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IN MEMORIAM 

Francis Quintin Schugmlann ,was born Jaaluary 23, 1925, at Chester- 
field, MO., the son of Rev. and Mrs. Gustav Schupmann. He was ba.ptized 
February 15, 1925, and confirmed May 1, 1938, by his father. His con- 
firmation verse was I Tim. 6, 12-14: “Fight the good fight of faith, lay 
hold on eternal life, wheretint thou art also call~ed and hast professed 
ia good professi~on before many witnesses. I give thee charge in the 
sight of God,, who quickeneth all things, and before Je1su.s Christ, who 
before Pontius Pilate witnessed a goold confession; that thou keep this 
commandment without spot, unrebukeable, until the appearing of our 
Lopd Jesus Christ.” 

He attended the Trinity Lutheran Parochial ,%hool #at Chesterfield, 
MIO. He s’pent tw’o years at St. Paul’s Lutheran Academy at Concurdia, 
No., aind two years at Vaaley Park High Schocol, V.alley Park, MO. He 
studied for two years at St. John’s Luther’an College, Winfield, Kan’sas, 
before e,nt:ering Concordia Lutheran ‘Theological Seminary, St,. Louis, 
from which he was graduated in June9 1949. 

He served one year’s vicarage .at Sttittgart, Arkansas> and part of 
a year at Detroit, Michigan:. On July 24, 1949, he was orbdained int,o the 
Holy Ministry .at St. John’s Lutheran Church, Height of Land, serving 
also the colngregations at Ponsford and Osage. ,4t, the time of hds death, 
he was serving Mt. Olive Lutheran Church which w:as newly organized 
in IMarch, 1954, located in Detroit Lakes, and Mt. Calv’ary Lutheran 
Church of Ponsford, both affiliat,ed with the Orthodox Lutheran Confer- 
ence which he also was serving as Secretary. 

On October 23, 1949, Rev. Schupmann ‘was united in marriage with 
Mary Margaret, nee Sargent, ‘at Junction City, Kansas. To this union 
were born 5 children: IMarie, Philip, Sue Anne, Jane and Jill. 

After 5 years of faithful ministry, Rev. Schupmanln went to his 
Eternal Reward in heaven on the afternoon of June 27, 1954, and was 
laid to rest. in the Mt. Olive Lutheran Cemetery on July 1, 1954. 

In addition to his widow and five children, Rev. Schupmann is sur- 
vived by his parents, Rev. Gustav and Mrs. Ma.ria Schupmann, and 12 
brothers and sisters: Rev. Otto Schupmann, Minneapolis; Rev. Albe!rt 
Schupmann, Winter Haven, Fl,orida; Dr. Gustav Schupmann, M.D., Chi- 
cago, Illinois; Mrs. Dorothea M,cNair, La Jolla, C’alifornia; ,Mrs. E.leamre 
Raedeke, Wayzata; Mi.ss Charlotte Schupman,n, Chicago, Ill,; Martin 
Schupmann, Chesterfield, MO.; Mrs. Winifred Caswell, Kirkwood, Ma; 
Mrs. R&ha Mae Hoesch, St. Louis, -Ma.; Miss Marie Schupmann, Chi- 
cage, Ill.; Rev. Arthur Schupmann, Chesterfield, MO.; and Mr. Robert 
Schupmann, Chesterfield, MO. 
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A BRIEF ACCOUNT 
OF 

AFFAIRS AT HEIGHT OF LAND AND PONSFORD, MINN. 

The Supreme Court of the State of 
Minnesota, in a decision filed under 
the date of March 19, 1954, upheld the 
discharge, of Pastor Francis Q. Schup- 
mann from St. John’s Lutheran Church, 
Height of Land, Minnesota. The high 
court affirmed the decision of the dis- 
trict court which had been appealed 
from by the minority group and Rev. 
Schupmann. Judge Rol E. Barron of 
Wadena, Minnesota, presided at the 
trial, July l-2-3, 1952, and rendered his 
verdict February 4, 1953. Associate Jus- 
tice Thomas Gallagher wrote the opin- 
ion of the Supreme Court. 

The suit was brought by the Missouri 
Synod faction at Height of Land against 
Rev. Schupmann and a minority group. 
The suit was filed June 7, 1952, the cul- 
mination of about five months of con- 
certed action on the part of some dis- 
gruntled members of the congregation 
and of various officials ,and neighbor- 
ing pastors of the Lutheran Church- 
Missouri Synod. 

The difficulties came about in a man- 
ner familiar to members of ‘the Ortho- 
dox Lutheran Conference. Study meet- 
ings were called in which opportunity 
would be given to study the doctrinal 
position of the Missouri Synod, espe- 
cially the “Common Confession” and 
the “A Statement” of the 44; and to in- 

.form the congregation of recent and 
current unionistic practices such as the 
armed services communion agreement, 
joint prayer at intersynodical meetings, 
and many others. After some three 
meetings, the pastor was visited by 
several voters, and one who had never 
attended any of the meetings insisted 
the pastor desist from holding any fur- 
ther meetings. They were blissfully un- 
aware that anything was wrong in the 
once orthodox Missouri Synod, and 
they desired to remain in their ignor- 
ance, which Missouri officials evidently 

were anxious to preserve, and in which 
same blissful condition even some Mis- 
souri preachers found themselves. 
When the pastor refused to be muzzled 
but determined to warn the sheep as 
well as feed them, and to blow the 
trumpet as a watchman on Zion’s walls, 
a “petition” was circulated. (Actually, 
it was no more than a list of signatures 
on top of which was added the state- 
ment: We the undersigned members of 
St. John’s Lutheran Church, of Height 
of Land Twp., Becker County, Minne- 
sota, desire to remcrin in the Missouri 
Synod.) As a result of this, the pastor 
was met in the vestry of the church 
the following Sunday by a half-dozen 
men, one of whom simply asked, “Well, 
Reverend, we want to know, are you 
going to resign, or ain’t you.” When 
they were assured the pastor had no 
such intentions, another of the men 
said, “Then we’ll fire you.” To this the 
others agreed, and in spite of some in- 
struction and admonition from the pas- 
tor, they expressed their views that 
when it comes to preachers, “we hire 
them and we can fire them.” 

When the pastor would not resign, 
a meeting was called for February 29, 
1952. Postal cards were sent out which 
bore the signatures of two elders of the 
congregation and which had been writ- 
ten and duplicated by the circuit visi- 
tor, who also advised and aided them 
in their plans. The meeting was held 
February 29, 1952, in the basement of 
the church. There were many voters 
and non-voters present from the congre- 
gation, as were Pastors Francis Q. 
Schupmann and 0. G. Schupmann 
whom he had called as an advisor. 
(Let it be said here that the Missouri 
majority upon advice from the Visitors 
voted not to let him speak except to me 
personally.) Also present were Visitors 
Dierks of Dorsett and Cloeter of Otter- 
tail, Minnesota; the former receiving his 
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invitation to stay after he was present, 
the latter having issued the invitation 
to himself. A motion asking the pastor 
to resign failed for lack of a second, 
and the upshot of the meeting was the 
passing of a motion that the congrega- 
tion remain in the Missouri Synod. A 
strange motion, since no one had ever 
asked them to leave the Missouri Sy- 
nod. Another motion was carried for- 
bidding any further study meetings in 
the congregation.. There was some 

,verbiage about agitating in the congre- 
gation and meetings that might cause 
the congregation to leave the Missouri 
Synod, but the object was to stop any 
discussion of the doctrine and practice 
of the Missouri Synod, lest the congre- 
gation decide to apply Romans 16, 17. 

That this was the purpose of the 
motion in the minds of the Missouri 
faction was soon evident, for when 
study meetings were continued in the 
homes” of interested members, another 
petition was drawn up, this time by the 
visitor, and circulated by several men 
of the Missouri faction. Some seventeen 
men signed the petition which called 
for a meeting on May 12, 1952, in the 
Height of Land Church, with Missouri 
Synod officials present. Isn’t it strange 
how the officials draw up the petition 
and then find that they are invited to 
the meeting ? Cards were again sent 
out, this time well in advance of the 
meeting. The first Sunday after cards 
were sent out, a meeting of the voters 
was held after the regular service and 
two motions were passed: one allowed 
Pastor Schupmann to have advisors of 
his choice present who would also be 
granted the right to speak; the other, 
that no motions or resolutions were to 
be enterlained, except the motion to 
adjourn, but that the meeting was to be 
limited to a discussion, and that any 
decisions were to be made by the con- 
gregation without Missouri Synod offi- 
cials present. The following Sunday it 
was also decided to make the discus- 
sion open to the entire congregation, 
not to voters alone. 

(See the luly (1952) issue of the 
Orthodox Lutheran, page 118, for a re- 
port on this meeting.) 

The climax came in the regular semi- 

annual meeting of the voters, May 21, 
1952. The Missouri Synod faction came 
sixteen voters strong and attempted to 
pack the meeting with about as many 
more whom they proposed be admitted 
as members and be permitted to vote. 
Suffice it to say, that one gentleman 
proposed for membership had last at- 
tended communion in April of 1925, just 
27 years and one month prior to that 
meeting! None of these men was ac- 
cepted as a voter that night. 

Without waiting for the regular order 
of business, one of the men suddenly 
arose and began reading a resolution 
asking Rev. Schupmann to resign, and 
when the pastor would not agree to 
resign, the same man read a second 
resolution of deposal. This he did in 
accordance with the directions written 
on the sheet from which he read, “If 
Rev. Schupmann refuses to resign, read 
resolution two.” Both resolutions are 
worded about the same, the first asking 
for resignation, and the second reading 
as follows: 

“In view of the fact that our 
Pastor, the Rev. F. Q. Schupmann, 
has been agitating the matter of 
our leaving the fellowship of the 
Lutheran Church, Missouri Synod, 
on the ground that he is not doc- 
trinally agreed with the Lutheran 
Church, Missouri Synod, and has 
also sought to prevail upon the 
Ponsford Congregation to take that 
very step, thus not only creating 
factions within our congregation, 
but also creating a division in our 
parish,- 

Therefore be it resolved that we, 
the members of St. John’s Congre- 
gation, Height of Land, Becker 
County, Minnesota, desiring to re- 
main in fellowship with the Lu- 
theran Church, Missouri Synod, 
hereby declare Pastor Schupmann 
to be deposed from his office in our 
Congregation as of today, on the: 
ground that we are no longer Doc- 
trinally agreed, and because he 
had violated the Eighth Command- 
ment in slandering members of the 
Congregation, and the Lutheran 
Church-Missouri Synod, and its 
officials. We grant Pastor Schup- 
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mann 30 days to vacate the Par- 
sonage and the premises.” 
This declaration of deposal was 

called at once by the chairman, with 
no opportunity for discussion, and was 
“adopted” by a vote of 16 to 10. The 
ten voting against the resolution re- 
corded their names and objections to 

this anti-scriptural resolution in the 
minutes. The men who supported the 
resolution arose to leave and Pastor 
Schupmann asked all those who want- 
ed to abide by the constitution of the 
congregation and the Full Truth of 
God’s Word to stay and continue the 
meeting to care for other items of busi- 
ness scheduled for the semi-annual 
meeting. The sixteen and those they 
had brought ,with them left the meeting 
and the building and some of them 
went to a pre-arranged meeting in De- 
troit Lakes where Visitor A. Cloeter was 
waiting. At one point in the meeting, 
one of the Missouri faction said, “We 
can have Cloeter here in 15 minutes,” 
and again, “From here on Cloeter takes 
over.” 

Twelve men remained and did con- 
tinue the meeting. Other business was 
taken care of, and it was decided to 
put locks on the church to secure the 
church against any other pastor, it 
being their position that Pastor Shup- 
mann was still the pastor of the con- 
gregation and that the former resolu- 
tion was null and void, because it was 
contrary to the constitution of the con- 
gregation and the Word of God. 

It was not long after members of the 
Missouri faction discovered that there 
were locks on the doors that we were 
served with papers informing us that 
the Missouri group had instituted legal 
action against Pastor Schupmann and 
the remnant which remained loyal to 
the Word of God. The suit was filed 
June 7, 1952, and a preliminary hearing 
was held in Fergus Falls, Minnesota, 
June 21, 1952, before Judge Rol E. Bar- 
ron. Trial was set for July 1, 1952, and 
testimony was heard for three days. 
Thereafter briefs were submitted and 
the case was in the hands of the judge 
for decision after December 15, 1952. The 
decision of the district court was dated 
February 4, 1953, but was not received 

by us until February 23, 1953, after the 
decision had been released to the 
newspapers and had already appeared 
in the Minnaepolis STAR. 

QUESTIONS INVOLVED 
AND DECISION 

Judge Barron had reduced the case 
to three questions which he then sought 
to determine. 

1. Was Pastor Schupmann, one 
of the appellants, legally dis- 
charged? 

2. Are plaintiffs (Missourians) 
entitled to use of the church prop- 
erty? 

3. Does the court have jurisdic- 
tion? 

Judge Barron answered all these 
questions in the affirmative. He claimed 
jurisdiction, upheld the deposal of Rev. 
Schupmann and said “That all mem- 
bers of the congregation are equally 
entitled to the use of the church prop- 
erty.” In spite of the fact that the plain- 
tiffs stated a number of times in their 
pleadings they were not doctrinally 
agreed with us, and in spite of the fact 
that they all testified to it under oath, 
yet the judge attempted to put the two 
groups back together in one congrega- 
tion, with all entitled to the use of the 
property. He simply did not decide the 
main question, Which group is the 
rightful congregation, adhering to the 
Old Missouri doctrine under the consti- 
tution. All he did was fire the preacher. 

In a memorandum attached to the de- 
cision, Judge Barron also said, “Much 
has been said in the briefs that the 
dismissal of defendant Schupmann is a 
matter of doctrine’ requiring unanimity. 

The court cannot agree with this con- 
tention.” Later he also says, “If unani- 
mity is required to settle the question 
of the proper interpretation of the ‘Com- 
mon Confession,’ it is Reverend Schup- 
mann’s position which requires unani- 
mity.” A new, different, inadequate and 
partly false confession may be intro- 
duced and automatically becomes the 
doctrinal position of the congregation; 
and if the congregation desires to re- 
main only by the old Confessions and 
the Full Truth of the Word of God and 
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rejects this new confession, a unani- 
mous vote for the old is needed. If one 
member wants to accept a new confes- 
sion and false doctrine, then the rest 
must go along because the congrega- 
tion no longer hold unanimously with 
the old, true doctrine. 

The verdict decided nothing except to 
fire the preacher and thus satisfy those 
who plotted the affair and were willing 
to act contrary to God’s Word in order 
to accomplish their ends. 

ORTHODOX GROUP APPEALS TO 
SUPREME COURT OF STATE 

The minority group, and rightful 
members of the St. John’s Congrega- 
tion, at once resolved to appeal Judge 
Barron’s ruling. Attorney C. U. Landrum 
was continued in our employ and was 
instructed to carry out the appeal. The 
necessary legal procedures were fol- 
lowed, briefs again were submitted, 
and a hearing before the justices of 
the Supreme Court was set and held 
January 11, 1954, in St. Paul, Minne- 
sota. On March 19, 1954, the Supreme 
Court affirmed the decision of the dis- 
trict court and submitted its Syllabus 
and Opinion. 

Of the six paragraphs of the Sylla- 
bus, we shall here reproduce numbers 
1, 2, 3, and 6 entirely. 

“1. Where neither church consti- 
tution nor bylaws m.ake provision 
for settlement within church organ- 
ization of disputes among members 
with reference to real or personal 
property owned by church, civil 
courts have jurisdiction to deter- 
mine rights of such members in 
and to church property. 

2. Where ‘Solemn Call’ in writing 
constitutes employment contract 
between pastor and church organ- 
ization, and there is nothing there- 
in or in the church constitution 
or bylaws which provides that such 
employment be for any definite 
term, under principles generally 
applicable be to employment con- 
tracts at will, PASTOR MAY BE 
DISCHARGED. AT A.NY TIME 
WITHOUT CAUSE. (Emphasis sup- 
plied.) 

3. Where neither constitution nor 
bylaws provide for notice for semi- 
annual meeting of church organi- 
zation and such meeting is held in 
accordance with custom, any mat- 
ters properly relating to church 
business may be considered and 
passed upon at such meeting in- 
cluding termination of pastor’s em- 
ployment contract. Under facts pre- 
sented here, it is not essential to 
the validity of the action taken with 
respect to such contract that prior 
notice be given to members that it 
will be considered and acted upon 
at the meeting. 

6. Church organization cannot 
change fundamental faith for which 
it was organized or devote its 
property to a different faith without 
the consent of all its members, and 
property of such church must be 
devoted to its fundamental faith or 
doctrines. These cannot be changed 
as against the protest of a single 
member, unless constitution other- 
wise provides. 

The order appealed from is 
affirmed.” 

Concerning POINT ONE, the St. John’s 
cons‘titution accepts the Bible as the 
verbally inspired Word of God, and the 
Book of Concord of 1580, then states, 
“And in this congregation no doctrine 
shall be taught or tolerated which is 
at variance with the Symbols of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church” and 
names them; it continues, “According 
to this norm of doctrine all doctrinal 
controversies which may arise in this 
congregation shall be decided and ad- 
judicated.” Another paragraph provides 
that “If at any time a separation should 
take place in this congregation on ac- 
count of doctrine, the property of the 
congregation and all benefits therewith 
connected shall remain with those 
members who shall continue to adhere 
to paragraphs 2 and 11 of this constitu- 
tion” (relating to the doctrinal basis 
and the pastoral office). There was a 
dispute and a separation, and it was 
on account of doctrine, and the consti- 
tution makes definite provision for set- 
tlement within the church organization. 
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Under POINT TWO, the court held 
that a PASTOR MAY BE DISCHARGED 
AT ANY TIME WITHOUT CAUSE. This 
is in accord with the brief submitted 
by the Missouri Synod &tion that a 
minister may be discharged at any 
time, and that he may be discharged 
“for the simple reason they dislike 
him.” In a history of “Government in 
the Missouri Synod,” Dr. Carl S. Mund- 
inger writes, p. 196: “Though the con- 
stitution made the congregation the 
possessor of all church power and the 
highest tribunal, it did safeguard the 
ministry in various ways. THE TENURE 
OF OFFICE WAS MADE PERMANENT. 
NO CALLS TO PASTORS PROVIDING 
FOR A TIME LIMIT WERE TOLERATED 
IN THE MISSOURI SYNOD. (Emphasis 
supplied.) The doctrine of the divinity 
of the call, that is, that every pastor is 
called by God and placed in his re- 
spective parish by the Holy Ghost 
through the instrumentality of the local 
congregation greatly increased the re- 
spect for the office of the ministry.” In 
a footnote on the same page, he writes: 
“The evils of calls with a time limit are 
brought out with fdrceful language by 
Pastor Brohm in an article published in 
Der Lutheraner, I, 1845: ‘We can in no 
wise approve of a call with a time limit. 
SUCH CALLS ARE ALTOGETHER UN- 
WORTHY OF A LUTHERAN CONGRE- 
GATION BECAUSE THEY ARE IN DI- 
RECT CONFLICT WITH THE DOC- 
TRINE OF THE DIVINITY OF THE 
CALL, because they militate against 
the law of love; and because they tend 
to destroy the obedience which mem-. 
bers of the flock owe to their pastors.” 
(Emphasis supplied.) In Der Lutheraner 
of 1844, “Wyneken compares pastors 
whose calls have a time limit to cow- 
hands (Kuhhirten) .” And Walther said: 
“It is not proper for a pastor or a can- 
didate of theology to accept such a 
call, because it is contrary to Scripture, 
contrary to ecclesiastical p r a c t i c e 
(Kirchliche Praxis) and contrary to the 
dignity of the ministerial office (streitet 
wider die Wuerde des Predigtamts). 
Holy Scripture and the Church know 
only of a call for life (Die Heilige 
Schrift und die Kirche Weiss nur von 
einem Beruf auf Lebenszeit).” 

On this same point, an essay on “The 
Office of the Ministry,” Vol. II, Page 474 
of The Abiding Word, we find further 
proof that the Supreme Court of Minne- 
sota, following the Missourian conten- 
tion, erred completely in this ruling. 
“Helpful for clarifying the idea of the 
Office of the Public Ministry as a.posi- 
tion of trust is the study of TWO 
ABERRATIONS which from time to time 
have appeared in some quarters of the 
Lutheran Church. The first magnified 
the clergy into a means of grace and 
made the efficacy of their ministrations 
depend upon their personal faith and 
worthiness. . . . The second aberration 
struck away from the truth in the oppo- 
site direction. It changed the position 
of trust into a job. According to it, the 
bishop or pastor is not a trustee or 
manager, but a common employee who 
can be hired and fired, engaged and 
dismissed as is done in any secular 
business. . . . Long ago the Apostle Paul 
wrote to the Corinthians: ‘Be ye not the 
servants of men;’ that is, slaves, em- 
ployees, hirelings. I Cor. 7, 23.” It is 
interesting to note the reference to the 
Minnesota District Proceedings, 1916, 
P. 19f. It is this precise aberration which 
the Missouri Faction at Height of Land 
has held and put into practice. Various 
pastors and officials of the Minnesota 
District, Missouri Synod, have aided 
and abetted them in carrying out ihis 
aberration; and the state district and 
supreme court have put their stamp of 
approval on it. But it is wrong; it re- 
mains an aberration from the truth. 
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We are in agreement with POINT 
SIX, and that is the very position we 
took all along. The property, of course, 
remains with that group which re- 
mains with the old doctrine. The ques- 
tion is, Who has changed his doctrine 
so as to bar him from the use and pos- 
session of the property? The matter of 
doctrine is the important thing, and 
that is beyond the jurisdiction of the 
courts to determine. No one, either in 
the trial or anywhere else, ever ac- 
cused us of false doctrine or of depart- 
ing from the old Missouri position. But 
the Missouri Synod by its adoption of 
the Common Confession altered its doc- 
trinal position materially; there are 



fundamental changes. Even as the Mis- 
souri Synod changed by its adoption 
of the Common Confession, so also did 
those members of the congregation 
change, and they all testified under 
oath that the new Common Confession 
is their position. 

The decision of the Supreme Court of 
the State of Minnesota was received in 
Height of Land, Friday, March 19, of 
this year. Neither Rev. Schupmann nor 
any of his followers expressed surprise 
over the findings of the court. (As one 
lady, not a member of either group, put 
it, “I didn’t think they would get it 
right, but I didn’t think they would be 
so far wrong.“) The congregation met 
for services, with Rev. Schupmann 
preaching, for the last time in the 
Height of Land Church building March 
21, 1954. On Monday, March 22, the 
voters met and adopted the name of 
Mount Olive Lutheran Church; they 
also decided to rent quarters for wor- 
ship and a parsonage for their pastor. 
Arrangements were made at once for 
holding services in. Detroit Lakes at 
the 4-H Building on the county fair- 
grounds, where the congregation has 
worshipped since March 26. A parson- 
age was secured on the outskirts of 
Detroit Lakes and the pastor and his 
family moved into the new building 
April 14. There are 14 acres of tillable 
land connected with the parsonage, 
and the congregation, composed mostly 
of farmers, has prepared the soil and 
seeded it. Proceeds from the farm will 
go into the treasury of the Mt. Olive 
Orthodox Lutheran congregation. 

THE PONSFORD CHAPTER 

The Northern Minnesota story does 
not end here; it has another chapter, 
the Ponsford Story. In Ponsford, Minne- 
sota, about 20 miles northeast of 
Height of Land, is located the Mount 
Calvary Lutheran Church, also served 
by Pastor Schupmann since 1949. The 
Ponsford congregation was founded as 
a mission station of the Missouri Synod 
in 1939; however if never did join the 
Missouri Synod as a member congrega- 
tion. In May of 1952, the congregation 
did vote unanimously to join the Ortho- 
dox Lutheran Conference. This vote 

was ratified at a meeting the following 
Sunday. At neither meeting was there 
a dissenting vote. Within a week Visi- 
tor Dierks of the Missouri Synod drew 
up a petition and caused it to be cir- 
culated by three men. It declared the 
action of the congregation illegal and 
called for a meeting of the congrega- 
tion with Missouri Synod officials pres- 

ent. (Always Missouri Synod officials 
must be present.) Although the con- 
gregation refused to call any such 
meeting (Romans 16, 17; Matt. 7, 15, 
etc.), yet Visitor Dierks called and held 
such a meeting at a later date in a 
local public school. 

Little or nothing was heard or hap- 
pened until March or April of 1953. 
Then Dierks began holding services 
with the men who had circulated his 
petition and some others. Services were 
held for some time in the homes of 
these people. Suddenly, the local news- 
paers contained a notice in the church 
news that “Mount Calvary Lutheran 
Church, Lutheran Church-Missouri Sy- 
nod, Rev. A. Dierks, pastor” would hold 
services in the church, May 10, in the 
afternoon. In view of this bold an- 
nouncement, the voters of the true Mt. 
Calvary Church met May 10 after 
church, decided and did put locks on 
the church to keep out any false pro- 
phets of the heterodox Missouri Synod. 

That afternoon Pastor Schupmann 
drove to the Ponsford church, as did 
several other members of the orthodox 
congregation. A few Missourians were 
present and more arrived as the hour 
for service drew near. A number of 
people from Height of Land also were 
present to help swell the Missouri at- 
tendance and to satisfy their curiosity. 
One of the Missourians, a Mr. Boldt, 
came over to speak to Pastor Schup- 
mann and the pastor told him the de- 
cision of the voters in regard to use of 
the church, also that we held services 
in the forenoon and that all were in- 
vited to attend our regular services. 
By then, Dierks and Nissen, Missouri 
preachers from Dorsett and Park Rap- 
ids, respectively, had arrived and came 
over to where Boldt and Schupmann 
were speaking. Dierks turned to Boldt 
and asked if they could use the church. 
Boldt said it didn’t seem to be possible. 

- 117 - 



Dierks asked if the doors were locked, 
and when Boldt told him they were, 
Dierks rubbed his hands together with 
obvious satisfaction, said, and then re- 
peated, “Good, this is just the act we’ve 
been waiting for.” It is apparent that 
the announcement was designed to 
compel us to lock the doors, and that 
the Missourians could then have an 
excuse to go into court claiming the 
people had been deprived of the church, 
its possession, use, and benefits, This is 
precisely what was done, following the 
Height of Land pattern exactly. 

By this time the whole group had 
gathered around Pastor Schupmann as 
he was speaking with Boldt, Dierks, 
and Nissen. There began a flow of 
cursing and abusive language usually 
reserved for bar-rooms and skid row. 
When “Rev.” Nissen was asked if that 
was the brand of Christianity they 
were breeding in the people, he simply 
shrugged it off and said, “Let’s not talk 
about that.” As the foul talk continued, 
someone suggested they go to a near- 
by home for “services.” They disband- 
ed and went to their automobiles, and 
as they drove away, some even rolled 
down their car windows for one last 
curse and a few thumbed their noses 
at Pastor Schupmann. So they went, in 
such a spirit, accompanied by their 
two preachers, to worship the Lord! 

By June of 1953 Dierks had counselled 
the group’he had gathered by methods 
commonly known as sheep-stealing to 
bring suit against the congregation. 
The papers were served on us, almost 
to the day, a year after the Height of 
Land suit was brought. This case was 
tried in district court in Detroit Lakes, 
Minnesota, January 27-28, 1954, with 
Judge Ruegemer presiding. Once more 
briefs were submitted, summarizing the 
case and stressing various points. The 
decision in the Ponsford case is dated 
April 5, 1954, two weeks after the Su- 
preme Court decision in the Height of 
Land case. We are frank to say that 
the judge appeared more interested in 
and more conversant with the Supreme 
Court decision than with the evidence 
in the Ponsford case. 

In The Findings of Fact, the Judge 
makes this statement: “The court at the 

outset of the trial announced, and the 
parties agreed, that no evidence should 
be received upon questions of doc- 
trine, since the court does not hold it- 
self out as an ecclesiastical court, and 
asserts that it is wholly unqualified to 
pass upon questions of doctrine; that 
such matters necessarily must be re- 
solved by the congregation, with which 
this court will not interfere.” (IX of 
Findings of Facts.) 

Nevertheless, the same judge issued 
the following conclusions of law: 

1. The plaintiffs are entitled to 
judgment that the resolution adopt- 
ed by the congregation to join the 
Orthodox Lutheran Conference is 
void and of no effect. 

2. That the excommunication of 
plaintiff members of the Mount Cal- 
vary Lutheran Church is void and 
of no effect. 

3. That the attempted amendment 
of the Articles of Incorporation of 
the Mount Calvary Lutheran Church 
is void and of no effect. 

4. That the trustees of said Mount 
Calvary Lutheran Church, to-wit: 
George Tretbar and Leo Rader, are 
entitled to the custody and control 
and supervision of the property of 
said church. 

5. That Reverend Francis Q. 
Schupmann has disqualified him- 
self to serve as pastor of said 
church. 

6. That all other members of the 
congregation of the Mount Calvary 
Lutheran Church of Ponsford are 
entitled to the use of the church 
property equally with other mem- 
bers of the congregation until prop- 
er affirmative action is taken by 
the congregation in accordance 
with the provisions of the Consti- 
tution and By-Laws of said relig- 
ious corporation, or until such mem- 
bers or any of them voluntarily 
sever their membership or affilia- 
tion therefrom. 
At the present time, Mount Calvary, 

the defendants, has decided to begin 
an appeal of this decision. The final 
outcome does not rest with incompe- 
tent, human judges, but with the great 
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Judge of all. We commit the entire 
cause into His hands, and join in the 
prayer voiced by Melanchton 400 years 
ago: “Lord Jesus Christ, it is Thy holy 
Gospel, it is Thy cause; look Thou upon 
the many troubled hearts and con- 
sciences, and maintain and strengthen 
in Thy truth Thy churches and little 

flocks, who suffer anxiety and distress 
from the devil. Confound all hypocrisy 
and lies, and grant peace and unity, 
so that Thy glory may advance and 
Thy kingdom, strong against all the 
gates of hell, may continually grow and 
increase.” 

-F. Q. S. 

Notes to th.e Northern 
Minnesota Story 

The historical account of affairs at 
Height of Land and Ponsford, Minne- 
sota, which appears elsewhere in this 
paper is so accurately and interestingly 
told by Pastor Francis Q. Schupmann 
that it certainly needs no supplement 
from one less intimately acquainted 
with the miscarriage of justice which 
took place in these cases. But while the 
conduct of the Missouri Synod officials 
follows a pattern familiar t,o members 
of the Orthodox Lutheran Conference 
the conduct of the civil courts seems 
rather to establish a new pattern which 
is of ominous significance far beyond 
the bounds of the Orthodox Lutheran 
Conference. To two salient points of 
this pattern I wish to call attention in 
these notes. 

First of all, the ScripturaI doctrine of 
the pastoral call, hitherto upheld by the 
Misgouri Synod to such an extent that 
the older Lutheran bodies in this coun- 
try were led to abandon the loose prac- 
tices by which they had made hirelings 
of their pastors, is denied by a judicial 
decision on the basis of arguments 
prompted by Missouri Synod pastors 
and officials. The omission of a “defi- 
nite term” for the “employment” of a 
pastor, due to the fact that he is a 
servant of God, not subject to hiring 
and firing, is henceforth to mean that a 
“pastor may be discharged at any time 
without cause,” according to this de- 
cision in favor of the Missourians. 

But this is not all. Secondly, civil 
courts may now, according to this prec- 
edent, rule that a Christian congrega- 
tion’s excommunication is “void and of 
no effect,” that a pastor can “disqualify 
himself” by seeking to induce his con- 
gregation “over which the Holy Ghost 

hath made him overseer” (Acts 20, 28) 
to withdraw from a church body of 
which it was never a member (the last 
remark applicable in the Ponsford case 
only), and that the “fundamental faith 
or doctrines” of a congregation are not 
to be ascertained by the documents 
named in the confessional paragraph 
of its constitution but by the testimony 
of ministers of that body. Just where 
does this leave our federal constitu- 
tion’s guarantee of religious liberty? 
While unfortunately not an entirely iso- 
lated case, this is the most flagrant in- 
stance of an American civil court’s as- 
suming jurisdiction in matters of re- 
ligious doctrine and practice which has 
yet come to my attention. 

The Lord is indeed blessing and will 
bless Pastor Schupmann and his faith- 
ful flock; and the curses of those who 
cursed him will return upon their own 
head. But what of the principle of lib- 
erty under law in our beloved country? 
And what sort of “sacred office” do the 
sheepstealers and perverters of the 
truth who prompted the “firing of the 
pastor” think that they now hold in 
their own congregations? Was this de- 
cision really a victory for them? 

Addition to above Notes, written after 

Brother P. 2. Schupmann's Departure in 

the Lord. 

The Lord on Sunday, June 27, took our be- 
loved brother and faithful colaborer, the writ- 
er of the account of affairs at Height of Land 
and Ponsford, away from earthly strife into 
the joy of his Lord. There no false charges 
or unjust judgments have any standing. Those 
who cursed, reviled, and slandered him have 
no longer any opportunity to ask his pardon, 
but must answer to the Lord whom he served 
and in whose presence he now stands. 
Romans 14:4. Those who loved him and fol- 
lowed the Word of the Church’s only Head 
as they heard it from his lips may be assured 
that, though the Good Shepherd took from 
their midst a faithful under-shepherd, He will 
not leave them orphans. John 14:18-20. 

-W. H. M. 
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Mammon, The 
Ministry, and 
Mission Work 

The word “mammon” is taken 
over from the banking language 
of the Middle East. It is original- 
ly a Punic word and was used 
especially in the great commer- 
cial cities of Tyre and Sidon, on 
the coas,t of Phoenicia. It was 
the chief word for money, and 
it was borrowed by all those who 
wjer’e engaged in trade or busi- 
ness. In its general meaning it 
was employed also by Jesus, 
when He made the application 
of the st,ory of the unjust stew- 
ard: “And I say unto you, Make 
t,o yourselves friends of the mam- 
mon of unrighteousness.” Luke 
16:9. That is: He advised men 
everywhere to put their money 
to good use, so that, like bread 
cast upon the wat’ers, it might 
bring rich returns. Eccl. 11:l. 
At the same time Holy Writ 
warns, time and again, against 
men’s placing their trust in the 
uncertainty of riches, e.g., I Tim. 
6:17. 

Now there ‘c&t be no doubt 
that mammon, money, plays an 
important role also in the work 
of the ,Church. What is the 
teaching of Holy Writ with re- 
gard to the support of the min- 
istry? In Old Testament times 
the Lord gave some definite 
commands with regard to the 
maintaining of the office of the 
priests and Levites, namely by 
means of tithes and other offer- 
ings. Deut. 12:6, and elsewhere. 
The Lord even rebuked the peo- 
ple for robbing Him, in that 
they did not bring tithleis and of- 
ferings. Mal. 3% The letter to 
the Hebrews, in chap. 7:5-g, 

speaks of the Old Testament 
practice of tithing. In addition 
there was, especially after the 
Exile, the practice of paying the 
special Temple tax, which our 
Lord, as a member of the Jewish 
Church, willingly paid. Matt. 
17:25. We also remember that 
the poor widow was concerned 
about paying her contribution, 
mammon, into the Temple treas- 
ury. Mark 12142. 

What about New Testament 
conditions, where tithing is no 
longer a command of the Lord? 
Here the rule laid down by the 
Apostle Paul is valid : “Every 
man according ,as he purposeth 
in his. heart; not grudgingly, or 
of necessity : for God loveth a 
cheerful (literally, a hilarious) 
giver.” 2 Cor. 9 :7. In the previ- 
ous chapter the apostle had re- 
ferred to the “rich.es of their 
liberality,” stating. that “beyond 
their power they were willing of 
themselves,” and thie motive for 
this is given in the words: 
“They first gave their own 
selves to the Lord, and unto us 
by the will of God.” 2 Csr. 8:2-5. 
With regard to the holy minis- 
try the Lord has ordained, 
through His !holy apostle: “They 
which preach the Gospel should 
live of the Gospel,” I Cor. 9:14, 
which obviously means that pas- 
tors should not be encumbered 
with cares of this life, but 
should be supported by free-will 
contributions of those whom 
they serve. ,Cp. vv. 7 and Il. In 
Gal. 6 :6 the rule is laid down: 
“Let him that is taught in the 
Word communicate unto him 
that teacheth in all good 
things.” A very -emphatic state- 
ment is found also in I Tim. 
5:18: “For the Scripture saith, 
Thou shalt not muzzle the ox 
that treadeth out the corn; and, 
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The laborer is worthy of his re- 
ward.” 

But what about the laborers 
in the mission field? Here we re- 
member that the Lord Himself 
gave His apostles the direction 
with regard to t,heir labors: “In 
the same h.ouse remain, eating 
and drinking such things as they 
give (lit~erally, have) ; for the la- 
borer is worthy of his hire.” 
Luke 10 :7. In other words: Just 
as soon as contacts have been 
established, t h e missionaries 
were to subsist on the same level 
with thos:e whom they were 
serving. Paul’s own <case, accord- 
ing to his own description, was 
exceptional, for although he had 
been commissioned by the con- 
gregation at Antioch, Acts 13:3, 
and although St. Paul gratefully 
acknowledged gifts sent for his 
support, Phil. 3:15, 16, he had a 
special reason for providing his 
own subsistence, A.cts 20 :33, 34 ; 
1 Cor. 9:15, 18. All this in spite 
of the fact that he laid down the 
principle regarding the ,support 
of the people in vv. 6-14. 

This discussion does not ex- 
clude the fact that every Chris- 
tian is a missionary and should 
constantly, in addition to his 
daily work, try to gain members 
for thle ,Church. Nor does it ex- 
clude the fact that a man who 
has received a commission to be 
engaged exclusively in mission 
work may tempqrarily and at 
least in part support himself. 
The main thing to be kept in 
mind in all church work is, as 
Doctor Walther once put it, thfe 
consideration txhat not money, 
but faith must’ be present. 

P. E. K. 

Your Subscription expires in the 
month designated with your address. 

Both Kinds In 
The Sacrament 

In the second part of the 
Augsburg ,Confession, in Article 
XXII, the Lutheran confessors 
state : “To the laity are given 
Both Kinds in the Sacrament of 
the Lord’s Supper.” The Scrip- 
ture refer,ences adduced in this 
connection are Matt. 26:27 ; I 
Car. 11:27. The article thlen 
gives a somewhat detailed ex- 
planation. 

Now we may well ask: Just 
what is the reason for treating 
this t’eaching of the Bible in 
such detail? And what is behind 
the wholle controversy which has 
gone on for more than four hun- 
dred years ? 

As far back as the third cen- 
tury ‘certain strange customs are 
found namely that a few schis- 
matics celebrated only a half 
sacrament. However, all such 
aberrations were promptly cor- 
rected by the leaders of the 
Church. Thus Pope Leo I (d. 
461) and Giela8sius (d. 496) 
sharply rebuked such men and 
groups as did not distribute the 
wine in the Eucharist. But 
when, in the twelfth century, 
the doctrine aof transubstantia- 
tion was introduced, according 
to which the bread of the Sa’c- 
rament was changed into thie 
physical body of Christ and the 
wine into the physical blood of 
Christ the absurd notion was 
taught that, since the physical 
body of Christ contained blood, 
it was not necessary to distrib- 
ute the wine. Just why the 
priests at that time, and today, 
partake of the cup, remains 
a mystery to all who do a 
little thinking of their own. 
Yet it was not till 1415 
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that the withdrawal of the 
cup was made a law in the papal 
Church, the reason for the law 
being given in the declaration 
that it had by thi,s time become 
a custom of the Church. This de- 
cree was rejected by John Huss 
and his followers, who succeeded 
in having it susp.ended for a few 
decades. But Pius II (1458-64) 
again affimned the decree, and 
the Council of Trent in 1562 de- 
clared that the celebration under 
one kind, with the bread alone in 
use for the laity, was to be ob- 
served in the Roman Catholic 
sect. The Pope was given’ the 
power to decide whethler he 
would permit a country or a peo- 
ple the use of the cup for all 
communicants. It is ,to be under- 
stood, from the Roman ,Catholic 
standpoint, that the withholding 
of the cup is not a matter .of dog- 
ma., but of the discipline of thle 
Church. Only cer,tain sects in the 
Orient have been granted the 
use of the cup. 

In this connection it may 
strike the average Luth,eran as 
strange that Luther was at first 
under the influence of the Ro- 
man tradition. The question 
with him was whether the sac- 
rament should be celebrated sub 
una (that is, under one kind, 
with the laity receiving only the 
bread), or sub utraque, (that is, 
under both kinds, so that the 
laity should be given both the 
bread and the wine). This was 
Luther’s position in December, 
1519. He encountered strong op- 
po.sition, even on the part of the 
Elector. During the first months 
of 1520 the question stirred up 
a good deal of trouble, for Lu- 
ther continued to insist that the 
celebration under one kind was 
fully permissible. One of Lu- 
ther’s reasons for writing in this 

vein was his fear of giving of- 
fense to the laity. However, by 
the end of the year he had at- 
tained to a better conception of 
the Scriptural teaching, and in 
two sermons delivered on Maun- 
dy Thursday, 1521, and a year 
Jater, he reaffirmed his position 
that the Euch.arist should be cel- 
ebrated only under both kinds. 
On April 17, 1522, Luthier issued 
hi.s “Opinion Concerning the 
Taking of Both Kinds in the 
Sacrament.” Here he admits 
that “for three years indeed I 
labored before I delivered my 
conscience from the laws of the 
Pope.” And while he, at that 
time, was still ready to grant the 
celebration of the Sacrament un- 
der one kind for the sake of the 
unlearned, Luther became very 
emphatic, between 1523 and 
1527, in demanding the celebra- 
tion under both kinds. His clear 
Scriptural teaching was then 
embodied in the Augsburg Con- 
session and expressed also in 
many letters to individuals and 
to entire congregations. 

Just why the Roman Church 
should insist upon the celebra- 
tion ,of the Eucharist under one 
kind, making a matter of disci- 
pline virtually a dogma, is one 
of the mysteries of iniquity, 
which ,every true Christian must 
continue to oppose. 

P. E. K. 
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“He who penetrates the depths 
must sooner or later discover that the 
most impressive thing in America is 
her Christianity. The good in this 
country would never have come into 
,being without the blessing and power 
of Jesus Christ.” 

Your Subscription expires in the 
month designated with your address. 

-Charles Malik of Lebanon. 



Re: May issue, Page 83, Treating of the 
Wisconsin Synod’s Tracts, it should be 
stated that our recommendation is not to 
be construed as an unqualified one, nor 
should the reader of our article feel that 
we were giving our approval to tracts 
which had not as yet been printed. 

(Also see following article.) 

A Friendly 
Statement 

In a recent issue of this paper 
we commented briefly on the fact 
that the Wisconsin Synod has 
been preparing a set of trcrcts on 
the matters of doctrine and prac- 
tice which according to their res- 
olutions “threaten to disrupt” the 
relations between them and other 
members of the Synodical Con- 
ference of Lutherans. 

We stated our approval of the 
doctrinal contents of these tracts 
as given and the general applica- 
tions made. We had seen eight of 
them and indicated that we might 
look for four more. We were hop- 
ing that they would deal with the 
Prayer-fellowship question, with 
the Chaplaincy, with Unionism, 
with the Antichrist, and with the 
Church-Ministry problem, the last 
being far more serious than most 
of our readers realize. Numbers 
nine and ten are at hand dealing 
with the first and third subjects 
just mentioned. 

The tracts that have appeared 
thus far are quite well written, 
though necessarily brief. Natural- 
ly we would say certain things far 
differently. What is said is the 
Scriptural position, as it is also set 
forth in our Lutheran Confessions 
on such matters. Here and there 
a choice of terminology may indi- 
cate a doubtful situation. Espe- 
cially are we pleased to see the 

antithetical statements, so fitting 
and essential in the formulation of 
confessional documents to make 
them acceptable as such. The 
tracts reviewed thus far (which 
do not include numbers nine and 
ten, just received) amply demon- 
strate the right as well as the 
wrong teaching and judgment on 
these matters and can serve those 
well who can obtain them and 
are looking for guidelines to aid 
them in their personal study to 
ascertain the essential differences 
which m.ust shortly bring about a 
separation between the synods of 
the Synodical Conference. We 
shall report any unfavorable dis- 
colvery, for we are justly and 
rightly interested very much in 
the entire situation. 

Note that we said SHORTLY 
(bring about a separation) in the 
above paragraph. That is precise- 
ly what we mean and must say. 
We are becoming more and more 
convinced that long d r a w n- 
out discussion, as well as delayed 
actions by individuals or church 
bodies, because od a great differ- 
ence of opinion as to the proper 
time for action, or because of an 
insistence upon taking advantage 
of the time element to avoid ac- 
tion, will prove to be the down- 
fall of many, the means of betray- 
ing the Living. Christ. The time 
element problem has caused in- 
numerable people falsely to ap- 
ply Romans 16: 17 (often by their 
insistence upon applying Matt. 18 
in matters of PUBLIC error), and 
also Titus 3: 10. We might add II 
Thess. 3: 14, 15, which shows that 
also a true state of confession re- 
quires of cessation of fellowship 
with errorists. 

To be sure, attending circum- 
stances or prevailing conditions 
may indicate a temporary course 
of action, or a definite attitude, 
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but let us not forget that from the 
beginning the lover of the Truth 
has the requirements of Scripture 
in mind, and then meets each and 
every requirement of the Lord to- 
ward the inevitable goal-sepa- 
ration from error. To continue to 
excuse yourself from taking ac- 
tion by using the excuse of the 
time element-and to, do so ad 
infinitum (indefinitely) - is con- 
trary to the will of God and dem- 
onstrates nothing else than love- 
lessness toward God, though 
done under the subterfuge of love 
to the brethren, etc. God de- 
mands a positive and an aggres- 
sive action against the gainsay- 
ers. 

Frankly, the time is far overdue 
for the Wisconsin Synod to act. 
The Norwegian Synod has, in re- 
cent convention, TAKEN positive 
action which demands that every 
parish and al1 pastors act on a 
very fine set of reso,lutions on or 
before August 6, a set of resolu- 
tions which present the Truth and 
reject error, and should induce 
the other Synods of the Synodical 
Conference to act at once and 
completely. Wisconsin delegates 
can very easily adopt these same 
resolutions or devise similar ones, 
if not before, then by means of a 
special convention within the 
year. Surely their parishes ought 
to be prepared for the right kind 
of action by the end of August. Or 
will it take another year or more 
to consider the Mankato Resolu- 
tions? II Thess. 3: 14, 15 must be 
applied. 

Of course we expect to hear 
one say: “My case is different, I 
have a peculiar situation at hand. 
I need more time.” The peculiarity 
is simply the habit of not doing 
the work that has to be done. An- 
other will say: “I have not been 
able to instruct my congregation 

thoroughly enough for definite 
action.” Could it be that sotme will 
not instruct their parishes at all 
on the real issues? Sadly we must 
confess that we have evidence 
that people (the very “grass- 
roots” intended to be reached) 
are not receiving the tracts direct- 
ed to them, which state the facts 
they need to know. Is it right to 
withhold the majority of the tracts 
and avoid discussions of doctrine 
or to hide the proof that separa- 
tion is inevitable? Daily we must 
choose between right and wrong. 
How and why does synodical 
affiliation become such a different 
and difficult thing? Plenty of evi- 
dence is available for every lay 
person as well as pastors to 
KNOW and to DO God’s will. We 
pray that God will open the eyes 
of all and guide them to see 
things clearly and then to act. If 
they are sincere Christian people 
they will do so without hesitation. 

Finally, before closing, let us 
no,te that our previous approval 
of the tracts does not indicate, 
imply, or state our agreement with 
the postponement of actions by 
Synods involved. (Here note the 
clarification preceding this arti- 
cle). Nor does the presentation of 
these tracts remove our convic- 
tion that Wisconsin is not in a true 
state of confession over against 
the Lutheran Church-Missouri Sy- 
nod. We have previously issued 
solemn warnings of sincere love 
against the guilt of partaking of 
other men’s sins (I Tim. 5:22). 
However, charity still dictates ac- 
tions in individual cases, as well 
as over against groups of Chris- 
tians who give evidence that they 
are going forward, step by step, 
in love and sincerity, seeking 
God’s glory, knowing and also so 
known by others, that they may 
ere long need to stand alone or 
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separate from former affiliates. 
We cannot understand why Wis- 
consin, after recent meetings with 
Missouri delegates and further 
nonsensical and invalid propa- 
ganda issued by Missouri 
through the, articles of its presi- 
dent in the LUTHERAN WITNESS, 
still cannot find it necessary con- 
sistently to use stronger terminol- 
ogy than the word “inadequate” 
when describing the “Common 
Confession,” knowing full well 
that it is an unfaithful, ambiguous 
document, which has branded 
Missouri as a heterodox or heret- 
ical church body. We hope they 
will soon call a spade a spade. 
Let us note that when clear and 
complete doctrinal statements are 
revealed in Scripture, whether on 
Conversion, Inspiration, Election, 
Objective Justification, Antichrist, 
etc., then a* confessional docu- 
ment must present them as Scrip- 
ture presents them, or the docu- 
ment is not in harmony with the 
Word, and therefore is a false 
presentation, misrepresentation of 
God’s will. The least little loop- 
hole allowing error is a service to 
Satan. Unfaithfulness brings the 
divine curse ! 

Your Subscription expires in the 
month designaOed with your address. 

A PRAYER FOR THE 
OLC CONVENTION 

Lord, give us the Spirit of Grace, 
The mercy that streams from Thy face, 

That in fellowship we 
With Thee ever be 

And with gladness be running life’s race. 

Lord, give us the Spirit of Love, 
All tokens of hatred remove; 

Let us make it a test 
That we follow the best 

And be guided by Thee from above. 

Lord, give us the Spirit ,of Joy, 
All traces of sadness destroy; 

Let us always rejoice 
With heart and with voice, 

To Thy praise all our efforts employ. 

Lord, give us the Spirit of Peace 
Which from turmoil will bring full release; 

Mid the troubles of life, 
Mid its warfare and strife 

May we find from all sorrows surcease. 

P. E. K. 

NOTICE: 
Interim treasurer of the O.L.C. is 

Mr. 0. L’emke 
Highland Station, Box 2604 
Minneapolis 11, ,Minn. 

Since t,he same gent.leman hand1e.s the funds :of ,our church paper, 
contributors to the O.L.C. treasury (general and missions) are .asked 
t.o make out such checks Do ,Ortho.dox Lutheran Conf,erence, and also 
to mark O.L.C. on the envelope, so that the two separate treasuries 
may not become confused. 

W.H.M. 

I .- 
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OUR POSITION OVER AGAINST 
THE WISCONSIN SYNOD 

Our position is that the Wisconsin Synod 
as a corporate body has become hetero- 
dox through its unionistic association with 
the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod and 
through its tyrannical action in-the case 
of Pastor Hallstein. For these two reasons 
we withhold the hand of fellowship for- 
merly extended to the Wisconsin Synod. 
We hold that the Wisconsin Synod as a 
corporate body is not in a true state of 
confession because of its continued fellow- 
ship with the Lutheran Church-Missouri 
Synod. 

The original announcement of the with- 
drawal of our fellowship overture was 
published in the December, 1953, Orthodox 
Lutheran (p. 231). This announcement rep- 
resents the result of a referendum unani- 
mcusly approved by all our congrega- 
tions, and continues to express our posi- 
tion. It is to be noted. that the meeting 
in which Brother Hallstein was deposed 
from his office as pastor in a Wisconsin 
Synod congregation through action 
prompted by official interference occurred 
on November 8, 1953 (see the article: 
“Wisconsin Follows Missouri’s Footsteps,” 
in the February, 1954, O.L.. pp. 24, 25), at 
a time when the referendum, the result 
of which was announced in December, 
1953, was already circulating among our 
congregations (since October 19, 1953, 
when it was first submitted to them for 
act&n) ; and hence the referendum itself 
was in no sense retaliatory, but was a 
conscientious reaction to the unionistic 
position taken by the Wisconsin Synod’s 
special convention on October 9, 1953, in 
Milwaukee, as therein stated, not the re- 
sult of any subsequent event. 

WELCQME 
TO ALL 

NEW SUBSCRIBERS 

Keep Informed About Conditions Existing 

Among Lutherans and on the Church 

Front. 

SUBSCRIPTIONS MAKE 

EXCELLENT GIFTS 

BE SURE TO RENEW 
$2.00 a Year-Anywhere 

Use Subscripti,on Blanks 

or Coupons Included 

SEND TO 

ORTHODOX LUTHERAN 
Highland Station, Box 2604 

Minneapolis 11, Minn. 

Pastors’ Institute, 
Pastocal Confierence, 
and convention 

Since this is a combined issue of 
the O.L., it is necessary at this time 
to ,make some important announce- 
ments for the month of August. As 
the last convention ,of hour Orthodox 
Lutheran Conference requested the 
faculty of .our Seminary t,o conduct 
short special theol’ogical courses for 
our pastors in the week preceding 
our convention, such *courses have 
been scheduled at our Seminary in 
Minneapolis for Monday (beginning 
at one o%lock in the afternoon) 
through Thursday, August 16 to 19. 
Dr. Kretzmann plans to lecture on 
“The Biblical ‘Theology of the Old 
Testament”; Prof. McL,aughlin on 
“The Sixt.h Session ,of the Council 
of Trent.” 

The pastoral conference ‘on Fri- 
day, ,Augu,st 20, is to hear papers on 
“The Lsagogics #of Ephesians” by 
Rev. K. G. Barry, on “The Fight 
against Synergism in the Lutheran 
Confessions,” by Rev. A. M. Schup- 
mann, and ,on “Luther and Calvin,” 
by Dr. P. E. Kretzmann. Communion 
Service will be held on Friday eve- 
ning under the auspices of Holy Trin- 
ity ,Orthodox Lutheran Congregation 
of .Minneapolis, the preparatory ad- 
dress being delivered ,by the host pas- 
tor, Rev. 0. G. Schupmann. 

The convention, scheduled for Sat- 
urday through Monday, August 21 to 
23, is to hear papers on “The Sev- 
enth Day Adventists,” by R.ev. M. 
L. Natterer, ‘on “The ‘Time Element’ 
in the Application of .Rom. 16,1’7f.,” 
by Rev. A. W. Schupmann, and the 
completion of Prof. W. H. McLaugh- 
lin’s Exegesis lof John 17. 

Rev. M. L. Natterer is being asked 
to, preach the Convention sermon on 
Sunday morning in place of our de- 
parted brother, Rev. F. Q. Schup- 
mann, who had accepted that assign- 
ment. Devotions at the pastoral con- 
ference are to be conducted by Prof. 
W. H. McLaughlin, and at the con- 
ventIon by Dr. P. ;E. Kretzmann. 

All sessions (except tho.se of the 
pastors’ institute, which will be held 
in our Seminary) will be at Holy 
Trinity Orthodox Lutheran Church, 
30th and Lyndale Aves., ,N., Minne- 
apolis. 

W.H.M. 
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BOOK REVIEW 
Table Prayers, Prepared and Com- 

piled by Dr. P. E. Kretzmann. 25~ 
postpaid. 20~ in quantities of 10 or 
more. Order from Orthodox Lutheran. 

To those of us who have had the 
privilege of being Dr. Kretzmann’s 
table guests or of requesting him to 
say grace and return thanks at our 
own tables this little booklet needs no 
introduction or review. The mere men- 
tion of the fact that these prayers 
are now available in print will bring 
orders for more than one copy of the 
attractively printed little booklet from 
those to whom its contents ‘are fa- 
miliar. 

To others we offer the following 
brief description. The hundred prayers 
are all in poetic form. There are 
forty-five appointed for “Before 
Meals,” an equal number “After 
Meals,” plus five “Morning Prayers” 
and five “Evening Prayers.” The 
Table Prayers ‘are very brief, four, 
six, and eight lines each, usually five 
on a page. The Morning and Evening 
Prayers are considerably more ex- 
tended poems, running from a half 
page to a full page in leng.th. The 
meters are quite varied, even contain- 
ing a few in dactylic form (for in- 
stance, Nos. 34 and 38 of the Prayers 
after Meals), and also the latter suc- 
ceed in avoiding triviality and main- 
tainmg the dignity and solemn cheer- 
fulness which harmonizes with their 
thought content. All are true prayers. 
One receives the distinct impression 
that the wording was never chosen 
merely for the sake of fitting into the 
rhyme or rhythm, indeed that the lat- 
ter is intended mainly as help to 
memorization. And yet these prayers 
are also true poems, little ,gems, pure 
and simple i.n expression never forced 
or stilted, always natural and appeal- 
ing, easy to make one’s own. 

A rather strange experience for 
one accustomed to reading with the 
eye of a proof reader is that there 
seems to be not one printer’s error in 
the booklet. The designation of these 
prayers as “prepared and compiled” 
by Dr. P. E. Kretzm:ann does not claim 

complete originality for all of the 
contents, but to the best of this re- 
viewer’s knowledge by far the most 
of these poetic prayers are original 
compositions of the gifted author. 
Here you have edifying and practical 
devotional ma.terial to use in your 
family and to store in your memory; 
and especially for pastors to have at 
hand to distribute among .their mem- 
bers who may desire variety in ,their 
table prayers without danger of em- 
ploying anything inferior in content 
or form. Occasionally a phrase seems 
to indicate that these prayers were 
especially prep’ared for the use of 
young people. And when should there 
be a more appropriate time to store 
such treasures in the heart than dur- 
ing the years of youth? 

-W. H. M. 

Supplementary 
Clarificatilon 
f,o official mike publlished in April 

Since the notice which appeared in the 
April Orthodox Lutheran. page 67, has occa- 
sioned misapprehension trhough its faiiure to 
state the reason why the Rev. H. F. Koehling- 
er severed his fellowship with our Confer- 
ence, we wish herewtih to state the reason 
for this fact. After months of admonition con- 
cerning his publication of materials prepared 
by Mr. Walter H. Windler, which were in part 
definitely heretical and in part incoherent, 
over the Orthodox Lutheran name, Rev. Koeh- 
linger accepted an invitarion to confer with 
his brethren, and came to Minneapolis at the 
expense of our Conference for that purpose. 
Here he revealed to us his membership in a 
religious association which calls itself “The 
American Mutual Assurance Society” under 
the leadership of this Walter H. Windler, 
which holds Itself to be “the spiritual nucleus 
of the kingdom of God in the Atomic Age,” 
regards all Church Confessions as defective, 
including those of the Lutheran Church, as 
professed and practiced by our Orthodox Lu- 
theran Conference, and all “church doctrine” 
as ineffective. To this “Windler philosophy,” 
which aTI of our pastors, being acquainted 
with releases which present it, and lay mem- 
bers of our congregations who have seen 
them, agree is both contrary to the Lutheran 
Confessions and anti-Scriptural, he expressed 
his determination to adhere. Our failure to 
bring about a change in this determination 
led his congregation to depose him, after he 
had, to their great displeasure, preached 
Windler in puIpit and Bible Class. The pub- 
lica’ion of the notice in April was for the 
puroose of preventing his further use of the 
Orthodox Lutheran name to gain a hearing 
for such heretical teachings. 

-TV. H. M. 
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