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LUTHERAN FREE CONFERERNUDE

1ad - 1970

g vacliss Since the dawn of Christianity the Ohurch has

Lo, such @

undoubtecdly been asking herself that gue

cily an indictment of self-doubt, nor an

optestion is nolt nec

incdication of the loss of chart and compass.  To search out the

cirection in which the Church is moving belongs to the historian,

Tor others Talls the task of providing the impetus for such smove-

merrtts, The theologian ivherits this

.y 13
o

arian have

oo wvacis To & degres both theologlan and his

ion of American Lutheranism. In

alwavs been asking this

CpLeE

spite of several attempts, no definite platform of unity has

shaped & homogenous, pan-Luatheran grouping up to the pre

The tutheran Confe held sway over other

religions doctrine, neither has anvons been successTul in brushing

them asmide in favor of some other oreed. Both the “movers® ano

e ¥y B

the chromicliers rightfully continue to ask, "ouo vadis?

This paper will attempt to deal with & particulay time and
situation in american Lutheranism and & particular answer Lo that
situation., TU was & bime of Feverish anxiety over the "Quo

vadis?" guestion and movensnt makers on bolh sides of the

tried to change the course of ame Lot bhey s

wWwill not be to influence the movemsnt, but to record the actions

sl wvoldo af the history makers,




Before we begin the task

proper, let us briefly define the

subiect of this o

vy . The Lutheran Free Conference was

oy, incorporated wioer the state laws of IT1linois.  ITis

wasm to stem the tide of rising liberalism within the

conservative branches of Lutheranism. The mission, puroose,

rasults, ang amalysd

af the Lutheran Free Confe

~ence are the

sithisct of this paper.



Lutheran Free Conferencs
Origins

The Latheran Free Conference originated in dmerics becsise
of a widespresd movement within the Lutheran world aligrmment, &
movement meant to bring all Lutherarns within one Fold., Stricbly
speaking, this movement could be traced to the davs of Philip
Malanchthorn and his followers.  FEven in Lother®s day, movemants

ks into one undlfiled group.

were macs to alilogn the Protes
Hand-in-hand with this 20th century attemplt bo unify all

Lutherans was the urge, alb least on the part of some, to unite

syl

all Protestants, angd eventually all Christians,  This was

im, the great goal of scumenism, and Lutherani

S WA 1irg
steacdily towards that goal.

Al though the Filrst inkling of this movement in Luthsran

Lear P

circles was alreacy evident with "Ms

o Flowsr in the vear of the 300th anmives of the Reformse

aticn.  In Luther s langd, the government he

 ourion of Lutheran ang

ey bo foros

Willism TIT pursuesd o pol

Divisive dooctrir ware pushed aside in the

Fe Formeo

wocounld be no brue

forvor for umiby.

cidtbwarad unity since inmer unibty was comg

William shrewdly hedoged his bet that he

into one unit.

ons backing.,  Many Felt it

Froderick was not without relig

arg Lo

religious parlti

was bime to bury the hatohet Deles

ef fect a true, evangelical uniorn, Rationalism had so intoxicsatecd

that there

the docterinal of the compromising parbiss




seemecd w0 little to Lo s Tmarry ' bo gadn.

Ire the United Stat although no g PE pE

brousht to bear on & wolorn among ohurch bodies, sisilayr Torces

Lo appear . The alionment of Lutherarn synods andgd minister-

iums oftern reflected the theological outlook on this very ousse

tion of how "Lutheran’ a Lutheran body should be.

sth century events significant to this story are the ouali-

ions by the Genersd

sithascriptions o the Lutheran Confe

Syrnocd, the practice of Jjoint Lutheran—ReTFormed churoh and com-

munion services, ang the appesrance in Lotherarn circles of a

Thes

real reform document, the so-called I

srmosummoned American Lutheranism to revise itsel

Fact, it called Tor a revision of the Augsburg Gonfe

Formed doctrine permeated the [ Ths

cancs s not so omuch the impact it hagd on Lutheranism of its oay

Gonfessionalism as a re-

(it actually brought about inors:
actionary Torce) as its value as a harbingsr of the following
cerntury.,  Within the next bhundred veasrs many ol the Luthsran

groups that originally rejected the [ “orm wWere acher-

ing to o dts principles in fact, iF nobt in word,

Thie 400tH anmiversary the Reformation brought the merger

sy Lutherans

of several Lutheran groups. A union of
(the United Lutheramn Chureh of dmerica [ULCATY and the Formation
of & truly national coopsrative body amorg the Lotherans (bhe
Mationsl Lutheran Council) ocourred in 191718, Shaking off

their "Toreign” spirit as a resullt of World Wey 1, many Luthsrans

wee] mive. Size incressed much

sought stakbility through inore

more through merger ef Fort than through mission efTort.




e mania” among American Lutherans and

the worlad-wiclke spivit of ecumenism in the 20th century Torm the

backdrop to the LFC.  The immediate cause of the Conference stems

from this larger movement, but Finds itz direct roots in the soll

of the Svrnodical Conference.

The participants of the LFD would come aldmost entirely From

the members of the Svnodical Conferencs From groups that had

fraciured from i1t. By the time the First LFO met in 1%84 the

Svrodical Conference was alreacy dead,

althougl it was not of Fi-

w1iv buried by o its two remaining members {(the LO-MS and the

SELCYI untll 1987, The collapse of the Synodical Confersnce

followed naturally on the hee of the withdrawal of two of its

memirers,  Both the ELS andgd the WELS hag

el by 19al,

The departure of ths

e bwo bodies From the Synodical ConTerenos

stemmed From the same reasons Tor the oreation of the LFC.

The FLS in arcl the WELS in 19al hadd Formally broken off

9
2.

Followship with the LO-MS. The Focus of sach bresbup was the

doctrine of church fellowship:; sach of the departing synods

proving Missouwrd guilty of unilonism. this central oro-

blem other doctrinadl errors were alreacy beginming to resyr thelr

heads.,  The verv nature of this brealogp contributed heavily to

the Framework of the LFO, for each o was held in & manner
that svoided a compromise of Fellowship practices among people

»i'f.‘

The

pot in doctrinal wnity. In o addition, almost every one o

SENEHT  RE Pons oeal

towith one of the doctrinal problemns

AUHAF A

arising in Mis arch contributing to the Svoodical Conference

reakup .



The ELS argd the WE alone in deciphering

the doctrinal problems arising in Missouri and elsewhere.  Sever-

ional movements were afool in oc spvative Lutheran

sl Cor

within

Bel A groue of conservabive Conf orpE ] dsmTs

thee LO-MS Formed an organized voleos of protest to theis synod.

Their organizing convention was held in Milwadkes, and the group

choss the name of the Church Conference” [S0CCT.  This

grous never sent any official representation to the LFD, but its

o the cause of the LFO can be seen by the Faol

intrica

that the S0007s Executive Board called s meebting to odiscuss

future plans L

Parties in the American Lutheran Church also strugglsd a-

Gl

inst the onslaught of merger without mearing.  The very church

ooy to which the individuals belonged was ltself a proguct of

ey ey Aum had beern throughout the century, when

this amsalgamation took place, the conzervative voloce of Oonfs

ionaiism had b clrowned in & wave of ecumernism, Mot every

mottl i the ALC could stomach this, ang several of moths

ziornal probest.

voloed a Oonfe

amows shall see later,

some of  the partiss held a free conference of thelr own to

volce thelr convictions concerning the dootrine of the verbally

inspived, inerrant Word.,  These

theological leaders tool the nane

Thy Hord dlone, Inc., and again, several of these spolesmen were

vary involved in the Lutheran Fres Conference.

Bowides these Confessional #oparent bhody,

other individuals had broken sway From thelr original syood to

holad i o true cdoctrinal moorings.  bAmong these bodies were

£



™ ey

the Confessional Lutheran Conference, the Orthodox Lutheran Cone

farences, the Lutheran Churches of the Reformation {(all of which

shared s Missourl bachoround), and the Chureh of the Lubtheran

ConTessions (primarily & Wisconsin offshoot).  Many from these

groups would be involved in the LIFC also.

History of "Free Conferences”
Whery the ddes of & free conference arose in the 19a0s, 1

sedrl herself bhad been deeply involved in

was not & new ildes.  Mix

, wach with the resull of & strong

Two previous Fres conferences

Loy & thorny theologlioal issue,

DonfTessional wiltness

held in

The first of these free conferences

ously mentioned |

Al was s direct v Tt of the previ

were called by Dy, 0L FL oW,

conferen

sther the Luthe

amet Lo cdraw tog

gl without e

srvaction to the U

sl

Twe cocumants, bhe

{author

Walther and Dr. S ey

My owers the re af  the first of

the american Tree confereno:

~wohela Fast fFor

gy dal

The aligrnments macdse in thos

Line of American

shout & century s still olve the be

Lutheranism today . The groups rallying around Walther and the

the o

cagme of the Free conferern Winie

ancl were the backbone of what e The Svnog

EIoT = fhe vervy exis
B laid at the e

For w free oonfe

TERVOIER PRGN

Thioy:




serrhed the more relaxed view of the Lutheran Confessions and

rarhescled the derive towards unity among @11 Lutherans., Trus

irony can be founsd in the Fact that those who were sost deter-
mined to bring Lutherans into some bype of oubtward union wsre the

concerned with the documsnts that defined what

Lutheranism ist This irony has nob o o exist to this very
clay
I summary, the results of this First set of free confer-

grnces Werse 1) a marked division betwsern the whe strictly sube

s b e the Luthersn Confessions in statement angd in practicos)

Al 23 girming of what became the Syvrodic ODonference.,

in the vears 19031906 free conferenc were held, but

this time it was more of an in-house Feud among the Confessional

At the conferences the odiffersng

Lutherans of the micwest

that had ariser shion or Pre sination Controversy

wers uncer oisous The svrnods of the Syvnodioal Oonference

zeapt bl

WEF & e am membars of the Ohilo and Iows Svoogs.

The contyoser wilthin the Svnodical Conference in

2y

the Iate 18707s and reached Lts olimax in the next dec

Fres conferen were part of the attemplt to heal syrnodical rifts

gmming From the heat of the controversy.

Another fres conferences was held in the 1f Or

tor the LFC.  This conference only salt for one official mesbing.

This iz the conference called by the group mentioned above, Thy

Wora alone. Me

1983, this

sting in Minmeapolis on Ootobsyr

conferanoe macle wp mainly of members of the ALD.  The driving




force behind this conference was Allen R. Blegen, an ALD pastor
From Wheatorn, I11l. According to s Wisconsin Svnod report of this
movemant, 1t aross “in opposition to membership in the World

Council of Edon P07

This conference was called to address primarily the doctrine

of the Word,  Those

alttending cams to discuss the verbal

tior, the inerrancy, and the Factual historicity of the Bible.
By ard largs the group was already agreed on their =trorng stand
concarning Scripture.  This conference served more o strenathen

comvictions and witness to doctrine than to win anvons Lo

# new point of view

Signmificant to this conferernce was The strong Oonfe

shardd of at le zome OF those attending.  armin Sohus

profes

oroat the WELS seminary, attended the conference by inwvid

tation and recalled the Force with which Rle defernded the

itional Lutheran view of the papacy as the Anti-Christ.

"Its in the Confessions!" Blegen contended. Surely the Wiscon-

sin men Fellt very much at home with such a theology .
some Features of this conference were not doctrinally oless-

ing to thosse who had depseted from Missouri over the ssue o

fellowship, however. Joint devotions and pravers were conducted

amorg men who belonged to church bodi

not in fellowship.

said something of a "Pietistic approach"” existed among

thoss making up Thy Word alone.

The fact that this conference was he tharm & vear
before the formal operning of the Lutheran Free Conference might
lead one to believe the LFD grew directly From the Minneapolis

conference.  This was not the case, however, as we shall shortly

iy



in the conference was two-Told, both

Wismconzin’s interest

matters important becodse Wisconsin’s plans for free conferences

o w1l

unclerway . Thos twe intere

WEE 6 i
received o conservative, Confessional confersnce would be, and
the bounds of Luatheran-

further € OO

s ool Ly

imm.  This second goal allowed Wisconsin to have a reacty list of

those whom A6 might encourage Lo abtend its own Fres Conference.

Formelation of the Lutheran Free Conference
Tt is no mistake to call the LFO Wisconsin®s own, at least

A

The idea of

Oy

the initiation of the LFO

free conTerences arose in Wisconsin, the initial plarmming was

cwoocams From Wis-

cdone by Wisconsin, angd most of the esrly leads
corsin,

Wisconzin was in a position where she had very Tew choiloss.

She could eilther do nothing ang let all the Lutheran world pa

with Mizmsouri the

conFaren AT ter the bres

bw, or holad T

orly WS bodies in Fellowshilp with Wisconsin were the ELS and the

Yer The WELS,

SELC.  She would soon sever tles with the lat

e e an ecunenical

aol churceh body, felt the neec

2 Ll

vivioce i the true sernse of the word, thalt iz, to testily worloe-

wice to the truths God had revealed.  Bub to the eves of all the

worlad Wisconsin surely must have appeared to be cold, isolation-

imt, determined to breask every borng of unity unless avery doo-

trine was viewsd the "Wiscornsin way "

Wismconzin desired to strengthen the whole body of belilevers,
pot Just protect her own senbsrs From False doctrine. She wished

o The truth of Goo’s WHordg.

rot only to defend but Lo @ omo

10



I short, the mission of the Wisconsin Svrod remained "bto exteng

arel oo

v the true doctrine and practice of the Evangelical

Littheran Churoch™ (o

Grticle IVY, to

prociaim the everl:

to @ll the worldg,

o witne

to every sin-burdered soul that satonement had been

macke For its sins.  Pult bhow ocould

sorsmin aocconslish

lofty gosd wher evervone looked at her as the prode who wouldn’t

cdance with any of her Lutheran partnsrs?

The answer becane obvious that she should teake the same

route that Walther had a hundred vears earlier, and promote s

Free conference to ol

s, Ol

AF

The perlines

through this method could she both

ancl ecdify without
violating her fellowship principles which had led her to her

i the i

Just owho 1t was in Wisconsin that First promulosted the ides

of free conferences

im opot olesr. [Orne woulc g i fae

someornse An the seminary s church history deparitment. ] Perhaps it

oeourred to more than one person at the same time, Wiatever the

circumstances, the president of the WELS could officially voioe

church’s postion by the end of

Oclatly enough, this

official statement was released in a document p

Lutheran bhid For wunion. Pre

iclent QLF. Naumann lucicdly =

W EnIS R

-

Synood o strive

Tt has
Tor the {1

aumoriey Luther s
<, that this
yip ang work
wrbrine and

to @ ambhie

doint
S onity




guous blernding of “ves and no’
Wimcornsin uvnud
fmwmrd ity bhed

Maumarn stataed

<l

) lmt
ol WO hxp #rel wh :

sivtion of doctrinal ol
a oooperati i “Thi
b, Mwhen
; el

{NWL, Vol 50, p 24, Jan.

u‘.

Parley Bid

i
2

LY
' in o

Svrooh Do Lines

own inltiative

The Wisconsin men knew, however, that

wontdad have o be transplanted to the minds and hearts of others,

or the free conferences would degenerate into one

Wimconsin affal

L Ay Tree conference that was simply

by The Wisconsin Svnod at that point, whern we hagd Just broken

with Mis

S

sour i, would have Fallen pretty Flat,” Sohus

Though originating in Wisconsin, Wisconsin would have to be only

o

an indirect source of establishment, 1if the fr ocontersncs W

toy e born.

The way this was actually accomplished came thro

Commission on Doctrinal Matters (the so-called "Union

whiich had herdled the long and Jdifficult break with Mi

Thyes

Committes appointed an ddvisory Commibles

soms of Lts own members bogether with other membsrs of

ol

Ao ils in turrs, invites s

ory Dommithe

)

grous of Conf

oral, conservative Lutherans From soross syoool-

cal Lines “to Torm an Arrvangsments Committ for a lutheran Froes

of the Aarrangements Committes, P/R25/E3

WELS Arochives

Thus the final plan developsed.  Th

mereting July 25, 14 The Arrangemer b




picked by Wisconsin’s Union Committes, bul the membsrship of the

Aryvangements Committes was brosgd erough to mabke 1t ol

o longer dust oa WELSY

project. To be sure, the entirs

shared Wisconsin’s views and concerns, but thalt was becsa

their own personal confession, nob be

of any sugge

cosrcion From Wisconsin, In faclh, it would be hard to imaging a

grous less

Hhkely o cowbow Lo anvons’ Wis Thary Lhis Arrange-

merrts Dommitles, b

Lions th

clyomarn belad ¢ teel corvic

bound him tightly to the truth of God's Word and a sincers

scription to the Lutheran Confe Lo,

Appearing by invitation as the First Arrangements Committ

were the following:

wfdmyy . LWL T
.......... Moy man |
---------- John 0.

~~~~~~~~~~ " B. W,
.......... " Allen R, BRI
.......... Vearnon Har le

M&EY e Resw . Ara
......... i s,l‘_

Ly eny
Rercricgr
Formerly LG-MS)

Reichwalad (BLSY.
Rebilkopf {aL.0)

1 othe day] and Rev.

1. {("Minutes

Archives)

of  the

Sehuetze, as the acting chairman of the advisory Committes,

called the meeting to order by calling For a Few moments of

zrnce Tor indivicdual praver. OFficers of the new Arrangements

Committe

ware thern elected, with Schuetze elected chairmar;

Lang, vice-chairmarn; angd Harley as s

peshAary .

Two  Funcamertead

points covered that First day laid the

grovndwork for the

ancl the Framework of the Free Qonfer-



arce.  The First point dealdt with a meoorsocm From the Advisory

Committes calling For the definition, purpose, and Feasibility of

fres conferences.

The second polnt dealt entirely with the

pxternal plan of the Fres Conference,

From this point on, the Lutheran Free Conference was &

]

functioning form in American Lutheramism. The following sections

will deal with both Function and Form, bult For now oornsid

ornsin bad efFected., & Conferences designsd to

Wi s

promote unity among all Luthe came about via the

i of the

Thi

indtiative of |

mary misundsrstandings concerning the Wisconsin Syvrod’s attitude

11, too, shared the

Towaral me ing with other Lutherans, W

Lo move towsards that

of Luthersan unity, but she refy

in Ay way that would compromd brer =

body .  In the Lutheran Free Confere

with her fellow Lutherans without org ing her cons

L4



Luatheran Free Conferesnce
Purposes

called together in & time

with most agencd

the Lutheran Free Conference existed for more than one

werre stated outricghtly,

purpase ., Not all of those purposess
although the organizers would have Freely admithted to them.  In

to the

other words, there was an agends and & "hidden ag

Littheran Free Conference.  In addition to these planned purpos

sivecd were clearly

some of the ends some of the participants de
repudiatecd by the Free Conference organizers.

The First meeting of the Arrangements Commitbes deall with
this Toremost task of defining a "free conference” and then defin-
ing the purpose(s) of such a conference.  The minutes of that

meeting shed light primarily on what the Conference intendsd to

more Thar Lbs postive purpe

Gt tion 2 W
brought
Jo b ma :
i s dn ¢
L O E

ol e
that r

e ] Lonas
Tl
tr ot e
Srrangements Commit

i
sy Lol
1 by
7IE

A organization canmot survive For long by only being -

inst something, no matber how obiectionak that matter may b,

o it.  Certadinly the

no matter how large & group may be opposed

LG Faced that trap, but the organizers ants did not




allow themselves Lo Fall into it.  The articles of Incorporation

v Y

Lhive aspect of the LFO's purposs.  When

already show the pe
filing Tor incorporation, the LFOC had to state "the purpose op
parposes For which the corporation is orgamizec,”  That blank was

filled in in the following way:

Too Formulate angd execitte

plans For the promotion of doctyi-
el i ;

A the Lutheran Church by of
conferences, | " arne such ey methoos

From timse Lo Lime be S 3] ariel nece:
{ s . B -

o E

FRS

My

(Ir
this o
of purpose

Harolad
L1

e vy

¥

In an early pres

ropemerits Commit

an Arre

ive the purDc

ranchun s guoted @ i that it did mot "oconc

of this conference Lo be a re-alignment of churoh aaoasuch, bul

of  those who

rather the bringing aboul of conf vEl e

are intere: in trus B

dptural o uandty” o angd as o oan Tattempt o

curkt Iibsralism in the Lutheran Church. " (WELS Archiv

The Wis Ay, which el AN

official posi met b d For the LFO, in swmmari

single purpose: Lo

of the Donferend vesd berated this

"provide pastors and lavmen who are concerned aboul an uncompro-

sion of doctrines

mising confes currently being Jeopardized in the

Lutheran Church & forum For mutusal strengthening with the ulti-

17

mate objiective to obtain full unity in doctrine and practice.

This iz the most olesroul and most loporbant puro

n3

wrce s

arc aims of the Confe

LFC.  ALL other purpo:

ipants el ther 1

sl mar b T, o Flow From, this main puro

A



The call of the day amorng the conservative, Conf onal Luthey -

arns was For a place Lo speak, a foram From which to make its oaose

for the cause of Christianity. Conf ional Christisng of &ll

sl WOkl

il s of

are not nearly as concerned aboult the re

Ao bhey are aboul the chance o sprescd thedlr Faith and to straeng-

ther the wealker bhrethren who may be wavering in t

Such was the For the LFO, First and Foremost.

I order to achieve this purpose, an auxillary purpd wont Lol

te

Fravve Lo be to ddentify oand contact those who were commithed bto

Confessional Lutheranism.  Ih ds an interesting story in itself

chapter

Frow thalt was carvied oult, as we shall s

this story, bult in orcder to mutually strengthen, one bhag to Find

sl theilr theological souls to rationalism,

thoss who had not
Famarism, orF the historical-critical methoo.  This grealtly limit-

@ the Fleld of participation for the LFC

11

the or Gl 17ers, every Fitman

cause For carryving out this Conference; however, they did not bry

oy reach that entirve sodience. Keep in mind the historical

The Syvnodical Conference was effectively

disbanded: both the ELS and the WELS had recently broken with

sourl; & new wave of sive thought" was sweeping

through Missouri. Fven o in the American politid e

valtive-liberal confrontation was scheduled for the November pre-

wiclential el Loy

I view of the problems that had developed in the LO-MS,

hat syrnod sas of special concern for the LFG.  There was the

hope That by ion in open Torum some of



o Missouri was of

the problems could be abated. & second re

seial concern was For the sake of the many lay and oleroy

the same things as

o Fess

members of  That syood who stil1

The Lutherarn Qo Lons.  They needed this gthening in

their convictions, and also a chance to meet with the various

other church groups who had been Foroced to declare an end of

Liowship.,  The nurturing of these elements, sially in Mise

souri, also was & purpose of the LD,

Ultima Py porses

ALl of these purposes conbtributed to a hoped-Ffor ultimate

bl ishment of "Full unity in doctrine and

purpose, namely the

Prra

No orne, however, considered this the

That description could apply only to the purpose of providing the

1t Confe Ltoral Luthsran

ST e

oeen Foruwm many F
ately. On the other hand, no one envisloned this opsn Forum to

e a blind allev, a meandering path to nowhers.  Luthsran theolo-

gians of the Conf Lonal strips hoped that in a thorough ois-—

3

csmsion of odisputed dooctrines, such odisous

ciorr, being based on

God's Word and the Lutheran Confessions, would lead to complets

ity . The Fulfillment of this lofty purposse would never re

the heights of the zeal that must have ascoompanied this Fervant

clesire,

Orie: inber during the courss of

s of The LFO. In a movement Trom the Floor of

the

the Conference asked the Arvangements Commi
Feasibility of publishing & theological Jowrmal under the ause

pices of the LFO.  This proposed sarrangement could allow For



spvative Lutherans, whi)

wor Lad-wicl: contributions by oo

Lar svrnod or body.

Viberating the matter the asrvangements Commilltes at

AT ter e

the 19a7 = slwved not to make such a venture, ciling

am owell ags the Tact that "publication of a

fimancial ve

ancl scope of the Lutheran Froe

The purpr

s rire o

ConTerence. .. S%alad magazine would not ssrve 1ts purpose onless

thevre were unity of doctrine and purpose in its pages; and such

loration in this conferenos

a matter of exp

urity iw
("Minutes of the Arrangements Committes, 7/09/67:" WELS Archives)

The Conference Floor supportes the decision of the Arrangesmsnls

Commities.

ahech Puypos

Lirpss

' members [of the Arrangements Commilttes] expres

"Boveral
appraciation of the Tact thalt the initiative Tor this conferenoe

&

cams From the Wisconsin Svood.,  This, they Ffelt, iz significant

that have gone oul reggaro-

in view of the many misunderstandinos
ing the Wisconsin Svrooo’s attltucde toward meeting with other
Lutherans., " This statement, taken from the minutes of the dr-

rangsment Dommnittee’s organizational mesting, points to oan os

stated as such. Wisoon-

nite purpose bebiind the LFO, albeit not

win desired to introduce itself as an ecumenical Foroe in Chri

iarmity.

taltemant., TWise

Most church bodies would deride this
s Interested in ecumenicity™! Ha!”  Schuelrze remarked,

At that time we appesred to be the kKind of peopls that dide’t

want to talk with anvone else.”  Carl Lawrenz, of the WHELSY



semirnary,

thes ition af T wey 1 Lhat

el ay o’

having 0rg

time to s "yves to something, hence o take the

1y

conference like this, o f

{"Mirat the Arrang

WELS Arohives)

into

Thes

theless clesy that Wisconsin was striving to

this vehicle.

reactionary group, perhsps

Lo certaln doctrines because of ibs

rEgar s

Form of

Since it ref Y

s

el aoreesement, Wis

Wi [ SIAE:

mismtaken view Wisconsin

in general,

(%3

ol

it

The view That

s

wil b My e COreye

Ladthrer aons s bt

Lorad dsm ald

FUNCT G

concerns inoa Forum that

sl

it dootrinal s

With this in mind, Wisconsin’s "one-fwo

The unstated purp af  the LFD was T

Lutheranism andgd to end the "isolationd

mEirnstresun
hach concerning Wisconsin.

03 oo

il

which el e

Another unstate

i

(15 dorn of the LFO)

vears after the

Committes’ s attempt Lo “"abttract Fram the Mi e

examele) some of the prominent men whom ws Kiew

way we oidd s For dnsteorce, a man like Robert

PN

it had

amer s

L,

introcdune

fellowship without previous doctei

sly concernesd

i
irthrociuce

wh

P e

gxplained that the Wisconsin Svnod hag been pult into

fog

e

initiative

Commi bt

the printed

it dm never -

eV e

itself Lo

ir

BIVETT SLmpest

conservativism,

Loadthey s
hoped to ameng
with the

it would

that

in defining

it

OB SO

in rettr

The Arrangemsn s

Svrod {Foy

P Dihe sane

[and] mery



"

connected with thely seminaries, These

LU 0 went entirely

antTulfilled, however, as we shall see later. TU should be kept

i ming that the LFC organdizers had no vision of reforming o

redefining the Syroc; however, they Jdid hope Lo have

some el f "matual strengthening” s OF

the migh-level leaders of Missouri.

Although all the foregoing parts of the "hidden agenda”™ were

never really hidden by Wiscornsin, serely unstated, thers were

other purpos

that the WELS orgenmizers wouldsd have preferred not

oy o remain unstated s bBidodern, bob unheard of as well.,  The

Following purpos parmeated certain ouarters of the LFC, al-

though they wers never otiones (at ksl icly)

the LFD organizers.

Thers were he archiing For an organizational urmiorn.

Amarican CDonfessional Lutherans considered the demizse

since mo

of the Svnodical Conference as the greatest of tragedies, there

wass The oon that & replacement for that body could bhe

Fournct, The LFO appesred to soms o be a readve-made answsres Lo

that hops. By the third session of the Conference {(1986), Theo-

woulad make sment . on the Floor of

core daberg of the

The LFO:

1 Lathesy
ionsd Lt
L arna to many ot
Fissia Pmrm o tads
Tthe truth give 11 S
a o Lutherans and others the world
iroold congregation or hu}xh baooly
The old mooring w nolt be
alal ishment of & new :
1B, poB) (Tromdcally, it
conTerence introduced what became

The downfall of the
" noa b lwar

hruuihuu
ancl by @

tion, andgd @
win have




Lot of the LFC, )

devisive of all the =

BUTY S
That soms were sure they were on the path to organizatlonal

trion can e adduced by the remark of an unnamed speaker from the

iornn of fellowship he

floor of the 19868 Lo, Inoa

1

ide sin keep [us] From having worship

v, "Other

some Lo confe that we are boungd in our

bl ornships.,

Lt omight be much esasier. Mesnwhile, don’t be offendsd 1F we

carmat worship together.” ("Jouwrnal” 1966 LFC,  p 22, smphasis

mire}

Some observors of the L Felt there was another unsano-

tioned Duroo which became evident during the course of the

mions.  Paul G. Eckert, the Conference’s primary jouwrnalist,

o bt bhat for some, Conference beoams &

pi}

waty oT malking & staltement regaroing pomition withoul soesl-

ing to the doctrinal issues within theilr own clroles.  Most of

this oriticism was leveled at Missourians.,  Fokert said,. "By

keaping in the Free Conference, soms of these people who should

wol,  [asm 4T

Fravve Daern taking action were prarhagos Y R TR

Welre in the Free Conference; we’re spealdng our plece;

we ' re showing [that] we’re conservatives, ' but [they werel not

cdoing anything about it."

in the 1seas Lo of the LFC, that very point was made

from the Floor of the Conference that the conferences dare not

11

become @ way of Life "in that they ea

ore s conseience Loy

participating in solid Rible study while indefinitely conbtinuing

amoa membear in a ohurch body that teaches or tolerates error




(WG Yol a&, p 294) While the purpose of the ConfTerence was
“mutual strengthening, ” the purpose of such strengthening was

that "those who are strengthened may prove themselves uncompro-

mising conf sops L Wkhat Form o such conf irng must take in the

cazme of each incividual, the Free Conferenoce can nol pre

Tt was & that some might make of the LFO a&

“Funcamentalist” group in the truest sense of the word.  One
Fundamental, the Jdivipe inspiration and insrrancy of the Bible,

was the rallving point For all participants of the LFD.  Gensral-

Iy spealdding, it was only the conservaltive Lutherans who held to

this doctrine.  The gro of

[ G SR 0T Aty

God = Word ternded to unify those opposed to such a hermenutical

I this Tramswork, some undoubtedly looked at the LFO as the

panaces Ffor Lutheray D11z, Oblivious o doctrinal JdifTferences,

these " Fundament wanted to declare Tellowship withoult Trus

doctrinal unity., I this way, the LFO was in denger of becoming

@ home For pan-conservative Tellowship within the framewori of
American Lutheranism.  again, s unsanctioned purpose, bbb one

that was present on the floor of the Conference.  To wit:

oy
eery 4
smerth o all

here.,  What we have k
<l much sgresment
Jdbat dsm omes by &
carn always bicker. We already have Tull
Ll on Soripture. I am not ving that we
bt certainly we should be able o he
t, arn tar Fellowshie.  We should e
we have together, not nid ] (O G

BICER A
sk Lo

surral




There are no surprls in the Tactlt thalt not evervone snvie

sioned the same purpos For the Lutheran Fr o T erce . Those

babring the movement would have genuinely been satisfiled simply

With the oiscu o of biblical doctrine in an opern Torum limited

thair

Uncder such ocirous

only by the Lut o

A b

Cimory e to lelt the Holy Ghost work Shrough

purpose o give

Mism Roed” (UMinu arr s Commithes

wortlal have been sufficient to them; indsed, 10 would have pro-—

vicled all they hoped For.  That suach froitfoul discussion wsould

1]

25 oandg her

ergl the "isolationist” attitude towsros tThe WE

Fre:

argd brirg Wisconsin to the mainstream of American Lutheraniss was

fime with the LFO organize

R jec wepe organizational union

where true doctrinal umity was nol apparent), or the Founding of

ive Fellowshie olinging to the Framswork of

A network of

the srying svnoods,  Nevertheless, some LFC participants desired

argl urged th vnsanctionecd enos.,




Basis of Lutheran Free ConTersnce

e consicder two main aspects of the LFO wundesr the

1 o

Briefly a review of the mode of opesration (For-

toplioc "hasis;

mat), and secondly the actual pperation-the guicdelin:

Pubieo 4

vy wihiich the LIFO

Mot of what might be sadcd aboul the mode of operation was

Findtion of the

self-Timiting e

"fres conference, " ion was held without any official

synodical representation. (0T, Maumarnn was excluded From mem—

bership on the Arrangements Commltiee For the very rs

ion was oa “mesting of

wasm bhe president of the WE

i, nolt representing thels

incividuals who meet

church bodd sk,

Am one must expect From the WELS, the Tormat of thes LFC

wonlad also include a plank dizsallowing ioint devolbilons "becauss

13

of the various confe tonal backgrounos,

("Jourmal™ 19685, p 1)

Thes elanrmec ba here riuled out exeressions of fellowship where

ity Jdicd mot exis Only in the evert that full doctrinal
accord could eventually be resached would Fellowship be allowed;

indesd, thern i1 would be expected as a natural outgrowth.

Am o Lo the matter of expressing the Tormet of operation

asis centered on two simple, vet in the scumenical age,

tnclerstoonsd tenets,

"aopreenent on bthe doctrine of the insrrancy,
inmpiration, adthority, and historicity of Scoripture, angd on the
precessity of doctrioal uniby as a preveguisite For Joint worship

anc church work, " (WLA, &1:207)

FEwvers This At on Soripture ne ining in oa time

thalt was turbulent For american Lutheranism. The basis Tor such




s L of them,  The Sone

O f

the Luther

cefinition w

“iptural cdoctrine, bBut &ll were cone

ions odid not oe

vinced they Fformed a proper interpretation of Scripture. (Mormsa

in relation

in orelation to Scripturs, but o

Loy doctrinal unity.)
cadxlishiing such & Firm foundation allowed the Free Qonfepe

BA A

ence o operate uncer & sense of uanity and purpose . The date of

o omarked & time wher world Lotheramiss was Foune

atement of soriptural doctrine (uitness the LW

cering on any s

Tt also limited those who wouldd bhe

menting alb Helsinki, 14

inclimed sngd invited to attend the LFO.

Participation

I considering participation in the Luthsran Fres Oonfepe

@rce, thers are four groups to be considered:  the invitors ang

LR woar'l

o ooroup tells o

argl Mexolude

i e the attendees

Sy

Mo one ever hagd the ides that the Free Conference would be a

who Formulated the LFC, real

The invitors, those

froo

whern Wal ther

ized this had not been the o

in relation to

o oldsouss

Fraee conferences

the U.ALC.  In the 19607=, as in the 18507z, the

v molid, sound, Confessional Lutherans to good, solid Lutherares

they agreed with the Lutheran Confe

who at les

i the call?  We have

Just who were those Lutherans

sevpleirg, by listing

already snswered that guestion, generally

thoss who came up with the idea of the LFD and the initial

Srrangements Committes.  The common thread linking all these



onal stance. OF course,

their conservative, Confe

spptative synocds who held o

thers were many In all the repres

sions the

fer principles. Over the course of the =

Ihase

Arvangemnsnts Committee acdded at one time or anolther the

Following:

ey,
ol (nur
1t Robt.
Jdir ] _(:” l
Oarroll

=Ry . KL,
=My Murﬁuu
e gy o MALLorn Tweil
.......... My Rtz (lﬁ!"
Rev, Al fred i
=Rev. ALT.
=Py, Otho
Rew., Joames

b (AL (R
narnrr (Irel)

(LO-MS)

membe sl e
"nnwnlxuu with the &rra"“n
carn or encedd his ministr

s glver the time of esch party’s initi
: 2 Nolt svery Deprson
the Timtad., ]

ALl the members of the arvangements Committes, togelther with
the parzonal contacts they bacd, each in bhis own olrc

secially at the First

rrames on oa contact list.

was not o an Topen” conferences, bot one of speocial

the FLS, andgd the

pxoept in the case The WE

st ar open invitation through thely various

thres groups were
official publicatiorns,  (NWL Yol 51:3, Feb., %, "84, p 41)

How the Arrangements Committese golt the initial invitation

wrohing is oan interssie

irnto the hands of those Tor wshom 16 was s

ing story.  After the Arrvangements Commithbee smembers sobmitioeo

rragmess bo the publicity ohadrmarn, Armin Schuetze [ "We

warrbted to attract whoever was a Fairvly conservative Lutheran”
Sehustzel, he personally saw to 1t that the nearly 400 (NWL Vol

5103 siwvedd B opersonal leltter of

L P 41) partles listed esach rec

invitaltion. [Fortunately For Schuelbze, he had several obdldren

taliing typing lessons at the btime, each of whom received adeguatbe




typing practice via the ofFicial invitations of the FCHT Fach

wiad letters also included a brochure explaining the

purpose and gosls of the Conference, an invitation proper, angd a

who might be interes

of additional partid

PO LS For

rotification of the first sion {and sach sub

sion ) was given through the sviod newspapers referred to

cpisnt =

2ol dnformation

above ., Additionally, Luth e also pubhlis

tations Lo avery e iorn of the LFO, but not on an of fi-

are inwvi

Jamss Schaefer of the WELS became chairman

cial e

of the Publicity Committee, and in that vear the LFD also adver-

Since the general @ ol wWas

macle that thiszs avernuese of publicity was ot really benefi

ituenoy, this oubreach efForl w

dropped. "It was reported there were only two or thres responses

{ons From Frglang) . ® {("Minutes of the Arrangements Dommittes,

JALR/eN T WELS Archive

Through thess

various methods: personal recommendcation,
official angd unefficial publications, and word-of-mouth, the

sional Luthersu-

memsage gobt out to the varlous corners of Confe

..... N

fmm o thalt the LFO met with the purpose of mubual strengthening on

ary inervant, authoritive Scoripture, arndd of a full,

Tl

urnreserved subsoription to the Lutheran Confe OFrss

Jusmt who were those who responded to this call?  Several

aligrment by syrnodd,

reakdowns can be given in reply.

sional occupation: and those who attended merely in thought

slon to smion,

anct in praver.  These alignments varied From =




bt some generaliltd carr e olted.

sions in

At tendance pealked near 300 For the th

ariclec Lhe

Ieedg, 19

SEL, o ang 1Re7 . Generally 200250

although attendance dropped dramatically in the last two ses-

sions. A many as 25% of those attencing were lavmen, a fact

chom consiste

VEFY £
theological thought by lesrned theologlans; that such Jdiscussion

wold attract a large percentage of lavmen showed how deeply

concarned they were about the state of Lutheramism and how deep
their understanding was.

Lerners

Two Factors contributed o a concentration of mick-we

dominating the atltendance Filgures. 17 The conservative Lutheran

syrnods dn America were Tor the most part michwestern, ang 23 Faoh

was e i & mic-western olity. although the re

cams Lo regionalize the Conference, such plans never came Lo

Froaltion.

on of the LFC had o mabke all

choparty attendcing any
Financial and travel asrrangements For bhimfherself.  The only ones

were the

officially relmbursed Tor thelr expens

A1l others

reactors, and member the Arrangemernts Commitiee.

hag o arrange thelr v dnclucing the LFC in vacaltion

plans and sxpenses.  This was nob & convendlent, pald junket for

sy ol the men and women in attendance. The

mior, U That wunder

rierly noted in reference to the First se

aixle number . . L attendedd indic

such clroumstances

concern th mary have, in view of the *liberalism® that

mariks much Lutheran thought today, For the continuance of true



i

sionalizm ir the Lutheran Churckh today .

208 This is undoubtedly true.

Concerning svnod affiliation of those attending—one might

G Wisconsin and Missouwrl outwed all others, both bec

of size and the state of urgent concern.  That exactly the

came.  The second ion gave the Following svyhnodioal brs

lecdowmr,

alior .

which iz probably repre phative of the regular re

4

5 .t
R 2 A{Church of the Lutheran Confess

23 TR A

---------- G 2
oLe 1 Lutheran Conference)

---------- ALY others

it o unalffiliates,

the regilstrants, many attended in a non-official

The "Luthers

W T ment & Full-time reporlber as an

ter mome of Pastor &. Wes <, Addmin i

styrative A stant to LO-MS Pres. Oliver Harms, when ashked Lo

Ggive & per to the third of the LFO issusd a

s, CNo comment!”

I I

2)  This unofficial, non-participatory attitude of the LO-MS

lesgder:

L points out one of the loggerheads which the LFD Faoed.

Bl d

e Lryving to reach & point of sutual agreement, the LFC lead-

ership was convinced they stood souarely on God's Worgd ang the

Lutheran Cord Lons while the LO-MS leadership would not admit
it had anvihing to lsarn. Neither party Felt it bad & cdoctrinal
probalen.

Everntually attendance also included & small nusber of Lo

therans From other courntries. Dr. Arnaldo Schueler (L0~ of




Lo,

st the Tinal

a, Brazil, was even an esayist

Porto Al

Dthers dncluded Dr. Hans Kirsten Trom Germany, the Rev. Wilbert

from France, and the Rev., Johrn Iharra From Mexico.

xd

Ore Final category of Lutherans participated in the LF{

Five of the LFD

Larclec dn pery

sl though they may have never alb

wepe =ment o

ions published the Conference essayvs: the

SR

every Conference member, ad also sold Lo any inberes

ionm were able

In this way, many who could not attend the LFD se

avs, s in this way be "mutuslly

to lesrn from the dooctrinal e

strengthened,

Some American Lotherans were delfinitely nobt invited to pae-—

U S WES SR

ically the point of

ticipate in the LFD. Bas

man s theology concerning the Word of

!

Goe ., The First

FOodealt with the topic of Scripture and the assembly oame

The LFD i

uranimity on the dog-

A, AT ot complete

o ouick angd wi

k3

tations.,  This is most understandable, Tor the a

trinal

sembIv oagreed on that dooctrine before they were ever invibed to

comat That was the re 1 they wers invited.
Those that took & compromising attltude toward the conservae

siors, A

tive Lutheran view of the Bible, the Lutheran Confe

ions both in doctrine s in prace

Gonfe

sitbascription to th
tice were simply not invited to the LFC.  Schueltze made 10 olear

of biblical

that those who had clesarly abrogated this

to participate in the LFOD. AL

o wera not dnvited

dicey ™t warnt Martiln Marty at the Free Conference.



Conternt, Conflict, and Consernsus
The topic of the entirve doctrinal content of the Lubhsran

Fres Conference is far bevond the scopes of this For the

sake of chrondoling the ¢ ance of each session, the following

brief syrnapses ariol o clates g

are glvern, listing gy L

sites; significant points of convergence and divergences arnd

perhaps an

sicdelight or two.

Lutheran Free Conference - Session One
Waterloo, Towa - July 79, 1964

The dHilleU of the Scriptures ang their insoipsae
tion, revelald :

e,

gl
demy thologizing, the
wolry wpon the view of

e, taking particular note of ths
lnrm (P{LJ(

: lhwduxv}
mwlhud arel

s el s v ing as parish

Pastors unles

Vearnon Har ley:

The Content andgd Purpe Sepriphure.

Racker: The Verbal, Plenary Inspiration of the

Prof. RBRisarne W.

Seripture as Revelation.

ALK The Inerrancy of the Soripture.

John 0L Lang: The authority of Sorishure.

Prof. Carl Lawrenz: The Clarity of Scoripbure.

ation.

Kernmeth Millsr: Biblical Ir gelg:

Prof o Julian Ande
The Churol,

Soripture ang Traditior

Lpor whioh nmL uii Luuf@r@ncm participants




maiority
I3l

Mot hwf v Pulslishing Moo lacter publi sl wll Conference
: i S Sy i "Jourral "t
Yoy

Lo TwWo
S R T =

Lutheran Free Conferenc
Cedcar Raplds, July

Towpic:  Justificastion, the central truth of the Scoriptures.

doctrins
o i Lel,

the war ious
fication -

Lieler 1l und TR

savs arnel esss

Prof. Armin W. Schustze:
The Sin of Man ancg

Presupposition of Justification:
oof God.

Merman Ottern:  The Meaning of Justification: & Worg Stuoy .

of Justification: The Work of

Pal M. Burogdorf:  The Ba ;
Chirist ang o Grace of God.

The Proclamation of Justification: The Gospel
Sorgivensss

Mnyheyl Rerims:  The Appropriation of Justification: Justifving

G. Rehkopf: The Froit of Justification: & Sanctifiled

T with what was always

hrongev ey

‘lhn
e

thml

in view of the
i HMelsinki in
an Justification

Lui§

mgrwm:“La

some o Wil
%tituenuv"

The cesth oo Kretzmann was announced to the Confar-
ance Flooy on

y e

wsponse Lo the LWF meebing in
Ao am oefind ement,  although many
: Hul the purpos thres o ddraw up such
NPH prb lished all Conf ey the title

| L =54

me




Lutheran Free Conference
Columbus, Ohio

- sion Thres
214, 1R6d

Topic:  The doctrine of the Churol.

Christian Church and
orly with the eocumerni-

consire-Missourd divergence.,

uncler the theme "The Hol
Tres Lt Attenpted oo ]
cal dismsue, but also the historic Wis

Y

Winfrad Schallers of the Church andgd True Ecumaenicity.
Prof. Milton Otto:  The Oreation of the Churoh.
Otto Krause:  The Marks of the Church.

Prof. Oscar Siegler:  The Mission of the Church.

Theodore ssberg:  The Functioning Forms of the Church.

Harolad Romoser .  The Plowship of the Churoh.

. rh dtemss Foro o the First time, discord sebtled over
The | -1 : s (s F f

Towe )
The

A z sl
o Gl el

in
OVEr
of

sl Core
“Tournal "

Donference -

Lutheran Free
Tllinois - July

Chicago,

L

Same Aas previouws vear, hoping to settle the doctri-

sirbect, some in pairs to sel Torth possible

sl

B lumbioy

: Chorch Do You Mean?
R Sauar sk " * h

e

Mar le
Dadmes

Who bre




HMerman A, Preds:  What Is the Churcoh’s Mission Todsay?

Gonfessiornalism Minister to

Tombal )

ctor From
b v

Taxas)
bt read
Wisconsin

N s eeman

o

Minneapolis, Minne

ctack by om
arpcl worl of

Fre o God angd Man e Faot,

Not

Christ, the Humble Servant - Fact, Not

s Christ, the Fxalted Lord - Fact, Not

w Ohirist, the Promised Messiah - Fact, Mot

s Ohirdst, the Only Hope of the Worlg -

) A Boriptural, timely
For the First (angd only)
ist (Waldelk).

Thg
of Chris
wEr Vo

e o 1
tame, & LOA

TFournalt o of the LFC, NPH agadin
sayvss, uncler the title J ;




Lutheran Free
Davenport, Iowa

Topic and theme:  “God, the Holy Spivit, Ac

Spirit, invol-
of Grace.

s cles Wit worle of
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Rockford, Illinois - July 14-16, 1970
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LUTHERAN  FREE  CONFERENCE

ANALYE

In reviewing the Lutherarn Free Conference, two methods of

e

cdid the Confe

shoulad be emploved, ERCE e

"

For ilse

L, sl seconcdly, ddid the Cone

SEFVE Y PO in the Church at large. Bolth of

are Fair and legitimate oriteria, the Following is an attesmpt Lo

chronicle the answers to those ouestions.

amsenbling the LFC, an sarly purpose was to ldentify the

sional Luthersies in America.  Using a somewhat unusual

art Ly More than onoe

carriecd out sufficd

falé

from the Tloor of the Conference that more

WES @O

stucly of GBod’s

Lutherans would participate, since the intensas

v, the mes

sl Unfortune

Worsl could have only a positive

of American Lutheranism obc oy dodn in the LFO, but the

Conference was able to ildentify and s s le & good sortion of

Lonal

iy s

Amer oA most

i

That more of the conservalive Lutherans in the LO-MS did not

clue Lo pressure Trom that syvrnood’s

participate may have beer

ol to the

Jeaclers

o the Arranges

or o Lutheranism,

porte

mer s Gommi The Arrangements Commit
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o affirmed that that attitude was present in

Armivn Solhogests

tentative agreemnent hagd been madde

sodrd . Inoat les OFIE RS

with one of the LO-MS seminary prof srrbation

o make & pre

toy bl LFC, but the Missourd mesorr sudddenly withdrew his name from

consideration.,  Other attemots to draw in the LO-MS seaminary
leadership where made, bul always the same answer, "sorey. " THe
Felt word was around [in the Missourl Synod], that it7s better
rt to oo to the Free Conference,” Schustze sadd.

iy ddertifying and drawing Conte

The LFC had good sucosss

powWhere one might pine, "0k,

jornal Lutherans, bt this is a cas

what might have been!” IF only other Lutheran bocdies had given

sa much attention to the LFC as they paid to the Lubheran wWorld

Federation. . ..

The Wimconsin Syrnod also saw the LFD as o an arerna in which Lo

introduce itself o the broader spectrum of American Lutheranism,

arch inowhich to end the isolationist view so many held of bher.

How olic she suoos Quite well, in soms e The limilting

Factor ls again the pre-Conference prejudice agalnst Wisconsin

une the

which kept many away.  Those that came to the LFD over

Yo can tallk to

charicature often held of the WF

Synod people,” they discovered. While this may nob bs

lation to mores

to & native "Wisconsiner,” 1t evidently was a reve

thar one Lutheran,

Tor an extent, this Tamiliarity stered such a

acceptance, that it may have also bred contemplt on the p

fie e sir. Wisconsin's leaders

those synods who lost

o prosslye

were porFectly honest



Tize among other Lutheran boodles. Mowever , more than ons man

realized after coming into oloser contact with the WELS that
wam the church body in which he really belonged. "I Fact, we

sometings Felt we hagd JdiffFiculty keeping nor-Wisconsin people on

the aArrvangements ODommittes, They woulad get on the

hidetze wryly remarked.

arl, L Lsoon beocome Wisconsin Syood, " £

Im this connection, the present chailrman of the Church

History department at Wisconsin Lothsran Seminary teaches his

studerrts that the WELS is s bo the Svnodical Confer-—

ercs of North america.  Partially through the LFO at le EOME

of the otheyr Confe fonal Lutherans of North america came o that

of cors Aabive Lutherans

HEE OpRlnion. Tre b

through the To smomes,

oundaries, Wiscornsin mace gr

the ground upon which she stood was importamt enough thalt they

moved within her bounclaed

The LFO First met three vears after the WELS broke off

Fellowship with the LO-MS, nine ves #after the FLS had taken the

sams action.  There carn be no denving that the organizers of the

LFO hoped this would be a Torum to st gthen the Former brethren

From Mi This was not a primary obiective, and perhaps

that should give some solace Lo the Conference supporters, For

the LFC i little Mi

count For anvihiing.

el Syvnodd, T oaoe

"The LFC hadd almost no impact on the Mi

view of the LFG, as

cording to Schuetrze, who had & very intimats

Cownmi b

chairman of the Arranoemen s el g

efice.  While the LFO was =till Missouri be
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practice altar and pulpit fellowship with the &

L0 (1

rroted before, Jouwrnalist Paul Fokert sug ol The LFCYs effect

may eveln have been pegative, since some GConfessional Missourlians

were tenpted to do thelr confe

ing Tor thres dayvs every summsy

their sviod, rather than by Fighting the difficult

irig th

amoall ovesr long

the confines of syiod.

I the hoped-For goal of “muatually ﬁtrmngth@ning“ ]

soeminary lesacdership of Mi

the LFO had 1ittle suce

that the LFC did not try, bult "Barkuas was ynwilling.”  To what

wyxtent the LO-MS

Jopah i we

Lo,

Lrarismer ool o

spvation was previously made that the L me

important purpose

to "provide. . a Forum of mutual strengthen-
g with the ultimate objective to obtain Full unity in doctrine
arcd practice.”  (WLE, &l:207) How odid she do?  ouite well and
not o very well.

The Forum was definitely there, the strengthening definitely
ook place, as one can expect whenever God’s Word iz studied on

the terms under which it expec

L T e studied.  The Holy Soirvit

the LFC as a vehdicle of "mutual strengthening.,” and that is
a laudable evernt in any bocdy’s life.
That “"full unity in doctrine andgd practice” was never ate

tained s evident From the acerbation of the

[NAYACH &

Chaveh arng Ministry (ses

sions 3 oand 4) . Tt ois evident in that at
the conclusion of the LFC the theologilians and students of God’s
Wora wallked away Ffrom one arnother unable to Jdolin in praver oF the

ume of the Sacraments.  Granted, the LFC was nolt organdzedd with

4.1



purpose of eliminating doctrinal difFereng

the sxpre

the wltimate pure v, and the LFO never resached the

hiis was

ions of fellowship.

Ltimate axpre

the LFC will have on
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of publications

Lutheranism in America is the Fine serd

va.,  Five times The Noribhwe
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compact odistillations of dooctrinal
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Publishing Ho

sing the Christian Churoh.  Five times the Churoh
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gadined edification from those efforts.

the Lutheran Fres Conferencs s alreacy

To & largs degrees,
foraotten Lo & new generation, only 15 vears after the last gavel

soundac . Bult the Conference still speaks through those

tions, angd that voloe is olesr, direct, steaddy, and defi

g G

Through

ary Unity ., the LFO can still contributse to "mutual strensthe

gring with the ultimate obdective o obtadn Full unity in doo-
trine and practice,”
In analvzing how the LFC Tared in meeting Lts own gosls,

wers Fulfilled,

thers is & "mixed bag” o report.  Somse pUurposes
other goals were polt attained.  Alwavs there are some effects
o DUt to Good, " oand soms of the LFOYs work falls into

That category., Certainly the Final criterion of analvsis, namely

what purpose the LFD served in the Holy Chreistian Ohorech, Fits

this latter desoription,
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