th  of d i f f e r e n c e "  i s  t o  b e  found i n  t h i s  a r e a ,  
The LCA, b u t  n o t  t h e  ALC, i s  a  member of t h e  
N a t i o n a l  Counci l  of Churches,  

133.  The p o i n t  i s  c o r r o b o r a t e d  by an emphasis 
s h a r e d  by b o t h  b o d i e s  on s o c i a l  concerns .  The 

s p e c i f i c  answer t o  a s i n g l e  i s s u e  may n o t  a lways h e  
t h e  same, a l t h o u g h  even t h e r e  one can  d i sce rn .  much 
agreement .  The r e a d i n e s s  and e a g e r n e s s  of b a t h  t h e  

A1.C and t h e  ECA, however, ts speak ~ u t  on any and 
a l l  s cc i a l  concerns  is obvious 2s anyone who has 
read rep~lrrts of their  major c o n v e n t i o n s ,  

1 3 4 ,  Five  p a r a g r a p h s  have begun w i t h  f he  words 
"This p o i n t + ,  .. . ." That is  enough t o  

weary bo th  hearer-reader and w r i t e r - r e a d e r ,  
a l t h o u g h  there i s  abundant material f o r  more 
"This p o i n t  , . ." p a r a g r a p h s ,  Two summary state- 
ments should be i n c l u d e d ,  however, be fo re  closing 
t h e  s u b j e c t ,  

135. The shaved p o s i t i o n s  of  t h e  ALC and LCA a re  
a l s o  s h a r e d  by M i s s o u r i  d i s s i d e n t s  i n  almost 

a l l  r e s p e c t s ,  The willingness of bo th  t h e  ALC and 
t h e  LCA t o  e n d o r s e  t h e i r  endeavors a l r e a d y  f o r c e s  
t h i s  c o n c l u s i o n ,  It i s  r e in fo rced  by a lmost  
every  d e c l a r a t i o n  on t h o s e  issues t r a c e a b l e  t o  t h e  
l e a d e r s  and g a t h e r i n g s  and p e r i o d i c a l s  and p u b l i c a -  
t i o n s  of t h e s e  M i s s o u r i  d i s s i d e n t s ,  Documentation 
cou ld  e a s i l y  b e  s u p p l i e d  b u t  w-ould not  a c t u a l l y  
s e r v e  any r e a l  purpose ,  The s i t u a t i o n  i s  so i n  
f l e x  t h a t  one can h a r d l y  d e t e r m i n e  what l e a d e r  and 
g a t h e r i n g  and p e r i o d i c a l  and p u b l i c a t i o n ,  t h a t  
seems o f f i c i a l  today ,  w i l l  r e t a i n  t h a t  s t a t u s  
tomorrow, 

136 ,  It shou ld  a l s o  b e  c r y s t a l  c l e a r  t o  a l l  that 
t h e  u n a c c e p t a b l e  views on t r u e  Lu theran  

i d e n t i t y  have  p r e t t y  w e l l  c r y s t a l i z e d  and hardened, 
The i m p l i c a t i o n s  shou ld  n o t  be  missed ,  I n  b e t t e r  
days  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  one cou ld  hope t h a t  a  middle  
p o s i t i o n  might w e l l  s e r v e  t o  a m e l i o r a t e  an u l t r a -  
c e n t r i s t  p o s i t i o n ,  Those days seem gone f o r e v e r ,  
The u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  midd le  p o s i t i o n  has become 
even more u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  by its d r i f t  i n  t h e  wrong 
d i r e c t i o n .  O f f  i n  t h a t  area t h e  l a x ,  t h e  General  
Synod, t h e  UECA, t h e  LCA p o s i t i o n  i s  dominant, 
The dominat ion,  i t  shou ld  be r e a l i z e d ,  i s  e x e r c i s e d  
o v e r  a  ma jo r i t y  and perhaps more. The q u e s t i o n  is: 



ho i s  t o  c h a l l e n g e  t h i s  m a j o r i t y ,  h u t  e r r o n e o u s ,  
view of Lu the ran  i d e n t i t y ?  The answer i s  s u p p l i e d  
by 

S e c t i o n  F o u r t e e n :  F i n d e r s  and Keepers -- .--- - -- 
137.  The m a t t e r  cou ld  be summed up hy q u o t i n g  

what t h e  o l d  Quaker s a i d  t o  h i s  w i f e  a s  an  
e x p r e s s i o n  of h i s  d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  p r e -  
v a i l i n g  s t a t e  of a f f a i r s .  The Quaker  s a i d ,  
"Everybody i n  t h e  world i s  q u e e r  b u t  t h e e  and m e  
and sometimes I have my doub t s  abou t  thee." 
Summlng up what i s  wrong on t h e  q u e s t  f o r  t r u e  
Lu theran  i d e n t i t y  i n  o u r  l a n d  a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  your  
g u e s t  l e c t u r e r  t u r n s  t o  h i s  h o s t s  and s a y s ,  
"Everybody i n  t h e  l a n d  i s  wrong b u t  t h e e  and  me," 
The r e s t  of t h e  q u o t a t i o n  i s  n o t  a p p l i c a b l e .  

138. The ELS i n  t h i s  m a t t e r ,  l i k e  C a e s a r ' s  w i f e  
b u t  n o t  t h e  Quaker ' s  w i f e ,  i s  above s u s p i c i o n .  

The ELS h a s  p a i d  i t s  dues .  Way back i n  1917 i t  
s t o o d  a g a i n s t  t h e  f i r s t  of t h e  Lu theran  mergers  on 
t h e  American s c e n e  i n  t h i s  c e n t u r y  t h a t  p layed  
t h e i r  p a r t  i n  b l u r r i n g  and d i s t o r t i n g  t r u e  Lu theran  
i d e n t i t y .  The pathway w a s n ' t  e a s y  t h e n  and i t  
h a s n ' t  been e a s y  s i n c e .  There  a r e  a  f e w  who appre -  
c i a t e  and approve of  t h e  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  odyssey of 
t h o s e  whom some d i s p a r a g i n g l y  r e f e r  t o  a s  t h e  
" l i t t l e  Norwegian Synod." There  a r e  a  few who 
a r e  c e r t a i n  t h a t  good f e l l o w s h i p ,  t h e  b e s t  s p i r i -  
t u a l  f e l l o w s h i p ,  comes i n  s m a l l  packages .  There  
a r e  a few who deem i t  honor and p r i v i l e g e  t o  j o i n  
ELS as "F inders  and Keepers" i n  "The Quest  f o r  
True  Lu theran  I d e n t i t y  i n  America." 

139. Whether we l i k e  i t  o r  n o t ,  t h e  h e r i t a g e  of  
t h e  Synod ica l  Conference  h a s  been bequeathed 

t o  two s m a l l  synods  t h a t  v i r t u a l l y  had t o  d e s t r o y  
t h e  Conference  by t h e i r  wi thdrawals  i n  o r d e r  t o  
keep t h a t  h e r i t a g e  a l i v e .  The Synod ica l  C o n f e r e n c e ' s  

definition and r e a l i z a t i o n  of t r u e  1,tntheran 
i d e n t i t y  is o u r s ,  By w a ; ~  of review and summary, 
t h a t  is a Lgtherarkis:~ w h i c h  s$ands ur;compr~rr,is- 
ingPy f o r  t h e  t o t a l  i n s p i r s t i ~ n  and i ne r r ancy  and 
aurl- iori ty of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  which pledges i t s e l f  
unreserved ly  t o  t h e  Luth~ran Confcssisns a s  a f a i t h -  
f u l  e x p c ~ s i t i o n  of  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  and which matches 
t h a t  s t a n d  and p l e d g e  w i t h  a p p r o p r i a t e  f e l l o w s h i p  
p r i n c i p l e s  and p r a c t i c e s .  

140 ,  F i n d e r s  a r e  t o  be  k e e p e r s  a l s o ,  To e l a b o r a t e  
f u l l y  on t h e  "how" of t h a t  k e e p i n g  would 

r equ i re  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  more l e c t u r e s ,  A b r i e f  
summary must s u f f i c e ,  

141,  T r u e  Lu theran  i d e n t i t y  w i l l  only be  kep t  in 
America's t h i r d  c e n t u r y  i f  t h e  d e v i a n t  v a r i e t y  

i s  recogn ized  and r e s i s t e d ,  The brand of Lutheran-  
i s m  t h a t  f e a t u r e s  l a x i t y  i n  d e c t r i n e  and p r a c t i c e  
h a s  become dominant among t w o  of  e v e r y  t h r e e  Luth- 
e r a n s  i n  t h i s  l a n d ,  F u t u r e  e v e n t s  may f o r c e  t h e  
r a t i o  h i g h e r .  Much ground h a s  been l o s t  i n  t h e  
p r e s e n t  c e n t u r y ,  No more can  b e  s u r r e n d e r e d  w i t h o u t  
u l t i m a t e  r i s k .  

1 4 2 ,  Refuge and s t r e n g t h  w i l l  be found i n  t h e  
s a v i n g  Word, Reduct ionism,  h i s t o r i c a l -  

c r i t i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  and a l l  o t h e r  f a u l t y  
approaches  t o  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  need t o  b e  summarily 
r e j e c t e d .  The a u t h o r i t a t i v e ,  i n s p i r e d ,  i n e r r a n t  
Bib le  i s  the  p r i z e d  p o s s e s s i o n  s f  t h e  t r u e  L u t h e r a n .  
By i t  h e  keeps  h i s  i d e n t i t y ,  

143,  The t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i f i e s  h imse l f  a l s o  by 
a complete c o m i t m e n t  to t h e  Lutheran C Q ~ -  

f e s s i o n s  which r i s e s  above t h e  l eve l  of  a formal 
p l e d g e  and becomes a  v i t a l  force i n  t h e  l i f e  of 
f a i t h  f o r  t h e  bel iever  and f o r  h i s  church. L i p  
s e r v i c e  t o  t h e  Confessions comes easy, b u t  i t  i s  
q u i t e  mean ing less  t o  af%i.um t h e  Confessions t a  
be a f a i t h f u l  e x h i b i t i o n  of t h e  d o c t r i n e s  o f  t h e  



ho i s  t o  c h a l l e n g e  t h i s  m a j o r i t y ,  h u t  e r r o n e o u s ,  
view of Lu the ran  i d e n t i t y ?  The answer i s  s u p p l i e d  
by 

S e c t i o n  F o u r t e e n :  F i n d e r s  and Keepers -- .--- - -- 
137.  The m a t t e r  cou ld  be summed up hy q u o t i n g  

what t h e  o l d  Quaker s a i d  t o  h i s  w i f e  a s  an  
e x p r e s s i o n  of h i s  d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  p r e -  
v a i l i n g  s t a t e  of a f f a i r s .  The Quaker  s a i d ,  
"Everybody i n  t h e  world i s  q u e e r  b u t  t h e e  and m e  
and sometimes I have my doub t s  abou t  thee." 
Summlng up what i s  wrong on t h e  q u e s t  f o r  t r u e  
Lu theran  i d e n t i t y  i n  o u r  l a n d  a t  t h i s  t i m e ,  your  
g u e s t  l e c t u r e r  t u r n s  t o  h i s  h o s t s  and s a y s ,  
"Everybody i n  t h e  l a n d  i s  wrong b u t  t h e e  and  me," 
The r e s t  of t h e  q u o t a t i o n  i s  n o t  a p p l i c a b l e .  

138. The ELS i n  t h i s  m a t t e r ,  l i k e  C a e s a r ' s  w i f e  
b u t  n o t  t h e  Quaker ' s  w i f e ,  i s  above s u s p i c i o n .  

The ELS h a s  p a i d  i t s  dues .  Way back i n  1917 i t  
s t o o d  a g a i n s t  t h e  f i r s t  of t h e  Lu theran  mergers  on 
t h e  American s c e n e  i n  t h i s  c e n t u r y  t h a t  p layed  
t h e i r  p a r t  i n  b l u r r i n g  and d i s t o r t i n g  t r u e  Lu theran  
i d e n t i t y .  The pathway w a s n ' t  e a s y  t h e n  and i t  
h a s n ' t  been e a s y  s i n c e .  There  a r e  a  f e w  who appre -  
c i a t e  and approve of  t h e  e c c l e s i a s t i c a l  odyssey of 
t h o s e  whom some d i s p a r a g i n g l y  r e f e r  t o  a s  t h e  
" l i t t l e  Norwegian Synod." There  a r e  a  few who 
a r e  c e r t a i n  t h a t  good f e l l o w s h i p ,  t h e  b e s t  s p i r i -  
t u a l  f e l l o w s h i p ,  comes i n  s m a l l  packages .  There  
a r e  a few who deem i t  honor and p r i v i l e g e  t o  j o i n  
ELS as "F inders  and Keepers" i n  "The Quest  f o r  
True  Lu theran  I d e n t i t y  i n  America." 

139. Whether we l i k e  i t  o r  n o t ,  t h e  h e r i t a g e  of  
t h e  Synod ica l  Conference  h a s  been bequeathed 

t o  two s m a l l  synods  t h a t  v i r t u a l l y  had t o  d e s t r o y  
t h e  Conference  by t h e i r  wi thdrawals  i n  o r d e r  t o  
keep t h a t  h e r i t a g e  a l i v e .  The Synod ica l  C o n f e r e n c e ' s  

definition and r e a l i z a t i o n  of t r u e  1,tntheran 
i d e n t i t y  is o u r s ,  By w a ; ~  of review and summary, 
t h a t  is a Lgtherarkis:~ w h i c h  s$ands ur;compr~rr,is- 
ingPy f o r  t h e  t o t a l  i n s p i r s t i ~ n  and i ne r r ancy  and 
aurl- iori ty of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  which pledges i t s e l f  
unreserved ly  t o  t h e  Luth~ran Confcssisns a s  a f a i t h -  
f u l  e x p c ~ s i t i o n  of  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s ,  and which matches 
t h a t  s t a n d  and p l e d g e  w i t h  a p p r o p r i a t e  f e l l o w s h i p  
p r i n c i p l e s  and p r a c t i c e s .  

140 ,  F i n d e r s  a r e  t o  be  k e e p e r s  a l s o ,  To e l a b o r a t e  
f u l l y  on t h e  "how" of t h a t  k e e p i n g  would 

r equ i re  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  more l e c t u r e s ,  A b r i e f  
summary must s u f f i c e ,  

141,  T r u e  Lu theran  i d e n t i t y  w i l l  only be  kep t  in 
America's t h i r d  c e n t u r y  i f  t h e  d e v i a n t  v a r i e t y  

i s  recogn ized  and r e s i s t e d ,  The brand of Lutheran-  
i s m  t h a t  f e a t u r e s  l a x i t y  i n  d e c t r i n e  and p r a c t i c e  
h a s  become dominant among t w o  of  e v e r y  t h r e e  Luth- 
e r a n s  i n  t h i s  l a n d ,  F u t u r e  e v e n t s  may f o r c e  t h e  
r a t i o  h i g h e r .  Much ground h a s  been l o s t  i n  t h e  
p r e s e n t  c e n t u r y ,  No more can  b e  s u r r e n d e r e d  w i t h o u t  
u l t i m a t e  r i s k .  

1 4 2 ,  Refuge and s t r e n g t h  w i l l  be found i n  t h e  
s a v i n g  Word, Reduct ionism,  h i s t o r i c a l -  

c r i t i c a l  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  and a l l  o t h e r  f a u l t y  
approaches  t o  t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  need t o  b e  summarily 
r e j e c t e d .  The a u t h o r i t a t i v e ,  i n s p i r e d ,  i n e r r a n t  
Bib le  i s  the  p r i z e d  p o s s e s s i o n  s f  t h e  t r u e  L u t h e r a n .  
By i t  h e  keeps  h i s  i d e n t i t y ,  

143,  The t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i f i e s  h imse l f  a l s o  by 
a complete c o m i t m e n t  to t h e  Lutheran C Q ~ -  

f e s s i o n s  which r i s e s  above t h e  l eve l  of  a formal 
p l e d g e  and becomes a  v i t a l  force i n  t h e  l i f e  of 
f a i t h  f o r  t h e  bel iever  and f o r  h i s  church. L i p  
s e r v i c e  t o  t h e  Confessions comes easy, b u t  i t  i s  
q u i t e  mean ing less  t o  af%i.um t h e  Confessions t a  
be a f a i t h f u l  e x h i b i t i o n  of t h e  d o c t r i n e s  o f  t h e  



Word when t h e  Word i s  so  interpreted t h a t  doub t  
is cast on what t h e  Word t ~ a c h e s .  The confes- 
s i o n a l i s m  by which t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  i~ k e p t  
i s  made o f  s t e r n e r  s t u f f .  

4 4  P i n a l l y ,  t5at  i d e n t i t y  i s  k e p t  by a d h e r i n g  to 
. t h e  f e i i e w s h i p  p r i n c i p l e s  and  p r a c t i c e s  t h a t  

S c r i p t u r e  and Confess ions  a d v o c a t e ,  T h e s e  can be 
briefly summed up fn the p r i n c i p l e  t h z t  u n i t y  of  
f a i t h  is  t h e  p r e r e q u i s i t e  f o r  %be p r a c t i c e  of 
f e l l o w s h i p ,  These d a y s  the call i s  f r e q u e n t l y  
li,:ea~d "rat t h e  outnnmhered c o n s e r v a t i v e  L u t l - t e r a n s  
i n  t h e  v a r i o u s  church b o d i e s  should r e a l i g n  them- 
se lves ,  p o o l  t h e i r  e f f o r t s  and f o r g e t  t h e i r  
d o c t r i n a l  differences, T h a t  i s  a Fundamenta l i s t  
apprcach  b u t  n o t  one that i s  L,u"Leran, It points 
to a patllway t h a t  l e a d s  d i r e c t l y  and  i m ~ n e d i a t e l y  
away from t r u e  L u t h e r a n  i d e n t i t y ,  i t  canno t  l e a d  
t o  more f i n d e r s  on t h e  quest, 

S e c t i o n  F i f t e e n :  F i n d e r s  in the F u t u r e  ------ 

1 4 5 ,  Can one e x p e c t  t h a t  t h ~ r e  w i l l  be move 
f i n d e r s  in the  d a y s  ahead? Tllere w i l l  be 

some--not many p e r h a p s ,  S u t  some, They  will emerge 
i n  t h e  va r ious  g roup ings  encouraged by a  good con- 
f e s s i o n  i n  word and deed .  A most l i k e l y  p l a c e  ts 
l o o k  for them i s  the Lutheran Church-Missouri  Synod, 

146 ,  The s t r u g g l e  t h e r e ,  b i t t e r  and d e p r e s s i n g  a s  
i t  i s ,  is  also s e r v i n g  to d i r e c t  and  deepen 

concern  f o r  S c r i p t u r e  and Confess ions  and f o r  
a u t h e n t i c  Lu the ran  i d e n t i t y  and s t a n c e .  I f  e c c l e -  
s i a s t i c a l  p o l i t i c s  do  n o t  g e t  i n  the way,  i f  t h e s e  
c o n c e r n s  are  based on and guided by t h e  Word, good 
can be e x p e c t e d *  Improvement h a s  a l r e a d y  been 
seen i n  such a r e a s  a s  t h e  t r a i n i n g  of t h e  p u b l i c  
m i n i s t r y  and t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of S c r i p t u r e .  A s  
t h e  former  sister synod i n  these m a t t e r s  t u r n s  
back t o  t h e  o l d  S y n o d i c a l  Conference  way, so may 

it return a l s o  t o  t h e  Conference's f e l l o w s h i p  
position, A ~ e a c t o r  sounded. t h a t  n o t e  a2 tlnc 
1973 Bethany Reformation Lectures. 8i It bears 
r e p e a t i n g ,  A good p o s i t i o n  on S c r i p t u r e  and a 
good f e l l o w s h i p  p o s i t i o n  &o t o g e t h e r ,  You can't 
have t h e  one witlnout t h e  o t h e r ,  You need them 
b o t h  f o r  t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y ,  

149, s e r v i c e  can t h e  few finders o f f e r  t h a t  
t h e r e  might  he Inore " F i n d e r s  i n  t h e  Future" '?  

The s e r v i c e  w i l l  n o t  c o n s i s t  i n  p l a y i n g  church  
p o l i t i c s  sr i n  c r e a t i n g  e n t a n g l i n g  and unholy 
a l l i a n c e s  o r  i n  employing  h i g h - p r e s s u r e  prosely- 
t i z i n g  G a c t i c s ,  The service  will s u r e l y  i n c l u d e  
t h e  good c o n f e s s i o n  t h a t  p r o v i d e s  t h e  g u i d i n g  word 
of  admoni t ion  and encouragement as  o c c a s i o n  affords 
and a l s o  s u p p l i e s  t h e  e l a b o r a t i o n  i n  u s e f u l  p u b l i -  
c a t i o n ,  For t h e  most p a r t ,  however, t h e  s e r v i c e  
i n v o l v e s  t h e  p r imary  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  of  m a i n t a i n i n g  
i n  t h e  y e a r s  ahead ,  i n  s p i t e  o f  a l l  odds, t r u e  
Lu theran  identi~y. The rest can and w i l l  t h e n  
f o l l o w .  

148, S h a k e s p e a r e P s  g a r r u l o u s  o l d  man sumed up 
t h e  i d e n t i t y  matter i n  t h e  maxim, "This  

above a l l :  t o  t h i n e  own se l f  by t r u e , "  The 
savior's i n s p i r e d  o l d  man s a i d  i t  much b e t t e r  i n  
Rev, 3,11: '%old t h a t  f a s t  which thou h a s t  t h a t  
no man t a k e  thy  crown," 
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Page 5 of t h e  document c i t e d  i n  Note 8  c o n t a i n s  
t h i s  l i s t i n g .  

Ferm, Crisis, p  64. 

Minutes of t h e  106 Annual S e s s i o n  of t h e  German 
E v a n g e l i c a l  Lu theran  Min i s te r ium of Pennsyl-  
v a n i a  and t h e  Adjacent  S t a t e s .  . .Reading.  . . 
Pennsy lvan ia .  . . I852 (Sumnytotm, Pennsy lvan ia ,  
1853) ,  p 18 .  H e r e a f t e r  c i t e d  a s  Pennsy lvan ia  
Proceed ings .  

\ ? i scons in  Proceed ings .  1856, f i n a l  pa ragraph ,  -- -- -- 
The e a r l y  Wisconsin Proceed ings ,  from 1849- 
1857, a r e  a v a i l a b l e  i n  a p h o t o s t a t i c  r e p r s -  
d u c t i o n  o f  a  p r i n t i n g  a f  t h e  o r i g i n a l  manu- 
s c r i p t s  i n  Volume XXXIX of Northwestern  
C o l l e g e ' s  Black and Red and are  p u b l i s h e d  
i n  one volume w i t h  t h e  Proceed ings  of 1858- 
1869. 

Wolf, Documents, p 123,  

Wolf, Documents, p  132. 

General  Counc i l  P r o c e e d i n g s ,  1866, pp 20-26 
c o n t a i n s  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  i n  which i s  
embodied K r a u t h ' s  "Fundamental P r i n c i p l e s  
of F a i t h  and Church P o l i t y . "  

The "Four P o i n t s "  of  Ohio and Iowa were n o t  
i d e n t i c a l .  There  was agreement on t h r e e  
i s s u e s :  l o d g e r y ,  a l t a r  f e l l o w s h i p ,  and 
p u l p i t  f e l l o w s h i p .  Iowa would o b v i o u s l y  
n o t  j o i n  Ohio i n  i t s  o t h e r  concern ,  
m i l l e n n i a l i s r n .  I ts o t h e r  p o i n t  d e a l t  
w i t h  synod power. 

P roceed ings ,  1869,  pp 32-34. 
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Csu;t;lcf $. t o  escape she  snErgizi- ec>fisT;eqa,4fi- ~4 

The COUAG~L, I~owever, sew in t h e  ac2 i an ac 
"diffexences i n  f a i t h  atid practice:, ' 
cf Wolf ,  D-cgt2, p 281, 

4 1 ,  Iawa never j o i n e d  t h e  General C ~ u n c i l  but, 
con~is~ently sent delegates 6 0  eonv~ationc 
and enjoyed t h e  p r i v i l e g e  of voice, i f  po t  
v o t e ,  

4 2 ,  Obviously Reu would no t  press t h e  sther 
"Paint  ," snlllennlal,ism. 

43.  WsPE, Documents, p 2 9 4 ,  

44. Wolf, Documents, pp 298-301, 

45.  T h i s  document i s  reproduced  i n  Proceedings_ 
of the National 1920, - 
pp 2-17, 

46. In t h e  series of polemical t r a c t s  issued by 
Wisconsin's Conference of P r e s i d e n t s  in 
the 195OPs, number 8 dea l t  with "Coopera- 
tion in Ext@rnals." It a p t l y  describes 
the  dIff%cultles and dangers involved,  

4 7 ,  The reference i s ,  of course, to t h e  Austin 
developments, 

4 8 ,  In Synodical C~nference c i r c l e s  ~ h e  s ta te -  
ments were ' i l ~ u 3 I l y  rcfi_:rred t o  as ' 'Claicagc~ 
Ti' L 
I Lkese~l '  because t h a t  is w h e r e  the d r a f t i n g  
meetings were customarily h e l d ,  O c h e r  
churcl-r bodies, whc have in t h e i r  heritage 

r-7 t h e  1919 ! ' ~ h i c a g ~  ~ h e s e s , ' ~  a v o i d  cr)nfraslon 
by t h e  "Lnarersynodical '~Tleses" des igna t r l en ,  

49. This writer  is P ,  SchPemmcr w k s ~ s e  "'Die j e t z i g e n  
Einigungsbestrebungen i n  der lutherischen 
Kitche" appears i n  Proceedings- o f  t h e  Minne- ------- -- - 

sota D i s t r i c z  of  t h e  b.;i"sconsin Synod,  1920, - ------.--------- 
0x1 pp 18-62, 

50, Thesl~oirrhe $uarcaLschri%t (now Wisconsin ---&A ---------- ----a 

Lutheran Q u a r t e ~ - ~ z )  XXVL (1929), 250-273 --- ---- 
and  XXV (9928) 256-288 reproduce  t h e  final 
d r a f t s ,  Wolf, Documents, excerpts fhem on 
pp 361-369, 

51. F ,  Meuser, T h e  Formatiio n?.f t h e  A m e r i ~ e  ----- 
Luth2ran Church (Columbus, Ohio, L958), an - 
pp 84-85 s u p p l i e s  d e $ a i l s ,  An Iowa view 
can be found i n  G ,  Fritschel, Geseh ich te  
dele Luther lschen Kircheln Amfrira 
-"*- 

(G~:c"iedoh, 1896) yp 251-254, 

53, Note 50 s u p p l i e s  t h e  l o c a t i o n ,  

54 wolf, Documents, pp 336 and 338,  ------ 

55. D r .  Reu's stand can be summed up as t h e  per-- 
sonal  b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  B i b l e  con ta ined  no 
errors  b u t  abse as an insistence t h a t  
iner rancy  sf everyell ing i n  t h e  B i b l e  not 
be made a confessional i s sue  i n  view of 
the  .hack o f  a clear  Sclfipmure passage 
affirming tstal inerrancy, 



39* There i s  an iateri_.sz%;:g a? ;~ :~rn t  gf  ti-tls 
episode i n  Wenrp E *  b ia rn ,  ea,, Me51cirs *JE --- -- .*."-----.- - *" 

Jacob (Publigihed by cd, , 627~')~ 
----/ --- 

"% 2276-274, 

s *-3 f -.- - *" 
Jacob (Publigihed by cd, , 627~')~ 

----/ --- 
"% 2276-274, 

Csu;t;lcf $. t o  escape she  snErgizi- ec>fisT;eqa,4fi- ~4 

The COUAG~L, I~owever, sew in t h e  ac2 i an ac 
"diffexences i n  f a i t h  atid practice:, ' 
cf Wolf ,  D-cgt2, p 281, 

4 1 ,  Iawa never j o i n e d  t h e  General C ~ u n c i l  but, 
con~is~ently sent delegates 6 0  eonv~ationc 
and enjoyed t h e  p r i v i l e g e  of voice, i f  po t  
v o t e ,  

4 2 ,  Obviously Reu would no t  press t h e  sther 
"Paint  ," snlllennlal,ism. 

43.  WsPE, Documents, p 2 9 4 ,  

44. Wolf, Documents, pp 298-301, 

45.  T h i s  document i s  reproduced  i n  Proceedings_ 
of the National 1920, - 
pp 2-17, 

46. In t h e  series of polemical t r a c t s  issued by 
Wisconsin's Conference of P r e s i d e n t s  in 
the 195OPs, number 8 dea l t  with "Coopera- 
tion in Ext@rnals." It a p t l y  describes 
the  dIff%cultles and dangers involved,  

4 7 ,  The reference i s ,  of course, to t h e  Austin 
developments, 

4 8 ,  In Synodical C~nference c i r c l e s  ~ h e  s ta te -  
ments were ' i l ~ u 3 I l y  rcfi_:rred t o  as ' 'Claicagc~ 
Ti' L 
I Lkese~l '  because t h a t  is w h e r e  the d r a f t i n g  
meetings were customarily h e l d ,  O c h e r  
churcl-r bodies, whc have in t h e i r  heritage 

r-7 t h e  1919 ! ' ~ h i c a g ~  ~ h e s e s , ' ~  a v o i d  cr)nfraslon 
by t h e  "Lnarersynodical '~Tleses" des igna t r l en ,  

49. This writer  is P ,  SchPemmcr w k s ~ s e  "'Die j e t z i g e n  
Einigungsbestrebungen i n  der lutherischen 
Kitche" appears i n  Proceedings- o f  t h e  Minne- ------- -- - 

sota D i s t r i c z  of  t h e  b.;i"sconsin Synod,  1920, - ------.--------- 
0x1 pp 18-62, 

50, Thesl~oirrhe $uarcaLschri%t (now Wisconsin ---&A ---------- ----a 

Lutheran Q u a r t e ~ - ~ z )  XXVL (1929), 250-273 --- ---- 
and  XXV (9928) 256-288 reproduce  t h e  final 
d r a f t s ,  Wolf, Documents, excerpts fhem on 
pp 361-369, 

51. F ,  Meuser, T h e  Formatiio n?.f t h e  A m e r i ~ e  ----- 
Luth2ran Church (Columbus, Ohio, L958), an - 
pp 84-85 s u p p l i e s  d e $ a i l s ,  An Iowa view 
can be found i n  G ,  Fritschel, Geseh ich te  
dele Luther lschen Kircheln Amfrira 
-"*- 

(G~:c"iedoh, 1896) yp 251-254, 

53, Note 50 s u p p l i e s  t h e  l o c a t i o n ,  

54 wolf, Documents, pp 336 and 338,  ------ 

55. D r .  Reu's stand can be summed up as t h e  per-- 
sonal  b e l i e f  t h a t  t h e  B i b l e  con ta ined  no 
errors  b u t  abse as an insistence t h a t  
iner rancy  sf everyell ing i n  t h e  B i b l e  not 
be made a confessional i s sue  i n  view of 
the  .hack o f  a clear  Sclfipmure passage 
affirming tstal inerrancy, 



56,  E, C l i f f o r d  Nelson, Lutheranism i n  North  
America, 1914-1970 (Minneapol is ,  l 9 7 2 ) ,  
p  80. On t h e  prev ious  page is  found t h e  
nex t  q u o t a t i o n ,  

57, The f u l l  t i t l e  i s  Br ie f  Statement  of t h e  

( S t .  Louis ,  1932) .  The r e s o l u t i o n s  on ALC 
union a r e  found i n  Missouri  Proceedings ,  
1938, pp 231-233, 

58, The prev ious  n o t e  s u p p l i e s  t h e  l o c a t i o n .  

59. ALC Proceedings,  1938, pp 7-11. 

60. For a t y p i c a l  r e a c t i o n  s e e  Proceedings ,  1934,  
pp 59-61, 

61. The d e l i b e r a t e  omission i s  expla ined  i n  a 
foo tno t e  i n  Wolf, Documents, p  381. 

62. Wolf, Documents p r e sen t  important  s e c t i o n s  
of t h e  Common Confession on pp 408-428. 

63, Missour i  Proceedings,  1956, pp 491-492. 

64. ELS Proceedings,  1955, pp 43-46. The ELS 
d e s i g n a t i o n  is  of course  a n  anachronism. 

65. Wisconsin Proceedings,  1955, pp 85-88. 

66. Missour i  Proceedings,  1944, p 245. 

67. Note 64 prov ides  t h e  l o c a t i o n ,  

68. Synodical  Conference Proceedings,  1960 c o n t a i n  
Wisconsiny s "Statement on  ello ow ship ," a s  
w e l l  a s  t h o s e  of t h e  three o t h e r  synods,  
f o l l owing  p 160. 

69 .  The 1965 " ' ~ i s s i o n  Affirmations" a r e  evaluated 
and found w a n t i n g  i n  t h e  Wisconsin Reports  --- ---------- 
and Mem~rialg, lW1, pp 122--123. A summary 
sentence reads :  "It is w i t h  deep r e g r e t  
t h a t  we nlste t h i s  growing ~ l n c l a r i t y  i n  o u r  
former s i s te r  synod r ega rd ing  t h e  Savior's 
s imple  i n j u n c t i o n  t o  p r e a c h  t h e  Gospel to 
every c r e a t u r e ,  '' 

7 0 ,  Mews Now r e p o r t s  t h e  item on pp 6-7 of i t s  11, ---- 
18 suminary f o r  Sep?cernl~er 16-30, 1 9 7 6 ,  

71. Christian News, October i l ,  1976. p 5.  ---------- 

72 a Tf-ae IJuthherans irt Birilclrjea ( c f  Note 56) re- -------..-- -- 
c o ~ n t s  t h e  evpnts en pp 467-Lr4Le 

7 3 .  Wolf ,  Documents, p 379. --- 

7 4 ,  These  are wards  o f  D r ,  E' ,  A ,  Schlotz, former 
ALC p r e s i d e n t  in t h e  e s s a y  " ~ h s  Ch~rch's 
Confessional S t a n d  R e l a t i v e  t o  t h e  
S c r i p t u r e s  

7 5 ,  Wolf, --- Documents, pp 3 4 7 - 3 9 9 ,  

76 ,  The  1934 '"~avannzk Derlaration," w h i c h  Wolf's 
Documents presents on pp 355-357, spells -- 
ou t  "Lais p o s i t i n n ,  For a rcjo-inilel- one  
c o u l d  refer t o  1;Bsiecansizi P r o c e ~ d i n p c ;  1935, ---------- " "  ----- >L:. * 
pp 107--108, 

7'7 ,  The A p r i l  20, 1976 Lutheran  Seandard car r ies  ---------- 
P r e s .  D ,  ~ ~ P U S ' S  open l e t t e r  t o  t h e  LCMS 
on pp 12-13. The J u l y  1976 %isconsin ---- 
Lutheran_b;Zuart~r_Zy rep.sodtreces t h e  l e t t e r  -- 
and adds eom~en t s  on pp 220-224, 

7 8 .  Wolf, Documents, p 356. 



56,  E, C l i f f o r d  Nelson, Lutheranism i n  North  
America, 1914-1970 (Minneapol is ,  l 9 7 2 ) ,  
p  80. On t h e  prev ious  page is  found t h e  
nex t  q u o t a t i o n ,  

57, The f u l l  t i t l e  i s  Br ie f  Statement  of t h e  

( S t .  Louis ,  1932) .  The r e s o l u t i o n s  on ALC 
union a r e  found i n  Missouri  Proceedings ,  
1938, pp 231-233, 

58, The prev ious  n o t e  s u p p l i e s  t h e  l o c a t i o n .  

59. ALC Proceedings,  1938, pp 7-11. 

60. For a t y p i c a l  r e a c t i o n  s e e  Proceedings ,  1934,  
pp 59-61, 

61. The d e l i b e r a t e  omission i s  expla ined  i n  a 
foo tno t e  i n  Wolf, Documents, p  381. 

62. Wolf, Documents p r e sen t  important  s e c t i o n s  
of t h e  Common Confession on pp 408-428. 

63, Missour i  Proceedings,  1956, pp 491-492. 

64. ELS Proceedings,  1955, pp 43-46. The ELS 
d e s i g n a t i o n  is  of course  a n  anachronism. 

65. Wisconsin Proceedings,  1955, pp 85-88. 

66. Missour i  Proceedings,  1944, p 245. 

67. Note 64 prov ides  t h e  l o c a t i o n ,  

68. Synodical  Conference Proceedings,  1960 c o n t a i n  
Wisconsiny s "Statement on  ello ow ship ," a s  
w e l l  a s  t h o s e  of t h e  three o t h e r  synods,  
f o l l owing  p 160. 

69 .  The 1965 " ' ~ i s s i o n  Affirmations" a r e  evaluated 
and found w a n t i n g  i n  t h e  Wisconsin Reports  --- ---------- 
and Mem~rialg, lW1, pp 122--123. A summary 
sentence reads :  "It is w i t h  deep r e g r e t  
t h a t  we nlste t h i s  growing ~ l n c l a r i t y  i n  o u r  
former s i s te r  synod r ega rd ing  t h e  Savior's 
s imple  i n j u n c t i o n  t o  p r e a c h  t h e  Gospel to 
every c r e a t u r e ,  '' 

7 0 ,  Mews Now r e p o r t s  t h e  item on pp 6-7 of i t s  11, ---- 
18 suminary f o r  Sep?cernl~er 16-30, 1 9 7 6 ,  

71. Christian News, October i l ,  1976. p 5.  ---------- 

72 a Tf-ae IJuthherans irt Birilclrjea ( c f  Note 56) re- -------..-- -- 
c o ~ n t s  t h e  evpnts en pp 467-Lr4Le 

7 3 .  Wolf ,  Documents, p 379. --- 

7 4 ,  These  are wards  o f  D r ,  E' ,  A ,  Schlotz, former 
ALC p r e s i d e n t  in t h e  e s s a y  " ~ h s  Ch~rch's 
Confessional S t a n d  R e l a t i v e  t o  t h e  
S c r i p t u r e s  

7 5 ,  Wolf, --- Documents, pp 3 4 7 - 3 9 9 ,  

76 ,  The  1934 '"~avannzk Derlaration," w h i c h  Wolf's 
Documents presents on pp 355-357, spells -- 
ou t  "Lais p o s i t i n n ,  For a rcjo-inilel- one  
c o u l d  refer t o  1;Bsiecansizi P r o c e ~ d i n p c ;  1935, ---------- " "  ----- >L:. * 
pp 107--108, 

7'7 ,  The A p r i l  20, 1976 Lutheran  Seandard car r ies  ---------- 
P r e s .  D ,  ~ ~ P U S ' S  open l e t t e r  t o  t h e  LCMS 
on pp 12-13. The J u l y  1976 %isconsin ---- 
Lutheran_b;Zuart~r_Zy rep.sodtreces t h e  l e t t e r  -- 
and adds eom~en t s  on pp 220-224, 

7 8 .  Wolf, Documents, p 356. 



79. Lutheran S tandard ,  November 4 ,  1975, p 16 ,  

80. News Now 11, 4 ,  p 2. 

81. The r e f e r e n c e  i s  t o  t h e  s t a t emen t ,  p r i n t e d  
i n  the  t h e o l o g i c a l  j o u r n a l  of t h e  ELS, 
t h a t  was p r e sen t ed  by P s o f .  Lawrenz i n  
1973 and i s  found i n  Lutheran Synod 
Qua r t e r l y  X I V  (~~eciai- all 1972) ,  53-58. 

REACTORS ' REWiRKS 

Reactor: D r ,  Eugene F ,  KSug 

There is so~netfaing very good and Luther--like 
in assembl_irxg here f o r  observaraee of t h e  Reforma- 
t i o n ,  I n  his "'Sermon orr Keeping Children in 
Scfisol,'"uther observed w i t h  h i s  usual canny 
good i n s i g h t  and down-to-earth s o r t  of wit: "In a 
good building w e  must have n o t  o n l y  hewn f a c i n g s ,  
bu t  a l s o  backing s tones ,  '' (hQ4L 4, 153) As parti- 
cipants in this Reformation l ec tu re  s e r i e s  you, t h e  
audience,  a re  p l a y i n g  an i m p o r t a n t  r o l e  a s  "backing 
stones, " wwitkrorlt which t h e  "hewn f ac ings  ," o r  
speakers, could n o t  very w e l l  carry on, 

"The Quest f o r  T r u e  Lu theran  identity i n  
Amex-icaQ' i s  a t o p i c  w e l l  chosen i n  this year of 
our  c o u n t r y ' s  b i c e n t e n n i a l ,  Our n a t i o n 2  urgent 
need as a people  hangs, u r  depends ,  on such q u e s t ,  
Why? "The b r u t a l  f a c t  is t h a t  in t h i s  Chriseian 
country no t  one person  i n  a hundred has t h e  
f a i n t e s t  no t i on  what t h e  Church teaches a h o u t  
God o r  man o r  s o c i e t y  o r  t h e  pe r son  of Jesus 
Christ." Tha t  observa t ion  by Dorothy Sayers  may9 
according to some, ev ince  unca l l ed - f c r  pessimism 
and cynicism, But it is probably  no t  f a r  from 
t h e  t r u t h ,  s a d  though i t  b e ,  A b l  the  more reason 
f o r  Lutherans ts be concerned about t h e  treasure 
which they carry abaut  in earthen vessels; t h e  
excellency of t h e  power is  of God, no t  of u s ;  and 
i t  is o u r  t a sk  ever t o  be w i t n e s s i n g  of H i m  "~zho 
samanded t h e  light t o  shine out  o f  darkness: and 
who now "bath sh ined  i n  our  hearts,  t o  give t h e  
l i g h t  of t h e  knowledge of the glory of God in t h e  
f a c e  of Jesus C h r i s t , "  (2  Cox 4>6f.) 
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The e s say  by P r o f ,  F r ed r i ch  has pene t r a t ed  
t h e  h i s t o r i c a l  c u r t a i n  which shrouds Lu the ran  
h i s t o r y  i n  America i n  a m a s t e r f u l  s o r t  of way. 
With d e f t  s t r o k e s  of t h e  brush  he has p a i n t e d  t h e  
p i c t u r e  f o r  u s  of t h e  Lutheran s t o r y  i n  America, 
It was no t  t o  be an exhaus t i ve  t r ea tmen t .  There 
would no t  have been enough t i m e  f o r  t h a t .  None- 
t h e l e s s  be succeeded i n  touching t h e  s i g n i f i c a n t  
even t s ,  men, a d  documents t%at  shged t h i n g s  f o r  
our  Lutheran church today ,  Not on ly  d id  i t  sur- 
v i v e  i n  t h i s  new land  bu t  i t  w a s  a b l e  a l s o  t o  
presePve and f u r t h e r  t h e  pure  Word of t h e  Lord 
i n  t h e  l i v e s  s f  t hose  w i t h  whom i t  had t o  do ,  I n  
s h o r t ,  t h e r e  i s  much t o  commend t h e  e s s a y ,  

Na tu ra l l y  n o t  eve ry th ing  could be given i t s  
due i n  s o  s h o r t  a space .  Thus, f o r  example, t h e  
unequal led i n f l u e n c e  of Malther  could on ly  be 
l i g h t l y  v e n t i l a t e d .  Yet i t  i s  t o  t h i s  d iminut ive  
f i g u r e  t h a t  conse rva t i ve  Lutheran theology i n  
America t r a c e s  i t s  source  f o r  t h e  most p a r t ,  I n  
o rde r  r e a l l y  t o  unders tand what w a s  t a k i n g  p l a c e  
i n  Confess iona l  Lutheran theology i n  t h e  e a r l y  
days of our  r e s p e c t i v e  synodsQistolt-y,  i t  i s  
necessary  t o  g ive  mare than  pas s ing  n o t i c e  t o  
t h e  man and h i s  i n f l u e n c e ,  The s t o r y  of t h e  
Lutheranex i s  a t h i n g  i n  i t s e l f .  So a l s o  t h e  
fou r  f r e e  conferences  (1856-P8%9), f o r  which 
Waither was t h e  spearhead and gu id ing  l i g h t .  
Mot on ly  were they  o f  great  moment i n  spawning a 
conservative, Confessional  movement t h a t  l e d  t o  
the  founding of t h e  General  Counci l  i n  r e a c t i o n  
$0 t h e  f ree-wheel ing General  Synod, bu t  they  a l s o  
were a d e f i n i t e  s t r o k e  f o r  d o c t r i n a l  p u r i t y  and 
c o n s i s t e n t  Lutheran pract ice  i n  our  synods,  They 
served t o  pu t  s tarch i n t o  t h e  backbone s f  Lutherans 
e v e r w h e r e  who were a sk ing  q u e s t i o n s  l i k e ,  kaLns was 
a t r u e  Lutheran? What d i d  i t  mean t o  be a Lutheran 
accord ing  ts the  mind and i n t e n t  s f  t h e  Lutheran 
Confessions? What kind of Farschung, o r  q u e s t ,  
was necessary  f o r  ach i ev ing  a God-pleasing fe l low- 
sh ip?  

I n  t h e  aftermath of and  t h r o u g h  t h e  f r e e  
eonf erences IJaltIner expresstd a p r i n c i p l e ,  which 
became a xiorking r u l e  f o r  c o n s e r v a t i v e  L u t h e r a n s  
t h e r e a f t e r ,  namely, t h a t  o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  fellowship, 
union,  merger, e c c , ,  eughe i n  every case f~llow, 
n o t  p recede ,  t h e  q u e s t  and. d i s c o v e r y  sf genuine 
doctrinal unity and consistent c h u r c h l y  p r a c t i c e ,  
Owe might  r i g h t l y  speculate whak  light have 
happened,  i f  men l i k e  Walther, Sih ie - r ,  Wyneken, 
and t h e i r  counterparts f rom t h e  General Council, 
Krauth, K r o t e l ,  Schaefer, e t  a%,, w ~ u l d  have b ~ c n  
a b l e  to pursue t h e  quest f o r  L u t h e r a n  uniiy a 
l i t t l e  Loriger 02 t h e  b a s i s  o f  t h e  free c o n f e r -  
ences, Perhaps  t h e  even tua l  dxift of t h e  Cer:crsl 
Crtuncif. back towards t h e  d~crrina~ly s p i n e l e s s  
General Syncd (eventrial  Uric the12 1,CA) ~ ( 7 u l d  have 
been p r e v e n t e d ,  Ra"d.rautlt waE fmpstient a i d  
f r a n k l y  s t a t e d  t h a t  "in a f ree  Conference we may 
d i  scuss questions. h u t  w e  dcc i d e  n o t h i n g  d e f i -  
n i t e l y ,  and b i n d  n o t h i n g , , ,  Let t hose  sf u s  who 
are p r e p a r e d ,  m i c e  i n  an o r g a n i z a t i ~ 2 n  and  i n v i t e  
our bvekhren o f  t h e  Missouri and Ncrwcgian Synods 
t o  come t o  us  f o r  a free conference on t h e  ooints 
n o t  s e t t l ed , ' '  (Ad, Spae th ,  C h a r l e s  P o r t e r f i e l d  

-------.-- 
Krauth ,  New York ,  1898, Vsl, 2, 1-75,') -- 

Rut pe rhaps  pven more importank i s  t h e  
question of resources f o r  t r u e  Lutheran identity 
and integrity. I f  our fcrefathers  had  detcrmin~d 
t h a t  t h e  major issup they f aced ,  n o t  o n l y  f o r  
themselves, not  only f o r  t h e  1,ut'neran church ,  b u t  
a l s o  f a r  the C h r i s t k a  Gospel i t s e l f ,  was  t h e  
answer t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n ,  What dces i t  t ake ,  i f  w e  
r e a l l y  want t o  remain Lutheran? then  the question 
posed by the  essayist i s  fn large measure t h e  
fulcrum of our  quest ,  namely, "\That hooks were 
be ing  read i n  t h e  Midwest and i n  t h e  East  i n  
s t u d i e s  of Lutheran manses?" What Snlarnon says  
about  a man's s p i r i t u a l  condition and l i f e ,  "as he 
t h i n k e t h  i n  h i s  hear t ,  s o  is he," a p p l i e s  as w e l l  
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t o  t h e  i n g r e d i e n t s  wh ich  nake up a man's theology. 

There  i s  no mystery  t o  what o u r  forefathers 
were devouring a v i d l y  I n  the i r  s t u d i e s ,  I n  t h e  
f i r s t  p l a c e  t h e y  had t a k e n  t o  hea r t  t h e  admoni t ion 
and p r e c e p t  of  t h e  Reformp,l"s, t h a t  t o  lose th@ 
languages (Hebrew and Grcek) w a s  t o  lose  t h e  Word 
of God i t s e l f .  A s s i d u o u s l y ,  therefore ,  t h e y  
studied the t e x t  of Holy Writ. S i d e  by s i d e  came 
t h e i r  d e v o t i o n  t o  L u t h e r ' s  w r i t i n g s ,  a long  wi th  
h i s  h e i r s ,  C h e m ~ ~ i t z ,  Gerhard,  Calov, Quenstedt, 
e t  a l ,  But t h e  c o n c e n t r a t i o n  was en L u t h e r .  
Walther was a  f i r s t - r a t e  studens and scho la r  of 
~uther's works. Wr i t i ng  to h i s  valued f r i e n d ,  
D r ,  Wilhelm S i h l e r ,  January 2 ,  1985, Walther  ba red  
h i s  s o u l  as regards t h e  d i f f i c u l t  p rev ious  f i v e  
years and what i t  was t h a t  helped him (and h i s  co- 
workers)  f i n d  t h e i r  bea r ing  p o i n t  i n  this new l and :  
"By t h e  d i s c l o s u r e  of t h e  Stephanite decep t ion  w e  
were d r i v e n  i n t o  t h e  w r i t i n g s  of L u t h e r .  These, 
besides,Cod's Word, a l l  of u s  have s t u d i e d ,  a lmos t  
exclusively, and w e  believe t h a t  under t h e  S p i r i t ' s  
guidance w e  have now becone p r o p e r l y  e n l i g h t e n e d  
through t h i s  match less  bequest." (t.Ja4ther -- 
t o  t h e  Church C .  S. Meyer, ed., Concordia ,  S t .  ____ -- --) 

Louis ,  1973, 1 6 . )  What t h e y  were a f t e r  w a s  " a  
thorough r e fo rm a t ion  i n  d o c t r i n e  and p r a c t i c e "  
( I b i d . ) ,  bu t  up t ill  then t h e y  were f l ounde r ing .  
J u s t  t h ink ,  Eor a moment, of t h e  t e r r ib le  dilemma 
f ac ing  them on t h e  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  church ,  once 
t h e  i n i t i a l  c o l l a p s e  had taken  place around t h e i r  
f i r s t  l e a d e r ,  Stephan! In preparing f o r  t h e  Alten- 
burg Debate w i t h  Marbach Walther  "boned up" ( s o  d i d  
~ a r b a c h )  by read ing  Luther .  Treatises Like L u t h e r ' s  
advice t c  t h e  Bohemian b re th ren  "Concerning t h e  
 ini is try" (15231, and t h e  brilliant "On t h e  Councils 
and t h e  Church" (1539), also t h e  "Babylonian Cap- 
t i v i t y  of t h e  Church" (1520), t o  mention bu t  a f e w ,  
gave Wabsher t h e  gu idance  he needed t o  formula te  
h i s  own remarkable  c lass ic  t h e s e s  on t h e  church and 

t h e  ~ n i x ~ i ~ t g f y ,  They have sscd f o r  all time a s  a 
b a s i c  p r i m e r  ira L u t h e r a n  tlleologgs among u s ,  

T h e i r s  was no dilettantish scrt  of pecking 3% 

~ u t h e r ' s  works. That  would hardly explain ehe 
dep th  and b r e a d t h  ~f t h e i r  t h e o l o g i c a l  competence, 
L i k e  Chemnitz i n  t h e  genera t ion  a f t e r  L u t h e r ,  a 
man largely self-taught in theo logy  by B i b l i c a l  
s t u d y  and a s s i d u o u s  combing of  L u t h e r ' s  w r i t i n g s ,  
Wal ther  6 Go, were invo lved  in t h e  same q u e s t ,  
They l e a r n e d  how "L distinguish p r o p e r l y  between 
Law and Gospe l ,  j u s t i f i c a t i o n  and sanctification, 
t h e o l o g i a  c r u c g  and t.t~eoIogia gPoe*, from --- --- 
first-hand r e a d i n g  01 works 0 %  Lu&her ,  l i k e  ?he  
Galatian C o m e n t a r ~ ,  t h e  H e i d e l h e r 3  Theses-, the - --.. 

Dispu t a t i on  0x1 J u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  e t c  . From t h e  
P -- -- - ---- -- 
Borada~e- fi L&II I&i-jL t h e y  learned how t o  express 
themselves  c o r r e c t l y  on t h e  matter  of t h e  human 
will; b u t  t h a t  w a s  no% all, f o r  here was t h e  most 
b r i l l i a n t  p i e c e  w r i t t e n  on t h e  d o c t r i n e  of man, 
on t h e  d o c t r i n e  of j u s t i f i c a t i o n  &g ~ a L i - 2 ~  0x1. 

t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  between Ill%? ahsqond i t u s  and 
r e v e l a t u s ,  on t h e  a u t h o r i t y  and clarity of t h e  
inspired S c r i p t u r a l  Word, e t c ,  From L u t h e r ' s  
profound - and p robab ly  l e a s t  known (except t o  
t h e  framers of  t h e  Forn~uPa of Concord who used ---- ----* 

i t  more t h a n  any o t h e r  t r e a t i s e  t o  gu ide  them) - 
'%reat ' confess ion,"  o r  Confess ion  -- .- on t h e  ---- --- Lord's 

(15281, t hey  Learned t o  d i s t i n g u i s h  accu- 
r a t e l y  and S c r i p t u r a l l y  t h e  Lu theran  d o c t r i n e  c n  
t h e  Lord's Supper  from t h a t  af t h e  Crypts- 
C a l v i n i s t s ;  ncE t o  mention t h e  a b s o l u t e l y  b r i l -  
l i a n t  C h r i s ~ o l o g y  of Luther  i n  t h i s  perhaps most 
d i a l e c t i c a l l y  sharp  of h i s  t h e o l o g i c a l  works ,  
There was L i t t l e  Ehey m i s s e d ,  i nc lud ing  t h e  volum- 
inous  and Christ-centered c o ~ ~ m e n t a r i e s  s f  L u t h e r ,  
e s p e c i a l l y  on t h e  02d Testament, a s  w e l l  as  t h e  
thousands sf sermons, letters, table talk, etc, 
The spirit of Luther ,  a man who l i t e r a l l y  l ived 
o u t  of  the c o n t e n t  of the  B i b l e ,  was a s p i r i t  they 
e a g e r l y  i nha led .  
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W e  have no t  even men%ioned t h e  g r e a t  Reforma- 
t i o n  pieces which s w i r l e d  around t h e  c a r e e r  of  t h e  
Reformer, as he p leaded  h i s  cause Esr t h e  Gospel 
a g a i n s t  t h e  apostate and s e c t a r i a n  Church of Rome, 
Our f a t h e r s  d i d  n o t  l i m i t  themselves  t o  t h e  Gate- 

- - 

chisms,  t h e  Confess ion ,  t h e  t h e  
Snalca.%d- A r t i c l e s .  But l i k e  t h e  c o n f e s s o r s  a t  t h e  
t ime s f  t h e  Formula @ Concord, a  document which 
brought  t h e  q u e s t  f o r  t r u e  ~ u c h e r a n  i d e n t i t y  t o  a 
s u c c e s s f u l  c o n c l u s i o n  i n  1 5 7 7 ,  t h e y  plowed d e e p l y  
and thoroughly  through a l l  of  L u t h e r ' s  w r i t i n g s .  
I f  i t  i s  i m p o s s i b l e  t o  e x p l a i n  t h e  Formula of 
Concord w i t h o u t  men l i k e  Chemnitz and ~ d r e a z  
g r e a t  s t u d e n t s  of t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  and of L u t h e r ,  
i t  i s  e q u a l l y  i m p o s s i b l e  f o r  you and me t o  under- 
s t a n d  today  t h e  n a t u r e  of  t r u e  Lu theran  i d e n t i t y  
w i t h o u t  r e f e r e n c e  t o  o u r  founding f a t h e r s  and 
t h e i r  d e l i b e r a t e  "driven-nesst '  i n t o  t h e  w r i t i n g s  
of  Lu ther .  Need i t  b e  s t a t e d ,  t h e n ,  t h a t  i f  we 
t r u l y  i n t e n d  t o  be  Lutheran i n  t h i s  day ,  a  day 
which h a s  w i t n e s s e d  t h e  d i s c l o s u r e  and t h e  decep- 
t i o n  of l i b e r a l i s m  amoag u s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  h i g h e r  
c r i t i c a l  methodology i n  B i b l i c a l  t h e o l o g y ,  t h e n  
o u r  r e f r a i n  must n e c e s s a r i l y  sound l i k e  t h i s :  
"We were d r i v e n  i n t o  the w r i t i n g s  of Lu ther . "  
When w e  have exhaus ted  t h a t  f i e l d ,  t h e n  t h e s e  
l e c t u r e s  may w e l l  have reached t h e i r  terminras! 

W a l t h e r 9 s  g r e a t  c o n t r i b u t i o n  on t h e  q u e s t i o n  
of t r u e  Lutheran i d e n t i t y  p robab ly  reached  a  
z e n i t h  i n  h i s  d e s e r v e d l y  famous e s s a y ,  "The Evan- 
g e l i c a l  Lu theran  Church and True V i s i b l e  Church of 
God on E a r t h , "  p r e s e n t e d  t o  t h e  synod i n  1866 and 
publ i shed  t h a t  same year, Th i s  was t h e  c r u c i a l  
t ine  when t h e  General  Counci l  w a s  j u s t  beg inn ing  
t o  feel  i t s  way somewhat u n c e r t a i n l y .  It was a l s o  
j u s t  a  f e w  h a l f  dozen y e a r s  b e f o r e  t h e  founding  of 
t h e  Synodica l  Conference,  These famous t h e s e s  o f  
Wal ther  a r t i c u l a t e d  f o r  a l l  t ime  what be longs  t o  
t h e  t r u e  n a t u r e  of the  Lutheran  church:  

I )  tha t  she recognize thatChrist's church i s  
"the t o t a l  of a l l  that truly believe in Chr i s t "  
( T h e s i s  1); 2 )  thst its presence is s p u t e e d  o r  
known through t h e  pk8t:ae gmxi=-. "the p u r e  preachirig 
of God's Word and t h e  unadulterated a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  
of t h e  h o l y  Sacraments" (Thesis 11); 3) t h a t  where 
t h e  f d a r n e n t a l s  of C o p s  kjol~d are p r e s e n t ,  no t  

only b e l i e v e r s  b u t  a l s o  c o n g r e g a t i o n s ,  o r  churches .  
may b e  s a i d  t o  exist, though t h e s e  become s e c t a r i a n  
and s c h i s m a t i c  when t h e y  o b s t i n a t e l y  p e r s i s t  i n  
f a l s e  t e a c h i n g  (Theses 1x1 -V ) ;  4) that i t  is 
"schismatic" and "separatistic" t o  d e s t r o y  t h e  
u n i t y  of t h e  church over  "nori-sfundainental e r ro r s ,  
or p e r s o n a l i t i e s ,  or cerenonies, or wicked l i f e "  
(Thesis V I ) ;  5) that the  L u t h e r a n  church  can lay 
claim t o  b e i n g  the t r u e  visible church of God on 
e a r t h ,  n o t  because i t  i t s e l f  is the one, h o l y  
Christian church axid alone p o s s e s s  t h e  saving 
Gospe l ,  h u t  because i t  h a s  the "pure  marks" in 
u n a d u l t e r a t e d  f a i t h f u l n e s s "  (Theses X I  & XLI): 
6)  t h a t  t h e  Lutheran church  r e c o g n i z e s  " t h e  
w r i t t e n  Word of t h e  a p o s t l e s  and p rophe t s  a s  the 
o n l y  and perfect s o u r c e ,  r u l e ,  norm, and judge 
of a l l  t e a c h i n g , "  and t h a t  i t  h a s  inherent c l e a r -  
n e s s ,  i s  s e l f - i n t e r p r e t i n g ,  n o t  s u b j e c t  t o  human 
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  evidencing i t s  own i n t ended  s e n s e  
th rough  the literal, c o n t e x t u a l  setting, in keep- 
i n g  w i t h  t h e  ana logy  of f a i t h ,  o r  c l e a r  verses 
p e r t a i n i n g  t h e r e t o  (Theses X I I I - ~ 1 1 1 )  ; 7 )  t h a t  t h e  

Lutheran church "accepts  the  whole written Word of 
God as  God's Word," and on t h e  bas i s  of t h a t  Word 
d i s t i n g u i s h e s  sha rp ly  between Law and Gospel ,  
between fundamental  and non-fundamental d o c t r i n e s ,  
as w e l l  as open q u e s t i o n s ,  o r  matters t h a t  are 
free,  t h a t  i s ,  a d i a p h o r a  (Theses  XVII & X V L I L ) :  
8 )  t h a t  t h e  Lutheran church ho lds  " t h e  t e ach ing  
c o n t a i n e d  i n  i t s  Symbols ( t o  he) the p u r e  t r u t h  
of God because  i t  a g r e e s  w i t h  t h e  w r i t t e n  Word of  
God i n  a l l  po in t s "  ( 'Thesis X X I ) ;  9) t h a t  the  



W e  have no t  even men%ioned t h e  g r e a t  Reforma- 
t i o n  pieces which s w i r l e d  around t h e  c a r e e r  of  t h e  
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- - 
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Lutheran  church no t  on ly  c o n f e s s e s  t h i s  p o s i t i o n  
b u t  makes i t  a  m a t t e r  of i t s  g u b l i c a  d a c t r i n a  i n  
p reac3 ing  and prac@ice ( T h e s i s  XIII); and l o )  t h a t  
the f L ~ ? .  i - ~ r k L c i ~ ~  - .Y  church  t h e r e f o r e ,  seeks and "ho lds  

f e l l o w s h i p  i n  c o n f e s s i o n  and c h a r i t y  w i t h  a l l  a t  
one w i t h  it i n  f a i t h , ' '  i n  accord  w i t h  "the essen-  
t i a l  xarks s f  t h e  church , "  (Theses XXIV ti XXV). 

It i s  on t h e  b a s i s  of t h e s e  c r i t e r i a  t h a t  
Theo. Enge lder ,  i n  h i s  s p l e n d i d  opening c h a p t e r  
t o  the  t ex tbook ,  Popula r  Symbolics,  p l e a d s  a  most 
conv inc ing  c a s e  f o r  t h e  L u t h e r a n  c h u r c h  l o y a l  t o  
t h e  S c r i p t u r e s  and t h e  Confess ions ,  She i s  '"he 
Biblie Church;" s h e  i s  " t h e  Gospel Church;" i t  i s  
s h e  t h a t  p o s s e s s e s  genu ine  a p o s t o l i c i t y ,  t r u e  
c a t h o l i c i t y ,  a c t u a l  ecumenic i ty .  Her concern f o r  
p u r e  d o c t r i n e  i s  n e i t h e r  s t i l t e d ,  a r b i t r a r y ,  n o r  
un lov ing ,  b u t  mot iva ted  by l o y a l t y  t o  he r  Lord and 
H i s  Word. She i s  a  c o n f e s s i n g  church ;  b u t  s h e  i s  
a l s o  a  c o n f e s s i o n a l  church ;  t o  be  known n o t  merely  
by mouthing of p r o p e r  p h r a s e s  b u t  by p u t t i n g  h e r  
money where h e r  niouth i s ,  t h a t  i s ,  d e  f a c t o  up- - -- 
h o l d i n g  of h e r  p r o f e s s i o n  of  f a i t h .  She s t a n d s  
by t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  i n  a l l  her d o c t r i n e s  t h e  
S c r i p t u r e s  a r e  t h e  norm ( fo rmal  p r i n c i p l e ) ,  
t e a c h i n g  d o c t r i n e s  t h a t  a r e  a11 bound t o g e t h e r  
by S c r i p t u r e ' s  own golden t h r e a d ,  a s  Lu ther  c a l l e d  
t h e  a r t i c l e  on j u s t i f i c a t i o n  ( m a t e r i a l  p r i n c i p l e ) .  
She bends n e i t h e r  towards  unionism,  t h e  implacab le  
f o e  s f  t h e  t r u t h  and compromiser w i t h  e r r o r ,  n o r  
towards  s e p a r a t i s m ,  which i s  s i n f u l ,  d i v i s i v e ,  
and f e d  by u n b r o t h e r l y  p r i d e ,  "The t ime f o r  
breaking o f f  f r a t e r n a l  r e l a t i o n s  with those  
also who err i n  anon-funda~nental d o c t r i n e s , "  warned 
Wai"ber, 'hasrfves then on ly  when t hey  s t u b b o r n l y  
r e f u s e  t o  accept t h e  convincing tes t imony sf 
S c r i p t ~ a r e , ' ~  (Lehre  m e  Wellre 1 4 ,  189;  c f  , AC V I I ;  -- - 
Apol, 111, 112 ;  V 1 I  6 VIEI, 49; FC E p i t . ,  X,7) 

On what h a s  been s t a t e d  so Ear I would submit  
t h a t  there has been no c r i t i c i s m  sf the  e s s a y  

was 2 - n ~  intended; nor ( P r o f ,    red rich's), nor -.- 
pro$3fiIy ha-\j-e tllere been any  p JP.",.c+ . t ~ - t i - -  a ; $ ~  to what 
- - 
L j:jave said, Yee I dun  9 bol - .- J eve that you in- 
vited me h e r e  ;rilerely f o r  thr-? plzrpsse of ag:reein= (: 

tt.. a goc~d h i s t o r i c a l  review of fJ;e d i f f i c u l t i e s  
that - i2ave split t k ~ e  S y n o d i c a l  Conference  and 

driven the ELS, t h e  WELS, a-cld t h e  LCMS a s u n d e r ,  
1 't.~aibPd like t o  a d d r e s s  some of  thestz matters 
no:*: in particular; some on which 1 c a n c u r ,  
others OPL which I d e m ~ ~ r ,  

I can f i n d  l i k e 1 2  to c r i t i c i z e  i n  e k e  a ~ ~ t h o r ' s  
t r a c i n g  o f  the beginnings and t h e  s~tstance of 
?ZLsscuri's t r o u b l e s  i n  ?he I z s$  30 i;;.~ LC_! T v r c a ~ ~ .  

I, Lao,  be1 icve t h a t  i12 1938, a& SE, L o u i s ,  the 
C O I I V C I I ~ ~ O ~ I  set t hp  l!issc.elri Svnod 0'1 a t(7t-i7csp 

i;n;hiclj was d.iestined kr?. s r r $ n g  I : i ( > ~ g  jilnu?ae~-c.k;llp 
hsu iders  on t h e  jiatgf~ f o r  t h e  ye.3;-s a h c a d ,  
Yissic~nri  beg25 t o  work wi r l - ,  f c r ~ r - i u l n ; ~  aald dc?.c~tir:ei;s_c- 
3 f  agreement and fg%lswsbi1> in a way  ~ l l n t  c)Et~ln 
suggested a drurlkerr c a p t a i n  0x1 t h e  pocp tl,pcko laiiilh 
the rnizzgan s:~i; ou8 f a l l . ,  and t h ~ ?  sh ip  ma';qrahi.ie 
c u t t i n g  a z i g z a g  course  zt f u l l  t i L ~ ,  The ana logy  

no6 be enf - i re ly  a g e ,  o r  ccrrect, 0x7 t h e  one 
han-.,d, there probab ly  l s rerz  those ~ l t o  k ~ i e x  exsr:rlg 
- ~ d h e r k  7 d  thsy wanted t c j  gis arid cielibe:ateiy rock 
7,;; i-,,,ssl,tri : c Er;r a r i d e ;  ilira The o t h e r  ::,and, most rzh.0 

were  ~ l c n g  on t h i s  d - i ~ z y i n g  r i d c ,  w p r e  s t i i  l 
Lutherans  o f  &he Wabkher ssriy;s, co~~vlncer l :  that  
zhey rn-tlst s ~ e k  ~bhe pe2rsc and true> unity o f  t h e  
f a i t h  w i t h  a11 whc h e l d  arid confes3~d fhe  n:arks 
sf t h c  church t r u l y ,  st t h e  same t 4 m 3  t h a% thcv  

a - *  s v o i d ~ d  $he shoals i;;:f d o c r r l r , ~ ! ~  ~ w p r i a l r y  and 
churchly practice which were out of Eune w i t h  
Che Word o f  God, Thcse  of 1-1s who have lived 
t h rough  th - l s  p e r i o d  are  well aware of the  s~x-zgg_he 
involved in gerting t he  helm bac3 ou t  of t h c  hands 
o f  t hose  %?kit3 i n tended  to remake Missouri i n  t h e  
l i keness  no t  of Waltherp, b u t  of Schm-r~cker, It has  
n o t  been easy, and t h e  t a s k  i s  n o t  yet done, nor  



Lutheran  church no t  on ly  c o n f e s s e s  t h i s  p o s i t i o n  
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tFae s a i l i n g  smooth, Bat when, i f  ever ,  has the 
sailing been smooth for Christ's church?  When has 
contending for t he  f a i t h  ever beer! easy'? 

Watching Y i s s o s u i k  s g y ~ a t i o n s  from t h e  s h o r e ,  
%he ELS suspended fellowship w i t h  Missouri in 
~y7, isc~nsin .̂ waited a f r w  years, bi-~t then also with- 
drew its hand i n  P961,  Ttte SynodicaP Conference 
was kapt1.2. F a r  be it frcm me to s a y  that these  
d e c i s i o n s  were notteare result uf  great i n n e r  
struggle and o ~ e w a r d  tensions. Usdo~ibeed ly  t h e r p  

w a s  nort than  one caus;  ce lehre  in t h e  n i n d s  o f  
the d i s s ~ n t i c g  b c d i c s ,  o n  t h e  g rgunds  o f  w h i c h  
they f e l t  cs-iripe1126_'-d t o  S P ~ P P T  ~ " ~ l ~ t i c > n s  atad f r i l lo -c-  
s k i p ,  W e  who have contpnded f u r  Missouri's h i s -  
t o r i c  seance are  g r x t e f u p  t i lac  r - os t  of tht-" o;;e-i - 
seas s i s t e r  chLirches hsvg: s t i l l  seood by us, 

Exif c e ~ t a j r e  bas" r~-~p:~j--~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ? ~ ; z - j ' ; - ,  and  --  L e-5.d - --' r c 

unavswercd,  t o  my mizd, The essayist has q i ~ i t ~  
p ~ 3 p e r I y  reised these  t;~,es~j-or;:; <par. 93) : E~:I:J 
;nurla unity is ~ p e d p , j  f 0-t: r-2.1 fi.11owsltip? ;jnb;h 
T , ~ ) l < ~ l f  ' ' ~ Y & c T T ~ z ]  3 ~ t j  gi., 2 ~5 Cc;i-, 59 ec&sg$:$ ic 
wi- - f reuc cl cat i r ig  a 1,s: ilcr *;n &deri t i  r y  c r i  711~: 
f a c t  t h a t  M ~ S S O U ~ " ;  1 % ~  j c,; t i :  t I i p  ' ' ~ c ? r ~ ~ ~ ~  C C J ~ : ~ P S - -  
s ian ' '  as a ""s ign i f ican t  P i s t o r  f c stailr3cl?gnt b12t 
rh~ith no b e a r i n g  on fe l lowsi . i$p ,  fe c i t e d  as an 
i n i t i a l  g r s u ~ d  f o r  t h e  sev2rinsg of f + l I o w s h i p ,  
Other "dif l 'e_re~-~ccs~ arc t h en  cj tei l ,  silillr ss "tout-- 
i ~ g ,  ~ i l i t a r y  chaplajncy, L O O ~ C T ~ ~ ~ O ~ I  i n  extera::ls, 
ji:.%it p r a y e ~ : ~  (par, 17 4 )  "Si.on t h e  Syaiidica; 
Confe rence  w a s  no no-re, I*,-:: end cacar because 
Missouri had t u r n e d  from t h e  SynodiesS C o z ~ f e r e n c ~  
position t h a t  t r u e  Lutk le ran  i d e a c i t y  iravsIxj.es 
faithfulness t o  S c r f p t u r e  and Confessions i n  d o c t r i n e  
and p rac t ice ,  Missouri i n j e c t e d  t h e  u n i o n i s t i c  
element and t he  "joint prayerr e r rn r  i n t o  the p i c -  
t u r e  of Lutheran i d e n t i t y , , , ,  A l m s s t  i m e d i a t e l y  
a s e r i o u s  problem regarding  S c r i p t u r e  began t o  
suriace i n  Missour i , "  s p e c i f i c a l l y  i n  t h e  

" h i s t o r i c a l  c r i t i c a l .  i r r&crp re t a t  iotas '' (pa'. 1 4 6 ,  
117) A l s o  ment ioned i s  the fellows"rlip pact of  
P l i s sour i  with the ALC arzd n e m b e r s t ~ i p  jn LCVSA, 
"The most depressing f a c t o r  of a l l . "  a c c o r d i n g  
to the e s s a y i s t ,  "is t h e  total l a c k  of any sign 
that t h e  fel%owskkdp p o s i - t i o n  or' X i s s o u r i ,  which 
more than a n y t h i n g  else d i s r a i p t e d  t h e  Synod5 eaP 
Conference,  has undergane any change f a r  the 
better," (par. 119) 

Far be it frern m e  to minin;ize these  issues - 
and whatever others msy l i e  on back burners some- 
where -- i n  t h e  miatds of ~issouri's erstwhile 
brethren in fellowship, That there have been 
unionistic deviations u n d w ~ b t e d l y  is t r u e ,  Ad- 
nittedly, t h e r e  a r e  c e r t a i a  inhererat dangers  f o r  
a Confessional church rlnvolvi~zg i t s ~ J . . f  tsi . t ia  t h e  
S c o u t i n g  movement, Those o f  13s w h c ~  have wc3rkcd 
with them know, however, t h a t  i e  i s  p c a s i b l e  t a  
conduct  Scouting i n  one 's  own congrega t ion  with- 
~ ~ " i u l a i o n i s t i c  compromise, 'Skrat  t h e r e  are risks 
invalved i n  t h e  military c h a p l a i n c y  arrangement, 
as it i s  constituted by our na%%on i n  coapcration 
w i t h  the  churches of our l a n d ,  6 a l s o  f u l l y  agupe, 
I have d e a l t  w i t h  them firsthand and 1 have 
written about them at l e n g t h ,  Mareover, I concur 
w i t h  t he  o p i n i o n  t h a t ,  i f  i t  were p o s s i b l e ,  a n  
arrangement which Left t h e  chu rch~ l s  and the mili- 
t a r y  completely separate would be the most desir -  
ab le ;  b u t  t o  t h i s  y e i n t  1 du not seg higrtif i t  vo11l.d 
be feas ib le ,  Mean~ghj le, t l ~ e r e f o r e ~ ,  ~Izere m3st be 
some c r i t i c a l  interacting; critical i n  the s m s e  
of avoid ing  all compromise: interacting, in orde r  
that our  military men and women might  be served 
by t h e i r  church, Risks  that are  taken need not 
mean o r  lead g o  compromise, The church has al- 
ways lived w i t h  risks, and must cantinue t o  do so, 
i f  it i s  no t  to be completely i m s b i l e  and un- 
faithful $0 t he  mandate which sends it i n t s  a11 
t h e  w o r l d ,  (Matt, 28, 1 9 )  
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The ma t t e r  of coopera t ion  i n  e x t e r n a l s  i s  
v i r t u a l l y  s e l f - v i n d i c a t i n g ,  There i s  no g r e a t  
problem he re  - and t h e r e  has  no t  been f o r  con- 
s c i e n t i o u s  Lutherans  a l l  through h i s t o r y  - a s  
long a s  no compromise of t h e  f a i t h  i s  involved .  
That such s p i r i t  of compromise has  been p r e s e n t  
a t  t imes and on s p e c i f i c  occas ions ,  I would be 
t h e  l a s t  t o  deny, I n  a  church body a s  widely 
spread a s  Missour i  t h e r e  a r e  bound t o  be v i o l a -  
t i o n s  and u n i o n i s t i c  p r a c t i c e s .  But t h i s  has  
never  been I l i s s o u r i v s  d e l i b e r a t e  i n t e n t  o r  des ign .  
The lodges  have remained a  b e s e t t i n g  problem i n  
t h i s  a r e a ,  as Lutheran members, w i t t i n g l y  o r  
unwi t t i ng ly ,  have been drawn i n t o  s y n c r e t i s t i c  
f e l l owsh ip  and wrongful p r aye r  f e l l owsh ip .  This  
problem, however, i s  no t  unique t o  Missour i  
a l one  among t h e  former members of t h e  Synodical  
Conference. 

1 q u i t e  a g r e e  t h a t  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  between 
"prayer  fe l lowship"  and " j o i n t  p rayer"  is  h a r d l y  
v i a b l e .  It has  cont inued  t o  r e c e i v e  s e r i o u s  
s tudy  i n  Missouri .  Meanwhile, however, t h e r e  
undoubtedly w i l l  a r i s e  occas ions  when Missour i  
p a r t i c i p a n t s ,  f o r  example, i n  d i a logues  designed 
t o  d i s cove r  whether s u f f i c i e n t  b a s i s  f o r  fe l low-  
s h i p  e x i s t s  o r  might be ach ieved ,  w i l l  f a c e  t h e  
ques t i on  of "prayer  f e l l owsh ip . "  It i s  a  moot 
p o i n t ,  I b e l i e v e ,  whether each such  i n s t a n c e  i s  
o v e r t l y  t o  be  c l a s s i f i e d  as u n i o n i s t i c .  That 
would on ly  fo l l ow ,  i t  seems t o  me, i f  and when 
t h e  d o c t r i n a l  i s s u e s  themselves  which a r e  a t  t h e  
v o r t e x  of t h e  d i v i s i o n s  a r e  ignored  o r  denied.  
A c a s e  i n  p o i n t  is  t h e  second Lutheran-Reformed 
d i a logue  s e r i e s .  Through ~ i s s a u r i ' s  i n s i s t e n c e  
t h e  Leuenberg Concord was shown t o  be t o t a l l y  
inadequa te ;  and a g a i n  through ~ i s s o u r i ' s  i n s i s -  
t ence  t h e  d i s c u s s i o n s  cen t e r ed  on h i s t o r i c ,  b a s i c  
d i f f e r e n c e s ,  s p e c i f i c a l l y  t h e  Sacraments;  and t h e  
end r e s u l t  was t h a t  t h e  ev idence  w a s  brought  t h a t  
a  s u f f i c i e n t  b a s i s  f o r  f e l l owsh ip  d i d  not e x i s t  

between t h ~  L ~ l t h a r a n s  and tbhe Refarmed, indeed 
n o t  between P'iisseuri and L R e  o t h e r  Ltntl~cran 
p a r t i c i p a n t s  (LCA h A X )  either f o r  "L)iat matter, 
Perhaps  a fegikfmate question x a y  arise i n  some 
minds, whether such d i a l o g u e s  should at all t a k e  
place, I f  there  is a skirting of t he  bas i c  
i ssues ,  I quite agree,  To  l a r g e  measure t h a t  i s  
wha t  in .  my judgment is a s e r i o u s  weakness i n  t h e  
Lutheran-Cathol ic  d i a logues ;  t h e y  have never 
g o t t e n  t o  t h e  i s s u e s  t h a t  r e a l l y  h i s t o r i c a l l y  
d iv ided  t h e  churches  a t  t h e  t ime of t h e  Reforma- 
t i o n ;  and t h e y  p robab ly  never x c i Z P ,  Much t h e  
same probab ly  can be s a i d  of what has b e e n  go ing  
on i n  t h e  Episcopal ian-Lutheran d i a l o g u e s ,  Ny 
p o i n t  is t h a t  cilmproniise and  unionistic s i n  need 
n o t  &so - be i m p l i c i t  i n  t h e s e  happenings .  

The q u e s t i o n  i s ,  does  all such participation 
atrttomriaticalPy i.nvolve unionism? I f  s o ,  then  by 
a l l  means it must be avoided.  But then  one must 
a l s o  recognize  t h a t  t h e  oppo r tun i t y  of t h e  kind 
of w i tne s s  our  Lord expec t s  of us  i s  a l s o  voided.  
I believe WaStker was always ready t o  t ake  ce r -  
t a i n  r i s k s ,  where tes t imony t o  t h e  t r u t h  w a s  
involved ;  though he  w a s  j u s t  a s  ready t o  with-  
draw t h e  hand of f e l l owsh ip  where v i o l a t i o n s  of 
pure  d o c t r i n e  - and p r a c t i c e  - were s tubbo rn ly  
p e r s i s t e d  i n ,  But w i t h  h i s  sound unders tanding  
of the  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  church, t h e  l a s t  t h i n g  he 
wanted t o  be known a s  was a s epa ra t i s t ;  and he 
realized, as he  s t a t ed  .to S i h l e r ,  t h a t  "a certain 
fear  of o r g a n i z a t i o n s  s u c h  as t h i s  i s  prevalent  
he r e , "  H e  w a s  r e f e r r i n g  t o  h i s  own S t .  Louis  
s i t u a t i o n ,  I n  s p i t e  of  the  o p p o s i t i o n ,  he he ld  
out. f o r  the  p o s i t i o n  that "an ex te r r ra l  union of 
t h e  s r t h s d s x  Lutheran c l e r i c s  and t h e i r  cengre- 
ga t ions"  was necessary  if " the  u n i t y  of the 
S p i r i t  and p u r i t y  i n  d o c t r i n e  (were to) be pre- 
se rved .  (Op, cite p 1 7 )  H e  always dep lored  
unionism; bu t  much as he deplored  i t ,  s n  the  
ma t t e r  of church ly  p r a c t i c e  he  always unders tood 
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pure  d o c t r i n e  - and p r a c t i c e  - were s tubbo rn ly  
p e r s i s t e d  i n ,  But w i t h  h i s  sound unders tanding  
of the  d o c t r i n e  of t h e  church, t h e  l a s t  t h i n g  he 
wanted t o  be known a s  was a s epa ra t i s t ;  and he 
realized, as he  s t a t ed  .to S i h l e r ,  t h a t  "a certain 
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t i lat  a cer ta i rn  arncillnt r)i: va r i ance  would e x i s t ;  
a n d  he was c c ? n t e n t  t o  I i v ~  w i t h  that ds l o n g  as 
i t  l e f t  unh-indgred the c d i f i c n t i o n  o f  t h e  tch:xrcb 
and emanated f r ~ m  Cnnf c ~ ~ s i o n ~ l  l ~ v a  L ty  and fait h-  
f u f n e s s .  (Op, : i t . ,  18) Forev~r 2 n d  a d a y ,  be 
w a s  committed i a  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  l cve  for and 
t h e  a t t a i n i n g  of ~ t n i t y  n n s t  arise ''_From li7vi-1 c f  

t h e  t r t i t h , ' '  a s  h e  wrote  t o  Heinrich Schwan ( i n t c 3 r  

> l i s s o u r i ' s  p r e s i d e n t ) ,  June 29, 1867, ?<ever d i d  
h e  stand f o r  the way t h a t  s u p p [ \ s e d l y  l e d  f ~ o m  - - 

peace  and t h e n  t o  - --- t r u t h ,  as l i t t l e  a s  I , u t h c r  t2ver 
d i d .  That  was a f i c t i o n  cf t h e  D e v i l ,  "Uni t - ;  
i n  doctrine," i s  o u r  I,uthcar:%-in chvrth's crr.attxst 
t r e a s u r e ,  h e  wro te  t o  17r- i~c- l r ich  Brl inn,  2 1 1  3666 ,  
ns t h e  l a t t e r  s t r u g g l e d  fsr t h e  samr principle 
a g a i n s t  trernenilous o d d s  i n  Germany. (tip r * i t . ,  :I S) 
But w i t h  h i s  t o t a l  c o m m i t m e n t  t o  t r u t h ,  ~ u r i t v  i n  
d o c t r i n e ,  and c a n s i s t e n r * ~  of p r a c - t - i r ~ ,  rX;tme a isz> 
W a l t h e r ' s  e x i s t e n t i a l  w a y  tlf l i v i n g  tc? t h  c h a r  i t v  

and p a t i e n c e  over a g a i n s t  E x i - t h r c n  i ~ l  w f ~ t - m  IIP saw 
a godly  i n t e n t  t o  b e  c o n r e r ~ e d  For th t ,  citt.~",~,f 

t h e  t r u t h  and t r u e  L u t h e r a n  i d e n t i t y ,  T::ren i n  
a church  body which w a s  once o r t h o d o x  : 2 r t c i  n o w  
s t r u g g l e s  w i t h  un t r r i th  a n i t  ' n e r ~ s v ,  c T i r t i ~ ;  t-ne l e t  
them go? he  a sked  p o i n t e d l ; i ,  '"he a'!-andons a 
s i n k i n g  s h i p ,  ~ o t  a Leaky (-me ," 5 e  ~ , o ~ f i d e d  tc 
Brunn, i n  1870, b a s i n g  h i s  answer  (;n :%%at h c  
c a l l e d  t h e  s p i r i t  of t h e  S r n ~ l r ~ i l d  --- - --- - ? l r t i r l e s ,  -- ---- - - 
(Op. c i t . ,  2 4 )  

It is n o t  my p u r p n s e  t o  s z y  :;hc;i~er vou have 
more l e a k s  t h a n  w e  have, Ye i ~ o u l d  n c t  p r o g r e s s  
v e r y  f a r  i n  o u r  q u e s t  f e r  Lu the ran  i d ~ n t i t y  and 
God-pleasing u n i t y ,  i f  w e  d i d  c h a t ,  T h e  Lord 
knows t h e r e  a r c  i n s t a n c e s  of f a u l t  on a l l  s i d e s ,  
Higher  c r i t i c i s m  i s  n o t  a n i q u e  t o  Missour i ,  a s  
t h e  e s s a y i s t  wcjuld seem t o  imply,  There were 
t h o s e  i n  h i g h  p l a c e s  i n  Wisconsin w h o  dabb led  w i t h  
1 t s e v e r a l  Isa ia tas"  l o n g  b e f o r e  i t  became a n  i s s u e  
i n  M i s s o u r i ,  The same h o l d s  t r u e  on a q u e s t i o n  
l i k e  J o n a h ' s  h i s t o r i c i t y  - f a c t  o r  f a b l e ?  

It seems t o  me wz  need each otker  at t h i s  
c r i t i c a l  time in  h ises ry ,  when t h e  assauie 0 x 1  

Cod's Word and G O B ' S  truth k s s  bee2 so over t  
and  sa v i o l e a t ,  I q u i t e  agree t h a t  the re  must 
be recewed a t t e s t a t i e n  o f  the F i d y  S c r i p t t i r e ' s  
inspiration, a u t h o r i t y ,  c i a r ? ty .  sufficiency. 
inerrancy, P have written. at l e n g t h  an t h e  s ~ b -  
j ec t i n  comparing I,uti-ier and  C I l e n i n i t  z ( c  j . FRO3? 
LUTfSER TO GHEmITZ ON SCRPFTURE THE WORD, 
Eerdrnans, 1 9 7 P )  Too, f a g r e e  t h a t  we must p l e d g e  
with o u r  hearts, no& o n l y  with mouths ,  o u r  i n t e n t  
t o  be Lutheran accordirig 60 t h e  C o n f e s s i o n s ,  
Moreover, $ha2 WE ought t o  clarify t he  whole 
mat ter  of p roper  fellowship prac t i ces :  I believe 
; R ~ ~ S S O U K ~  ' S  document on "'ecr%menism" Is a beginning 
%axswds c o r r e c t i n g  some o f  t h e  fuzxiness in o u r  
"Theology o f  Fellowship" document. ~issouri's 
s t a n d  f o r  t h e  t r u t h ,  a g a i n s t  tremendous odds  
( e cc l e s i a s t i c a l  and s e c u l a r ) ,  a t  New O r l e s n s  
(1973) and at Anaheim (1975), i s  unpa ra l l e l ed  
i n  recent  h i s t o r y ,  

But where da w e  go E r c m  here? Itow can a 
conference l i k e  t h i s  serve our  churches  i n  t h e i r  
q u e s t ?  There s re  t h e  th ree  p o i n t s  which  t h e  essay-  
i s t  has s i n g l e d  o u t  f o r  hope i n  t h e  f u t u r e ,  I 
cannot agree t h a t  it would be "~undamentalist" f o r  
Lutherans i n  America Zo seek realignment, pool  
t h e i r  e f f o r t s ,  and f o r g e t  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n c e s ,  
Tha t  would only  be t r u e ,  i f  indeed t h e y  sought 
f e l l o w s h i p  sn a basis o t h e r  t h a n  doctrinal unity, 
a r  unity o f  f a i t h .  In f a c t ,  P be l i eve  there is a 
greater danger of being Fundamentalist i f  we do 
n e t  add to these three c r i t e r i a  t h e  one w h i c h  
a f t e r  a l l  stands i n  the  center  f o r  Lutherans, the  
article on j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  J~ r t i cEe  IV o f  t h e  Augus- 
tana ,  The t r ue  g l a r y  a f  this article, as t h e  
Augsburg Confession s t a t e s ,  i s  t h a t  a l l  who a re  
Christians bel ieve  it. I f  t he  goal  of true iden- 
t i t y  u n i t y  i s  to be reached, t h a t  w e  a l l  
1 9  embrace and adhere t o  a s i n g l e ,  true religion 
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%axswds c o r r e c t i n g  some o f  t h e  fuzxiness in o u r  
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Lutherans i n  America Zo seek realignment, pool  
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Tha t  would only  be t r u e ,  i f  indeed t h e y  sought 
f e l l o w s h i p  sn a basis o t h e r  t h a n  doctrinal unity, 
a r  unity o f  f a i t h .  In f a c t ,  P be l i eve  there is a 
greater danger of being Fundamentalist i f  we do 
n e t  add to these three c r i t e r i a  t h e  one w h i c h  
a f t e r  a l l  stands i n  the  center  f o r  Lutherans, the  
article on j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  J~ r t i cEe  IV o f  t h e  Augus- 
tana ,  The t r ue  g l a r y  a f  this article, as t h e  
Augsburg Confession s t a t e s ,  i s  t h a t  a l l  who a re  
Christians bel ieve  it. I f  t he  goal  of true iden- 
t i t y  u n i t y  i s  to be reached, t h a t  w e  a l l  
1 9  embrace and adhere t o  a s i n g l e ,  true religion 



and l i v e  t o g e t h e r  i n  u n i t v  and i n  o n e  EellcrwshLp 
and c h u r c h ,  even as wc. are a11 iinlisted 11ndrr e:lc 
C h r i s t  ,'? then  e v e r y t h i n g  deptends, as Luther  
stated i n  the Smalcald - -- - - - - -- A r t i c l e s ,  -- - --- on w h e t h e r  t h i s  
a r t i c l e  on j u s t i f i r - a t i c a  " h e  g i v e n  u p  o r  compro- 
m i s e d . "  Here s t i l l  i s  t h e  "hingcll" on w h i c h  e v e r y -  
t h i n g  t trrns,  L;S L : ~ t l ~ e r  s o  r lnclr te- i l t ly  showed tc, t h e  
world i n  his mastcrCul def 'nst.  o f  G o d ' s  t r u t h  
a g a i n s t  Erasmus  a n d  l ~ g n i n s t  every o t h ~ r  h t i m a n i s t i r  
r e d u c  ticn of t h c  - theologia - - c r u c i s  - - - -- - i n t o  _- t t l ~ n l t ~ g i c ?  _-I _ _ _  _A _ _  
g l o r i a e ,  ------ 

\Then 1,ttther a t  t h e  r?nri of his life, i n  t i ? ~  
last words  e v e r  w r i t t e ~ n  h y  his h a a d ,  p l c ~ a ( ! r d ,  
"Bend I s w  i n  r e v e r e n c e  h e f o r e  i t s  F o o t p r i n t s . "  
We arr. b e g g a r s !  Tt1at i s  t m ~ j . "  a r t i c u l a t e d  
for all t i m e  t h e  h i g h  r e v e r e n c e  t h a t  C h r i s t i a n  
believers mu s t  havp f o r  Holy S ( . r i p t u r ~ ,  t o  wh ich  
h e  w a s  re f  e r r i n g .  Rut  even F ~ l n d a m e n t a l i s t s  m i g h t  
s a y  t h a t .  What n e i t h c r  Rome, n o r  t h e  s e c t a r i a n s  
f o r  t h a t  m a t t e r ,  Ilnve e v p r  g o t t e n  s t r a i g h t  i s  the3 
d i s t i n c t  i o n  betweet1 thPoloAgi;-l  --- -- - crilc is -- and ~Jpp~l-c,-g:_ina 
i It i s  t h i s  which c i3ncerns  1 , u t h e r  s o  
d e e p l y  i n  h i s  d e b a t e  w i t h  Erasmus and a l l  s o p l s i s t s  
i n  religion, a n c i e n t  o r  modern, f o r  t h e  p r e c i o u s  
Gospel  i s  a t  stake, IIr. wi-ttzId not s u r r e n d e r  a  
s i n g l e  p o i n t  of  d o c t r i n e ,  f o  fear of wha t  migh t  
happen t o  God's  t r u t h  c o n c e r n i n g  sinnersP j u s t i -  
f i c a t i o n  s o l a  -b g r a t i a f f i d e .  Hence his d i c t u m ,  
w i t h  which  w e  a l l .  want  t o  l i v e ,  work, and p r e a c h :  
Unum - -- p r a e d i c a ,  s a p i c n t i a r n  -.- a- - - - c r u c i s .  - - --- - "Take away 
a s s e r t i o n s , "  especially on t h a t  a r t i c l e ,  "and you  
t a k e  away C h r i s t i a n i t y , "  (Bandage --- -- of -.- the Will, --- - 

P a c k e r - J o h n s t o n  t r a n s , ,  Revell, 1957, 6 7 , )  

Reactor : P r o f ,  Glenn Reichwald  

P r o f ,  Yredrich had a rnost d i f  f i c u l t  assignment 
and ca r r i ed  i t  o u t  v e r y  well, As a Fort Wayne 
professor r e c e n t l y  said, a goad h i s t o r i a n  mus t  be 
2 s c l ' e n t i s t  t o  f e r r e t  ~ x r t  f a c t s ,  an  a r t i s t  t o  p a i n t  
them i n t o  a p i c t u r e ,  a t h e o l o g i a n  t o  p a s s  m o r a l  
judgments,  and a judge  t o  p r a j s e  or condemn ac-- 
C icns .  To this, t h i s  r e a c t o r  mus t  a d d  an addi- 
tisnal o f f i c e  --- thzit o f  yl-uphet ,  While hi-story 
does  n o t  r epca t  itself, certainly rcrmparisoas and  
applications must bc made to t u d a y ,  Ac another 
conference  of h i s t o r i a n s  whir11 'chis r e a c t o r  a " k t e ~ d ~ 2 d  
r e c e n t l y ,  a r e a c t o r  i n  one  of t h e  p a n e l s  s k a t e d  
t h a t  too  many scholarly historians are  peasants, 
They plow t h e i r  own f i e l d s  and n e v e r  l o o k  beyond 
t h e  fences ,  H e  s a i d  t h a t  o t h e r s  are  l i k e  a s t r o - -  
nauts; t h e y  go so f a r  o u t  i n t a  space t h a t  t h e  
f i n e s  o f  d e f i n i t i o n  a re  bbur red  and d i s a p p ~ a r ,  
This  reactor  fee ls  t h a t  P r o f ,  F r e d r i c h ,  on the 
whale, avo ided  b o t h  of these very r e a l  dangers 
i n  h a n d l i n g  h i s  very broad s u b j e c t ,  

T h i s  paper was rather r ~ n t r o v e r s i a l  when i c  
l o o k e d  a t  t h e  pas t  and a l s o  t h e  p resen t ,  But 
t h a t  is  t h e  t r u e  Lutheran way. I n  a denomination 
t h a t  asks f o r  antithesis i n  i t s  d o c t r i n a l  skate- 
xents ,  value judgments in h i s t o r y  shou ld  n o t  irri- 
tate, R a t h e r  they  are poiats which should make 
us t h ink .  I n  Booking a t  t h i s  essay t h e r e  sbvi- 
ously are  p o i n t s  o f  disagreement on ter~inslogy, 
on t i m i n g ,  and on t h e  tack t o  be t aken  i n  c e r t a i n  
s i t u a t i a a s ,  b u t  t h e  bas ic  p o i n t s  are unclebatable. 
C e r t a i n l y  the purpose a f  t h i s  essay w a s  not  t o  
tear ds.em f e n c e s ,  h u t  t o  remind u s  why t h ey  are  
there ,  

The essays showed that t h e  prshlems w i t h i n  
t h e  Lu the ran  Church are more than s o c i s l a g i c a l ,  
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mt2rcaly the results of c>xte rn ; i l  circumstan(bes, 
and  t h a t  i t  t3iit.s more t laan  2 l a b e l  C c l  rnak(2 a 
pe>rson a  100% L u t h e r a n ,  

B u t  t v o  q t ~ 3 s t i o r > s  come tc, mind F r o r r ,  reading 
t h i s  e s s a y ,  The  f i r s t  q u e s t i ( . n  i s  " w h y . "  l*Jht. d i d  
so main? l e t  their h ~ r i  t ag t3  slip frcm t h e i ; ~  o r  f a i l  
t o  rise t o  t h e  level t h t ~ y  migh t  h n v r ?  Vhat tan 
we l e a r n  f rom t h e  p a s t  F c 3 r  o u r  g u i d n n r ~  t ~ d a v ?  
Rut a study shct,gs a l s o  t h s t  t h e  s p i r i t s  o f  
; " l o l anch t sn ,  Calixtus , S p t ' n c e r  and Franckc. ,  a n d  
o t h e r s  3 r ~  s t i l  l a round  u s e  

The s e c o n d  q u e s t i o n  t h a t  m i l s t  be ans\;lerclci 
r e l a t e s  t o  the ? r e s e n t  s i l t~a : ic ,>n  nmiing the f(~r-rnc-~t- 
members of the S y n o d i c a l  C o n f ~ r ~ n ~ : e ,  To make it- 
vcry c o n c r e t e ,  n o w  would  t b ?  dortrinal ( - o n i ~ l i i t t ~ t > s  
c % f  t h e  EI,S and  tfre WEI,S a n d  the.  t a d i v i d i ~ c ? l .  mc~n~t~r~rs 
o f  those synods a 1 7 s i ~ ~ ~ r  L ~ C  LI'XS i f  that svilt'ld were 
t ( 7  apprc33ch tf1~3l-n w l  th t h e  quei..t ion, "12ila t ris.i~st t tte 
IXMS do  q u a l i t a t i v c l v  and quantitatively t n  regain 
fellt)wship with the EI,S and t h e  tt'ET,S?" T h i s  re-  
a c t o r  f e l t  t h a t  t h e  e s s a y i s t ,  P r o f ,  F r p d r i r h ,  w a s  
v c ry  glromy a h o u t  that prospect. (Scr  par, 11 9)  
O r  does be see a c t i o n s  w i t h i n  t h e  LCMS s i m p l y  
p a r a l l e l i n g  e v c l t s  w h i c h  occurred w i t h i n  t h e  Get:- 
era1 Counci l? 

0ne f i n a l  thonght",Th s t o r y  o f  t h ~  Lutlleran 
Chiarch i n  o u r  l a n d  i s  o f t e n  t h e  story of "what 
m i g h t  have b e e n . "  B u t  t h i s  should n o t  make u s  
gloomy, Ra the r ,  i t  s h o u l d  make us very t h a n k f u l  
Ear t h e  heritagz which  w e  are p r i v i l e g e d  to have 
today. B u t  l e t  US remember that t h e r e  is 23.~0 a 
tomorrow, 




