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OFFICIAL ORGAN 
of the

Concordia Lutheran Conference

To show, on the basis of Scrip
ture, what true Christians are to believe 
and how, out of love for their Savior 
Jesus Christ, they are to lead godly lives.

To furnish aids for Bible study and 
articles for Scriptural devotion and medi
tation.

To demonstrate, by our Scriptural 
stand, that our Concordia Lutheran 
Conference is not a sect or a false 
church, but that the congregations which 
form it confess, teach, and practice the 
Word of God in its full truth and purity 
and use the Sacraments according to 
Christ's institution. All who do this are 
the true visible Church on earth.

To seek out all who truly share our 
Scriptural position in doctrine and prac
tice, and to urge the mutual public ack
nowledgment of such God-given unity. 
Thus we shall be able thereafter to prac
tice a God-pleasing fellowship with them.

To show that we do not have 
among us a mixture of divergent 
teachings but that we are "perfectly 
joined together in the same mind and in 
the same judgment."

To set forth pertinent historical infor
mation which has a bearing upon the 
Church and to expose modern phil
osophical thought and the so-called 
scientific theories which contradict the 
Word of God.

To expose particularly the false 
teaching and practice of the various so- 
called "Lutheran" church bodies by 
comparing their teachings and practices 
with what is plainly recorded in the Word 
of God, in the Lutheran Confessions, and 
in the old orthodox Lutheran writings.

To expose false teaching and prac
tice wherever it makes its appearance 
and to keep abreast of the current 
happenings in the church and among the 
nations as signs of the times.

To be truthful and factual in our 
reporting and freely to correct any 
misinformation of which we are not 
aware and which has been called to our 
attention. Also to clarify any information 
or statement of doctrine or practice which 
may be unclear to our readers or which 
may create a wrong impression.

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE:
To set forth in simple and plain lan

guage the pure doctrine of God's Word 
as taught by the true Lutheran Church in 
full accordance with the Book of 
Concord of 1580 and the Brief 
Statement of 1932.
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The angels were created by God sometime during the six days of Crea
tion. They are not eternal, omnipresent, and omniscient, since these at
tributes belong to God alone. They are, however, of great number 
(Daniel 7:10; Matt. 26:53; Heb. 12:22) and possess great power - they 
“excel in strength" (Ps. 103:20). From our Sunday School Lessons we

St. Michael’s and All Angels’ Day is observed in the Lutheran Church 
(see Lutheran Hymnal, page 92, also hymns 254-257) not in order that 
we might worship the angels or the archangel Michael. Obviously that 
would be idolatry. Moreover, Michael and the holy angels reject such 
worship. In chapter 22 of Revelation the Apostle John writes, “And I 
John saw these things, and heard them. And when I had heard and 
seen, I fell down to worship before the feet of the angel which showed 
me these things. Then saith he unto me, See thou do it not: for I am thy 
fellowservant, and of thy brethren the prophets, and of them which keep 
the sayings of this book: worship God" (w. 8,9).

Michael is the name of the archangel of the Lord. He is referred to sev
eral times in Holy Writ. In the 10th chapter of Daniel it is stated, “But 
the prince of the kingdom of Persia withstood me one and twenty days: 
but, lo, Michael, one of the chief princes, came to help me" (10:13). 
Then in v. 21, “There is none that holdeth with me in these things, but 
Michael your prince. ” Again in chapter 12, “And at that time shall Mi
chael stand up, the great prince which standeth for the children of thy 
people" (v. 1). Turning to the New Testament we read in the Epistle of 
Jude, “Yet Michael the archangel, when contending with the devil he 
disputed about the body of Moses, durst not bring against him a railing 
accusation, but said, the Lord rebuke thee” (v. 9). And finally, in the 
last book of the Bible we are told, “And there was war in heaven: Mi
chael and his angels fought against the dragon; and the dragon fought 
and his angels, and prevailed not; neither was their place found any 
more in heaven” (Rev. 12:7-8).
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remember the various examples showing the great might and power of 
the holy angels (II Kings 19:35; Dan. 6:22).

While the holy angels are spirits and therefore invisible, they can, 
whenever God so wills, assume visible form. This is clearly shown us 
in the Scriptures, for example, in the presence of Abraham (Gen. 18); 
Lot (Gen. 19); Zacharias (Luke 1:11); Mary (Luke 1:26-28); the shep
herds (Luke 2:9); the women at the grave of Christ (Luke 24:4); etc.

The holy angels can no longer sin and fall away since they are con
firmed in their bliss. The Lord Jesus says, “that in heaven their angels 
do always behold the face of My Father which is in heaven ” (Matt. 
18:10). And when the Savior bursts forth in the clouds of heaven on 
that Last Day the Bible tells us that He will come “/w His glory, and all 
the holy angels with Him ” (Matt. 25:31).

How often we believers in Christ experience the presence of the holy 
angels without even being aware of it. The Lord is ever mindful of His 
own! He sends His messengers to serve His dear children through faith 
in Christ Jesus. The Psalmist writes, “Because thou hast made the Lord, 
which is my Refuge, even the most High, thy habitation; There shall no 
evil befall thee, neither shall any plague come nigh thy dwelling. For 
He shall give His angels charge over thee, to keep thee in all thy ways. 
They shall bear thee up in their hands, lest thou dash thy foot against a 
stone” (Ps. 91:9-12). Only those who have repented of their sins and 
cast themselves upon the mercy of our dear heavenly Father who re
vealed that love beyond all comprehension in sending forth His only 
begotten Son to be our Savior from sin, death and hell - only they are 
the ones who have made the Lord their Refuge and receive and enjoy 
such gracious protection of the holy angels. Are they not all minister
ing spirits, sent forth to minister for them who shall be heirs of salva
tion?” (Heb. 1:14). Just call to mind merely a few of the many exam
ples in Holy Writ where the believers enjoyed the help and protection of 
the holy angels. Lot was delivered from the wicked cities of Sodom and 
Gomorrah by the angels who led them to safety (Gen. 19); the three 
men in the fiery furnace enjoyed the protection of the angel (Dan. 3); 
when Daniel was thrown into the lions’ den, he was protected from 
harm by the angel who closed their mouths (Dan. 6); the Prophet Elijah 
was provided with something to eat by the angel of the Lord (I Kings 
19); the angel delivered the Apostle Peter after he had been put into 
prison by King Herod (Acts 12).
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The convention itself began on Friday, June 22nd, with a service of 
convocation at 9:30 a.m. The local pastor served as liturgist; and the 
Conference President, the Rev. M. L. Natterer, preached an edifying 
keynote sermon on the basis of I Corinthians 3:16-17, taking as his 
theme: “Know Ye Not that Ye Are the Temple of God?” He divided his 
message into two parts, namely, I. The Wondrous Comfort we have in 
this precious truth, and also II. An Earnest Warning against spuming 
His grace.

San Antonio, Texas, was the site of the Golden Anniversary Conven
tion of the Concordia Lutheran Conference under gloriously sunny 
skies as delegates and visitors from across the country gathered in cele
bration of fifty years of blessed unity in His precious Word under the 
gracious hand of God. Hosting this historic convention on the last 
weekend in June was Holy Scripture Ev. Lutheran Church of Wind
crest, the Rev. E. R. Stallings, Pastor. Since the pastors and quite a few 
lay delegates and visitors had arrived already the previous Monday to 
attend the Pastoral Conference on June 19th and 20th, the members of 
Holy Scripture were busy all week providing loving hospitality to many 
of the guests in their homes and to all of them in the church’s basement 
fellowship hall for sumptuous meals each and every day. On Thursday, 
June 21st, the Conference Board of Directors held its annual business 
meeting to preview the convention agenda and to draft recommenda
tions for special consideration of the delegates in convention assem
bled.

This blessed teaching of Scripture should encourage us to thank and 
praise our dear heavenly Father by leading a holy and God-pleasing life. 
For if we return to a life of sin and ungodliness, we drive the holy an
gels away from us and allow the evil angel, the devil, to have his way. 
We therefore pray with Luther, “Let Thy holy angel be with me, that 
the wicked foe may have no power over me. Amen.”
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Following the service, the first session was called to order with a brief 
devotion conducted by the President. During this first session, ad hoc 
convention committees were appointed; the delegates were officially 
seated; and the assembled convention heard the Annual Report of the 
President. In it President Natterer briefly capsulized the activities of the 
Conference throughout the year and his duties in particular. Following 
that report, the convention stood in recess for the noon meal.

The afternoon session opened with a brief devotion conducted by Pastor 
Bloedel of Seattle, Washington. This session was then highlighted by 
the presentation of the HISTORICAL ESSAY, delivered by Pastor David 
T. Mensing of Oak Forest, Illinois. This essay, centered on the forma
tion of the parent body of our present conference, was the third in a se
ries of historical retrospectives leading up to this Golden Anniversary 
Convention. The essay chronicled with documentation how our 
“fathers” were compelled in 1951, in obedience to God’s Word in Ro
mans 16:17, to “avoid” the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod, having 
“marked" it as a heterodox church body. The first part treated the rea
sons for the formation of the Orthodox Lutheran Conference, in par
ticular the steady deterioration of the doctrine and practice of the Mis
souri Synod and its refusal to heed admonition; the second part, how 
and when the Conference was formed, namely, as the result of an invi
tation to meet, issued to all who signed the Confession of Faith drafted 
by the St. Louis Study Club; and the third part, reaction to and results 
from the formation of the Conference, both negative in the persecution 
that ensued, and positive in the peace and unity that our brethren en
joyed after having been delivered from the tyranny of heterodoxy and 
hierarchy. In connection with the essay, archival documents were dis
tributed as evidentiary exhibits for reference and study by the delegates 
and visitors. The essay was interspersed with and followed by lively 
and edifying discussion on the floor and was unanimously adopted with 
thanks to the essayist, with gratitude to the God of all grace for having 
created among us the true unity of the Spirit and having sustained our 
Conference in and through His pure Word now for fifty years, and with 
the prayer that He would continue graciously to preserve it for many 
years to come. The motion was unanimously carried, and the assembled 
delegates and visitors rose to sing the Common Doxology. The conven
tion also authorized the printing of this essay in the Concordia Lu
theran.
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Following the historical essay, a recommendation from the Board of Di
rectors was heard concerning proposed subsidy of the Evangelical Lu
theran Church of Yekaterinburg, Russia, inasmuch as this congregation 
and its pastor have declared their fellowship with our Conference. Ac
tion on the recommendation was tabled until after the report of the 
Committee on Lutheran Union. The Treasurer's Report concerning the 
past fiscal year, given by Victor K. Bloedel, was then heard and 
adopted, as was also his Initial Report of the Finance Committee with 
its preliminary proposed budget for fiscal year 2001-2002.

Then followed the Report of the Committee on Lutheran Union by Pas
tor Paul R. Bloedel, its chairman, who highlighted its efforts under the 
Lord’s blessings toward Godpleasing fraternal relations with the Fel
lowship of Lutheran Congregations as a body, with Pastor Edward 
Worley and his congregation in Anaheim, California, and with Pastor 
Roman G. Schurganoff and his flock in Russia. Most of his report con
cerned the latter effort, which culminated in the declaration of full 
agreement with us in doctrine and practice by Pastor Schurganoff and 
his congregation and ultimately in the recommendation of the Board 
referred to above. Following the report, the recommendation of the 
Board was unanimously adopted, as well as several other actions to 
support the brethren in Russia.

Pastor Ross Mahan then summarized on behalf of the Committee on 
Missions its work during the past year, as well as the consistent witness 
to the truth of God’s Word by our members individually and collec
tively and the testimony of the official “voices” of the Conference web 
site and of its official organ, the Concordia Lutheran. The committee’s 
only specific recommendation was for the continuation of “home mis
sions” subsidy for St. Stephen’s in Wilmot, South Dakota.

The Saturday morning session was opened with a devotion conducted 
by Pastor David G. Redlin of Tucson. Thereupon Pastor Paul R. Bloe
del of Seattle began his DOCTRINAL ESSAY entitled “The Work of the 
Holy Ghost”. In a brief introduction, the essayist tied the subject matter 
of this essay to the occasion of the 50th anniversary of our Conference 
by the fact that in the Missouri Synod, from whence our Conference 
sprang in 1951, the people are seldom thoroughly taught the sound doc
trine of God’s Word; and thus the work of the Holy Ghost is hindered
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Before the noon hour, the convention heard the Report of the Editorial 
Committee. The chairman, Pastor E. R. Stallings, reported on the work 
of preparing the Concordia Lutheran for publication every two months 
in the Conference’s ongoing effort to spread the Word of God by which

among them and the leaven of heterodoxy continues to grow until the 
truth is barely recognizable. In the first part of the essay, the essayist 
briefly but thoroughly reviewed the work of the Holy Ghost through the 
Means of Grace which God has entrusted to us in their purity to use 
faithfully in our midst. In the second part of the essay, Pastor Bloedel 
pointed out specific evidences of the Holy Ghost’s work in every aspect 
of our Conference’s program and in the unity and fellowship and com
pletely brotherly attitude of both pastors and laymen as they work to
gether to edify one another with the Word and to spread its precious 
light to others. Growth merely in numbers is not the measure of the 
Holy Ghost’s activity, but the edification of the body of Christ, the 
kingdom of God within us, through His precious, pure, unadulterated 
Means of Grace. The first part of the essay was enthusiastically re
ceived as very informative and edifying, and was accompanied with 
lively discussion and wide participation on the part of the delegates and 
visitors.

Before the lunch hour, the Report of the Committee on Theological 
Education was heard and discussed. It highlighted the committee’s ef
forts during the past year to facilitate the student’s housing in San Anto
nio, its recommendation that the Conference underwrite a catastrophic 
medical insurance plan for the student, its intention more closely to 
manage the seminary’s library collection and the Seminary Bookstore 
in conjunction with Scriptural Publications, and the happy prospect of a 
future student in the person of Mr. Wyatt-James McIntyre of Calgary, 
Alberta, who is presently planning to join our sister congregation in 
Oak Forest after a review course in Christian doctrine and thereafter to 
apply for matriculation into our seminaiy program. Following immedi
ately upon the CTE’s report was the Seminary Instructor’s Interest Re
port by Pastor E. R. Stallings, the 3rd year instructor. The report briefly 
summarized the course work and activities carried out during the third 
full year of the program. The convention then also heard the Seminary 
Student's Interest Report by Seminarian Paul E. Bloedel, who gave an 
interesting and informative summary of his courses and activities dur
ing the past academic year in San Antonio.
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our precious unity is strengthened and preserved, and on which our fel
lowship is based. He cited the new cooperative relationship between the 
Editorial Committee and Scriptural Publications in the timely produc
tion and appearance of our Concordia Lutheran, noted with gratitude 
the countless hours of donated time and work on the part of volunteers 
to accomplish this, and highlighted several issues of the Concordia Lu
theran for their specially edifying content. Finally, he briefly also cited 
the fine work of the Book and Tract Editor, Pastor Natterer, in review
ing materials submitted to him for screening and approval prior to print
ing by Scriptural Publications.

In the afternoon, following a devotion led by Pastor David T. Mensing 
of Oak Forest, Illinois, the convention heard the Report of the Publish
ing House Board of Control, which regulates Scriptural Publications, 
the publishing arm of our Conference. Pastor Mensing, the chairman, 
presented an overview of the successes achieved under God by our pub
lishing house in providing orthodox and edifying material in print for 
the consumption of our people and, of special note this year, the reprint
ing of two devotional books by Alfred Doerffler, namely, The Yoke 
Made Easy and The Burden Made Light. The chairman noted in particu
lar the able and invaluable assistance of Pastor M. L. Natterer, the Book 
and Tract Editor, for his prompt and thorough review of projects requir
ing prior approval before publication and for his diligence in giving 
such projects a high priority on his busy schedule. The Board of Control 
also acknowledged with special thanks the selflessness of several breth
ren in particular, whose help, both in terms of time and money, contrib
uted under the Lord’s blessing to the success of our publishing efforts. 
The report concluded with a forward look at publishing projects 
planned for the near future, as well as the anticipated expansion of 
Scriptural Publications’ ability to print, bind, and disseminate orthodox 
books and materials and eventually to become fiscally self-supporting. 
Thereupon, the Business Manager of Scriptural Publications, Mr. Phil
lip R. Martin, presented his report on the financial aspects of the pub
lishing house.

Then followed the Report of the Committee to Review the President’s 
Report, the Report of the Auditing Committee, and the Further Report 
of the Finance Committee Concerning the Budget, which had been re
vised since the committee’s initial report on Friday to include the sup
port authorized for the congregation in Russia and for the study of Eng-
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lish by Pastor Schurganoff and by one of his faithful members, Mr. Ser
gei Solovyov. The convention also unanimously passed a formal resolu
tion drafted by the Resolutions Committee encouraging all the congre
gations to stand behind the Conference’s subsidy of these brethren. 
Then followed the Election of Officers and Standing Committees for 
2001-2002. The following were elected:

BOARD MEMBERS-AT-LARGE:
Midwest—Mr. JC Perry 
Far West— Mr. John Okamoto

EDITORIAL COMMITTEE: Pastor Stallings, C. L. 
Editor; Pastor Natterer, Book and Tract Editor; 
and Mr. John Steinke, Lay Member.

COMMITTEE ON LUTHERAN UNION: Pastor 
Bloedel, Chairman; Pastor Mensing; Pastor 
Stallings; and Mr. Robert Bloedel.

COMMITTEE ON THEOLOGICAL EDUCA
TION: Pastor Dierking, Chairman; Pastor 
Mensing; Mr. Stephen Bloedel; and Mr. Phillip 
Martin.

COMMITTEE ON MISSIONS: Pastor Mahan, 
Chairman; Pastor Redlin; Mr. Gary Ruzic; Mr. 
Dan Bloedel; and Mr. Paul Natterer.

FINANCE COMMITTEE: Mr. Victor Bloedel, 
Chairman; Mr. Mark Mensing; Mr. John 
Steinke; and Mr. JC Perry.
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At the Sunday morning service, the host pastor again served as liturgist, 
and Pastor Mark W. Dierking of Wilmot, South Dakota, preached the 
sermon on Romans 8:14-17. His theme was: How the Spirit of God 
Himself Wields the Sword of the Spirit in our Lives. I. He does so 
first by testifying that we are indeed the sons of God, the Spirit wield
ing His Sword in us in such a way that our hearts are pierced, our 
thoughts and intents guided by Him alone through His precious Word; 
and II. That same Spirit, using that same Sword, assures us of victory in 
both life and death. Delegates and visitors from the congregations of 
our fellowship then partook of the Lord’s Supper together as guests of 
Holy Scripture Congregation —for the remission of their sins, for the 
strengthening of their faith and of their walk in sanctification, and in 
testimony of their blessed unity in the Word of their Savior.

PUBLISHING HOUSE BOARD OF CONTROL:
Pastor Mensing, Chairman; Mr. Phillip Martin, 
Business Manager; and Mr. Raymond Kusumi, 
Print Shop Manager.

After a sumptuous dinner, sessions reconvened with a devotion con
ducted by Pastor Mahan of Jackson, Michigan, after which Pastor Bloe- 
del presented the final portion of his essay on The Work of the Holy 
Ghost — with special reference to the future of our Conference. In this 
portion, the essayist pointed out that our Conference will be and remain 
a strong fellowship in the Gospel and beacon of the truth only so long 
as our congregations and their members, young and old, are carefully 
instructed in the doctrines of God’s Word and have the Word of Christ 
dwelling in them richly. The essayist pointed out that the downfall of 
the Missouri Synod and the other synods that once constituted the Syn
odical Conference of our brethren could easily be traced to lack of 
teaching in the local congregations. Thus, when the inroads of hetero
doxy became apparent, the average layman (and even many of the pas
tors themselves) were unable to identify them and were totally incom
petent to controvert them. The churches were lukewarm at best, despis
ing instruction in the Word of God, despising even the discussion of 
doctrine and practice. The congregations of our Conference, on the 
other hand, are by God’s grace well-nourished in the Word and doc
trine; and well they must continue to be if they are to remain viable, if 
their members are to remain spiritually alive and a salt in the earth, and
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The convention adjourned with the customary closing devotion led by 
President Natterer. It had been a most brotherly and constructive meet
ing, as well as a joyful celebration of fifty years of God’s grace in the 
fellowship of His precious Truth; and the delegates and visitors re
turned to their respective homes edified by the Spirit in His Word and 
strengthened by the Holy Sacrament of their Savior’s body and blood, 
encouraged by the good and pleasant fellowship that He had mercifully 
created and graciously preserved among them, and determined by His

Concluding the business of the convention, the delegates first witnessed 
a demonstration of how the archived collection of Orthodox Lutheran 
and Concordia Lutheran articles from 1951 to the present, stored on 
CD’s, could be accessed and used. The single-CD version has all the 
articles accessible for reading on-screen and for printing out, while the 
two-CD version includes a “search engine” which permits the user to 
enter a key word or expression and locate every article in which that 
word or expression appears — a wonderful tool for a searching student 
of the Scriptures. Both versions are available from Scriptural Publica
tions.

Next followed the Final Report of the Finance Committee and adoption 
of the 2001-2002 Fiscal Budget, the Final Report of the Resolutions 
Committee, the Final Report of the Committee on Registration and Ex
cuses and the Report of the Conference Statistician, Mr. Raymond Ku- 
sumi, who was reappointed to that post with the thanks of the conven
tion.

The convention also unanimously accepted the gracious invitation of St. 
John’s Lutheran Church of Lebanon, Oregon, to host the 51st Annual 
Convention (June 28, 29 and 30, 2002), immediately preceded as usual 
by the Plenary Pastoral Conference on June 25 and 26, and the Board 
of Directors Meeting on June 27th. Our people are encouraged NOW AL
READY to mark these dates on their calendars so that they can plan ahead 
to attend.

heirs of eternal life, kept in the one true faith unto salvation. — 
Following spirited and fruitful discussion of this section, this edifying 
essay was adopted with thanks to the essayist, subject to polish and the 
usual subsequent review by the praesidium, and it was authorized there
upon to be serialized in the Concordia Lutheran.
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The Rev. David T. Mensing, Pastor □ Peace Ev. Lutheran Church, 
Oak Forest, Illinois

grace to “keep the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace ” (Ephesians 
4:3) in faithfulness to the precious “Word of God, which liveth and abi- 
deth forever ” (I Peter 1:23).

[Editor’s Note: The following is the first installment of the serializa
tion of the Historical Essay delivered to the fiftieth annual convention 
of the Concordia Lutheran Conference.]

Respectfully submitted, 
Rev. David T. Mensing, Secretary

In June, 1950, the unthinkable happened! At its Milwaukee convention, 
the Missouri Synod of C. F. W. Walther, August Graebner, Franz 
Pieper, Ludwig Fuerbringer, Theodore Engelder and other stalwart de
fenders of the truth and watchmen on Zion’s walls sold its birthright of 
orthodoxy, of purity of doctrine and faithful Scriptural practice, for the 
spiritual “pottage ” of union without unity! It forsook both the standard 
and spirit of the Brief Statement of 1932 in order to effect a sham fel
lowship with the patently heterodox American Lutheran Church, and it 
did so deliberately, deceptively, and wantonly! It traded the rock-solid 

“foundation of the apostles and prophets” (Ephesians 2:20) for the
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The battle lines were drawn in what the general public saw as a replay 
of David versus Goliath, in this instance the ill-conceived plan of a few 
skinny lads to take on the juggernaut of the Missouri Synod with a bag 
of smooth stones and some crude slingshots (I Samuel 17:40). No mat
ter that the shepherd boys —many of them young and inexperienced 
pastors— were standing up to the giant “in the Name of the Lord of 
hosts" (v. 45), did they really think they had a chance?? The spectators 
along the sidelines (which included the vast majority of the rank-and- 
file pastors and laymen of Synod, who weren’t about to get personally 
involved in the carnage) had evidently forgotten how the original battle 
played out under the mighty hand of God! —But who would join the 
fray when all was said and done? What would be the end result for the 
Synod, particularly if its leadership lost the battle and had to backtrack 
over its apparent victory in Milwaukee? And what would be the end re
sult for the feisty challengers if they lost in their attempt to rescue the 
orthodoxy of Walther’s heritage?? There were two foreseeable out
comes at opposite ends of the spectrum: There was the hopeful outcome 
envisioned by the challengers, namely, that the liberal element — 
including the original and subsequent signers of A Statement and their 
sympathizers, who were happy to sacrifice purity of doctrine and prac
tice for the sake of outward union— would realize that their efforts 
would be repulsed and would therefore leave the synod to join those 
with whom they were of like mind; ... and there was the “quiet” out
come anticipated as a “sure thing” by the officials of Synod, namely, 
that the conservatives —evidently by this time a dwindling minority 
within Synod— would tire of the battle, cut their losses, humble them
selves appropriately before Synod’s officials, and learn to “go along” in

quagmires of indifferentism, rationalism, relativism, and unionism. 
And, by its majority voice-vote adoption of the Common Confession 
over the written and oral objections of concerned members —in viola
tion of its own constitution which required unanimity in matters of doc
trine— the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod established heterodoxy as 
its official position, for the record! It no longer merely tolerated error 
(which in itself is a mark of heterodoxy), but it sanctioned and em
braced error by laying its foundation upon a false confessional plat
form; and it left those who, by God’s grace, were able to recognize, yea, 
to “mark" its unionistic character, those who desired still to continue in 
their Savior’s Word and to be His disciples indeed, no legitimate alter
native in the light of Romans 16:17 but to leave it!
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In concerted opposition, the “study clubs” immediately organized offi
cial public resistance to this effort. They first studied carefully the pro

While passive challengers were found just about everywhere —in small 
numbers, of course— men who recognized the symptoms of creeping 
heterodoxy in the Missouri Synod and its willingness to betray the 
staunch position of the orthodox fathers, men who seemed willing at 
least to give “moral support” to those who were ready to get bloody for 
the sake of the truth— there were chiefly two enclaves from which the 
active “orthodox” operatives boldly launched their smooth, flat stones. 
They were known as “study clubs,” informally organized groups of pas
tors and laymen, originally intended to assess the damage caused by the 
Statementarians in 1945 and to push the synodical president to exer
cise the doctrinal discipline required of him in order to get the notorious 
A Statement repented of and retracted. Many other matters were also 
discussed and examined in the sessions of these “study clubs”; and the 
new liberal trend within the Synod became increasingly manifest, as 
scarcely a meeting was held in which evidence of the progressive dete
rioration of the Missouri Synod’s doctrine and practice did not continue 
to mount up.

order to “get along,” rather than destroy the precious church body with 
their theological “pickiness.”

The chief activity in this effort was carried out by the Lutheran Study 
Club of St. Louis, Missouri —right under the noses of the Synod’s hi
erarchy— and the Chicago Study Club, which met in Oak Park, Illi
nois, a western suburb of the city. These “study clubs” realized, of 
course, by 1947 already, that their initial efforts had been largely in 
vain; for the praesidium of the Synod had unilaterally entered into an 
Agreement with the Statementarians (otherwise known as the Fort 
Wayne Declaration) according to which A Statement could be 
“withdrawn” from discussion without being “retracted” as setting forth 
false doctrine. On the other hand, the liberals, confident of their safety 
because of Synod’s refusal to discipline public false teachers in its 
midst, regarded the door now “open” to union negotiations with the 
American Lutheran Church in spite of unresolved doctrinal differences 
between the two bodies. They therefore set about unhindered to draft 
the craftily-worded Common Confession to that end, intending to sub
mit it to the Missouri Synod for adoption at its 1950 Milwaukee con
vention.
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posed wording of the Common Confession, analyzing its deliberately 
vague language to identify the doctrinal compromises inherent in it. 
They then wrote and published numerous articles and distributed hun
dreds of tracts in an effort to alert both pastors and laymen throughout 
the Synod to the pitfalls being laid for them. Finally, they submitted, 
not in the names of the study clubs themselves (since they were unoffi
cial bodies) but over the signatures of their pastoral and leading lay 
members (and in several cases also with the approval of their congrega
tions) official memorials of protest to the Synod in convention assem
bled, urging the delegates to reject the Common Confession. These me
morials appeared both in the official Book of Reports and Memorials 
and in the post-convention Proceedings, standing to this very day as 
ample evidence that the protests were in fact filed. But what did they 
accomplish? In a word: Nothing!

How did it come about that the Missouri Synod was able successfully to 
repel all these attacks upon its theological integrity? How could it be 
that bold, public protest had virtually no effect upon the Missouri 
Synod as a church body? How was it possible that, after all the public
ity given to the official toleration of error by the officials of the Synod, 
no one held it to account? And how is it that the Lutheran Church- 
Missouri Synod STILL TODAY is able to ignore the voices that witness 
against it?

The answers to these questions only CONFIRM the body’s heterodoxy — 
persistent, entrenched false doctrine and practice, coupled with the stub
born rejection of all correction and steadfast refusal to repent. The 
Synod engaged then (and still engages) in organized resistance to ad
monition in a pattern of intransigence characterized by six effective tac
tics: 1) The officials of the Synod simply turned a deaf ear to the pro
testers — as if they had never spoken (or written) anything, as if what 
they had said (or written) was not worthy of anyone’s serious attention, 
as if the protesters were either theological imbeciles or theological 
“quacks”. 2) The officials of the Synod derailed those protests which it 
could not ignore — ruling them “out of order” on the floor of confer
ences and conventions, committing them to a parliamentary “dead end” 
in a tabling maneuver, or sending them for “further study” to a commit
tee from which they would never re-emerge. 3) The officials of the 
Synod “rewarded” those who, out of deference to the “greater good,” 
the good of the Synod, that is, and the supposed “good” of their people,
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agreed to keep quiet and to leave the issue of concern to those who had 
the interests of the Synod at heart, namely, to the synodical insiders 
themselves. 4) The officials of the Synod blatantly threatened protest
ing pastors with ousters, with eviction from their parsonages, and even 
with bodily harm if they did not cease their protest activities. 5) The 
officials of the Synod flagrantly invaded the sovereign congregations of 
protesting pastors, particularly of those who were teaching their people 
how to mark its heterodoxy for themselves, and demanded their ouster 
from the pastoral office, claiming as the reason their supposed (and, of 
course, undocumented) “unfaithfulness” to official duties. 6) The offi
cials of the Synod, through its legal department, used as a last resort the 
power of the civil courts to enforce its hierarchical strong-arm tactics, 
not hesitating to bring suit against faithful pastors, their members, and 
their congregations. ALL of these tactics were employed from time to 
time in case after case, and ample documentation exists to prove it.

Yet, by the grace of God and enabled by His strength "made perfect in 
weakness” (II Corinthians 12:9), there were some who did not shrink 
back from the flames of adversity, who were not intimidated by the li
ons’ roar, who counted the loss of house and home, yea, even of life it
self, a small price to pay to keep their theological integrity! They knew 
full well that protests in the form of mere words availed but little in an 
atmosphere of blatant heterodoxy. And they were ready, with the help 
of God, to stand individually and all alone, if necessary, to face with 
Daniel of old the “Council of Presidents,” to refuse homage to the

Is it any wonder then that there were few if any tangible results from the 
protests of orthodox pastors and laymen? Is it any wonder that the 
voices of most of those who protested suddenly became quiet? Is it any 
wonder that many of those who initially entertained the thought of leav
ing the Synod changed their minds and decided instead to “stay in and 
fight”? Is it any wonder that those who “stayed in” soon found their 
“sound and fury” to signify NOTHING — both to themselves and to oth
ers? Is it any wonder that those who once had “marked” the Missouri 
Synod as heterodox but who refused to “avoid” it soon became so leav
ened that they could no longer even see the problems with its doctrine 
and practice that early on were so obvious?
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Seizing upon the potential opportunity before him, Mr. H. A. Strumpier, 
an attorney and a member of the St. Louis Study Club, personally took 
it upon himself to arrange a meeting of the signatories, with the inten
tion of organizing a functioning group of likeminded brethren for their 
mutual support and for their mutual faithful testimony to the truth. Pas
tor George Schweikert and St. John’s Ev. Lutheran Church of Okabena, 
Minnesota, graciously consented to host such a meeting in their facili
ties; and on July 11, 1951, a letter went out “To all who subscribed to 
the Confession of Faith.” It read in part as follows:

Consequently, when the Synod rebuffed all their protests and rejected 
all the memorials of the Chicago Study Club to the Milwaukee conven
tion, the Lutheran Study Club of St. Louis drafted and disseminated in 
November 1950 its Confession of Faith Professed and Practiced by 
All True Lutherans. And many pastors, professors, and laymen found 
themselves in duty bound to be counted as “true Lutherans” and to sign 
that orthodox confession. Initially seventy-four pastors and professors 
of the Missouri Synod endorsed it, together with forty-five laymen who 
were not content to let the pastors stand alone. Subsequently, even some 
pastors of the Wisconsin and Norwegian Synods signed it as well. And 
the fact that these individuals were now no longer anonymous “silent 
witnesses” to the truth but names that could be COUNTED (and hopefully 
also counted ON) made it possible for this identifiable group to be con
tacted and for those of like mind to be encouraged to back up their sig
natures with their ACTIONS.

Golden Image of synodical affiliation, and to be outnumbered with 
Elijah on Mt. Carmel for the Lord’s sake. They were not intimidated! 
There simply was no excuse for disobedience to the Word of God. 
'Avoid them" (Romans 16:17) does not mean “Stay in and fight.” 
"Reject a heretic after the first and second admonition” (Titus 3:10) 
does not mean “Continue to protest.” "A little leaven leaveneth the 
whole lump" (Galatians 5:9) does not mean that a “confessional” testi
mony will clean up a "whited sepulchre full of dead men’s 
bones" (Matthew 23:27). "Confess Me before men" (Luke 12:8) does 
not mean that one can claim to be in a true STATE OF CONFESSION over 
against a heterodox church body and, at the same time, practice fellow
ship with the enemies of the truth, support their cause financially, and 
refuse to entertain the thought of separation!
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Dr. P. E. Kretzmann. Cuba, MO
Pastor Wallace H. McLaughlin. Pittsburgh, PA
Pastor Walter R. Buhl, Springfield. MN
Pastor George Schweikert, Okabena, MN
Pastor Herbert F. Koehlinger, Detroit, MI
Pastor Melvin L. Natterer, Lansing, IL
Pastor S. J. Schleef, Alta, IA
Pastor A. T. Kretzmann, Crete, IL
Pastor Gustav Schupmann, Chesterfield. MO 
Pastor Otto G. Schupmann, Minneapolis, MN 
Pastor Francis Q. Schupmann, Frazee, MN

Dr. P. E. Kretzmann served as chairman for the two-day meeting, and 
Pastor Walter R. Buhl served as secretary. The meeting began with a 
worship service in which Dr. Kretzmann preached on Ezekiel 13:1-16

You are herewith heartily invited to attend a meeting for all 
who subscribed to the Confession of Faith published by the 
Lutheran Study Club of St. Louis. Please bring with you a 
layman of your congregation.

Time of meeting: September 25-26, 1951. Place: Okabena, 
Minn. The location of Okabena is described on the reverse 
side of this page.

Purpose of the meeting: Jude 3. 1. Organize a conservative 
group on the general basis of Part I of the Confession of 
Faith. 2. Arrange to use our mission moneys for the support 
of those only who by confession and conduct adhere to the 
Brief Statement position. 3. Provide for the publication of a 
general church periodical to serve the group in all ways. 4. 
Declare our willingness to dissolve the group whenever the 
present Missouri Synod organization returns to the Brief 
Statement position, especially when it rejects the 1945 Chi
cago Statement and the 1950 Common Confession and 
causes the individual adherents of these documents to reject 
them or expels such adherents from membership in the 
Synod.

Pastor H. D. Mensing. Tinley Park, IL
Pastor C. Bramscher, Alpha, MN
Pastor Albert M. Schupmann, Plymouth, NE
Pastor E. C. Hallstein. Corona, SD
Pastor P. R. Bloedel, Wilmot, SD
Mr. H. A. Strumpier. St. Louis, MO
Mr. Fred J. Niebruegge, Clayton, MO
Mr. William Koslowske, St. Louis, MO
Mr. Warren H. Osterloh, St. Louis, MO
Mr. O. E. Reimnitz, St. Louis, MO
Mr. Emil L. Weis, Winter Haven, FL

(Signed) Geo. Schweikert 
Okabena, Minn.

Sixteen pastors and six laymen attended the meeting and registered 
their names. For the sake of a complete record, they are listed below:
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b) A plan to publish an official organ to be known as The Or
thodox Lutheran.

c) Adoption of Articles of Agreement which were, for the pre
sent, to serve as the nucleus and framework for an eventual permanent 
constitution for the Conference.

a) Acknowledgment that both the Wisconsin and Norwegian 
Synods had rejected the Common Confession.

The organizational portion of the meeting first centered on the adoption 
of principles granting the privilege to speak on the floor of the meeting. 
Those Missouri Synod pastors who had signed the Confession of Faith 
were given the privilege to speak, as were pastors from the Wisconsin 
and Norwegian Synods, since it was a further purpose of the meeting to 
ascertain their position. Others were invited to attend as observers.

Special resolutions adopted by the initial meeting of the Conference in
cluded the following:

The most important matter on the agenda was the Confession of Faith 
Professed and Practiced by All True Lutherans. All participants ex
pressed their unqualified agreement with Part I (concerning the Con
fessional Standard —The Bible, the Symbols, the Brief Statement, and 
the antithesis regarding the rejection of the A.L.C.’s Doctrinal Declara
tion and Doctrinal Affirmation, as well as the Common Confession of 
1950). With reference to Part n (concerning the main reasons for form
ing a dissenting group), the participants agreed that there was no dissent 
on those “Twelve Points.”

with his theme: “Ezekiel’s Message for These Trying Times.” Several 
essays were delivered, focusing and elaborating upon the agenda items 
announced in the letter of invitation: Pastor McLaughlin spoke “On the 
purpose of the meeting: 1. Organize a conservative group on the general 
basis of Part I of the ‘Confession of Faith.’” Pastor Gustav Schupmann, 
assisted by Pastor Albert Schupmann, delivered the second essay on 
“Our Duty with Regard to Missions.” The third essay was by Pastor O. 
G. Schupmann, entitled: “Suggestions for a Church Paper.” Pastor Her
bert F. Koehlinger addressed in the fourth essay “Our Willingness to 
Dissolve the Group Whenever the Present Missouri Synod Returns to 
the Brief Statement Position..
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ecUtouat c&HtH&it
1ft. JL. Ttattenen,

The cradle of the Reformation has rocked the German Protestant 
church to sleep! Over the years they have tolerated one false teach
ing after another. Where one Scriptural teaching has been surren
dered, it is inevitable that others will soon follow. Here we have a 
woman who is a bishop for the German Protestant church when 
God’s Word plainly forbids a woman to occupy the pastoral office.

Acknowledging that many divorcing couples suffer guilt and anguish 
over the end of the marriage, a bishop in Hanover, Germany says it’s 
time the church stepped in to help people better deal with the pain of 
divorce. Margot Kaessmann, a bishop for the German Protestant 
church, suggested today that churches introduce a special religious 
“end-of-marriage” ceremony. “A lot of people have problems of con
science after divorce. A separation ceremony would help them and their 
children cope with it,” she told the German daily newspaper Bild. 
Kaessmann suggested the whole family would meet in church to re
nounce the marriage vows. “I think marriage is a wonderful thing. But I 
think it’s important that we can also tell God when we’ve failed,” she 
said.
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An architect, a computer science professor and a doctor gather with 
friends on a sun-dappled evening in a brick manor in Portland’s 
(Oregon) leaf Kerns district ... Inside the building lives their teacher, 
Swami Chetanananda, a 52-year-old self-styled spiritual leader. A 
heavyset, shaven-headed man draped in orange cloth, the Kentucky- 
born guru claims to transmit a divine energy so powerful it can knock 
over a disciple or provoke shrieks of ecstasy. The sprawling Gothic 
structure houses about 75 devotees of the swami ... ranging from law
yers to business managers. The swami’s followers also run a yoga 
school, The Movement Center, that offers classes to hundreds of mem
bers of the public ... Sometimes, yoga students go on to meditate and 
become disciples. Yet periodically, traumatized people emerge from the

“Let your women keep silence in the churches” (I Cor. 14:34) “But 
I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man, 
but to be in silence” (I Tim. 2:12). “If a man desire the office of a 
bishop” (I Tim. 3:lff). Casting God’s Word aside, they make their 
puny little reason the determining factor, completely ignoring what 
God declares: “to this man will I look, even to him that is poor and 
of a contrite spirit and trembleth at My Word” (Is. 66:2). In their 
puffed-up pride they now add another flagrant transgression of 
God’s Word by holding that it is permissible to “renounce the mar
riage vows” in spite of the fact that the almighty Son of God warns, 
“What therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asun
der” (Matt. 19:6). Marriage is to be a life-long union. “The woman 
which hath an husband is bound by the law to her husband so long 
as he liveth; but if the husband be dead, she is loosed from the law 
of her husband” (Rom. 7:2). The only Scriptural cause for which a 
divorce may be secured is adultery. The Lord Jesus says, 
“Whosoever shall put away his wife, except it be for fornication, 
and shall marry another, committeth adultery” (Matt. 19:9). It is 
not the innocent spouse who renounces the marriage vow, it is the 
one who is guilty of fornication! Unfortunately the majority of 
those who marry do not share a common faith in the Savior and 
build upon His Word. They forget that “except the Lord build the 
house, they labor in vain that build it” (Psalm 127:1).
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One would think that the shameful scandals (assassination at
tempts, poisonings, buggings and fraud) accompanying the late 
Bhagwan Shree Rajneesh (whose followers built a Central Oregon 
commune during the 1980s), would have been sufficient to make 
people beware of such charlatans. But evidently it has not. It is 
claimed that more than 200 cultic groups have existed in Oregon 
and Southwest Washington as recently as four years ago. “We have 
good data to suggest that several million Americans have had in
volvement with cultic groups,” says Michael Langone, the executive 
director of the American Family Foundation. The followers of such 
devilish cults think that they will find the solutions to all of their 
problems. But many of them find out otherwise and leave discour
aged, realizing that they have been duped. By God’s grace, we 
Christians have a solid foundation upon which our faith rests! It is 
not based upon a mortal sinful human being, but upon the Lord Je
sus Christ, true God and true Man in one undivided Person who 
tenderly extends the invitation to us unworthy sinners, “Come unto 
Me, all ye that labor and are heavy laden, and I will give you 
rest” (Matt. 11:28). We have His Word of Truth which endures for
ever (I Pet. 1:25). He, for whom it is impossible to lie, comforts our 
sin-laden troubled consciences with the blessed assurance that we 
have been cleansed by His holy blood (I John 1:7). “There is there
fore now no condemnation to them which are in Christ Je
sus” (Rom. 8:1). They are the heirs of eternal life (John 3:16). We 
Christians are privileged to have the solution to all of life’s prob
lems in His infallible Word which “is a Lamp unto [our] feet and a 
Light unto [our] path” (Ps. 119:105).

gated compound of the Rudrananda Ashram, or spiritual center, saying 
they surrendered their hearts, minds and souls at the behest of the 
swami. In return, ex-members say, the swami abused them and other 
followers sexually, spiritually and financially, from the 1970s to the 
present. (The Sunday Oregonian, July 15, 2001).


