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effort should be repeated. The power
of the Word of God is so great that
it may well be possible to gain such
a person for the truth again. But if
all attempts to win such a person
fail, ,then the glory of God and of
the Church finany demand that the
members of the congregation declare
that the heretic no longer belongs to
their communion.
Formal excommunication in a case
of this kind is not resorted to, since
such a person has already publicly
withdrawn
from the fellowship of
This form of
orthodox believers.
procedure should be followed, since
it is certain that such heretics are
perverted, corrupted, subverted in
their own mind. Incidentally,
their
conscience tells them that they are
sinning, and doing wrong. Yet they
continue in their anti-Biblical
attitude, being self-condemned,
their
own conscience accusing them and
pronouncing
judgment upon them.
If a congregation
openly resolves
upon a verdict of condemnation in
the case of such a heretic, then
there may be some hope of the
shock’s bringing him back to his
right. senses and t.hus of saving his
soul.-P.
E. Kretzmann-POPULAR
COMMENTARY,
Page 431.

How To Handle
A Heretic
“A man that is an heretic, after
the first and second admonition,
reject, knowing that he that is such
is subverted and sinneth, b e i n g
condemned ‘of himself.” Titus 3, 10.11
The situation becomes grave, if
dissension and offense h a v e been
brought about in the congregation.
A heretical person avoid after the
first and second admonition, knowing that such a one is corrupt and
sins, ‘being self-condemned.
NTen
there were, even in those days, that
were not satisfied with discussing
every m a n n e r of question only
remotely connected with Christianity, but went beyond that point in
trying to form factions by propagating errors which conflicted with the
orthodoxy of sound apostolic doctrine.
If there is such a person in a
Christian congregation as holds and
defends false doctrines, such as are
contrary to the Christian religion, he
must be made an object of admonition If the first attempt to convince
such a person results in failure, the

The
Volume

1

Orthodox

Lutheran

September,

Official Organ of The ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE.
0
This p u b 1 i c a t i o n appears
monthly at a subscription price of
$2 per year payable in advance..
Kind1y make checks and money
orders payable to the ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN
and also address all
correspondence and articles intended for publication
to the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN,
Highland
Station, Box 2604, Minneapolis,
11,
Minn.
Advisory Member-Board of Directors
Editor, 0. G. Schupmann
Business Mgr. Mr. J. H. Meier
-

1952

Number

Officers of The Orfhodox
Conference

11.

Lutheran

President, Rev. W. H. McLaughlin,
M.S.T. Highland
Station, Box 2604,
.~_
Minneapolis, 11, Minn.
Vice President, Rev. P. E. Kretzmann, D. D., Ph. D. Ed. D., Highland Station, Box 2604, Nfinneapolis, 11, Mmn.
Secretary, Rev. F. Q. Schupmann,
Frazee, Minn.
Treasurer, Mr. ‘F. J. Niebruegge;
Box 350, Route 1, Clayton, 24, MO.
Board Member-at-large,
Mr. A. F.
Beug, Maple Plain, Minn.
Public Relations-Director,
Mr: H. A.
Strumphler, 308 Kinloch Building,
St. Louis. 1. MO.
Advisory Member-Board of Directors
146 -

OLC Goes Forward in Faith
Under ,a banner which proclaimed
“Thy Word is Truth” President W.
H. McLaughlin
delivered a faithstrengthening
a n d heart-warming
sermon in the divi.ne service which
opened the second annual convention of the Orthodox Lutheran Conference, held at Holy Trinity Orthodox Lutheran Church of Minneapolis, Minnesota. After first defending
the choice of the word “orthodox” in
the name of t.he Conference, he reminded the brethren that we are indeed not sufficient of ourselves for
the tasks which we intend to carry
out in Jesus’ name but that our sufficiency is of God, by whose power
and grace alone we stand in our
faith and make the bold confession
which is involved in our separation
from the false fellowship of the Missouri Synod and in our formation of
the Orthodox Lutheran Conference.
The devotion leaders, basing their
addresses upon Psalms
of the
Church, pointed out the blessings of
God which are ours individually,
as
congregations, and as a church body,
and encouraged us to remain true,
under God, to the blessed heritage
which is ours today but which we
could easily have lost if we had, in
disobedience to God’s Word, remained in our former fellowship, in
which error now has equal rights
with the truth.
The new-yet
old-fellowship
of
kindred minds was joyful to experience throughout the convention, but
especially in the Sunday morning
divine service with Holy Communion, which pastors and delegates attended as guests of the host congregation, whose pastor gave the ‘confessional address, The sermon, delivered by Dr. P. E. Kretzmann, ga.ve
those who heard it much instruction, comfort, and encouragement
from the Word of God.
A most prominerrt feature of the
pastoral conference and the convention was the instruction
given on
the basis of Scripture through the

essays read at intervals throughout
the sessions. The aim of these essays was to emphasize the convention motto: “Thy Word is Truth.”
Among the resolutions .adopted
was one directing that the faculty of
our new Seminary edit a proposed
theological journal, and that t h e
Praesidum and the faculty be responsible, under God, for guarding
the confessional position of the Conference in all public statements is-sued under the name of the Conference.
Three new congregations
w er e
formally accepted into membership,
bringing the number
of member
congregations up to eight. The new
congregations, whose representatives
signed the Confession of Faith, are
St. John’s of Lebanon, Oregon, Rev.
M. L. Natterer, Pastor; and two congregations served by Pastor F. Q.
Schupmann, Mount Calvary of Ponsford, Minnesota, and St. -John’s of
Height of Land, Minnesota.
The number of pastors in the Conference remains the- same as before
the convention.
One brother who
had joined us in the formation of
the Conference decided to withdraw
his name from our roster, thus leaving the corporate body but still professing confessional fellowship with
us. The loss of this member was
balanced by the acceptance of one
new pastoral member, L. N. Wilenius, former member of, and honorably released from, the Finnish National Church, who was joyfully received into the Conference in, absentia.

Elsewhere in this issue appears
the Conference constitution. which
was adopted by the convention. A
model constitution
for congregations was also adopted, as was a
form for a diploma of. vocation recommended for the use of our congregations in issuing calls. Plans
were made through a resolution to
begin writing a history of the Con(Continued on following page).
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0. L. C. Goes
Forward in Faith

ready freed ourselves fro m the
danger of partaking of the sins of
others, that it is only wishful thinking and a delusion cherished by
some, that there is still hope of
(Continued from preceding page)
bringing
Missouri back to the full
its pre-history
ference, including
truth of God’s inviolable Word.
and the case histories of the indiIn this connection it is a joy to
vidual pastors and congregations. A
report that numerous members of
committee was appointed to begin
the clergy and a few of the laity
work on this task.
from
among the brethren of the
One special event, not appearing
Wisconsin and Norwegian
synods
on the program, was the surprise
visited
our
convention
an
d the
celebration of the birthday of Dr.
P. E. Kretzman, President of our pastoral conference, as did t w o
new seminary, which fell on one brethren of the Missouri Synod and
day of our convention, August 24.. one Finnish brother. One Missouri
After the singing of a hymn and a brother and two Norwegian brethren
gave public expression of t h e i r
few words of introduction from Prof.
sympathy
with our cause, which is
W. H. McLaughlin,
Pastor 0. G.
Schupmann read the birthday ad- the cause of Christ and His truth
dress which had been prepared by and of all true confessors of Christ.
We, on our part, thank God the
Pastor G. G. Schupmann but which
Holy
Spirit for leading these men
the latter was unable to deliver beto give open encouragement to us.
cause of a sudden attack of illness.
The convention joined gladly in the What a joy - a warm .and deep
speaker’s thanks to God for bless- joy - it is to remember such men
as standing
in public
view and
ing the Conference with the talents
showing
before
men
that
they are
and the consecration of this brother
and theological leader, as well as not ashamed of Christ nor ashamed
in the speaker’s prayer that the of those who are maligned and
despised for His Name’s sake, 2 Tim.
Lord would preserve for many years,
1:8!
for our blessing and our children’s,
The results of ‘the elections were
this man of God who at the age of
as
follows: Prof. W. H. McLaughlin,
sixty-nine is embarking once more
President; Dr. P. E. Kretzmann, Viceon a divine mission to train pastors
and teachers who will, under God, President; Rev. F. Q. Schupmann,
Secretary; Mr. Fred J. Niebruegge,
go forth from the new Orthodox
Treasurer;
Mr. A. F. Beug, Board
Lutheran Theological
Seminary to
Mr. H. A. Strumt.each and uphold the full truth of Member-at-large;
pier,
Director
of
Public Relations;
God’s Word.
A most interesting r e p o r t was Rev. 0. G. Schupmann, Editor of
and Mr.
given by President McLaughlin
on the Orthodox Lufherm,:
John H. Meier, Business Manager of
the recent meeting of the Synodical
the Orfhodox Lufhwan.
Conference, which he attended for
Members of the Conference who
the Orthodox Lutheran Conference.
attended this busy convention went
Another article in our church paper
home strengthened in faith, thankwill. give details of this report.
God for the
Suffice it to say here that the ing and glorifying
cleavage between the orthodox and unity and the fellowship of t r u e
praying that the Spirit
the heterodox groups in that Con- brethren,
of God, who has led us into all truth,
ference has widened, and the persistent refusal of Missouri to be may also preserve unto us the full
truth of the Word.
corrected by the Word of God only
a-f u r t h e r approves the judgment
(Titus 3:10,11) of many within that
“Ye are bought with a price; be not
Conference, and of us who have al- ye the servants of men”. I Cor. 7,23.
-
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Synodical ConferenceHo1d.s
Gripping Convention in St. Paul
After attending
the General
Pastoral Conference of the Norwegian Synod at Medicine Lake the
week before and finding ourselves
entirely at home in the orthodox
atmosphere which prevailed among
these brethren, your representatives
found themselves in quite different
and a 1 i e n’ surroundings
at the
Synodical. Conference. In spite of
the v e r y conservative1.y phrased
opening address of President Barth
and the many splendid testimonies
to the truth voiced by Wisconsin
and Norwegian brethren, the atmosphere was distinctly
that of “new
Missouri”. From the applause that
greeted President Barth’s announcement of his newly acquired satisfaction with the “Common Confession”, or at least his determination
to condone its “inadequacy”,
and
from the extremely discourteous reactions which occasionally greeted
the efforts of the representatives of
sister Synods to gain a hearing for
their conscientious dissent, the observer received the impression of a
determined majority
which would
not be turned back by any considerations whatever.
It is significant that. Dr. Behnken.
had already announced Missouri’s
on the
position of “no retreat”
“Common Confession,, m a newspaper interview which was published before the Thursday
evening
debate on this topic began. On
Thursday afternoon, as soon as the
floor committee (including, of course,
also Missouri
S y n o d members)
brought in its report _stating that
the “Common
Confession”
is inadequate, it was evident that the
majority of the Convention would
not permit
its floor committee’s
report to become the basis of discussion and action on the floor. Before
the adjournment
of this afternoon
session a motion was introduced to
-

discard the whereases, the fi&t of
which stated the “Common Confession’s’9 inadequacy, and after a Wisconsin professor had protested that
the rejection of the Committee’s
opinion without allowing expression
is unbrotherly,
the motion was immediately
called for and carried.
The motion finally voted on (Friday
morning) was a substitute motion,
introducing “Part II of the Common
Confession”, and delaying action by
the Synodical Conference until this
should have been accepted in. its
final form by the Missouri Synod
and the A. .L. C. A more complete
rejection of the justified
demands
of the Norwegian
and Wisconsin
Synods could scarcely have been
devised, as both Synods rightly object not only to the “Common Confession” but also to the continuance
of the negotiations which brought
forth this monstrosity.
The beginning of the “Common
Confession” transactions on Thursday afternoon
and the final disposal of the matter. on Friday forenoon, as these have just been related, throw light on the course of
the intervening debate on Thursday
night and Friday morning. Of this
debate I took very complete notes
with the names of almost e v e r y
speaker; but the space at my disposal will allow only a few extracts
from these notes. I have come to
the decision to mention only the
status and synodical connection of
the speakers except in the case of
the president of the Synodical Conference and the presidents of the
Wisconsin and Norwegian
Synods,
President Behnken, of the Missouri
Synod, did not take part in the
debate.
At the beginning of the Thursday
night debate on the C. C., a Missouri Synod professor claimed to be
(Continued on following page)
1.49 -

Synodical Conference
Holds Gripping
Conference in St. Paul
(Continued from preceding page)
at a disadvantage over against the
Wisconsm Synod men, because they
are fully in.formed and prepared,
while he is not. Without attempting
an answer, he proposed the questions: “What is adequate? And to
what extent is adequacy a necessary
characteristic of a confessional document?”
A Wisconsin Synod professor replied: “The reason why we come to
this Convention
w i t h something
prepared on the C. C. is because the
President of the Missouri Synod in
a very formal way two years ago
asked our Synod to give a verdict.
Gentlemen, you asked for it!”
A Missouri Synod pastor “in statu
confessionis” delivered a prepared
speech of which I have a copy, and
I shall therefore present this testimony verbatim as it was spoken:
“It has been asked what is meant
by the expression that the ‘Common
Confession’ is inadequate and therefore unacceptable to us. The ‘Common Confession’ makes concessions
to the old A. L. C. or Iowan position in veiled language. This 1s not
a mere suspicion on the part of
opponents of the ‘Common Confession’. This has been shown by the
fact that there has appeared in
Missouri ofEcia1 circles since the
adoption of the ‘Common Confession’ an outspoken surrender to the
A. L. C. position
and a direct
attack upon the old Missouri position; for instance, with regard to a
visible side of the invisible church,
the Antichrist,
the teaching of a
universal conversion of the Jewish
Nation according to the flesh, and
the teaching of a preIimmary resurrection of the martyrs, and above all
an attempt to invalidate the chief
bulwark which Holy Scripture has
erected against Chiliasm, This outspoken surrender to the A. L. C.
-

position on these points and this
direct attack upon the Scriptural
position set forth in the Brief Statement and in the Book of Concord
was not made by a small, self-appointed group of men within the
Missouri Synod, but by the entire
Presidium of the Missouri Synod,
the St. Louis Faculty, an official
committee of Synod, and two of
Synod’s executive officers, and sent
out as the ACDP Report to all
pastors and teachers of the Missouri
Synod by Pres. Behnken, with the
suggestion that it be accepted by
Synod at its next convention. This
fully confirms the fact that the
‘Common Confession’ in no way
meets the requirements for such a
confession made by Holy Scripture
and confessed as necessary by the
Book of Concord of 1580.”
A conservative
Missouri
Synod
pastor declared that he is not bound
by the vote of the representative
of his circuit at the Milwaukee Convention. He held in his hand a document signed by 89 Missouri Synod
pastors, teachers, and laymen rejecting the C. C. The President of the
Synodical Conference had refused to
accept this document for printing
in the Book of Memorials, and had
said it should be brought to the
Missouri Synod, not to the Synodical
Conference. But the speaker declared he wants this document accepted by the Synodical Conference,
and, after reading the declaration,
submitted it to the secretary.
President
Gullerud
(Norwegian)
spoke ably against the C. C., offering the United Testimony on Faith
and Life (UTFL) of February 15,
1952, as proof that our doctrinal
differences with the A. L. C. are
not settled.
A conservative Missouri S y n o d
pastor stated: “We are. bound by
the Word of God, 1 Cor. 1,10. We
do not speak the same thing in the
C. C. and are not joined together in
the same judgment. The document
does not serve to unite us with
(Continued on following page)
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Synodical Conference
Nolds Gripping
Conference in St. Paul

Cf.) is to be carried out in October
thus dissolving
t h e i r corporate
entity, “and then you won’t have
anything left to deliberate with”.
A Wisconsin Synod layman asked
two questions: “1). Why did the
(Continued from preceding page)
Missouri Synod committee not use
others, but divides us among ourthe Brief Statement in its negotiaselves”.
tions with the A. L. C.? 2). Why is
A Missouri Synod pastor claimed
the C. C. so much briefer than the
that the C. C. presents the doctrine
Brief Statement, and’ why does it
of objective justification
adequately.
leave so much unsaid?”
Against those who dissent from this
Another member. of the Missouri
judgment he said: “You men would
Synod Unity Committee answered:
find the Formula
of Concord in“1). The A. L. C. has accepted and
adequate (such .matters as teaching
accepts to this day the Brief Statethree Sacraments, etc.)“. Note by ment as its confession. 2). We
present writer:
The reference to wanted to draw up a brief and
absolution as a Sacrament is found
concise statement.” Nofe by present
only in the Apology of the Augswriter:
The extremely
misleading
burg Confession (Trigolotta,
308,4; answer to the first question waited
260,41), and by no -means in the
till the next morning for refutation.
Formula of Concord; and has never
Shortly
after this exchange of
been found objectionable
in this
context by any Lutheran, least of question and a n s w e r a Missouri
Synod pastor urged: ‘*Put yourself
all by the confessional Lutherans
in the place of the A. L. C. men. See
who are assailing the “Common
how far they have come. If we keep
Confession”.
on words till we h a v e
A conservative Missouri S y n o d whittling
everything
our way the matter is
pastor, in answer to such wild asserhopeless. No doctrines are involved
tions, stated the obvious fact that
in the controversy on the C. C.”
the Apostles’ Creed (and we may
add the N’icene and Athanasian) is (Sic !>
A Norwegian
Synod pastor reinadequate to establish fellowship
with the A. L. C. today. He was ferred to the labors and difficulties
shocked to hear it said that the. suffered by the Norwegian Synod
Wisconsin Synod had a better OK)- congregations in the formative years,
portunity
to prepare itself on the in which they enjoyed the blessing
C. C. than Missouri had. “How dare of the Missouri Synod’s help. He
said: “There is absolute unanimity
any man vote on that with which
on this matter in the Norwegian
he is not familiar?”
Synod. The Norwegian
objections
A conservative Missouri S y n o d are not only against the C. C. but
layman expressed himself as puzzled
against the negotiations that have
by the practical situation presented
brought it about”.
He quoted the
by the adoption of the UTFL.
chairman
of Missouri’s, Doctrinal
A member of the Missouri Synod
Unity Committee as saying that the
Un.ity Committee said that his com- negotiations
would continue with
mittee is not satisfied with the the new merged body, and strongly
UTFL, but the m e m b e r s of this
objected
to s u c h compromising
committee are satsified that when
“testimony”.
they get around to pointing out the
Before the close of the Thursday
deficiencies of that document the A. evening sessions a Wisconsin Synod
L. C. men will
hearken.
(Sic!)
professor offered a resolution to the
effect that this Convention declare
The layman responded that their
merger (namely that of the A. L. it finds the C. C. inadequate as a
(Continued on following page)
C. with other Synods of the A. L.
-
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Synodical Conference
Holds Gripping
Conference in St. Paul
(Continued from preceding page)
settlement
of differences
in t h e
points alluded to, and that the C. C.
therefore yields up Scriptural truth.
The resolution
was seconded.
A
motion to postpone until morning
was then carried, and adjournment
followed.
When we entered on Friday morning the substitute motion to which
reference was made earlier in this
report was u n d er discussion, the
cleavage evident in the debate generally
following
Synodical
lines,
with one or two notable exceptions
on the part of Missouri Synod conservatives who opposed the false
position taken by m o s t Missouri
Synod speakers.
A Wisconsin S y n o d professor
called attention to the fact that the
substitute m o t i o n advocates the
policy of postponement which has
kept us in suspense since 1944, and
that it.s acceptance would simply be
a failure to express an opinion on
the C. C.
President
Gullerud
(Norwegian)
spoke against the adoption of the
substitute
motion. He said such
action “would only widen the breach
between us, because it maintains the
negotiations with the A. L. C., thus
exposing our sister Synod to a
leaven of error which has already
done damaging work. There must
come a time when we have to say
we must desist from negotiations
with certain Synods. The substitute
motion does not and will not satisfy
us. It would only do harm if you
were to shove this motion down our
throat at this time. I propose that
we go back to the original Floor
Committee report”.
A Norwegian Synod pastor stated
that the A. L. C. has shown itself
to be a church body which adheres
persistently to error. It is unionistic.
It holds to heresy. Remember Titus
-

3, 10. The A. L. C. is not coming to
us to be instructed. 1 Peter 3, 15
does not apply to this situation;
Titus 3, 10 does.
Then a Norwegian Synod professor corrected what he called “the
unfortunate
statement m a d e last
night, that the A. L. C. accepted
the Brief Statement; it accepted it
only in the light of the Declaration
of their commissioners.”
A few moments later the speaker
who had made the false statement
the night before defended it as follows: “The A. L. C. accepted the
Brief Statement in the light of the
Declaration and still accepts it in
the clearer light of the ‘Common
Confession’. The sister Synods could
well expect that the present situation
would arise. Titus 3, 10 does not
apply. The adoption of the C. C.
did not mean that immediately
all
false doctrine would disappear in
the A. L. C. In the C. C. we have
the instrument with which we can
exercise doctrinal discipline against
false
teachers in the A. L. C., that
.
against those whose teaching
?;sagrees with the C. C which is
the& confession and our;.”
A Missouri Synod speaker whom
I cannot further identify
charged
that the men of the sister Synods
refused to sit in on the u n i o n
negotiations and that the Norwegian
and Wisconsin Synods refused to
adopt the Brief Statement.
A Norwegian
S y n o d professor
replied t h a t the reference to a
refusal of the Norwegian
Synod
to accept the Brief Statement is
deliberately not true.
re~~e~dte,‘ttheB~h~;r
chLrJ2consin)
: “It is
not true that the Wisconsin Synod
was invited to sit in on the doctrinal
discussions in 1935. No such invitation was received. The outcome of
these discussions showed that Scripture forbids further discussion, and
since then we have been begging
our sister Synod to, desist because
(Please turn to page 163)
Synodica.1
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CONSTITUTION
of the Orthodox Lutheran Conference, founded at Okabena, Minnesota,
September 25-26, 1951, and adopted by that church body in Convention at
Minneapolis, Minnesota, August 23-25, 1952.
Tentative copy submitted to our congregations for adoption.
PREAMBLE
WHEREAS, the theology of the Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod has
shown a progressive. deterioration and unscriptural character for the past
two decades:
a. In many articles appearing in the “Lutheran Witness”, the “Concordia
Theological Monthly”,
the “American Lutheran”,
and elsewhere, as well
as in published pamphlets;
b. Specifically in the so-called “Chicago Statement” of 1945, with regard to which neither the responsible officials of Synod nor Synod itself
ever took decisive Scriptural action, and that in spite of obvious doctrinal
errors; and in the “Common Confession” of the Milwaukee Convention as
a corporate body, a document which is definitely inadequate for the purpose
of resolving differences of doctrine obtaining in the various Lutheran
bodies of America, especially the American Lutheran Church, and is in
part out of harmony with Holy Writ; and
WHEREAS, some of the Missouri Synod’s leading theologians and
clergymen have repeatedly become guilty of flagrant unionistic practices
(see Memorials ,603-622, 625-630, submitted to the Milwaukee Convention
of 1950);
Hence, we, under the compulsion of the Word of God, find it necessary
to declare that the Lutheran Ch.urch-Missouri Synod has left its former
orthodox position, as a corporate body, destroying the former unity of
doctrine and practice and separating itself from our fellowship. However,
since we see no hope of cleansing the corporate body of the Missouri
Synod of its leaven of false doctrine and ridding it of the presence of false
teachers, and since Scripture commands us to “mark and avoid” (Romans
16:17), we have withdrawn from said Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod for
reasons set forth in this Preamble and in our Confession of Faith appended
to this constitution.
ARTICLE I-Name
The name of this body shall be the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE.
ARTICLE II-Confession
The confessional platform of the ORTHODOX
LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE is laid, down in the document known as the CONFESSION OF
FAITH PROFESSED AND PRACTICED
BY ALL TRUE LUTHERANS,
whose first part provides for the acceptance, without modification
or reservation, of:
1. The Holy Scriptures of the Old. and New Testament, that is, all
the canonical books of th.e Bible, as the Word of God given by inspiration
of the Holy Ghost, and the only norm and rule of faith and of practice;
2. The Lutheran Confessions, comprising the Book of Concord of 1580,
as a correct exposition of the Word of God regarding all the doctrines discussed therein;
3. The BRIEF STATEMENT
of the Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod
(adopted in 1932 and reaffirmed in 1947) as a correct presentation of the
teaching of Holy Writ on all the questions therein discussed.
Antithesis
For the sake of clarity and emphasis we rej,ecf, as inadequate and
partly unscriptural:
The Intersynodical
Chicago Theses, submitted to the Missouri Synod in
1929 and not accepted;
The Doctrinal
Declaration
of the American Lutheran Church, as presented to the Missouri Synod in 1938;

The Docfrinal Affirm’afion,
as drawn up by a joint committee and
presented in 1944;
The so-called Common Confession, adopted by the Lutheran ChurchMissouri Synod by a majority voice vote in 1950 (contrary to Scripture and
the synodical constitution). With regard to this document, in particular, we
declare that it is not in agreement with the directive according to which it
was drawn up, nor has it accomplished the purpose of being clear, concise,
and unequivocal in composing the differences which have separated the
synods concerned for many decades. The Common Confess,ion is incomplete,
inadequate, and at times faulty in its teaching, and it lacks throughout
the vigor of the BRIEF STATEMENT.
In this connection we reject? with’emphasis, the document kn.own as A
STATEMENT,
drawn up in Chicago in September, 1945, and presenting
modernistic and unionistic views at variance with sound Lutheran teaching.
On the other hand, we declare ourselves in agreement with PART II
of the CONFESSION OF FAITH, since the twelve points there enumerated
show the immediate reasons which motivated the formation of the dissenting group now standing before the world as the ORTHODOX LUTHERAN
CONFERENCE.

ARTICLE III-Objectives
The objectives of this CONFERENCE shall be:
1. To hold fast the full truth of God’s Word: 2 Tim. 3:14-17; Prov. 30:5,6;
Psalm 119:105; John 8:31,32; Matthew 28:20;
2. To raise its voice in unequivocal opposition against all errors in
doctrine and practice, no matter where found, as indicated in the Preamble:
Matt. 7:15; Romans 16:17,18; 1 Tim. 6:3-5; Titus 3:lO;
3. To offer encouragement and assistance to pastors, teachers, laymen,
and entire congregations who are in a state of confession [in sfafu confessionis, that is, in protesting membership) in heterodox Lutheran bodies, and
who share our CONFESSION OF FAITH;
4. To use all possible efforts and abilities to build the Kingdom of God
by the establishment of new mission stations wherever possible: Matthew
28:18-20;
5. To give advice and assistance to the congregations in our membership when this is desired by them;
6. To provide its constituent congregations with opportunities for the
joint extension of the Kingdom of God.
ARTICLE IV-Membership
1. Membership in this CONFERENCE may be acquired and held by
individuals who subscribe to the confessional platform presented in Article
II, and by congregations which subscribe to Part I of the CONFESSION OF
FAITH and do not dissent from Part II.
2. The CONFERENCE recognizes personal and corporate memberships.
A personal membership may be acquired and held by individuals who subscribe to the confessional platform as presented in Article II of the constitution; corporate membership is that of congregations under the condition
specified for congregational membership in paragraph 1 of this ARTICLE.
A member congregation has three votes, one for the pastor and one each
for two delegates. An individual holding a personal or advisory membership, without congregational affiliation, is entitled to the privilege of the
floor and is eligible to office, but has no vote.
ARTICLE V-Conditions
of Membership
Conditions of acquiring and holding membership in the OR.THODOX
LUTHERAN CONFERENCE are:
1. Full acceptance of the confessional platform of Article II and agreement with the objectives of Article III;
2. Renunciation of unionism and syncretism of every kind;
3. Exclusive use of service books, hymn books, catechisms, and all
other books and literature for public .worship and pastoral care which are
to standard expositions of
doctrinally
pure. This applies particularly

Luther’s Small Catechism whose doctrinal statements have been found to
be in agreement with the Word of God and the Lutheran Confessions, such
as that of Dr. Schwan and the 1943 revision of the same (except for the Old
Testament wording of the Third Commandment).
4. Each congregation
applying
for membership
is held to submit
evidence, by presenting its constitution and other documents, that its confessional position and practice are in agreement with Article II of this
Constitution.
ARTICLE VI-The
Polity of the Conference
THE ORTHODOX
LIJTHER.AN
CONFERENCE
is committed to a
strictly congregational polity, so that the organization, in all its meetings
and activities, is strictly a service body, having disciplinary
jurisdiction
only over its officers. With respect to the individual congregation’s right of
self-government it is only an advisory body. According to Scriptural precept
and example
every congregation is independent, sovereign, autonomous
with respect to all its affairs. The congregation is the highest court in the
Church. If it makes use of its privilege of calling on other pastors or officials of the CONFERENCE, it does not thereby confer jurisdictional
power to the CONFERENCE, but merely seeks advice in order to refrain
from arbitrary action. In the case of a dispute between pastor and congregation or between two pastors or between two or more congregations, decisions should be submitted only if all parties concerned have requested the
CONFERENCE to function in such capacity in their specific case, and a
decision is binding only if the ,matter is clearly determined by the Word
of God. The CONFERENCE has has no disciplinary powers except to expel
a pastor from membership for evidence of persistent false teaching and
sinful life. *Either pastors or congregations will no longer be recognized as
members if it is established in a convention of the CONFERENCE that
they are persistently violating the conditions of membership as specified in
Article V. No resolution of the CONFERENCE is to have binding effect on
the individual
congregation until the congregation has examined the respective resolution in a formal meeting of its own and adopted it as its own,
with the provision, however, that our congregations are hereby requested
in Christian love to express themselves for or against the resolutions of
the CONFERENCE within a reasonable time, giving the reasons for their
position, if opposed. If a congregation considers a resolution of the CONFERENCE contrary to the Word of God or unsuited to its conditions, it
shall have the right to reject such resolution, always mindful, however, of
the principle laid down in I Cor. 6:12: “All things are lawful unto me, but
all things are not expedi.ent; all things are lawful for me, but I will not be
brought under the power of any”. *Note: This sentence (addition) was not
adopted by the Conference in Convention. Approval of member congregations shall make it a part of this constitution.
ARTICLE VII-Officers,
Their Rights and Duties
The officers of the CONFERENCE shall be:
1. A President, who is ordinarily to act as chairman of all meetings and
to perform the duties commonly associated with the office of presiding
officer;
2. A Vice-Preside&,
who shall take over the functions of the President
whenever the latter is unable to serve;
3. A Secreiary, who is to keep the minutes of the organization and be
in charge of all the records, such as official documents, proceedings, essays
which have been adopted, and correspondence; to keep membership and
attendance records; to send out necessary notifications; and to conduct the
correspondence of the CONFERENCE;
4. A Treasurer, who is ,to have charge of all monies of the organization
and report regularly to the Board of Directors and at the meetings of the
CONFERENCE.
These four officers, together with one Member-at-large,
are to constitute the Board of Directors of the organization, with meetings held at

stated times; together with the Editor of the CONFERENCE’s official organ,
-to be present at. the meetings of the Board in an advisory capacity.
ARTICLE VIII-Meetings
This CONFERENCE shall meet annually, and its Board of Directors
shall meet quarterly or more often, as circumstances may require. Special
meetings of the CONFERENCE m.ay be called by the Board of Directors,
ARTICLE IX-Changes
in the Constitution
The following articles are unalterable and irrepealable: 11, III, V, VI,
and IX. The other articles may be changed or amended at any regular
meeting of the CONFERENCE, provided the request for such changes is
made available to all members at least a month in advance. A two-thirds
majority shall be required for any change.
BY - LAWS

1. CONFERENCE ORGANIZATION
Applications for membership in the CONFERENCE may be made to the
President at any time, to be acted upon at the regular or a special convention of the CONFERENCE.
Every member of the Conference shall, in accordance with his vocation, his ability, and the means at his command, diligently and earnestly
promote the purposes or objectives of the body, also by attending all its
meetings. Those unable to attend shall submit an excuse to the Secretary.
The constitution
of every congregation desiring membership in the
CONFERENCE is to be submitted to the Board of Directors. before the respective convention. Congregations are advised to use the model constitution prepared by the CONFER.ENCE.
2. CONFERENCE CONVENTIONS - PROCEDURE
The convention shall organize at its first session on the basis of the
registration and the report of the Committee on Credentials. All matters to
come before the convention are to be presented to the Board of Directors
or to the President in writing at least four weeks before the convention.
The President shall appoint the necessary committees for the transaction
of business. There shall be adequate lay representation on all committees.
The presiding officer shall conduct the sessions of the CONFERENCE
according to accepted parliamentary
rules, arranging the program so as to
have a well-balanced distribution
of discussions and business, preferably
with the aid of a Program Committee functioning
also between conventions.
3. CONFERENCE ADMINISTRATION
The officers of the CONFERENCE (see Article VII) shall be elected
annually. The President may not hold office more than three consecutive
terms, and the Vice-President may not hold office more than two consecutive terms. Regular committees shall be elected at the annual conventions;
special committees may be appointed by the President, with the consent
of the Board of Directors.
4. THE CONFERENCE SEMINARY
The Orthodox Lutheran Theological Seminary shall be under the ‘supervision of the Board of Directors, in which shall also be vested the right
to call and induct the instructors. Nominations for professorships may be
made by the Board of Directors or by any member congregation. Commendations and objections may be filed by any member congregation.
5. PASTORAL CONFERENCES
Pastoral conferences shall be arranged for, if possible, at the rate of
twice a year, preferably
in connection with the convention (s) of the
CONFERENCE.
Pamphlet copies of this Constitution can be obtained gratis for your voting
members by a request from congregational secretary. Please mention number needed and send money to cover postage. Personal requests will also
be acknowledged. Address to Otihodox Lutheran. Box 2604, Minneapolis,
11, Minnesota.

Koehlinger Refutes Kauth Letter--2
In the last issue we published one
part of Rev. Kauth’s letter and
Rev. Koehlinger’s
answer to our
part.
Pastor Kauth’s letter continues:
“Concerning the COMMON CONFESSION, some ministers believe
that they can see some things in it
that are not Scriptural or the good,
old Missouri Synod doctrine. Just
to mention one example. The C. C.
states in the doctrine of inspiration
of the Bible that the Holy Ghost
supplied the holy writers “with the
fitting
word and content”, which
means, that he not only supplied the
theme on which they should write,
but even t,he very words they should
use. Now these men who disagree
with the C. C., and now have formed the so-called “Orthodox Lutheran
Church”, hold that the expression
‘supplied the holy writers
w ith
fitting word and content’
is not
right, that it ought to read something like this: ‘the Holy Spirit gave
the holy writers w i t h the very
words they used’. But what’s the
difference? Don’t both sentences say
the very same thing?
At least, I
know that’s what they are meant
to say. The men of the American
Lutheran Church as well as the men
of the MO. Synod believe t.hat the
H. G. inspired each and every word
of the Bible. But it seems that the
men of the
Orthodox
Lutheran
Church insist that only the terms
which the MO. Synod has always
used dare be used in the Common
Confession, anything else is heresy.
They also object that the w o r ds
“Verbal Inspiration”
were not used
in the Common Confession in the
statement on inspiration,
whereas
MO. Synod has always taught
a
verbal inspiration”.
To this Pastor Koehlinger
replies : “Why isn’t Pastor Kauth a
man and state exactly who “some
ministers” are “who did not attend
this convention”
and who “have
been stirring up a lot. of fuss over

its (C.C.) adoption”? (Are they all
in the O.L.C.?)
“Pastor Kauth himself boasts of
the MO. Synod pastors being well
familiar
with the contents of the
“Common Confession”,
(Ed. Note:
Cf. Synodical Conf. Report in this
issue!) yet he does not quote it
accurately. He misquotes: “with the
fitting word and content”. My copy
reads : “since the Holy Snirit bv
supplied to the
divine inmiratian
holy writers
content and fitting
word . . . ”
Pastor Kauth’s letter continues:
“But I’m glad the C. C. omitted
the words “verbal inspiration,”
for
many pastors and laymen of the
Ameri.can Lutheran Church misunderstood the term “verbal inspiration” to mean a mechan-inspiration,
that the holy writers were mere machines of the H. S. when they wrote.
Now our church has never taught
this mechanical inspiration
theory
and to avoid any misunderstanding
with the American Lutheran Church
we dropped the term “verbal inspiration”
and used instead, “the
H. G. supplied the holy writers
with fitting word and content.” Now
wasn’t that acting in love as Christians should act? Ask the pastors of
the American Lutheran
Ch u r ch
whether they believe in a “word
inspiration”
and they will tell you
“yes, we do.” And so do we. But
since they balk at and are a bit
suspicious of the term “verbal inspiration” then why use it as long
as they believe in a word inspiration just as we do?
,The refutation
n o w continues:
“The author of the “Dear Ruthie”
letter reads something into the C.
C. under the doctrine of inspiration
which simply is not there. The C. C.
states that the men were msplred
and not the words. The Holy Scrlptures, our Small Catechism, and
“The Brief Statement” clearly teach
(Continued on following page)
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Koehlinger Refutes
Kauth Letter-2
(Continued from precedirrg page)
that the very words are inspired
(Verbal Inspiration).
“Carefully
note: Pastor K a u t h
writes about a “word inspiration”,
while the Small Catechism, which
he taught Ruthie, under Question
No. 10 teaches “the very words”. Of
course, he would reply that we are
sticklers for words.
“We do not care what sentences
are meant to say; we want to stick
with c 1 e a r, concise, unambiguous
language when drawing up a union
document, based upon the sola scripfura.
“Why does Pastor Kauth not ment,ion “The B r i e f Statement”
to
Ruthie? Is it that he does not accept
that document? A fact: he cannot
hold to both “The Brief Statement”
and the “Common Confession”. For
he admits, to quote his own words
(below) concerning the “Common
Confession”: “But even as it is I
find no fault with it and can subscribe to every letter of it.”
“What jumbled thinking
in his
treatment of “with the fitting word
and content”! Whom does he think
he’s kidding?”
The Kauth letter continues: “It
has been admitted
by both our
Church and the Amer. Luth. Church
that the C. C. is not a perfect document, and the committee is still
filing around on it and trying to
improve it. But even as it is I find
no fault with it and can subscribe
to every letter of it. Personally I
believe that much of the opposition
to the C. C. is due to an aversion
to unity in the Lutheran Church.
In many cases some of our ministers
have made unpleasant experiences
with some A. L. C. pastor and become prejudiced against the A. L. C.
in general. And as is so often the
some
case, when
minister
or
ministers go off on a tangent, they
forget everything
else and go on
pounding away against their op-

ponents in sermons, bulletins, periodicals, etc. instead of feeding the
lambs and sheep entrusted to them.
So,‘ all in all, you don’t have to
be worried about MO. Synod going
to the dogs in matters of doctrine.
We’re still the same old MO. Synod
that we always were, but when
dealing with the A. L. C. and trying to bring about unity with them,
we naturally let Christian love prevail, and if some term of ours does
not suit them or confuses them, well
we try to find an equivalent term
that will be satisfactory to all concerned. You can go right on belonging to the MO. Synod as you always
have without any qualms of conscience. Just because we are not as
stubborn and thick-headed and insistent on having things our way
and no other way, but can be kind
and considerate toward those who
are honestly trying to come together with us in doctrine, doesn’t
mean that we do not love the Savior
Jesus and his Word as much as
we ever did.
So just stick to your MO. Synod
and if anyone else tries to lead
you away from it, don’t follow
them. We’ve always had men in our
midst who constantly found fault
with us and I guess we’ll always
have them.
Well, I hope this will give you
some help. If not, just write again
and point out the points that you
would like to have explained.” So
far Kauth’s letter.
Pastor Koehlinger
concludes his
refutation in convincing fashion as
follows :
“Where does anyone get such
nonsense that most of the pastors
of the A.L.C. teach just as we do?
Cite the facts,. Pastor Kauth!
“His definition
of Christian love
would be double-talk
coated with
unionistic syrup.
“And that chestnut about “the A.
L. C. today is a different body than
the old Iowa and Ohio Synods of
many years ago”. That is the height
of absurdity and ignorance, and that
(Continued on following page)
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Koehlinger Refutes
Kauth Letter-2
(Continued from preceding page)
falsehood ought to be nailed at every
opportunity !
Every true believer in Jesus is
for that- unity which is based upon
1 Corinthians 1:lO: “Now I besee-ch
you, brethren, by the name of our
Lord Jesus Christ, that ye all speak
the same thing, and that there be no
divisions among you; but that ye be
perfectly joined together in the same
mind and in the same judgment.”
But Pastor Kauth falsely charges
that “much of the opposition to the
C. C. is due to an aversion to unity
in the Lutheran Church.
“Pastor Kauth
writes Ruth i e
rubbish, trash; his arguments are
worthless and contemptible.
He is
to sooth this
not in a position
troubled communicant’s worries.
The Lutheran
Church - Missouri
Synod is not only going, it has gone
to the dogs, i.e., the “44” Signers and
fellow-travelers.
“Pastor Kauth tries to comfort
Ruthie in true statementarian fashion: ‘You can go right on belonging
to the MO. Synod as you always have
without any qualms of conscience.’
But Dr. P. E. Kretzmann answers:
“The greater loyalty of any Christian, any Lutheran, is’ always to the
FULL TRUTH OF THE WORD OF
GOD. If the Synod to which he belongs changes its confessional platform and is guilty of mistakes and
aberrations in teaching and pxacf’ice
and then will not return to the full
truth, members who want .to obey
God rather than men (Acts 5:29)
are under obligation to sever their
relationship with such a synod. And
Dr. Walther correctly stated
the
situation when he wrote: ‘I belong
to the Lutheran Church for the sole
reason that I want to side with the
truth. I quit the Church to which
I belong when I find that it harbors
errors with which I do not wish to
be contaminated. I do not wish to
become a partaker of other .men’s
-

sins, and by quitting a heretical
community I confess the pure and
unadulterated
truth.’
(Law and
Gospel, Dau Trsl. p. 338f.)”
Has Pastor Kauth forgotten
II
Corinthians
13:s: “For we can do
nothing against the truth, but for
the truth”?
Editors note: In concluding the
above article we must make the
following
comments. In the letter
to “Ruthie” an average MO. Synod
pastor shows his ignorance concerning a matter of tremendous imHis own church body.
portance.
adopts a set of confessional statements, calling them in the opening
paragraph of the Common Confession “Our mu t u a 1 confession of
faith”, and he as a pastor and therefore a teacher in a church is blind
to the facts as they are shamefully
exposed in the light of clear Scrip- j
ture. Worse than this ignorant defense of the unionistic document is
the attitude
of others who even
boast of the fact that they have
“not studied the C. C. yet and don’t
intend to; being perfectly satisfied
with the Small Catechism of Dr.
Luther.” But th.e two do not agree.
Picture the teacher of confirmation
classes standing before his class with
t.he Catechism in one hand and the
C. C. in the other. Let the bloodbought children
entrusted to the
care of a hireling choose what he
will !
8

Quotesfrom LUTHERAN HERALD of June
13, 1952, Page 472.
“It is our faith that in the end,
when the evidence is all in, the Bible
will be right and those who have
drawn
p r e m a t u r e conclusions
against its reliability will be ‘wrong.”
“Thus it becomes evident again
that when one begins by saying that
the Bible is without error only as it
relates to faith and life, he ends up
eventually attacking also what the
Bible teaches about faith and life.”
R. A. Ofstedal, Decorah, Ia.
1.59 -

An Exhortation
As Christian
people we m us t
guard and defend and respect our
position as citizens of the world
or nation; however, never forgetting that we are but strangers and
pilgrims in this world, and not of
this world. - “Therefore I admonish
YOU, since you all h a v e become
Christian citizens (by faith in the
of the
merits of Jesus Christ)
heavenly kingdom, that you also
behave yourselves accordingly in this
world; so that you always consider
your position in this life as that of
a wanderer or pilgrim considers the
and the
land he passes through
haven of rest he finds at night, not
thinking of staying there but “just
passing through”,
not desiring to
settle down and become a mayor or
laborer in contentment, but happy
to find food and drink sufficient to
keep him until he arrives home at
last. - So you must consider your
life. You have not been made Christians to stay here on earth to rule;
for your ruling, your citizenship,
your dwelling - place is elsewhere not on earth. Hence consider and
prepare yourselves, as pilgrims and
strangers for the ot.her land and the
eternal possessions in heaven, where
you will. have eternal life, no war,
no troubles, no misfortunes, no sorrow or sadness the like of which
you are so accustomed to see and
endure here upon earth”. Luther.
Of course, it is not easy to be a
sincere and faithful
child of God.
The ‘Old Adam is t h e r e to stay
and fight against us, and the world
is evil and growing worse with age.
The Chflstian Church and Life is a
militant
cause, a constant battling
with the forces of iniquity,
both
from within and without, and truly
“a way of the cross”. Therefore it is
no laughing matter or or a game at
which we can play, or a task at
which we dare to fall asleep. Scripture exhorts us all to “Watch and
Pray”, to “put on the whole armor
-

l

.

l

of God” and the “breast-plate of
righteousness”, to “wield- the sword
of the Spirit”. In our Hymnal we
are admonished
“0 Thou that
sleepest, Rise to arms, with prayer
employ you,
Wisely fight, for time is fleeting, and
The hours of grace are fast retreating”.
Thank God that in ‘Him through
whose blood we have redemption,
even the forgiveness of sins, we also
have the strength and the joy of
doing battle for His’ name’s sake,
certain of victory. May our daily
prayer read: “Sanctify us, 0 Lord,
with Thy Truth, Thy Word is Truth”,
the saving power to all that believe.
0. G. S.
e

I, a Sinnerj Saved
by Grace!
I, a sinner, saved by grace!
There is now no condemnation,
Though a sinner vile 1. am,
Under threat of dread damnation;
Boldly I lift up my face:
I, a. sinner, saved by grace.
I, a. sinner, saved by grace!
What a word of consolation!
Jesus came to seek and save
All the lost in ev’ry nation;
Gladly then I run life’s race:
I, a sinner, saved by grace.
I, a sinner, saved by grace,
For I know my Lord and Savior
And, unworthy though I am,
I enjoy His love and favor;
I by faith my Lord embrace:
I, a sinner, saved by grace.
I, a sinner, saved by grace,
With my trespas.ses forgiven,
Can look up with confidence
To the open gates of heaven;
I shall see Him face to face,
I, a sinner, saved by grace!
P. E. K.
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“I Shall Not Want”--Psalms 23:l
The Good Shepherd comes to us worthiness to attack you, but you
through the preaching of His Word. .go freely through such temptations
and boldly defy: Let the devil, the
Diligently
hear, then, the voice
world,
or my own conscience be
of the Lord, for He lay down His
arrayed against me, as mightily as
life for you, you sheep, the believers.
they always can, I will therefore
And His promise is unshakable:
not die of grief. Being the Lord’s
“And I give unto them eternal life;
sheep,
I know full well that I will
and they shall never perish, neither
unmolested
by the
shall any man pluck them out of not remain
wolves.
But,
let
happen
that
will, let
My hand.” John 10:28. Be assured
them persecute me, let them torment
also that your Shepherd well underme,
let them put me to death for
stands you and calls you by your
believing in my Lord Jesus Christ,
name. If you have Him for your
nevertheless
this is still my comfort
Shepherd, then you shall lack noththat my Shepherd has given His
ing, yes, you have already what
life
for me and because He, lives I,
you should have, namely, eternal
life. “You shall never perish,” so too, will live eternally with Him
.in heaven. When I somewhat still
that there is no power so great that
sin or commit other wrongs, on acit can tear you out of His hand.
count of my weakness, He will not
Of that you should be certain, for
therefore cast me off, for He is a
t.he voice of the Shepherd will not
friendly, loving Shepherd and waits
fail you at all. What more do you
upon the weak sheep, binds and
want?
heals them. And, in order that I be
But what will happen if you perall the more safe, certain, and inmit the Shepherd’s voice to depart
deed not doubt in the matter, He
from you? Then you try to see; your
Old Adam feels; you lose faith and has here given to me the Holy
confidence; you cannot be at peace. Sacraments as seals of His love.
You complain: If the Lord is really
Let us, dear believing sheep, turn
mv Shepherd, why then does He from our own feelings and grasp our
afflict me with this that the world,
Good Shepherd and all His gracious
no fault of mine whatsoever, so terGospel promises of the forgiveness
ribly plagues and persecutes me? of sins, life, and salvation. Therefore
I sit in the very midst of wolves. I we shall not want. For good counsel
am not safe even. a moment of my
and sweet comfort in true temptalife. I see no shepherd who wants
tions are found nowhere
but in
to protect me. Why does the Good God’s Word. Let us cling to God’s
Shepherd permit the devil to do so Word and promise, judge according
much wrong to me and injure me to the Word and promise of God,
with terrors and fears? Thus I find
and not after the feelings of the
myself
entirely
weak, impatient,
heart. Then indeed help and comfort
still burdened down with many sins, should follow, and there will be
and I feel no safety, only doubt,
the lack of nothing.
feel no comfort,
only fear and
H. F. K.
Itrembling before God’s wrath. When
will He begin once to prove to me
“Blessed are ye, when men shall
that He is my Shepherd?
revile you, and persecute you, and
If, however, you remain steadshall say all manner of evil against
fastly clinging to His voice and you falsely, for My sake. Rejoice,
Word, then you will not permit
and be exceeding glad: for great is
the devil’s tricks, the ingratitude
your reward in heaven: for so perand raving madness of the world,
secuted they the prophets which
or your own weakness and unwere before you.” Matt. 5, 11.12.
-
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Rejoice

-- Be Firm

There is no greater joy and satisfaction in life than to feel free and
happy. There is no better place to
live than in a nation that provides
and protects the equality of men
as well as their personal liberties.
God has indeed intended that man
shall also be a free man in spiritual
matters. To that end He exhorts the
Christian, who has been freed from
. the tyranny of his own conscience
and from the slavery of sin and
from the fear of God’s wrath and
from the limited power of men, even
from the fear of death: “Stand fast
therefore in the liberty wherewith
Christ hath made you free and be
ye not again entangled with the
yoke of bondage”. Gal. 5,l. (Cf. Gal.
3, 24-29; 5,13-l@.
t h i s exhoration
to
Certainly
steadfastness in practicing Christian
liberty includes the demand for
every child of God to study and to
judge the doctrine and practices of
his own or anyone else’s congregation or church body, being jealous
of the honor of God, but at the same
time safeguarding
his own salvaGod holds each person retion.
sponsible for personal confession of
the Truth too, Rom. 10,lO. He warns
much, through
His prophets and
apostles, against offending His majesty or any of the “little ones which
believe in Me”. (Cf. Matt. 23,8.10.11).
Nor must we be blind to unscriptural attitudes and tendencies lest
we become partaker of other men’s
sins.
Yet, it is sad to observe that laymen who do love the Truth and true
Christian liberty, and pastors who
desire to be faithful watchmen unto
Zion, are silenced or squelched in
their testimony and efforts against
plain departures f r o m God-given
standards based upon His infallible
Word, yes, even ridiculed
and at
times dealt with in a severe manner.
It is forbidden to show dissatisfaction or to express
resentment
-

against “neo-Lutheran
doctrine and
practice” which is not only existing
today as a tendency toward liberalism in conservative circles, but definitely obtains to the d e g r e e of
proud possession and bold propagation under the guise’ of making an
influential
impact of “conservatism”
in the face of ecumenical modernism.
May our Lord and Redeemer fill
His faithful disciples anywhere and
everywhere with the sincere desire
to do His will
in spite of consequences that may hurt or harm
the human flesh and spirit.
0. G. S.
0

The Two Kingdoms
There are two kingdoms, one the
kingdom of God, the o t h e r the
kingdom
of the world.
I have
written this so often that I am surprised that there is anyone who does
not know it or note it . . . God’s
kingdom is a kingdom of grace and
mercy, not of wrath and punishment. In it there is only forgiveness,
consideration of one another, love,
service, the doing of good, peace,
joy, etc. But the kingdom of the
world is a kingdom of wrath and
severity. In it there is only punishment, repression, judgment, and condemnation, for the suppressing of
the wicked and the protection of the
good. For this reason it has the
sword, and a prince or lord is called
in Scripture God’s wrath, or God’s
rod (Isaiah 14) . . . Now he who
would confuse these two kingdoms
-as our false fanatics do-would
put wrath into God’s kingdom and
mercy into the world’s
kingdom;
and that is the same as putting the
devil in heaven and God in hell.Luther.
0
Behold, how good an.d how pleasant if is for brethren
fo dwell fogefher in unify! - Ps. 133.
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“The transgression of the wicked
saith within my heart, that there
is no fear of God before his eyes.
For he flattereth himself in his own
“One more matter, however, I feel
eyes, until his iniquity be four-id to
is essential in connection with the be hateful. The words of his mouth
third part of my paper. While we are iniquity and deceit: he hath left
are a dissenting group, in conflict
off to be wise, and to do good. He
with the Missouri Synod organizadeviseth mischief upon his bed; he
tion, we are not and should never
setteth himself in a way that is not
become a separatistic group.
We good; he abhorreth not evil. Thy
should be ever aware of our affiliamercy, 0 Lord, is in the heavens;
tion and fellowship
of faith with
and thy faithfulness reacheth unto
the Synodical Conference or that
the clouds. Thy righteousness is like
part of it which holds to its historithe great mountains; thy judgments
cal doctrinal position, and rejects the are a gr e a t deep; 0 Lord, thou
Common Confession. I hold that a preservest man and beast. How exmost essential resolution
of this
cellent is thy lovingkindness, 0 God!
group should declare that we share therefore the children of men put
the position of the Norwegian Synod
their trust under the shadow of thy
and the Wisconsin Synod in their
wings. They shall be abundantly
resolutions
rejecting
the Common
satisfied with the fatness of thy
Confession and that we will perhouse; and thou shalt make them
manently adhere to the fellowship
drink of the river of thy pleasures.
of that part of the Synodical ConferFor with thee is the fountain of
ence that takes this position.” life: in thy light shall we see light.
W. H. M., O.L.C. Proceedings, page 0 continue thy lovingkindness unto
18, 1951.
them that k n o w thee; and thy
p-0
righteousness to the upright in heart.
not the foot of pride come
S. C. Convention Meets Let
against me, and let not the hand of
the wicked remove me.”
(Continued from page 152)
Psalms 36, 1-12.
the Holy Ghost does not want them
a--to testify in that manner and under
“Consider the lillies how t h t3y
such conditions”.
grow: they toil not, they spin not;
At .this point the substitute motion
and yet I say unto you, that Solowas put to a rising vote. The count
mon in all his glory was not arrayed
showed 158 in favor and 44 opposed. like one of these. If then God so
A requested recount shcwed 154 in clothe the grass, which is today in
favor and 62 opposed.
the field, and tomorrow is cast into
B e f o r e adjournment
President
the oven; how much more will He
B r e n n e r (Wisconsin) announced:
clothe you, 0 ye of little faith?
Luke 12,27.28.
“The representatives
of the Wisconsin Synod are to meet in caucus
0
in the chapel immediately after this
“But the hour cometh, and now
session. adjourns in order to declare
is, when the true worshippers shall
their position on the adoption of the worship the Father in spirit and in
We have been
substitute motion.
truth: for the Father seeketh SUCH
patient and long-suffering,
but this
to worship Him.” John 4,23.
is a matter of conscience for us,
--0
-and therefore it will be for us to
“Blessed are they which are perdecide exactly what our future relasecuted for righteousness’ sake: for
tions to the other constituent Synods
theirs is the .kingdom of heaven.”
of the Synodical Conference shall
Matt. 5,lO.
W. H. M.
be”.

Let Us Not Be
Separatistic
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THE ORDER OF SERVICE. by
Theodore Dierks, S. T. D. Northwestern Publishing House, Milwaukee, Wis. 61 pages, 51!x71/2. Bound
in heavy paper, with attractive title
in red. Price: 50 cents.
About a generation ago, when the
interest in Lutheran
liturgies ran
high, a number of articles and books
appeared which treated the subject
of the morning service as in use in
most of the ‘Lutheran churches of
America. The Lufheran
Witness at
that time had some very enlightening articles by the well-known liturgiologist, Dr. C. Abbetmeyer. A very
comprehensive monograph was also issued by a committee of the
United Lutheran Church in America.
But these and other, important
b o o k s are practically
forgotten.
Meanwhile the liturgical movement
in various Lutheran
churches has
made great progress, and the impact
of the Una S~a.nda group has been
somewhat alarming, since it soon
showed excrescences which filled
many men with deep apprehension.
The author of this little book has
been interested in the study of the
Lutheran
liturgy,
specifically
that
of the morning service, or the ‘Holy
Communion, and has written a series of articles showing the dangers
of Romanizing teaching and practice in the worship of the Lutheran
Church.
The. book before us presents a
very appealing and enthusiastic, and
yet a very sane and sensible discussion of the entire order of morn-

ing worship. That the author points
out the dangers in the new high
church movement in the Missouri
Synod and elsewhere gives the book
additional value. We quote from the
author’s introduction:
“It is unScriptural
and therefore un-lutheran to contend that in the Lord’s
Supper
more is received than
through the preaching of the Gospel, that without the celebration of
the Lord’s Supper Christian worship
is incomplete, or that Christian worship first reaches its climax in such
celebration.
That is a thoroughly
.Roman Catholic conception of the
Lord’s Supper.-This
study of the
Common Order of Service has been
prepared in order that the members
of our congregations may know the
real and deep meaning of their liturgy and thus be truly edified in
the Christian faith. In our Liturgy
there is a stately dignity
and a
heavenly grandeur which truly inspires and elevates. Here the words
of Jesus are fulfilled: ‘The hour cometh, and now. is, when the true worshippers shall worship the Father
in spirit and in truth.’ John 4:23.”
We urge our ,readers, pastors and
laymen alike, to get a Copy of this
valuable book. The pastor will read
it with profit ~0 himself and will.undoubtedly derive value for ‘instruction of his confirmands, , together
with material for talks before various church groups. And every lay-’
man will have a better insight, into
the liturgical heritage of the Lutheran Church and a better appreciation of his participation
in the Sunday worship.
P. E. Kretzmann.
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