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Twelve months ago we spoke of t h e  year now  bas^ ds  "A year of Decislori, " 
( ~ o l .  II ,  No. 2) It  proved t o  be a momentous year in  many ways--extreme weather,  
international c r i s e s  , uncertain e lect ions  , globe-circling space  f l igh t s ,  xhe f i rs t  
sess ion  of the  ecumenical  councll i n  Rome. There wcre d l so  some significant 
events  in the ecc l e s i a s t i c a l  sl;i?ere i n  this couniry a r d  especia l ly  in the Lutheran 
sector.  One such event  was  the co~s t i xuz i r~g  convection of whdt 1s now the largest  
Lutheran body in the world, the Lutheran Church in  America (LCA) . Of greater  and 
more immediate concern to u s  were the d e v e l o ~ m e n t s  wichin the Sjnodical  COII- 
ference during the pa s t  year; 

Our Evangelical Lutheran Synod re-dffirrneci 1r.s decis ion of 19  6 1 to memorialize 
the Synodical Conference t o  dissolve  i t se l f ,  T h e  Wiseoxsin  Evangelical Lutheran 
Synod called a spec ia l  convention xo grapple wirh the educations1 problems facing 
i t ,  But the c r i s i s  in the Synodlcdl C01~pft"~e.c~~ p r s m ~ ~ e d  i t t o  give earrres t consid- 
eration t o  the forth-coming Synodicdl Co?ference c~onvention, too; s o  that  ia  
resolved,  almost  unanimously, t o  c a l l  for rhtl dlsso1u:ion of the Synodical Con- 
ference,  The Synod of Evangelical Lutheran Churches (Slovak) did no*, meer in con- 
vention in 1962; however,  i t s  doctrinal commi::ee requested the other synods of 
the Synodical Conference t o  resume cioc~rindl discussSons , in  spi te  of t h e  fact that  
two of the other synods had found i t  irnpssskble ta co~:ica:f such  d i s cus s i ans  under 
the circumstances now prevaili3l.g i~ the Sywkica l  Csr ie rence ,  

I t  had been hoped that  there would have been some conserva:ively-poirred 
decis ions  made by the Lutheran Church-Mxssouri Synod a+ its triennial c o ~ v e r t i o n  
in  Cleveland,  Ohio,  l a s t  June. However, i: seems thax zhis convention succeeded 
in  doing what we a year  ago  did not. deem possible--i-: avoided coming "t effective 
grips with a number of controversial i s s u e s ,  For example,  t h e  "Theology of Fcllsw- 
s h i p , "  a statement given to the Joint Doctrinal Cornmit?.ee of rhe Synodical Con- 
ference a s  the  position of the Missouri  Synod on rhai  doctr ine ,  w a s  a t  Cleveland 
termed "a s"edy document open t o  revisaon, c lar i f ica t ion,  or correction. " Instead 
of being forthrightly rejected because  i t  espoused un-lutheran pr inciples ,  the 
document is e i ther  t o  be revised or supplanted by a new study on the subject ,  














































