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WELS FELLCWSHIP FRACTICES IN 1RFQ AND 191

Why 1s 1t that the Wisconsin Evaneelical Lutheran Synod
waited for about eight years before severing fellowshiﬁ with the
Lutherén Church--Missouri Synod when 1t took the Wisconsin Synod
only a matter of months to get out of the General Council? An
Interesting question perhaps? This question is asked in an article

in the Journal of Theology, the theological journal of the Church

of the Lutheran Confession. 1In that article, the question isn't
really stated outright, but it is implied; and 1t is implied in
an‘accusjhg way. The article I am referirg to is entitled

"Fellowship Now and Ther." Tt aprears in the first issue of the

Journal of Theology, and was written bv Prof. E. Reim. In his

-article, Prof. Reim attacks a statement from an article which

apreared under the same nanme, "Fellowship New and Then," in the

February 26, 1961, issue of the Northwestern Lutheran. The state-

ment under attack is, "The Wisconsin Synod had first joined the
Gereral Council, but then left 1t when further testimony apreared
to be of no avail,"l Reim rsises a guestionr regafﬁjng the wording
"when further testimony apreared to be of no avail." He then goes
on to imply his accusation aecainst the WELS, He gives a hrief
history of the Wisconsin Synod in the General Courcil. He finishes

with a comment about rresent fellowship practices, refering

1"Fellowship Now and Then," Northwestern Lutheran, Vnl 47,
Number 5 (February 2, 19¢1), 75,




cbviously to the strife im -the Wisconsin Synod at the time over
fellowship with Missouri Synod. By so doing, he accuses the Wis-
consin Syrod of inconsistant fellowshlip practices. >Prnf. Reim's
closiné statément reads, "It goes as follews: Drafting of °*Funda-

mantal Frinciples,' December 1866A; Organization Meeting, with

Wisconsin as a constituent member, November 1867; Wisconsin with-

draws after protest against altar and pulpit-fellowship with non-
Lutherans, June lﬁfﬁ.( Certainrly not a model for the tempo of today!"?2

How might we answer this question which is proposed by Frof.
Relm. Cne thing we might do first of all 1s to set the record
stralght in regards to a mistake‘made by Reim. Reim is right in
stating that the first meetine of the Gemeral Council was held in
18A¢ and that a second organizational meetirg was held ir November
of 1867, But where he made his mistake was in savine that the
Wisconsin Synod was out of the General Council by June of 18AR,
Actually it wasn't urtil a year later thst the Wisconsin Synod
withdrew from the General Council. At the Synod convention in
June, 188, Presidert Bading reported to the convention of the
progress of the General Council including preblems with fellowship
principles, lodees, and millernmnialism. Koehler tells us what the
response of the Synod was,

But by a rising vote the assembly decided *that 1t

condemns, tosether with the whole orthodex Luthersan

church, every form of altsr end pulpit felleowship

with urnorthoedex ard heterodox helievers ss corhrarv to

the doctrine and practice of the Lutheran church,'

The four men voted acainst the resolution and, with

the exception of Lukas (who later changed his vete),

asked for release from Syrod,

Syvrod instructed its delegates to the next meeting
of the councll *to plead this resolution, iv the hcope

2R, Reim, "PFellowship Now and Then," Journal cf Therlooy,
Vol 1, Number 1 (February, 10A1), 4R, - T




that the Councll may soon see its way clear to take a
certain and determined stand.* They were also to ask
that the publication of the hymnal be rushed, -otherwise .
Synod would finally have to proceed with 1ts own,-

The next oonVentjon of the General Council was held in November
of 18£8, The minutes of that convention state that a minority
repoﬁt was not giver, but instead a‘deolaration was made,

It wsas proposed next to consider the Mirority. Report,
but its signers, declaring that many roints of difference
had been removed by the above action, received permission
to withdraw it, and at a subsequenrt sessior made this

Declaration. ,

Whereas, In the expressicns of the General Council
on the '"Four Points' many truths are confessed which are
cortalined in the Minority Report, presented by the under-
siened, we are ready to withdraw said Report, but car do
it onlgﬂghe declaration that in the decisions of the
General Council or these points we do not find evervwhere
the full, urmistakable truth expressed which we confessed
and defended; wherefore we feel ocurselves conscientiously
constraired, in order to make our position of Faith and
Confession clear, to record the followineg:

In regard to the I point, we reject each and every
form of Chiliasm as contrary tc the Scriptures arnd the
Confessiors. :

In regard to the II point, we declare that we
consider secret societies, such as Pree Masons, 0dd
Fellows, etc., as anti-Christian and soul-endangerirg
assocliations, and earrestly warn against themn.

Ir regard to the III and IV points, respecting
Mixed Commurion aré Irterchange of Pulrpits, we desiegnate
such fellowship with these not Lutheran as a unionistdc
practice, dangerous for oHr Lutheran Church, and which
we most decidedly reject,

S

The withdrawal of the Wisconsin Syred from the General Council was
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then passed by the Adoust 1869 convention of the Synod. The report

of this appears 1n the mirutes of the 1PAQ convention of the
General Courcil. So the severn months which Fref. Reim speaks of,
from November 1847 to June 1862, is actually 2 year and rnine

months. Perhaps not a sienificant change, hut a change,

37, F. Koehler, The History of fthe Wisconsin Syrnod (8t, Cloud,

Minn.:  Sentinel Fublishing Comrany . 10707 p. 117,

“Minutes of the Ganersl Covneil 1PAF-18709; Secord Convention

(Pittsbureh: Rakewsll and Farthens, 18F9) p, 25,




The question st%ll remains howevear, how came there 1g such

a differenceyin time In the Wigcanzin fvnnd's dealine with the
General Council and the Missouri HSyrod? To help ué understand,
we might ask a similar quegtinn, heow come John walked to thre

post office on Monday and drave to the post office on Thursday?
There mieht be any number of different reasons why Jchn went to
the post office jn“two differert ways, such as: the weather, how
much spare time John had, or how tired dohh.was: In order for us
to understand why John did what he did, we have to look at all of
the factors in the situation. Sc in order for us to understard
why the Wisconsin Syrod acted differentlv in the 1RA0's than it
did in the 1950's, we must lock at the factors irvolved.

One factor has to do with the timing of the conventions
themselves,. In the 1950's, the Wisconsin Synod was meeting every
two years and Missouri every three. The WELS first lodeed a
protest agéinst the Missouri Syrod in 1953, but it would be
another three years, 1@56, hefore Missouri corld react to it.

The Wiscorsin Svnod held a special convertion ir 105F especially
to react to the Missorr) Syncd cenvention, But after that it

went back to two year convertions. ITn the 1840's hoth the General
Council and the Wiscongin Syrod were meeting every year. They
were able to react to each other mere arickly, ard this certaiply
would have something to do with the time difference,

Another factor would certainly he the reiatﬁonshﬁr which the
Wisconsin Svynod had with the LC-NMS and the Gereral Ccuncil., The
Miésonri Svnod and the Wiscongir had been working tocether aver
Since the founding of the Synodical Conference back in 1R72.

That means that thev had been tnrether for 59 vears, Tratte g
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long time, Two groups can become very 1. After 89 vears,  Some
pretty Strong friendships can he {orme, Many faﬁilies were spread
ACTrosgs the two Syrods. Thape wag a strong’fpeliha of lave between
the w1sconsin Svnod ang the Missoury Svnod. Such a strong feeling
of’love was just net pPresent in the General Council, The General
Counéil Was not that 14, It was only three years old when Wisg-
consin withdrew. In fact in addressing the 1848 convention of
the Synod, Bading sroke of E;eetina his new brothers fron the
Minnesotaq and Towg Synods .5 There just WAS not the same borid of
Christian love,

A very strong bons of trust car also he developed after Rgq
years, The Missoury Synod hag alwavs been a Cohserv2t1Ve
cenfessional church bndy, After working with Such a church body
for sn long, vou begin to trust that churéh body, That bond of
trust Brows with the years, 1In fgcet when the LC-MS bvegon to have
pProblems, there were manv in the Wiscorsin Svrod whe conld neot
believe that it was happerinq. Many believed that Missonri would
Soon return from her errorp. Thev trugteq Missouri, Azain, the
Wiscorsin Synod wag 6h1y in the General Council for three vears,
and a closge bond of trust cannot develop that auicklv, 7Tn Tact
there were good feqsons for tre Wiscongin Synod net to trust
the General Council, The General Council was first frrpeqd as g
result of nppe Fraternal Addresgm r Dr, Charles Kra“tﬁ of the
Pennslvvanja Ministeriung. He issved 4 call for 511 8vrods whieh

confesseﬂ’the Unaltered Ausbure Confessian to meet t+4 croanyze

—5"Fjghteﬁheth Conveh#ion," Proggpd1gg§ of tﬁﬁ*ﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ
EVBDQElQSEi_LUﬁ2§IED~§X”Qd l§§9~1529 (WatmrtOWﬂ: Black anA Ked,

1965), v g7 T
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the basis of the UAC,

&

in a general body. So the General Council was called together on

Membership in the General Council was depend-

ant upon ratification of "Fundamental Frinciples of Faith and Church

Folity," which acknowledeer gll the confessions of the Lutheran

church., So this organization looked good on the outside. But

there were, even from the beginnire, problems regarding practices.

duestions regarding these problems were ralsed by the Joint Ohio

Syrod at the Fort Wayne convention of 1847 in the form of "Feur

Points. " They were:

fellowship, concerring pulpit fellowship, anrd concerning spcret:ﬁ

concerning Chiliasm, concerrnine altar

S

sccleties, The General Council came out officially agaihst these

practices, bhut they were allewing some men in the hody to do these

thires, That ig what caused the prohlems. Trat is why s0 many

sSyncds withdrew. That 1s why g bond of trust was Just net there

from the beginning,

Another factor t

0 consider would be joint rrojects., The WELS

and the LC-M35 had been involved in joint projects in missions,

schools, a home for the azed, a home for the retarded to name g

few, To bresk fellowshint with Missouri would mean an end to those

Joint efforts. Scme

might sav this reasoring is mercenary. But

to show a concern for these joint rojrcts can also show =a concern
J 8]

for the greatest good for the kinedor of God, To put ar end to

these joint projects

wWas a concern and coulé have beern very harmful

for the Wiscornsin Syrod. The General Courcil wsas also working on

projects, and the Wis

consin Svrod was especially lorkire at crne ef

these-~a German hvoral, This was s concern for the Wisecorain

Synod, but the logs of a hymral was not guite as sericus o concern
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The fa&fora we have mentloned are considerations in answering
the question of why the WFLS took so much lornger tn br@ak fellowship
with the L3-M3 than it d41d with the General Council. These consid-
erations are not brought foward to defend Missouri Svrod errecr, but
Wisconsin Synod action, Thev are rot menticned ss excuéeﬁ fer not
Going what;had to be done, but as reasons why the Wiscorsin Synoed
acted as 1t did with the utmost of love and patience, Fvery case
ofAbreakinq féllowship 1s different. Every case has different
situations and clrcumstances, and has to be Judeed on the bhasis of
these circumstanrces, Different people mieght judge different cases
differéntly. But for one to judee how another judees a case is

outside of our responsibllity as Christians.
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