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1963 - 1563

Four hundred years ago (1564) the Council of Trent, which had met
intermittently since 1545, came to a close. It is an anniversary that we
have practically forgotten, although we should not have done so, for it
was a milestone in church history. As a result of this Council, efforts
at inner Catholic reform were initiated, Roman Catholic doctrine was
defined, and of course, the Reformation was roundly condemned, espe-
cially the doctrines that we are justified by grace through faith in Christ
without the deeds of the law, and the doctrine that Scripture alone shall
establish articles of faith. Nineteen sixty-three and 1563 have some
striking parallels.

No doubt we have been too preoccupied with the momentous decisions
we have had to make during 1963 to appreciate the importance of 1563,
This year has been a trying and soul-searching one for at least some Luth-
erans. Steps were taken which one could not take by counselling with
flesh and blood. Since these have been detailed in other publications,
it is necessary only to mention them here. Our Evangelical Lutheran
Synod at its annual convention (June 20-26) resolved that, "With the deep-
est regret, but in obedience to the divine injunction given in I Cor. 1:10
and Romans 16:17, we solemnly declare the immediate withdrawal of the
Evangelical Lutheran Synod from the Lutheran Synodical Conference. "



And at its biennial meeting (August 7-14) the Wisconsin Evangelical Luth-
eran Synod resolved that "In solemn protest against the departure of the
Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod from the historical doctrinal position of
the Lutheran Synodical Conference, the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran
Synod now withdraw from said conference as it is presently constituted, "

Church Politicking ?

As one of those who has felt obligated to make such a decision, it
is rather difficult to understand the words of one of the members of the
Missouri Synod's Commission on Theology and Church Relations. Dr. J.
A, O. Preus wrote: "Are all those who are making a mad rush to separate
themselves from the Missouri Synod motivated entirely by a desire for
sound doctrine, or is there a certain amount of church politicking and over-
concern with questions of casuistry involved in their activities?" (From
an editorial, "Lutheranism-Whither?" The Springfielder, Summer, 1963,
p. 34) It is indeed unfortunate that a Missouri Synod member so highly
placed should inject the suggestion that there was "a certain amount of
church politicking." Dr. Preus' words are doubly difficult to understand
when one considers that Dr. Preus himself declared in 1954: "Resolved
that we suspend fellowship with the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod"

(A memorial from the floor of the 37th Convention of the Evangelical Luth-
eran Synod, see 1954 Report p. 91).

Overconcern with Questions of Casuistry?

Dr. Preus' words suggesting there may be an "overconcern with
questions of casuistry" invite one to make a closer scrutiny of the Luth-
eran Church~-Missouri Synod's recent actions. Has anything decisive
happened since Resolution Nine was adopted at San Francisco (1959)
to make one believe that the Missouri Synod has begun to swing back to
the old conservative paths? Or, that the loyal conservatives within her
fold have begun to regain their grip on things again? The Scharlemann
papers go unrepudiated. The links with the NLC are still there and ready
to be forged into a new combine. The take-over generation (Marty, Peli-
kan, et al) is getting a bigger play than ever. On October 31, 1967, Dr.
Pelikan will be the lecturer at Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, commemor-
ating the 450th anniversary of the Reformation and the 125th of the found-
ing of the Seminary. The Lutheran Witness glories in its new found free-
dom, it found the Cleveland Convention a "turning point," "an unpreced-
ented opportunity for Missouri to bear a Christian witness that will be
listened to and respected" (LW, August 21, 1962). In the October 29, 1963
issue, the Lutheran Witness editors suggest that a publication does not
belong in the religious category if it "snipes at churchmen and harps on




4

the theme that the church is selling out to the devil, etc. Then in the November
26, 1963 issue, it was troubled about the polemical approach of a book which
defends the Virgin Birth of Jesus Christ, but it apparently liked the "gentle"

and "far less Polemical” approach of a book which holds that there are "differ-
ences and contradictions not only in historical or gecgraphical details, but
even in the important testimonies of God's decisive utterances" in the New
Testament. Dr. Pelikan's first book to tip his completely liberal theological
position, From Luther to Kierkegaard (1950) ,was paperbacked during the past
summer.

According to The Lutheran (Nov. 20, 1963) the LCA and the LC~-MS
congregations at Richmond, Virginia, held a joint Lutheran Reformation
Festival, where "they worshipped together. An estimated 850 persons
heard the Rev. William H., Kohn, President of the Missouri Synod's South-
eastern District, preach on 'Christ's Work Finished, Our Work Unfinished'. *
One wonders if this comes under the Missouri Synod's current definition of
"pulpit fellowship. "

President Harms in his last episcopal letter (November 1963) takes
issue with the reporters (religious and secular) who informed the public of
the failure of the Helsinki Convention to reach agreement on justification.
Not so, he says: "It was not the Scriptural truth of justification by faith
alone that created division of opinion.'" At this date we have not had the
opportunity to study all the documents, but one on-the-spot-observor, a
solid Lutheran theologian, the Rev. H. A. Uppala of Finland noted that
"there was no consensus on justification." (See the Lutheran Synod
Quarterly, September 1963, p. 24)

Now none of these things are very reassuring, and when one remem-
bers that one of their most respected theologians, Dr. S. Becker, felt
constrained to leave the Missouri Synod because of the false doctrine
within it, the picture becomes very gloomy indeed,

"We Were Gratified"

Other events have occurred during the past summer which need to
be evaluated and fitted into the present Lutheran picture. Twenty Missouri
theologians went on a junket to Europe during July and August, stopping
at Frankfort, Helsinki and Cambridge. Mankato became host to the
Theological Conference which was to be a continuation of the two Mequon
conferences. Mankato hosted it only when it was not acceptable to have
it in Europe. At this conference the doctrines of the Church and Ministry
and Church Fellowship were further studied. The report was quite frank in
revealing where there was agreement and where there was still some disa-
greement. Delegates from the WELS, the SELC, the ELS, Australia, Fin-
land and Germany (Bekenntnis Kirche), were present, as was one official



observer from the Missouri Synod who was present foriall discussions..
In the pastoral letter already referred to, President Harms declared:
"We ., . . were gratified to note that none of the representatives of the
European Free Churches attending cur Cambridge meeting accepted the
invitation to attend the theological conference at Mankato sponsored by
the Wisconsin Evangelical Lutheran Synod and the Evangelical Lutheran
Synod." Presumably, President Harms was less than gratified when the
Finns, the Australians and the Bekenntnis Kirche of Germany were
represented.

This brings up another important matter which our ELS must consider
for the future, namely, our relationship to the Lutheran Free Churches of
Europe. Not only in recent years have we prized their testimony and
fellowship (the latter has been only somewhat occasionally practiced
because of distance), but for many years past, our Synod has had a high
regard for the German Lutheran Free Church. Dr. S. C. Ylvisaker never
tired of telling how, despite the fact that he had had a rigorous Lutheran
training at Luther College, Decorah, and Luther Seminary, St. Paul, he
never fully learned to prize the precious heritage of his Lutheranism until
he came under the influence of old Dr. Willkomn of the Saxon Free Church
while he attended the University of Leipzig during the first decade of this
century. In view of the last-minute refusals to come to the Mankato con~-
ference on the part of some of the Furopean free church brethren, and in
view of the statement in President Harms' November episcopal letter, one
naturally wonders who dances when Missouri pipes.

There has been a rumor that the German Free Churches would like a
meeting next summer in Europe with the Synods that left the Synodical
Conference, apparently for the purpose of getting a clearer picture of what
caused the breakup of the ninety~year-old church federation. The report
carried in this issue of the Lutheran Synod Quarterly from the Reformation
Day Synod convention of the Evangelical Lutheran Church —=- Synod of
France and Belgium, states that this "Synod voted to work toward a feder-
ation of all Lutheran bodies willing to abide faithfully by the confessions."
This sounds promising, and it certainly needs further exploration, but it is
a little disturbing to read the next sentence in the report: "This is in the
sense of a resolution passed in Cambridge last summer. " It is somewhat
disturbing, because according to news reports, President Fuerbringer of
Concordia, St. Louis, is to be the chairman of the "continuation comm-
ittee" of the so=-called conservative Lutheran bodies that were present at
the Cambridge meeting, to which meeting, apparently, the French Luther-
ans have reference, At the same time , however, news reports inform us that
President Fuerbringer has been named chairman of a committee drawn from
the LCA, TALC, and LCMS, to prepare recommendations on the organiza-
tional setup of the new proposed Lutheran cooperative agency to replace
the old NLC, Even if President Fuerbringer is theologically ambidextrous





























































