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Epiphany, the “manifestation”
of Christ to
the Gentiles represented by the Wise Men
d at e is
from the East. The traditional
January 6.

As with gladness
Did t’he guiding
As with joy they
Leading onward,
So, most gracious
Evermore ‘be led

men of old
star beho1.d;
hailed the light;
beaming bright,
Lord, may we
by Thee!

Number

3

The Oak

Park Debate

Bep,ort on the November 28, 195l~Meeting of the Chicago Study
Club At Which the Orthodox ktheran
Conference Was Discussed.

The Chicago S t u d y. Club
brought Pres. J. W. Behnken of
the Missouri ;Synod and Fres.
W. H. M&aughlin
of the Orthodox Lutheran Conference together on November 28 to state
their vi e w s concerning the
O’LC.
Dr. Marcus Wagner,
p as t o r
emeritus of Forest Park, conducted
the opening devotion. In his prayer,
he pleaded with the God of Truth
to frustrate the supporters of the
Common Confession. It was a very
long prayer, and perhaps copies of
it will be made available later on.
Pres. Behnken and Vice President
Grumm, representing corporate Missouri, were present in this devotional service.
Pastor Harold W. Romoser presided at the meeting. He has been
the chairman of the Chicago Study
Club ever since it was started in
1945. After the devotion in this
November 28 meeting, he v er y
briefly took care of preliminaries
and then introduced the first speaker, Pres. McLaughlin of the OLC.
McLaughlin Ably Defends the OLC
Pastor McLaughlin,
OLC president, presented the position of the
Orthodox Lutheran Conference by
reading most of the essay he prepared for its first convention.
But
before starting to read the essay in
the CSC meeting, he, among other
things, said this:
“I want to assure you that while
our OLC intentionally
absented ourselves f r o m the devotion, it was
certainly not with the feeling that
we cannot pray with those who are
in s t a t u confessionis (protesting
membership) with the M i s s o u r i
Synod. We feel that the bond of
-

brotherhood with these people has
not been broken. On the contrary,
we have withdrawn
from the corporate body of the Missouri Synod
and we have severed ourselves from
the fellowship of the corporate body
as such, therefore also from those
officials present.”
The complete essay read at the
OLC organization meeting in September is in print, contained in the
book of Proceedings together with
all the other essays, sermon, Articles
of Agreement, etc., adopted at the
OLC organization meeting. Now at
the Chicago Study Club meeting
on November 28, Pastor McLaughlin
read his essay as a defence of the
OLC.
Especially Parts I and II of this
essay set forth reasons from Scripture as to why the OLC was organized and where it stands. The
thesis for the first part reads:
“I. The Confessional Principle
established by Holy Scripture
in Ephesians 4, l-3 and Romans
16, 17.18.”
The positive and the negative side
of the confessional principle
are
set forth under this thesis.
The
thesis for the second part reads:
“II. The principle of not being partaker of other men’s sins
inculcated by Holy Scripture, 1
Timothy 5, 22.”
Under this thesis t h e essayist
treated especially the Common Confession adoption by t h e Missouri
Synod. He said, for example, “ . . the
‘Common Confession’ was adopted,
not by unanimous vote even of the
voting. delegates present, but by
majority voice vote, over-riding objections which had been expressed
on the basis of conscience bound in
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God’s Word. This action was a sin
against God’s truth and a sin against
Christian brethren, of w h i c h the
Missouri Synod as a corporate body
made itself guilty.“-0LC
Proceedings, p. 13f.
The Behnken Reply
Dr. J. W. Behnken of the Missouri
Synod was immediately
given the
floor by Chairman Romoser, after
the OLC president had finished his
Missouri’s
president
presentation.
first said:
“I had no idea that an evaluation
was wanted. Perhaps some of you
would like to see a defence of the
Missouri Synod, or see how the officials would defend the action with
reference to the adoption of the
Common Confession. I am not ready,
for such a thing as that, unless it
would be done in a very informal
way. In fact I thought this was to be
a very informal meeting. Let me
put it this way: I am not going to
be quoted and then held to every
word I say, as weighed on a minute
balance. But, if it is a matter of
discussing it with brethren and of
being very frank and open with each
other in that discussion, then I am
ready to speak.”
At this point Chairman Romoser
brought up the letter of invitation
to Pres. Behnken, asking him to be
present at this meeting to declare
himself on the matter of fellowship
between members of the Missouri
Synod and the OLC. Various speakers arose to talk about what might
be best to say or do. But then the
noon lunch hour cut off discussion.
President Behnken’s Sfafemenf on
FeIlowship
Missouri’s president c a m e back
after the noon lunch hour with a
prepared statement against fellowship of Missouri’s members with
the OLC.
Before reading this st.atement, he
offered some oral opinions on the
Common Confession and things being done by Missouri’s officialdom.
To this he added the sedative: “I
-

am certain this will show that the
Missouri Synod is taking the right
attitude through its committee. It is
not letting the matter rest, but is
definitely active.” But the fact remains that nobody, not even Missouri’s president, can say anything
definitely beyond what the resolutions of the 1950 Missouri Synod
convention say concerning the Common Confession.
After talking about the Common
Confession problems, Dr. Behnken
read his prepared statement which
was supposed to be an answer to
the question: Will Missouri Synod
congregations and pastors be allowed to have fellowship with the
OLC? He said:
“In view of Pres. W. H. McLaughlin’s statement this morning that members of the OLC
have severed fellowship
with
the corporate body of the Missouri Synod, and of their purposely a b s e n t i n g themselves
from the devotions this morning, and thus putting into practice what they have declared:
the seceders leave us no other
alternative
than regretfully
to
say that we can no longer regard them as being in fellowship with us.”
Dr. Behnken said more than this,
but as far as the present reporter
understood
him, he wanted only
the foregoing q u o t e d. However,
everything else he said left the foregoing unchanged.
Discussion On The Behnken
Sfafemenf
Floor discussion of the above
statement ma de by Dr. Behnken
emphasized that this statement is
inadequate, unsatisfactory,
and not
based on Scripture.
It makes no
distinction between, members of the
Missouri Synod who support corporate Missouri’s action of adopting
the Common Confession and other
members of Missouri who reject the
cc.
(continued on next page)
..
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The Oak Park Debate
(continued from preceding page)
One speaker declared that
Dr.
Behnken had no right to make such
a statement and suggested that he
be impeached. Another said: “I regret that the men who represent the
corporate body here are not willing
to go into the correction of the
things that caused these men (OLC)
to take this step, BEFORE making
this statement.” (Drs. Behnken and
Grumm represented
the corporate
body of Missouri at the meeting.)
Many speakers reminded the president that unsettled doctrinal issues
lay at the bottom of the action of
the OLC men and that the president
himself is to blame for the present
situation. Dr. Behnken tried to excuse himself by saying that he had
tried unsuccessfully to arrange for
meetings with the various OLC men
when they resigned from the Missouri Synod. But such an excuse
does not hold. Such meetings are
pointless unless the president would
first set his synodical house in order
and then come to the OLC men with
an invitation to come back.
Sfafemenfs of Conviction
Here are a few of the statements
made at the meeting, expressed during the floor debate:
“Why can’t we have fellowship
with men who are 100% agreed with
us in doctrine? Others can fellowship with sectarians, and nothing is
done.” . . . “If Synod goes to the
devil, I will not go to the devil with
it!” . . . “We have grounds for misgivings with regard to the Common
Confession. “It does not confess
what must be confessed to show
agreement in doctrine between the
ALC and the Missouri Synod.” “We
have been misled to believe that
ambiguous phrases are agreement in
the truth.”
“I will not be shut up by sops
thrown at me.” . . . “I have heard no
charge of false doctrine against these
men of the OLC.” . . . “I think that
-

Synod owes these brethren
an
apology.”
Especially two speakers
charged the Missouri officials with
railroading the Common Confession
through the 1950 convention of the
Missouri Synod.
Confessional Lutherans, members
of the Missouri Synod, present at
this meeting of the Chicago Study
Club did not withdraw
the right
hand of fellowship from the men of
the OLC. Dr. Behnken produced no
reasons from Scripture for such a
breaking of fellowship,
and therefore he also could not demand acceptance of his prepared statement
against the Orthodox Lutheran Conf erence.
The Chicago Debate on the OLC
greatly favored the OLC because its
friends showed that they are bound
by the Scripture Alone Principle.
We thank God who by His grace
caused all the good testimony given
in behalf of the truth.
“Blessed are they fiat keep His
fesfimonies, and that seek Him with
the whole heart.“-Ps.
119:2.
(To Be Continued)
0

Prayer
Almighty
a n d everlasting
God,
from whom cometh down
every
good and perfect gift, we give Thee
thanks for all Thy benefits, temporal
and spiritual, bestowed upon us in
the year past, and we beseech Thee
of Thy goodness, grant us a favorable and ,joyful year, defend us from
all dangers a n d adversities, and
send us the fulness of Thy blessing;
through Jesus Christ, Thy Son, Our
Lord. Amen.
-Lutheran
Hymnal
0
I,
waiting for fhe coming of
our *iold Jesus Christ: Who shall
also confirm you uafo the end, that
ye may be blameless in the day of
our Lord Jesus Christ. God is faithful, by whom ye were calM unto
ihe fellowship
of His Son Jesus
Christ our Lox&“-l
Cor. 1:7-l&
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Church Dictatorship

in the Missouri #Synod . . .

The “Articles
of Agreement”
of
the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN CONFERENCE declare:
“Since we see no h o p e of
cleansing the corporate body of
the Missouri
Synod from its
leaven of false doctrine or ridding it of the presence of false
teachers, and since Scripture
commands us to ‘m ark and
avoid’ (Ram. 16:17), we hereby
withdraw from s a i d Lutheran
Church-Missouri
Synod.”
This statement is directed chiefly
against the “Common Confession,”
which has since its adoption offered abundant evidence that it was
produced under the influence of the
“theology of confusion” as it originated and was propagated in St.
Louis.
.
But to our indictment of the Missouri Synod on this account, in
which we have the full support of
the Wisconsin Synod and- the Norwegian Synod, as their unanimous
resolutions of 1951 state, we must
add another accusation, namely that
concerning the obvious change in
the polity of that synod as a corporate body.
Article
VII of the Miss our i

The
Volume

1

Synod’s constitution,
as it reads,
safeguards the rights of congregations and individual
members of
the body, but section 1.09 of the
as further
explained
in
By-laws,
section 3.65, contains dynamite. The
statements contained therein afford
just enough leeway to various synodical officials to put into action their
hierarchical
inclinations.
The spirit
actuating them is that of the convention which rode roughshod over
the conscientious objections of not
a few of its own members at the
Milwaukee
Convention.
Evidently
various officials, especially in the
districts, have taken their cue from
the action of the large body.
Here are a few cases:
No. 1
In one of the northern districts,
two of the. district officials felt in
duty bound to make an “investigaan invitation
from
tion,” without
the congregation. On the evening of
the voters’ meeting, they presented
themselves at the door and wanted
to enter. The pastor met them on
the porch and very politely
told
them to wait just a moment until
the assembly could issue an invitation. A discussion followed, with the
(Please turn to page 34)
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The

Difference

l

n

n

New Missouri

Old Missouri

“Common Confession” Doctrine

Orthodox Lutheran Doctrine

Inspirafion

Inspiration

“Since the Holy Spirit by divine
inspiration
supplied to the ho 1 y
writers content an d fitting word,
therefore we acknowledge the Holy
Scriptures in their entirety as the
inspired Word of God.”
“Through
the H o 1 y Scriptures,
which God caused to be written
by men chosen and inspired by Him,
God instructs and assures us regarding His will for us.”
(C. C., Article V)

“ ‘By inspiration
of God’ means
that God the Holy Ghost moved the
holy men to write, and put info
their minds, the very
thoughts
which they expressed and the very
words which they wrote.”
(Catechism Qu. 10)
“The Holy Scriptures are in all
their parts and words the infallible
truth, also in those parts which
treat of historical, geographical, and
other secular matters, John 10, 35.”
(Brief Statement Par. 1)
Ob jecfive

Ob j ecfive Justificafioa

Justif icafion

“By His redemptive work Christ
is the propitiation for the sins of the
whole world; hence, forgiveness of
sin has been secured and provided
for all men. (This is often spoken
of as objective justification.)”
(C. C., Article VI>

“Scripture
teaches that God has
already declared the whole world
to be righteous in Christ, Rom. 5,
19; 2 Cor. 5,. 18-21; Rom. 4, 25.”
(Brief Statement Par. 17)

Election

Election

“God from eternity,
solely because of His grace in Christ and
without any cause whatsoever in
man, elected as His own all those
whom He makes and keeps members of His kingdom and heirs of
eternal life.”
(C!. C,, Article IV)

“By election of grace, Scripture
does not mean that one part of
God’s counsel of salvation according to which He will receive into
heaven those who persevere in faith
unto the end, but, on the contrary,
Scripture means this, that God, before. the foundation
of the world,
from pure grace, because of the
redemption of Christ, has chosen for
His own a definite number of persons out of the corrupt mass and
has determined
to b r in g them,
through Word and Sacrament, to
faith and salvation.”
(Brief Statement Par. 39)

-
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Conversion
“The sinner’s conversion
place when God brings the
sinner to faith in Christ
Savior.”
(C. C., Article
N. B. That the sinner is
“contrite” before conversion
doctrine.

Conversion
t ak es
contrite
as his
VII)
already
is false

“We teach that conversion consists in this, that a man, having
learned from the Law of God that
he is a lost and condemned sinner,
is brought to faith in the Gospel.”
(Brief Statement Par. 10)

The Holy Christian Church,
fhe Communion of Saints

The Holy Christian Church,
the Communion of Sain3.s

The “Common Confession” makes
no mention of the invisibility
of the
Church. Both Luke 17, 20.21 and
2 Timothy
2, 19 are conspicuous
by their absence.
(C. C., Article IX)

“I say, I believe in the Church,
because the Church is invisible,
since no man can look into another’s
heart and see whether he believes;
Luke 17, 20.21; 2 Timothy 2, 19.“.
(Catechism Qu. 176)

Church

Church Fellowship

Fellowship

“We dare not condone error or
have altar a n d pulpit fellowship
and un-Scriptural
cooperation with
erring individuals,
church bodies,
or church groups that refuse to be
corrected by God’s Word.”
(C. C., Article IX)

“We repudiate unionism, that is,
church-fellowship
with the adherents of false doctrine. as disobedience
to God’s command, as causing divisions in the Church, Romans 16, 17.”
(Brief Statement Par. 28)
The Anfichrisf

The Antichrist
“The distinguishing
features of
the Antichrist,
as portrayed in the
Holy Scriptures, are still clearly
discernible in the Roman papacy.”
(C. C., Article XII)

’

“As to the Antichrist
we teach
that the prophecies of the Holy
Scriptures concerning the Antichrist,
2 Thess. 2, 3-12; 1 John 2, 18, have
been fulfilled in the Pope of Rome
and his dominion. . . Hence we subscribe to the statement of our Confessions that the Pope is ‘the very
Antichrist’ “.
(Brief Statement Par. 43)

In spite of the difference between the Common Confession and the
previously accepted doctrinal standards of the Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod, as exhibited above, the Milwaukee Convention of 1950 resolved:
“That we rejoice and thank God that the ‘Common Confession’ shows
that agreement has been achieved in the doctrines treated by the two committees” (MO. Synod and A. L. C.), and further:
“That we accept the ‘Common Confession’ as a. statement
of these
doctrines in harmony with the Scriptures.”
(Proceedings,. page 585).
W. H. McLaughlin
-
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THE LORD IS MY SHEPHERD
A Devotion

Based on Luther’s

Holy Scripture g iv e s the Lord
many friendly names. And what a
lovely, most charming name when
the Psalmist h e r e calls Him a
Shepherd and confesses, “The Lord
is my Shepherd!” It is very comforting when Scripture calls God our
Confidence, our Strength, our Rock,
our Fortress,
Shield,
Hope, our
Comfort, Savior, K i n g. For He
proves without ceasing -to be just
what those names mean. But exceedingly comforting it is that here
and in many other places in Scripture He is called a Shepherd.
The prophet speaks this wo r d
from a joyful, confident heart. He
would say: If the Lord is my Shepherd, and I am His sheep, then I
am well taken care of both in body
and soul. He will richly nourish me,
protect and keep me from misfortune, care for me, help me out of
all trouble, comfort, strengthen me.
He will do for me what an upright
shepherd should do. The meaningof the word shepherd. is very friendly and brings to the Christians a
confidence, comfort, certainty when
they read or hear it, as the word
father and more other words when
t h e y are ascribed to God. Dear
Friends, the Good Shepherd takes
care of us poor, weak, miserable
sinners, lambs and sheep.
How weak an animal the small
sheep is! Still it has at the same
time the instinct in itself that with
all diligence it clings to its shepherd, comforts itself in the shepherd’s h e 1 p and protection. No
matter where he leads it, the sheep
will follow. And so long as it can
be near the shepherd, it worries
about nothing, does not fear anyone, is confident, safe, joyful, for it
lacks nothing at all.
But above all, the sheep has also
this -fine virtue in itself that it altogether exactly and certainly hears
and knows the voice of its shepherd
-

Exposition

of Psalm 23

and goes in the direction of his
voice. It does not let itself at all be
led astray from that voice, but
straightway follows it. On the other
hand, the sheep pays no attention
whatsoever to the voice of a strange
shepherd. He lures it and whistles
to it in the most friendly way, but
the sheep does not listen to him,
H. F. K.
much less follow him.

THE DIFFERENCE
Reprints of “THE DIFFERENCE” found on the foregoing
pages may be ordered for a
penny a copy when twenty;
five or more are ordered. Two
cents a copy for less than
Order from The
twenty-five.
Orthodox Lutheran, Okabena,
Minn.
These reprints may be used
as insertions with local SunThey will be
day bulletins.
5 % x 8% in size, printed on
both sides. Pastors may order
them for use especially in
congregational group meetings
where the Common Confession
is discussed.
We hope soon to announce
the publication
of “An Examination
of the ‘Common
and
Confession’ ” by ATK
HDM. In g-page mimeographed
form it has already been used
in several congregations. Th;s
paper goes into detail on the
differences between the Common .Confession and the doctrine we h a v e in the Brief
Statement and the Synodical
Catechism.
“A man can so harden himself
fhaf he does nof care for grace: but
he cannot sin so grievously
fhaf
grace does nof care for him.“Walfher in Brosamen, p. 24f.
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Biographical

Sketch of Pres. W. H. McLaughlin

Wallace H. McLaughlin, of Scottish
descent, was born in Philadelphia
March 28, 1902. He was baptized’
and first brought up in the Presbyterian church. Due to his study of
Holy Scripture, the Book of Concord, and private instruction
by a
Lutheran pastor, he was received as
a member of the Lutheran Church
(U.L.C.A.) in 1918.
He attended, in his youth, both
Muhlenberg
a n d Wagner colleges
and Mount Airy Seminary, of the
U. L. C. Ordained June 5, 1924, he
was installed shortly thereafter as
associate to the pastor of Transfiguration
church, Philadelphia.
Further study, especially of Pieper’s “Dogmatik,” convinced him that.
verbal inspiration is a clear Scriptural doctrine. In consequence of a
sermon on verbal inspiration, ho.wever, and an attempt to lead the
congregation toward affiliation with
the Missouri Synod, which was objected to by the senior pastor, the
officials of the Ministerium. of Pennsylvania, and his church council,
he resigned his pastorate. He then
severed his connections w.i t h the
U. L. C. and became a member of
the Missouri Synod. His advisor was
Doctor Dau of Missouri.
From 1928 to 1938 he served as
one of Missouri’s missionaries in
China, chiefly as a professor at the
Seminary in Hankow. In. 1939 he
assisted in Negro’ mission work in
Philadelphia.
From 1940 until now
he has been pastor of Immanuel
Lutheran church (MO. Synod), Pittsburgh. Intervening years were spent
in post-graduate study, at the University of Pennsylvania,
a n d at
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, from
which he received the degrees of
Bachelor and Master of Sacred
Theology.
He served as a member of President J. W. Behnken’s Committee of
Ten in 1946 and 1947, when the
work of this committee -was abruptly terminated
by the Presidium’s
-

“Agreement.”
He has also been a
vice-president
of t h e Confessional
Lutheran
Publicity
Bureau and a
contributing
editor of the “Confessional Lutheran.”
On September 26, 1951, in obedience to God’s Word, Rom. 16:17; 1
Tim. 5:22b; Eph. 4:3, he withdrew
from the Missouri Synod, after more
than 25 years in this church body,
to join in forming the OLC. He
was unanimously
elected president
of this church-body.
In 1937 he married Mary Lavina
T. Ahrens. He has two step-children
and two children from this marital
union.
May God preserve us truly godly,
gifted, and consecrated leaders like
our brother “Mac,” as he is affectionately
called by many who
dearly love him for his faithfulness
to Christ, our Savior, and the full
truth of His Word!
H. D. Mensing
0
“Those people who are not goverr&
by God will be ruled
by
fyranfs.“-William

Penn.

PROCEEDINGS
Official Proceedings of the
ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE may be ordered from
Mr. F. J. Niebruegge, Treas.
R. 1, Box 350
Clayton 24, MO.
These Proceedings will contain the Opening Sermon, four
Essays, Articles of Agreement,
and Minutes of the Convention
held at Okabena, Minn., September 25 and 26, 1951, which
convention o r g .a n i z e d the
ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE.
(The post-paid price of these
Proceedings is 75c.)
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Church Dictatorship

in the Missouri Synod . . .

(Continued from page 28)
DEMAND made by the officials to
be admitted. When this was refused
they stalked off, apparently
in a
high dudgeon. Result: The subsidy
which the congregation had received
was withdrawn.
The amount now
involved is more than $1,000.
No. 2
In one of the largest districts of
Synod a pastor, for conscience’s
sake, refused to sign the constitution of the Missouri Synod.
Two
vice-presidents
of the district appeared at a voters’ meeting and so
confused the issue that the congregation deposed the pastor, in spite
of the fact that the latter had given
the members correct instructions by
means of an open letter.
After the dismissal of the pastor,
one of the vice-presidents threatened him over the phone, with court
action, if he would once more circularize his people. The dismissal has
been effected with the pretense of
being a “fraud in equity”
(whatever that is), and all official acts of
the pastor were declared to be “null
and void,” and all that without one
shred of Scriptural background.
No. 3
In the same district a pastor had
openly taken a stand against the
“Common Confession” and had instructed his people concerning the
defects in that document. Again the
officials appeared before the congregation and caused the dismissal
of the p a s t or, who, fortunately,
salvaged an appreciable remnant of
his congregation.
In this case the
voters’ assembly increased the guilt
of their unscriptural
procedure by
having a constable serve a writ of
replevin on the pastor, ostensibly
to get possession of the church records, surely a fine Christian procedure (?), especially in view of the
fact that the pastor had never refused to hand over those records.
No. 4
We now proceed to one of the
-

cases in a western state, wh.ere a
pastor likewise, for reasons of conscience, in connection
with
the
changed confessional b as i s of the
Missouri Synod, had refused to sign
the constitution.
The procedure of
the officials followed
the pattern
established elsewhere; the members
of the congregation were stirred up
against their pastor, not on the basis
of reasons given in the constitution
for the rightful dismissal of a pastor
(false doctrine, offense in life, unfaithfulness
in t h e discharge of
pastoral duties), but solely on the
grounds of setting aside synodical
regulations (?). Fortunately,
in this
instance also, the pastor was able

GOSPEL MINISTRY
A score of years ago a 17-year-old
Chippewa Indian youth lay a-dying
in his home in a Northern Minnesota town. He called for a Lutheran
missionary and asked him to sing
for him. The young man’s grandmother and mother and the minister took some Gospel-hymn books
that were in the house and sang
such favorite
hymns as Rock of
Ages, Just As I Am, Abide With Me,
My Faith Looks Up to Thee. This
singing and some reading of prayers
and Scripture passages was d on e
twice that day. Late at night, the
minister returned
again, and the
young man had passed away. The
minister was led into the d e at h
chamber where the youth was laid
out in clean linens on a raised bier.
A crucifix was at the head, and a
lighted candle on each side of the
At once then the young
crucifix.
man’s mother turned to the minister and said: Now you will please
pray for us? The prayer was readily
spoken.
This experience emphasizes the
power of the Gospel. And we canrejoice now already that there wont
be a multitude of church denomina-~
tions in heaven.
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to salvage a very fine remnant of
the congregation.
No. 5
We now go out east, to an old,
well-established
congregation, a n d
one which, under the faithful
instruction
of its pastor, had, by
formal resolution, r e j e c t e d the
“Common Confession”
as out of
harmony with Scripture
and the
“Brief Statement”
of the Missouri
Synod. This congregation had even
approved the “Confession of Faith”
which was the starting-point
of the
declartion of the 0 R TH OD OX
LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE.
Yet
the Visitor, appearing before the
voters’ assembly, managed to instill
such a fear of Synod in the men
that they deposed their pastor by
a majority
vote. It was another
case of unbearable tyranny.
No. 6
Here is a case which involves the
very President
of t h e Missouri
Synod. A congregation in the Midwest, which found it necessary to
reject the “Common Confession” for
good and sufficient reasons, follows
the Scriptural injunction
contained
in Eph. 4:3 and-. declares that it
is in fellowship
with the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN CONFERENCE,
as every true Lutheran is bound to
be. But when the resolution of the
congregaion is honestly and openly
brought
to the attention
of the
President of Synod, he condemns
the congregation for its action and
suggests to the officials of the district
that they should proceed to apply
Where is the
synodical discipline.
word of God that supports such a
tyranny of consciences?
No. 7
Visitor in a northern. district -is
trying to make an issue of the fact
that a pastor of his circuit went to
communion in a church which is. in
fellowship with Missouri, but with
men who subsequently established
the ORTHODOX- LUTHERAN CONFERENCE. The Visitor apparently
has synodical discipline
in mind.
Here we have several questions:
-

Who but the local church governs
the admission to the Lord’s Supper?
Does the gentleman mean to imply
that the Orthodox Lutheran
Conference is not a fully
orthodox
body? What shall we say of his
attempt in view of the fact that the
corporate body of t h e Missouri
Synod, through its Armed Services
Commission, has entered into an arrangement of reciprocal admission
to the Lord’s Supper with the National Lutheran Council?
By the way, that same Visitor is
now supporting a schismatic group
of a congregation
in his circuit,
chiefly because the pastor is a member of the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE! ! !
No. 8
In one of the prairie states the,
officials of the district
have been
trying to break into a congregation
whose pastor is a member of the
ORTHODOX L U T H E R A N CONFERENCE. There is not even a hint
of any reason from Scripture for
the deposition of the pastor; it is
solely and alone a matter of synodical connections. Till now the congregation has taken a firm stand
against any encroachments on the
part of synodical officials. Will they
now attempt to use force?
No. 9
In one’ of the largest congregations of a northern d i s t r i c t the
pastor has patiently instructed his
people with regard to the erroneous
contents of the “Common Conf ession” and the changing church. polity
of The Lutheran Church - Missouri
Synod, and he himself, for conscience’ sake, has joine.d the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN CONFERENCE.
A. disgruntled
group in the congregation. insists on calling in the
district officials, who then come, reenforced by one of Synod’s vicepresidents and the chairman of the
Committee on Lutheran Unity. One
of the chief features of the meeting
is the absence of Scripture proof on
the ‘part of the. officials, while the
(Please turn to p.age 36)
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Church Dictatorship
(Continued from page 35)
claim is made several times that the
“Common Confession” is adequate
and has established fellowship
of
doctrine with the American Lutheran Church, and there is much
flaunting of the synodical handbook.
Final result: The members of the
congregation
who are faithful
to
Scriptures,
the Lutheran
Confessions, and the position taken by Old
Missouri in the BRIEF STATEMENT
form their own. congregation, while
those who hold with New Missouri
and the erroneous “Common Conf ession” remain with the officials.
What a wonderful way to build the
Kingdom!
For all these cases we have unimpeachable oral and documentary
evidence. It is clear that not a few
men, as soon as elected to office, are
afflicted with synodifis, that peculiar malady which causes them to
assume hierarchical authority. Their
slogan seems to be: “My synod, right
or wrong, my synod!” whereas it
should be:- “My synod, if right to be
kept right; if wrong to be set right!”
We are almost inclined to believe
that some w o u 1 d say: “Extra
nulla
S y n o d u m Missouriensem
salus,” that is: There is no salvation for any person unless he acknowledges The Lutheran Church Missouri Synod, at least as a corporate body, as the Church to which
one must belong if he wants to be
saved. To criticize its present doctrinal position, to refuse subscription to its constitution,
to oppose
-

its officials, is tantamount
to selfexclusion from the Kingdom. May
God in His mercy save all true
Lutherans
f r o m such
papistical
tyranny!
We have, for the present, kept this
anonymous.
discussion
generally
But, if the cases of persecution continue, we shall most certainly publish the names of men and places,
telling the world about this tyranny.
H. A. Strumpler, Director of Public
Relations
P. E. Kretzmann, Vice-President
of
the Orthodox Lutheran Conference
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Mailbag
“Send me another batch of Orthodox Lutherans. The Northwest is
quaking under the blow of God’s
Word. People are writing
me for
information.
Pray for us to follow
through with Jude 3 for Jesus’ sake
and to the glory of Father, Son
and Holy Ghost.”
The mailbag brings us much encouragement, and perhaps soon we
can feature it in each issue. Thanks
to our readers and supporters fcr
the good letters they write.
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