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FIFTEEN TURBULENT YEARS IN ST. LOUIS

The Bvents leading to the Founding of
Martin Luther Rvangelical Lutheran Church

Introduction

There it was in Life magazine for all the world to sege=
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ty Lutheran Church fronted by a dozen or more pro-
test signs. "Battle ground for a Religious War," read
the headline of the WMay 25, 1953 periodical, (See Appen-
dix A) Some of those very neople, who the year before

Lo

had insgstigated that, wers by painting the placards and

67 founding members o

-«
L

guarding them By night, were in 19
Martin Luther Evangelical Lutheran Church, the WELS
flagship in Missouri,

The story of the intervening years, 1952-1967, is
a confused and tangled web bursting with intrigue,
migplaced loyvalties, snap discisions, and brooding per-
gonal resentment, This paper will survey that decade and
a half of history. Perhaps the easiest way to unravel
the thread of facts is to study the different congre-

gations involved in the story. The first is Trinity

©

-

Lutheran Church of Chesterfield, Missouri, the sight of

the "religious war.” Most now call it 01d Trinity. It

1
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remaing LCMS to this day, though it is now located
in Manchester. Next on the gcene is Trinity Lutheran

Church of Ballwin, New Trinity, established by the exiles

of 01d Trinity in 1954, Originally it was a member of
the Orthodox Lutheran Conference, but came into the WBlLd
in 1961, Subsecuently it turned independent in 1973,

The third congregation is Orthodox TLutheran Church of

Webster Grovesj Tts membership was a disgruntled group
of New Trinity members. It was nominally affiliated with
the WELS from '54 to 59, In *59 it joined the CLC,

Tt gtiil remains CLC, although it has changed its name to
Faith and ite location to Ballwin. The Tinal church,

Martin Luther, drew its membership from both New Trinity

and Orthodox. Perhaps the chart of Appendix B will better
illustrate this complicated situation.

I, 0ld Trinty

Trinity Lutherasn Church of Chesterfield hardly
appeared to be a hotbed of unrest in its early years,
The congregation, located some twenty miles west of down=
town St. Louls, was born in 1900, Pastor Gustav G.
Schupmann became its minister in 1917, The congregation
wag apparently a loyal member of the LCMS for many yesrs.

But trouble began to brew as the LCHMS's doctrine began

to deteriorate. Pastor Schupmann kept his 220 souls

()1

abreast of the synod's plight and in March of 1950, the

congregation sent a resolution to the Synod Convention

(Milwaukee) for clarification of the official stand on



engagement and Romans 16:17. Soon after sending this,

both the ALC and the LCMS accepted the Common Confession.
With the addition of this third strike against Missouri,
the wheels ofp unrest began to rotate fasternl

Pastor Schupmann continued his fight to make his congre-
gation aware of the situation. Almost every Sunday bul-
letin from March of 1951 on contained some statement abouy
doctrine, Doctrine too was the topic at nearly every
church function. It is interesting to learn that all of
this anti-LCMS sentiment on the part of Pastor Schupmann
and some congregation leaders brought out no open
opposition.2

Perhaps the catalyst iﬁ this "religious wap®” was the
person of Herman A. Strumpler. He became a member of
Trinity after leaving Emmaus Lutheran Church(LCMS) for
reasons of conscience in 1950. He was a firebrand, quick-
tempered, vocal, and definitely charismatic. His anti-
ILCMS sentiment led as wamy to the cause as Pastor Schup-
mann's actions. OFf course, he also caused those who dis-
agreed with him to unite in opposition.

The spark finally ignited the powder on November 12,
1951, In the regular, monthly voters' meeting, the mem-
bers present resolved to leave the ILCMS and affiliate with
the newly-formed Orthodox Lutheran Conference. The
opposition to this move appears to have been weak at this
meeting, chiefly centered in Fred Maertz, the congregation
president., By the next voters®' meeting, he had mustered
opposition. The motion was malle and seconded to withdraw

from the 0LC and reaffiliate with the LCMS. Pastor
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Schupmann would not allow the motion fo be called. Rather
he addressed the meeting for a time, stating that the

vote would be teken at the next meetiﬁi He then asked.

. . - I
for and received a motion to adaorn,’p

This turn of events caused Fred Maertz to confer with
Pastor ®lsen, the LCMS circuit visitor fré?Orrvillee
The two of them planned an organizational meeting for the
opposition at his church in Orrville for December 16,
Word of the meeting leaked out to Pastor Schupmann. The
next Sunday he proclaimed from the pulpit that any
member attending such a meeting at Orrville would be
excommunicated.5

This did not deter the pro-LCMS group from meeting.
The meeting showed that they possessed a clear majority
and could get their way in a fair meeting. DBut the group
feared that 'Pastor Schupmann would not allow a fair vote
because of the excommunication threatened the previous
Sunday. Therefore they resolved to call a church voters’®
meeting themselves on December 20, *‘he secretary sent
out the constitutionally required information cards to
each member on December 18, late in the day. As a result
of the slow mail delivery, only the pro-~LCM5 group
came to the meeting. Upon arriving at the locked church,
the group met in the picnic stand so that they would
again conform to the constitution which required all
meeting to be held on church property., At that meeting,

S

the resoluation was approved to rejoin the LCMS,
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Pastor Schupmann reacted to these events by cancelling
worship services on December 30, 31, January 1, 6, and 13.
He conducted services in hisg own home lest any sinful
members attend,7 The annual meeting took place on Jan—
vary 14, The OLC group met upstairs, the LCMS group
downstairs. The OLC group wlected officers, while the LCMS
group voted to remove Pastor Schupmann and also to seek
legal advice in order to evict him and his followers.
The 1CMS provided this legal aid and the court granted
them a temporary injunction giving them the use of the
church from 7:45 to 9:15 A.M. each Sunday until the case

8 (See Appendix A)

wag heard.
’This action triggered the O0LC group which still held the

keys to the church to post signs on the church property
pointing out the errors of the LCMS and their officials.
The LCMS group defaced these signs at least once, the church
was broken into and vandalized, and threatening phone
calls were received., Herman Strumpler (Director of
Publicity for the 0LC) wrote a sensationalized report
of the fighting which took place with LCMS pastors.
(See Appendix C) He also proudly displayed a bullet hole
in his auto windshield.

The case finally came to court in January of 1953.
Various members of both groups tesgtified, but clearly

s
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little, if anything, to do with the actual trouble at

Trinity. The OLC group and the LCMS group brought in
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their big guns. The OLC witnesses, President and Profes=-
sor W, H. McLaughlin and Prof. P. E. Kretymann, attempted
to show that here was indeed a doctrinal difference betweeen
the OLC and the LCMS, the the ILCMS had deviated from its
previous doctrinal statements, and that this difference
had caused the split at Trinity. Part of Prof. Kretzmann's

testimony is recorded in the Iutheran Historical Tnsiitute

Quarterly, volume XXVII, no. 1, page 20ff. The LCMS
produced  Professors W. A. Baepler and Martin Franzmann,
along with President J. W, Behnken., They, of course,
attempted to prove just the opposite. To make a very
long and confused story short, the court ruled in favor
of the LCMS group. Prior to this, the LCMS group had
broken the locks on the church and rpeplaced t®em. Thus,
possession being 9/10 of the law, they kept the church.?

Pastor Schupmann and approxim=tely sixty communicant
members left the church where they had been baptized,
conTirmed and married., That same year, 1954, they estab-
lished New Trinity, meeting in a rented American Legion
hall. Many thought that the war was over. for all
partiesg but this was hardly the case, Dark clouds loomed
on the horizon,

The conflict had attracted a great deal of attention.
Now, even though everything was legally settled, the memory
of what had happened and what they thought had happened
remained in the mind of the community. Consequently,
it wa-s nearly impossible Tor either of the two groups
to attract members from the area. This led 0ld Trinity

to eventually build a new church four miles down the road,
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The friction between the two groups was still very much
in evidence. The split had separated faﬁilies and friends.
This friction reached a climax when the 0ld Trinity
building was finally torn down. The story goes that
Pastof Schupmann, convinced of a Nazi takeover in World
War TT, withdrew his sav ngs, a considerable amount, in
silver coing. He proceded to hide sacks of them inside
the church and on the church property. When 0ld Trinity
was destroyed, these sacks were found. The Schupmann
family claimed them as did the LCHMS church. I was unable
to\find a source who knew the outcome of the storyelo

Even within the congregation of New Trinity there
was unrest. People began to point accusing fingers at
Pastor Schupmann and various members who they said were
at fault in their loosing the church.

As we leave 01d Trinity, it must be reported that this
LCKS church is apparently thriving. It has an attractive
new building on a main road in a weelthy suburb. The
last ILCMS statistical report our library has(1968)

gshows its membership at 739 souls.

1. New Trinity

It was true, the war was over between New Trinity and
01d Trinity, but there was scarcely a ceasefire within
New Trinity itself.

The trouble in New Trinity centered around Herman
Strumpler, He thought that he had been the stabilizing
factor in the split. Further, being Director of Fub-

licity for the OLC, he thought he was hot stuff. His main



8

hone of contention was the fact that Pastor Schupmann had
battle. He refused to testify or even to help pay court
and lawyers’® feeg, 11

Strumpler was the most vocal ¢ritic of the Schupmann
silence, but far from the only one. His main support
came from Elmer Schaeffer and the Hoffmann families. They
marched into a spring ('54) voters® meeting with the avowed
purpose of "defrocking" Pastor Schupmanne12 Details of
the meeting are sketchy. Apparently, Strumpler or one of
his followers accused Pastor Schupmann, who responded
in a rather caustic manner. Stnumpler and his followers
then marched off to plan their next move,

For unclear reasons, Pastor Schupmann drew up and
presented to the May 10, 1954 voters' meeting a resolution
that New Trinity withdraw from the O0LC. The resolution
passed. (See Appendix D)

The Strumpler group apparently viewed this action on
the part of Pastor Schupmann as the unpardonable gin. Two
of this group. Reimnitz and Osterloh, charter members of
the O0IC, took it upon themselves on May 19 to memorialize
the OLC convention not to allow Schupman or his congregation
back into membership until they had confessed and made
aﬁgnds for their sins. They accused Schupmann of being a
blind.leader, of miserably neglecting his duty and of
slander. (See Appendix E)

Strumpler and his followers did not receive the responce

they desired from the 0LC., - They then wrote a letter to

0IC President McLaughlin, expressing their disapproval
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over his action or lack of it. It further stated that
they did not believe that their gsouls salvation could be
found within the 0IC. The twenty=-six who signed the
letter left New Trinity and founded their own church,
Orthodox Lutheran of Webster Groves. The date was July
19, 1954, (See Appendix F)

This split reduced the communicant membership of New
Trinity by one half to thirty. It re-entered the OLC that
year, Pastor Schupmann continued to serve the congre-
gation until his death in 1961. At one time, when he
was recovering from a stroke, Rev. David Daniels assisted
him in his duites for one year. Upon Pastor Schupmann's
death, the congregation called his son, Arthur, as their
minister. He accepted the call that same year. The OLC
dissdved in 1961 and Pastor 8chupmann entered the WELS
ith New Trinity. At that time, the congregation still
numbered only thirty communicants and fifty-six souls,

One more fact should be noted about New Trinity. Since
it had been mainly inactive members who had forced them
to leave 01d Trinity, the congregation put a unique
constitution into effect. Any confirmed person could
become a communicant member., But to become a voting member,
one had to be approved by a majority of the existing votimg
members, In order to remain a voting member, one had to
attend both chureh and the monthly voters' meetings
regularl‘y@13

Things went smoothly for New Trinity for four or

five years, The Synod loaned it $50,000 for a church and
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parsonage., The membership rose to sixty=-eight communicants
and eightywonevsoulg by 1965. It wzss in the fall of that
year thatﬁrouble again beset the small church., Rut
hefore examining this trouble, 1t is necessary to first
pick up the story of the group that left New Trinity in
1954,

ITT, Orthodox Iutheran Church

The signers of the July 19, 1954 letter %b OLC Presi-
dent McLaughlin started out in a rented hall, but soon
bought their own building. That action combined with

their resgolution of July 28, 1954 (See Appendix G) clear-
1y indicated that they wanted no further contact with New
Trinity or the 0LC., The problem that confronted this new,
independent congregation was calling a pastor. Under the
direction of Herman Strumpler, the congregation called
Rev, J. B, Brhart, a WELS pastor serving in Cochrane,
Wiscongin, He had apparently met with this congregation
while visiting St. Louis.'® He accepted the call and
arrived in St. Louis in November of 1954,
y

The status of the congregation for the next Tive

vears ig somewhat perplexing., Pastor Erhart insists they
were members of the WELS Ffrom 354<"59, 15 BElmer Scheeffer
a member during this time, says it was only a WELS congre
gation from *57w“59916 Both agree that they never received
any support from the WELS, The WELS statistical reports

ligt Orthodox as an independant congregation in fellow-

ship with the WELS from °'54-°'59, It must be pointed out

that in these 5 years, the church gave only $160 to WELS/
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The congregation got rid of a great burden when Herl=
Baital

man Strumpler left at this time. Hiks charisma wore off.

He then founded a congregation in north St. Louls and served

pastor. He died in the sixties, his obltuary

17

reading, "Rev. Herman Strumplexr.,”

Tn 1959 and 1960, in@yWiLhdf@W its "affiliation” with

the WELS and became 1ounder of the CILC., In 1961, Pastor
Erhart decided that he should return to the WELS. He passed
his colloguy in 1964 and accepted a call to Glenwood,
Minnesota in the fall of 1965. Although Pastor Zrhart
tried to convince the congregation to again join the WELS,
they remained 630918
But all was npt well mt this time in Orthodox Lutheran,
The eongrega%ion had been split by an aduli}y case invole
ving a prominent member., In addition, Elmer Schaeffer

Kal

reports that a great many of the congregation in fact
did vant to come into the WELS, others wanted to go to
) TR E o - A T 19 m - P

the LCMS, gtill others to remain CLC. The problem
which faced those who wanted to become part of the WELS
is obvious. The only WELS congregation in the area 1s
Mew Trinity, the church which they had criticized and
defamed ten years bhefore.

IV. The Formation of Martin ILuther

The members of Orthoedox who wanted to join New Trinity,

P A
J ] .

T R ponr - -
/LN numoer, Anew Tna’t LT Wou not be eagy

FA:DJ ]
They realized that they had been blind in following Herman

Strumpler and had violated the law of Christian love. They

knew too that there were many at New Trinity who remem=-
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hered the events of a decade before with hatred., Flnally
they knew that New Trinity's legalistic constitution
gave their members the right to deny membership to whomever
they pleased,

The first members of Orthodox to join New Trinity ware
the Wallace Schlawins. But they came In via the back
door. Wrs, Schlawin was Pastor Erhart's daughter znd the
family had been members of his church in Cochrane. They
had only moved to the S5t. Louls area a few years before
to join Orthodox and consequently, no member of New
Trinity was aware of the fact that they belonged to Ortho-
dox. FPerhaps Fastor Schupmann knew, but ke didn't reveal
it. Thus, New Trinity gladly accepted them as communi-
cant members,

Shortly thereafter, the Elmer bSchaeffer applied
for membership in New Trinity as a "test case.” ILlmer
had two strikes ageinst him to begin with. He had crit-
icized Pastor Schupmann and he had also signed several
letters which condemned New Trinity. When he applied for
membership, the members of New Trinity learned of a third
atrike-=he had married another FErhart daughter.,

The voters of New Trinity did not deny his application
for membership outright. But they did attach conditions,

The chief cone wags that Elmer would have to confess his

S
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ns and apologize in a formal letter. Elmer did so
in a letter dated January 10, 1966, (See Applendix H)
The congregation, however, refused to accept it and the

natter sat in limbo for some time,
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Pastor Arthur Schupmann saw that this action was
ungeriptural and attempted to convince his congregation

of that fact. But the opposition, which included some
of hig own family, refuded to listen., Fastor ISchupmann,
however declsred to them that he would serve communion
to those Tamllies from Orthodox who wanted it921
At this time, Pastor Schupmann received and accepted a call
to 8t. Peter's in WMilwaukse where he continues to serve,

o

The Seminary Asgignment Committee sent graduate Rog

5

L

to New Trinity and Feace, Owens-

]

Zehms to serve as pastor
ville, a congregation which had had a simular split with
the LCMS. He arrived in the midst of the controvers;

i -
being installed on ﬂly 17, 1966,

It should be pointed out that not all the voting members

cation For

o

of NMew Trinity opposed the Schaeffer appl

membership, Pastor Zehms recalls that the voters were

split 8-7 on the issue. The majority demanded that Llmer
Schaeffer enumerate hig sins in his written confegsion,

Furthermore, since they could not remember all he had

wide search for information on

4]

done, they instigated

[}

hig past gins,~?
Fastor Zehms too realized the evror of their actions,

He, like Tastor Schupmann, tried to instruct them and he

Lion. Caator Zehms conferrved with

e

an into flerce oppos:
We &' Dorn, the Minnesota DMB Chairman and Fresident Lenz.
These two made several trips to the congrpgutlon? but

their meetings were Trultless. At this time, TFastor
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i

Zehms, not having the benefit of relatives in the congre-

>

cation, became the butt of vieious gossip. Added to all
< ? 'l

thig, in Janusry of 1967, the voters passed a resolution
by an 8-7 vote making the Schaeffer application for
memhership a closed matter,
On January 20, Fastor Zehms met with the innesota
DMB in Rochesgter where he told them that he wanted to
resign, We I'. Dorn was gympathetic to his cause and sent
each Wission Board member a hrief appralsal of the
situation. (See Appendix I) Fastor Zehms, with the
Mission Beard's approval, resigned on February 1, 1967,
With this action, the congregation came under discipline,
‘his meant no subsidy and no pastor. The congregation was
shocked, but recovered enough to charge the WEL3 $100/day
rent on the parsonage. The Zehms moved in with friends amd
continued to serve peace, Owensville,

w Trinity continued to have services with Robert
Schupmann, brother of Arthur, conducting reading services,
In addition, 0., Schupmann, another brother, who was also
a pastor in the WELS served them communion on several
occasions, 23

The District Migsion Board reguested Fastor Zehms to

hold exploratory services in the 5t. Louls area. The

o

L]

obvious intent wasg to provide Word and Sacrament Tor the

Orthodox Lutheran people, but several members of New

o

Trinity came also. The first service wag held on March

10, 1967 in the home of Arland Hoffman, a member of Ortho-

dox with twenty=-three people in attendance. The following
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Sunday, Faster Sunday, the first public worship service
was held at a Howard Johnson Motor Lodge., DBiections

were held that Sundayj; the next Sunday, »unday School
began, The Mission Board gave the congregstion the right
to organize on Cetober 24, 1967

V. Subseguent-Higtory

Now New Trinity had a problem on its hands in the form
of discipline., That fall, 1967, WELS officials and members
of the congregation worked out an agreement. (See Appen-

J) The DMB called retired Pastor Erich Penk to serve
the congregation. He came and sgerved until the gsummer
of 1968, He never delved into the problem and served

ew Trinity in a very quiet way for those months. He
24

a

also had a friendly relationship with Martin Luther,
When Pastor Penk left, the DMB authorized the congre-

gation to call its own pastor. Pastor 0. Schupmann, who

had secretly served New Trinity during its discipline,

recommended they call Rev., Larry Lillegard. He had

recently resigned his call, astor Lillegard accepted

the call, but his stay was hardly a pleasant one.

He was an active member of the John Birch Society and used

every opportunity to spread his anti-communist gospel.

The congregation, of courgse, resented this. Finally,

DN

{

d
much to their Jjoy, he left in 1972, 5 New Trinity was

not much happier with their new pastor, Rev. Herbers:
Filter., He was a hi-=fi freak who occasionally missed

s ; . . . 26
services by sleeping in. He remained only one year.“"
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After Pastor Filter left in 1973, the congregation
hecame independent, receiving funds from Independent
Tutheran Missions. Former WELS pastoy Ed Zacharius,
came that same year. He is still remembered for reading
every word of his sermonsa27 He left in 19738 and was
succeeded by another former WELS man, Pastor Wayne Popp.
He had split with the WELS over the use of the KJV.
He serves the congregation part=time to this day, being
a full-time electrician and plumber. The congregation
has only eighteen active communicants to this day, five
of them in Pastor TFopp’'s familyeZS

The history of Orthodox ILutheran is a little more-guiet.
Many left the congregation in '66-'067, either to join
Martin Luther or the LCMS. The congregation itself
remained CILC, although it changed its name and location,

3,

Tt is now Faith Iutheran of Ballwin, It had five pastors

in a very short time after Pastor Erhart left in 1965,
Rev. Leonard Bernthal, who recently came to the WELS

(cf, Northwestern Lutheran, Dec. 20, 1981, p, 415,

served them for a time in the seventies, The congregation

ig currently under the charge of Fastor Vance Iossom

" . - s Fa o I . . o S Ay 29

who has a flock of fourty-three communicants.
The history of Martin TLuther has been the most success=-

ful of the three., It dedicated its first church on October

11, 1970 and dedicated a new church on May 31 of lagt

year. The congregation now has 219 communicants and 296

souls., Pastor Zehms still serves this congregation,
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Conclusion

When looking at the 01d Trinity conflict, one would
like to shift 2ll the blame to the LCHS side, but this

is hardly possible. Both sides acted poorly on a number

of instances. Pastor Schupmann and his followers took

a cé%ageous stand for sound doctrine against the entire
1CHS, but that does not Justify blanket excommunications,
Tn retaliation, the LCMS group held a secret meeting. This
brought about the erection of signs in from the thg church

o4

the ba

-l

which only heated ttle. But that was hardly a
justifiable reason for the vandalism that resulted.
In short, hoth sides were at faulb.

The congtitution of 0ld Trin'ty apparently did not
provide for the church property to remaln with the ortho-
dox group in a split. Thus, the only fair course of
action would have been to call an open fHorum where both
gides could have expregseed their views, This would have
certainly won more over to the OLC side that did the
signg, Following such a meeting, a vote should hav~
been taken, the majority retaining the church property.
By our way of thinking, the good guys would have still
lost out, but that is sometimes the result of standing
up for the truth. Whatever the result, this decent and

orderly procedure would have avoided the loss to the
Kingdom which resulted Trom the bad publicity.
The conflict at New Trinity was a personality clash,

pure and simple, between Schupmann and Strumpler. Schup-

man probably erred in not supporting the defence of 0ld



Trinity. But Strumpler erred even farther by trying %o
defrock”™ his pagtor. Again a clear, calm discussion
could have helped esse the gituation. At least the break
was a guick one in this case,

The later conflict at New Trinity over the Schaeflfer

application for membership is again a case of personality

ey

conflict. learly Elmer Schaeffer had sinned, but he
repented and confTegssed. But the hatred of the elght
voters, nurtured for a dozen years, blinded thelr eyes
to the Bible truth.

Manyv practical lessons can be drawvn from these
J k ‘

5% . Louis,

)
—_
-

fifteen turbulent years
1. Sound doctrine is indeed a cause worth fighting for,
Unfortunately here, the fight was carried out in a

Wrong way.

g_u.

. Doctrinal error can only he crushed by diligent,

~
>
Lo

f

careful and pBLJPnT evangelical ingtruction in the Truth.
Namecalling, slander, 2nd shady dezlings are not only
unsceriptural, but inelfective,

3, After a period of instruction has taken place, a time
may come when a complete break is in order,

L, One must forgive and Torgive and forgive the actions

of others. Keeping track of gins and harboring hatred
ig unscriptural.
5, Personality conflicts get in the way of gospel pro-

clamation. HMavoritism and resentment must he avolded

]

all cost, Tor thy hid%th@

at sruthe
6. One must be tactful in all he savs and does. Words

and actionsg can easgily be taken in the wrong way.
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divine call in

One must respect the authority of th

T
0

situations. Accusing a called minister on unsub-
ntiated or inconsequential grounds,or meddling in
af<irs of a fellow pastor 1s wrong.
tnly God can judge the heart of men. When we see
eone act in a strange way, we should but the best
truction on it, or talk to the person privately.
God makes even bad things work out for good. All

s controversy resulted in the formation of Martin Luther

ch has flourished abundantly under God's gu’dance.,
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Lutherans in Missouri guote
andl smite each other in figh

In Romans 16:17 St. Paul writes, “Pake not
Jifficulties in opposition to the doctrine . .. avoid them,” This text
has figured in a bitter dispute within the Chesterfield Trinity Lutheran
Church near St. Louis, When the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod
adopted a common confession of doetrine with the American Lutheran
Church, 70 “rebels” within the congregation broke with the Synod to join
the Orthodox Lutheran Conlerence. The rebels quoted St. Paul, charged
the confession abetted lalse doctrine on such matters as salvation and
grace. Although, for example, both the confession and the rebels state
that God “elects” certain people lor salvation, the rebels say their rivals
do not sincerely believe this. A trumped-up objection, retorts the Synod.
But 90 Trinily parishioners remained loyal to the Synod, and in the
‘o e B enaeeion af the choeeh. families were split, signs put

4
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| smite each other in fight for their church

tomans 16 :17 St Paul writes, “Fuke note of those who create . . .
culties in opposition to the doctrine ... avoid them.” This text
figured in a bitter dispute within the Chesterfield Trinity Lutheran
ujh near St. Louis. When the Lutheran Church—DMissouri Synad
pled a common conlession of doctrine with the American Lutheran
ireh, 70 “rehels” within the congregation broke witlt the Synod to join
Orthodox Lutheran Conference, Hl(‘ rehels quoted St. Paul, charged
confessionn abetted false doctrine on such matters as salvalion aml
e, l\lllmu«fll, for example, both the confession and the rebels state
CGod “elects” certain people for salvation, the rebels say their rivals
wot sincerely belicve this. /\ trumped-up objection, retorts the Synod.
tat 90 Trinity ])Lll'iﬂli()ll( rs remained loyal to the Synod, and in the
ilting fight for possession of the church, families were split, signs put
by lh(‘ ()th()dU\ faction were torn down, large rocks were hurled
ough the ¢ shourch windows and both Llymvu and ministers smote each
er in listfights. Ho AL Strumpler, a rebel, writing in an Orthodox pub-
tion about ()ll(‘ furious fight near the ('huu,h Y ud he came upon a pro-
Jod minister “ehoking 1\[1. Oscar Hertlein while the latter was lying
strate in the pallor of dcalh, and saw another minister kicking Hert-

A blow to the firsl minister’s chin, said Strumpler, and ﬂnolhm Lo

qud miunister’s head saved Hertlein, The pro-Synod ministers,
1ying this account, said it was the Or lhodpx group who allacked Lhem.

ORTHODOX POSITION on “uncleanliness” -
ol women alter childbirth is set forth in sign,
quoting Hebrews 13:4 (“Let marriage be held
in honor™). Initials on sign at right refer to la-
beling of rebels as “Super-Orthodox Brethren.”

CONTI{NUED ON NEXT PAGE

Battleground conrinueo : '

Prof. Wallace M(:Luughlm and Rev. G. G. S(;vhuplmvmvn of Orthodox Lutheran
Dr. J. W. Behnken, president of Missouri Synod group; Dr. Walter Baepley

and Prof. Martin Franzmann of Concordia Seminary, which is run by Synad,




TTLE

When the Missouri Synod countered that fellowship with the Ameri.
can Lutherans was possible without complete agreement in details of
doctrine, the Orthodox Lutherans, led by Pastor Gustav Schupmann,
replied with First Corinthians 1:10: “That ye all speak the same thing
... lhat ye be perfectly joined in one mind.” Schupmann’s group
now has physical possession of the church, hut a court order has given
the Synod group the right to meet there for two hours on Sundays
pending final settlement of the case in circuit court. Meanwhile, traffic
on the heavily traveled road in front of the church is often slowed to
a crawl as drivers come almost 10 a slop lrying Lo read the rebel signs,

LOCKING DOOR, H. A. Strumpler of Orthodox faction closes church after
Synod group has used it. He says Synodites turn backs to him when he passes,
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' RESOLUTION

" The following resolution was drawn and

submitted by Reverend Gustav G, Schupmann
to his voters body and adopted by same on
May 10, 1954,

I move that Trinity Lutheran Church of
- Chesterfield, Mo, for the welfare of the
- 0,L.C,, its own welfare, and the welfare
of its pastor and its assistant pastor
give up its membership in the 0,L.C, and be
 _dndependent; and that it continue to sup-
“port and to pray for the 0,L,C, as hereto-

fore; that such relinquishing of menbership
be effective at oncej and that we apply for
nembership again when it is safe for both
parties; and that this resclution be sent
to the president of the 0,L.C, thru My,
Kenneth Hoesch. May 10, 1354,
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THEMORTAL ON TUE STANUS (F
TRINITY LUTHERAY CHURCH OF (ITSGUENPIRID, MISR0URT,

TO THE POURTH MRVUAL COHVERTION OF TIE CRYHIEOY LUTHERAN CONMISENCE, AUGUSY 21=23, 1554,

Te the sttewbien of:
Pretio, Reve . Ho Melaughling M, 5. To

We, the wmdersigned membzrs of the Orthedex Luthersn Conferensce, hereby eppsel to
the Orthedex Lutheran Cenference in convention assembled in Mlonespolis, Mimmeseta,

August 2123, 195h. We pretest the resdmission inte membershlp of Trinity Lutheran

Church of Chesterfield, Misseuri und its pastor end assistent te the paster, merely by

reversing thely wotien of Moy 20, 1954 which reads a3 fellows: "I meve thet Trinibly

lutheran Church of Chesterfleld, Mo. for the welfare of the 0.L.C., its ewn welfere, end

the welfare of its pestor and its sssistant paster gilve up its medbership in the 0.1.C.

and be independent; amg that 1t centinue to support &nd Yo pray for the 0.L.C. s=

heretofore; that such relinquishing of memberchip be effective ot once; sod thet we
aprly for membership agein when it is safe for beth parties; wnd theat this reselubtion be
sent the Fresideat of the 0.L.C. thru Mr, Kennebb Heesch,™

The follewing reagens are set ferth bte support our mrotest.

1. The offence which they have thus created most fivst be rewoved by setting their house
in oxder. The vobers for blindly following thelr dliud leaders, The lesders for thelr
refusa) to remove offenses created by then snd trying te cuver up the offenses by edding
aaovther; a greabter offenss, in causing the vobters to withdraew frem the Orthedex Luthezran
Conlerence on Mey 10, 1954 without sctting ferth the reasen for such withdrawal.

2, The pastors sre further charged with coddling a member of the congregeiien who iz sm
officer of the Orthodox Luthermm Conferemce, thereby streamgthaiing him in s sine They
heve thus miserably neglected thelr duty to bvring him %o wnderstend the error of hls ways
for the salvation of his seul.

3, The pastors have likewlse given grest oifence by trewsgressing the Eighth Cornandment
in bringing false accusations sgainst the pasters of the Criliodex Lutheran Conference by
stabing that 1) pasiters dilsliked 2 member of the Beswd of Directors and when questiened
chenging this statement to #e& msjority of the pastors® withevd predusing the evidence
and encouraging the Board member te resigne

4,  The pasters amd his sasistant have also given offense by their intimete asssciabien
with a heretic mad permitting themselves to be influsnced by him. Such asseclatien has
not been cendensd by the Orthedox Luthersn Confersnne in the past as  evidenced in the
Rev, H, F. Kehlinger case, P
G,y 1 Time 35 1 Tim, Lel-23; 2 Tim. 53225 Jemse 5:20. |

/—'VD‘ = N )
siges (e it
Q. R Reilmdts ()

5t, Lowis, Moo e 19, 195k, . y T
Louiss Mooy Hey 19, 1550 E%ﬁmm%%&%ﬁz%{

axzer H, Osterloh®

Becauwne of the actlen ftaken by the wobers en May 10, 1954 we have withdram sur
neubership in Trinity Luthsrsas Church ef Chestorfield, Misssurd so thet we could ramsin
members of ‘the Orthodex Lutheren Cenfewsnss.

EER FOR YHE FULYL. TRUTA (F THE WORD!

G
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Kppendix F

July 19, 195h
St. Louls; Mo,
Dres, RETe Ho He Mcloughling KeS.T. ;
2811 Irving Avenue, North '
Himmeapolis 11, lmesote

Doar Precident Melaughlin:

vie herewith acknowledge your letter of July 12, 1554, After prayerfully considering the
szame we have the following to say,

As to #r, Reimmitz, iz Osterioh and My, Strumpler the wvecords will show that they bscame
personal members at Okabena when they signed the articles of agreemont. Nowhers in the recouds
will be found this membership has besn withdresn,

The suggestion that applicatien be mede by these ip inconsistent, unless the OLC Yolds,
members can be voted out of the fellewship without representatlon, imowledge or consent, and
thet the OIC would further hold, one must remain with a congregation regardless of a withdrawal
by the congrezation. Your July 12, 1954 letier conveys this as being a fact: “Since it is a
fact that the basis of your membership in the OLC, 2s members of an affiliated corgregation has
technieally been destroyed by the congregation's action, = = -

You suggest that we rejoin Trinity congregstion not & member of the oL, ALl the witnesses
in the Chesterfield litigation have withdrawn, save one, These witnesses are now asked to
repudiste their testimony, and perjure themselves. 0D FOREID.

We hold, since it is a recognized "fact" that we are voted out of the OIC and no longer
can be heard by the convention, that our 1lips arce being sesled by the CIC to satisfy the fancy
of @ome who desire to withdraw from the fellowship, we are in conscience bound te say that we
are not certain, our souls selvation iz found in the borders of the 00,

Wle therefore will abide by the Chesterfield resclution {which is ambiguous and slanderous)
and by the miling of the Praesidinm, or the pastoral conference, or whosoever gave the inter-
pretation, Your letter shows the futility of amy of our group to attend the conventien, for
cur presence would only be conducive to annoy others.

We throvgh you have made overtures to meet with Trikity and they remain silent, We have
no further course, but to express our regrets and say that we herewith drop the matier and lay
it before the Highest Tribunal In Heaven.

Thenk you for your pest intersst, and
Zver for the Full Truth of the Word.

AL
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Append

j-

he following resclution was adopbed by wanimous |
rising vebe in our mesting of July 28, 1954,

WHiREAS: Trinity Iafheran Church, OLC of Chesterfield, to. withdrew from the Orthodox
{utherean Conference on May 10, 1954 at the request of Hev, Gustav G. Schupmenn and
Rev, A V. Schupmarm, to avoid censure {rom the Orthodox Lutheran Conferemce fov
slander by Rev, Gustsv G, Schummzn and foul language used by Pev, A, 4. Schupmem dn
nis accusstion to the Church Council, &5 seb forth in the memorial bo the OLC conven-
tion, duted Ney 19, 1954 by 0. %, feimmits wnd Warren Osterlohy and

WHEREAS: The pastors of Trinity Lutheran ~hureh have failed 4o remove the offcnse set forth
in the memorial, bub have toured many States, to gain support from other OLC pastors
Tor their ungodly deeds, (which is supported by decuentury evidence) thus making
them partskers of their sins; and

WEREAS: The Preesidium of the Grthodox Luthevan Conference has reversed itself on 2 mumber
of occesicns through its President, thereby creating doubt and uncertainty in the
minds of Christians, which leads to the destructioen of souls, for whom Christ died; and

WHEREAS: The Prasident of the Orthodox Lutheran Conference wmder date of July 12, 1954 wrote
%o our merbers: Yas I am not a member of the congregation it is not my concerm; therety
showing himself 2 derelict and a hireling in the Lord's Tinoyard, 4e had the memorial
in his possessicn since May 19543 and

WHEREAS: We were advised by the President, we would not be grented leave to yresent the
{ssyes to the convention, for a Ged-pleasing settlement, thereby sealing the lips of
Christians, #nd demying them the right of a hearing, but in effect supporting the
Chesterfield pastors in their sin; and

WiltREAS: The Praesidium has flagrantly viclated the Law of Love in feiling to cub the cancer
from its fellowship, thus making themselves end a1l the clergy in the OLC pertakers
of other mens sins, by becoming slanderers and destroyers of souls; und

WHEREASs The Praesidium sppointed Reve A W. Schupmamn os essoyist to the convention, (as re-
ported in thy July-August official Organ of the OLC the OL) though apprized of his sing !
and his withdrawsl from the Orthedox Lutheran Conference, thereby encouraging him in - s ;
his sin, end giving him the suppert of #il the clergy in the fellowship, thus making i
themseives guilty of the sins of Missourl Syned, in the WHITEZWASY THAT BLACKZNED,

EE 7T THEREFORE RESOLVED: That our congregaticn remain out of the fcllowship of the Orthodox
Tutheran Cenference, who have become 2 heterndox church body, by their ungodly
practice; and

BC TT FURTHER RESOLVED: That no trthedox Lutheren Conference pastor occupy our pulpit unrbil
this gin hes been yemoveq fron their fellowship; end i

B TT FURTHER RESOLVED: That 211 documents of the facts supporting this resclution be properly
prepared for reproductlion, to serve &i 2 warning o other Lutherans, showing the ;

}
g
}
;
!
'i
|

. practice obtaining in the Orthodox Tutheran Conference; and
BE TT FURTHER FESOLVED: Thet we have no further deeling with the Orthodox Lutheran Conference,
mtil they correct the errce of thelr way; and .
BT IT FURTHER HESOLVED:s Thabt this resclutlon be mailed to the President of the Orthodox
Yuthersn Conference, snd all others 4o whom it nuy concerm,

ORTHODOY LUTHERAH CHCACH
. . St. Louls, Mimsourd.
St, Louls, Misaowrd

July 28, 1954 - Z 4&%5 ‘47
eS8, ) e 7 -

Elmer Scheefer

sy CBL i

0, &0 Reimnitz




Appendix H

_ L Rt.2 Box 411
kg : : Chesterfield, Mmﬂ
o . . : ; Tanuﬂry 10, 1966
.Trinity Lutheran Church : - '
Bellwin, Missouri
Dear Brethren, - : ' , :

About-Tifteen years ago, I with other members, WlbhﬂT“W my me mbershlw

from your: polgr’gdﬁion¢ At that time the conflict seemed to be one of &
De rson.l—n?bare¢ The entire eglgoou is quite vague in my mind,: However, in
rbbaf"_bo 2 letter or letters to which my name was 51Jned* I ho longer ho’ﬂ an
thing agaanJ your congregation, 1 am sorry for any offense given your con~
ﬂrcg;plon by thlo letter or lstters : "

- T-met with Pastor A, mchupnmann and Mr, ¥. Ni brucgge and ¢1scu ssad the
situation at length. Tblngs were Said by me or my atuluudy,ila ﬂﬂb show \
proper respect for your Ljnpreéa tion or the Porm r Pastor G Sshuppmann, For
these things I em truly sorry! There is no excuse, but we all gnow that when
emotions are involved things qve said and done WhLCh are not meant, I @ray you
wzll accept my sincere ‘apology and graat. me forglveness,

“The Lord Jesus Christ, whoﬂﬂ birthday we have s0 rbCCnt1v ﬂ@lpmfe sed,. has
DromlSud LOLQIVGH ss and salvation .fo all who erth off theri sins and promise
Wlbﬂ God? help, to amend their ways. What greater comfaort have we than this!

Trus tlno 1hxg letter, my written relsase 1rom.thm former Pﬂngragataom x
attended, and my sincere apology will suffice that my wife and I may be
&CCBgth as ﬂmmmunLCrnL members of your CuﬁgTegﬁblun mwfﬁha$m}

Yours in Christ
Blmer L. auhaexer
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The Teasons we suggest having Pastor Zehms resign as pastor of Trinity:
A wman -~ Blmer Schaefer- applied for membe rship in Trinity. He was =2 memmer~gf
Trinity whén Trinity bslonged to Mo Syn, Trinity splilt and B efe: :

with the group thet Jjolned OLC. Because of some trouble in
withdrew from that group. Mr,. Scheefer would not go along with the
separation. This caused trouble Later he and his W110 and two children
were members o? the CLC of Websxer Groves , Mo, Sometime after our break
with' angour Mr, Schaefer and hils fu‘ll} withérew from Tthe CLC. They
received a tien f“16“S€'L”Oﬂ.t?e CLC GUWO“QFEEHOQ5Of uvﬁmuu? &"ﬁweeg
lir, Scheefe ¢ ﬁ-ml* then applised for nemberJQJ n 11w
Tn epplying he submitted a writvten apologylc r & e

ic

& O
_TLLuLEOHSHiI with Trinity, I em incl Qshhg a. ¢f

7

1€‘Lorme“-~

oA

Application, was made in December 1965, Art 5S¢l

was membe _mLS, mr,.Schaéfejiﬂonfusse; he 15 dn ) ag

Wzth”lFﬂﬁ' iom," As result of personal taiys.anﬂ ﬂolmcsgond

‘are conyir : re are no-reasons. Lo refuse Schacfer Tamily mem

in Trinity. The Tormer pastor, Art. Schupmenn,; advi smd they +be

members, Fastor as of uodav 15 of T ‘ve conviction there”is no 1

reason. for barring them from membe rehip. The reason give en by Tl

of Trinity { by those Who control tn c&qgregation?rvactluﬁs)

membe rchzg to the Schaefers is that Mr, Schaefer’s apology is

accepbable apology. As Tar as wWe .can unc derstand,the reascnllg

of Triuiﬁg is thet tﬂg qpulogy ig of too general a naturse, Thﬂ"

certein specific sins against Trinity be detailed and repented

also insist the rTeleage Trom the CLO gongregetion 4id not conbain ©
“peaceful® and hence is not adequate, They demand thab b Schasfer
t;@kulﬂ cgngr%gatign and pﬁuﬂ[lz for certain action which tThe Vuubg”
took in excommunigating & ‘membsr while Schaefer was r oparticly

in the action. Tﬁa only way Mr, Schaefer's spplica v menbershi] ;
he congidered would be for Mr. Seheefer to submit - numbar of m@wtiﬂ@“
”WLLh feﬁx'; ntetives of Trinity who knew the forms umstances { ? stor
weh mS¥ ' 25 moderator) with & view to enli :

“Mf Schaefer about his fos Tf the resuly Of thess meet

gatisfactory then the ool T prlication would be cons 1@@%0@
Lona wrote the Trinity congregetion asking them Lo follow £a auorvf
counsel to accept the Schaefers, L8 er; WuS:'CLnOWlQQéCQ by A

(]
&
=
o

but his counsel was Trepudiated. of ey ot know that ws -

request Trom some Twenty communicants 1 uh@ 3aljw11 {St, Loui“

to serve them. These are former members of CLC of Wobster Lroves Y

heve not applied for membership in Trinity believing thelf PPAIC&uLOMS
prge o8 aid “the Scheaefers’ 1

would receive Jme same negative resop

G e s




We fesl thet the oniy way we can bring this situation to a head is by having
Zehms resign from Trinity, We hope that this will give us an mposrfunity

to deal with the Trinity leaders, The basis for his resignation is

refusal to follow his Scriptural counsel and admonition,

@

Trinity's

What 1 have written is not a literary bungultlon nor by any means a deteoiled
chronicle of this ﬁroubled situation, +t is the barcst of skeleton reporting

to acguoint you with the seriousness of the situation , May I as sur@ you
thet our purpose in this usrlouu action which we contemplete is to save our
brefthren 7 o

Fven ot the risk of insulting your 1nbegr1ty, i “3k vou not o communicate
to others whet I have written in this communication. I ask this because

two pastors of our District are Pl egedly involved in this situation and

- may get wrong lmpressions thru second- or third-hand information.

mlncerelg o
| . A ’W’f’/ﬂf _
How A A R Rk R R Rk R TRIELY PRBMFFLLES® * F % '2!,: s sk sk sk R K * ko ok .;c *

Rt.2 Box 411
: : Chesterfield, No,

- ‘ January 10, 1966
Trinity Lutheran Church . - .
allwin, Missouri
Dear Brethren,

Lbout-Tifteen years ago, I with other member s , w1thdrew my membershlp
from VouriCOﬂ rega*long At uh”* time the conflict seemed to be one. of a
personal: nature, The entire episode is quite vague in my mind, - Howeve in
regard’ to 8 letter or letters to which my neme was s¢gred’ I ho longer hold an
thing agalnct your congregation, I am sorry for any offemnse given your con-
ULegablOH by this letter or letters,

©T met with Pusco¢ A,Schuppmann and Mr. F. Nigbruegge and discussed the

situation at length. Things were said by me or my attitude, did not show
proper respect for you? congregation or the former Pastor F@ Schuppmann, For
these things I em truly sorry! There is no excuse, but we all know that when
emotions are involved things are said and done which are not meant, I pray you
will accept my sincere ﬂpologj and grant. me forgiveness,
: "The Lord Jesus Christ, whose bl“bhddv we have so recently LﬂlQbrade has
promised forgiveness and salvation .to 2ll who repent oft therl sins ‘and promlse
Wlﬁh God's hpip to amend their ways., What greater comfort have we than thisi

Trusting - this letter, my written release from the former congregation T
attended, and my sincere apology will suffice that my wife and I may be
agvegted as communicant members of your congregation, L remain,

‘ Yours in Christ,

Elmer A, 6chaefer

Trinity resolution /l?/66

"Whearases” omitted: : . _

1l.that this voters assembly reject Elmer Scheefer's letter and release and
specifically declare that this *etterp release, and apology.do not suffice
to remove his offense and to admit him and.hds wife to this- uunpregatlon;
because they are all deficient in one way or another and do not satisly the

0

I‘eﬂLiT‘Pnlﬁ‘LL‘ of the situation and T‘E-S'ne(“f‘

2 that we recommend personal mecflnbs be tween Elmer Schaefer and a select

comihittees of voters a better way for him to work out a BEOHCJlldthH with
this congregation and to secure pardon for his offens es Li ‘he desxres such
reconciliation and pardon (Matt. 5,23,24. Luke 17,3 }; _

S.that we declare our own v11i1ngﬁess to take part Ln <=‘uc;h meetlngs w1un Mr@
Schaefer; and

4.,that’'a vopy of this resolution be given or sent to Mre Scnaefer by our

‘Secretary; and 5, weaolutlon be filed,



P
gy

A STATEMENT OF MY POSITION RELATIVE 7O THE DIFFERENCES AT PRESENT
EXISTING BEYWEEN THE Minwgsora DistricT Mission Boarp For HOME
Miss 088 AND TrRINITY Eve LUTHERAN CHURCH as BatLLwtn, Missourt .

THE BACKGROUND OF EVENTS LEADING TO THIS MEETING {PILGRIM LUTHERAN,
MINNEAPOLIS =~ APRIL 15, 1967 ) 15 MORE OR LESS KNOWN T® ALL OF YOU MERE
PRESENTZ 80 | SHALL NOT NOW DETAiL THAYT BACKGROUND.

A REQUEST WAS SENT T0 THE Minneseta DBHM, sienNgb BY SOME TWENTY PERSONS

LIVING IN THE AREA SERVED BY TRINITY OF Bszwam Missourtl R ERUESTING THAT

OUR BOARD SERVE THEM WiTH THE WORD AND dhCPANENf e ALTHOUGH THE SI{GNERS ALL
LIVED IN THE VICINITY &F TRINITY, THEVY REQ UESTED OUR SERVICES ON THE BASIS
THAT TRINITY OF BALLWIN W  OULB NOT WELSCOME THEM AS MEMBERS. 1W® OF THE
SIGHERS WERE COMMUNIGANT MEMBERS OF TRINITY = &4 FACT O6F WHICH | WAS NOT AWARE
UNTIL AFTER THE FIRST VvISIT Pastar LENTZ AND | MARE TO BaLLWIN, THE REASON

THAT MOST OF THE SIGNERS FELT THEY WOULD NOT BE WELEOMED AS MEMBERS OF TRINITY
WAS BASED ON THE ACTION TAKEN BY TRINITY ON THE APPLICATION AF.MR., AND MRS.
ELMER SCHAEFER AND FAMILY FOR COMMUNICANT MEMBERSHIP IN TRINITY.

PASTOR LENZ AND | FLEW TO BALLWIN LAST FALL AND HAD AN OPPORTUNITY TO DISCUSS
THE SITUATION WITH THE SIGNERS OF THE PETITION AND WiTH SOME SF THE'VOTlNG
MEMBERS OF TRINITY, WE ALSO , ON THAT VISIT , CONSULTED WITH PASTOR BERNTHAL

oF THE CLC CONGREGATION oF WEBSTER GROVES, MISSO®RI = THE CONGREGAT»DN TO

WHICH MOEE OR ALL OF THE SIGNERS OF THE PETITION BELONGED JUST PRIOR TO THERF
SENDING OF THEIR PETITION TO OUR BOARD = T® DETERMINE THE STATUS OF THE

SIGNERS RELATIVE TO THEIR MEMBERSHIP IN THE CLC CONGREGATION oF WEBSTER GROVES.
| RECEIVED THE DEFINITE IMPRESSION THA T THE SIGNERS OF THE PETITION WERE

NOT GONSIDERED MEMBERS OF PASTOR BERNTHAL'S FLOCK. THE ELMER SGHAEFER FAMILY
HAD A DULY SIGNED RELEASE FROM THE CLC cONGREGA TION OF WEBSTER GROVES.

As FAR AB | KNOW, N& DETAILED MINUTES WERE KEPT OF ‘THE MEEZTING PRESIDENT LENZ

AND | MBDZEINH TRINITY OF BALLWIN IN THE FALL ®F 1966, [7 1S MY DISTINGT
ECOLLECTION THA T WE ABVISED TRINITY AT THAT MEETING T8 FaLLOW PASTOR ZEHM'S

COUNSEL AND A CCGEPT THE SIGNERS BF THE PETITION INTO MEMBERSWIP, WE ALS@ =

AT THAT TIME = ADVISED PASTOR JEHMS THA T BN THE BASIS 8F THE FAGTS WE HAD

AND THAT HE HAD AT THAT TIME THAT THERE WAS N® VALID SCRIPTURAL REASON FOR

REFYSING MEMBERSHIP IN TRINETY T6 THE SIGNERS ®F THE RETITION, A LETTER TO

THIS EFFECT WAS ABDRESSED T TRINITY BY PRESIDENT LENZy TRINITY IS RESPONSE TO

THIS COMMUNICATION WAS TO A CKNOWLEDGE ITS RECEIRT.

Farcy IN 1967 PAST@R ZEHMS FELT CONSTRAINED TO TENBER HIS RESIGNATION AS
RASTBR OF TRINITY. HIS ACTISN WAS SUPPORTED BY OUR BOARD, THE VISITING ELDER
oF THE ReED Wing CONFERENth AND THE PregIDIUM OF THE MINNESOTA DISTRICT.
PASTOR ZEHMS ! RESIGNATION WAS HNOT ACCEPRTED 8¥ THE VOTERS! ASSEMBLY OF TRINITY.
PasTer ZEHMS = THE MinnesoTa DBHM CONBURRING =~ REMOVED HIMSELF 48 PASTOR OF
TRIMNITY w

TRINITY THEN REQUESTED OUR BOARD T8 SYUPPLY THEM WITH A PART=TIME PASTOR, OQUuR
BOARD REFUSED TO TAKE ACTION ON THIS REQUEST UNTIL REPRESENTATIVES OF OUR
BoARD COULD MEET WITH TRINITY WITH A VIEW TO S@LVING OUR DIFFERENCES ON THE
BASIS OF THE WeRD OF GBD, TWO MEETINGS WERE MELD WITH TRINITY = PRESIDENT LENZ
4N | REPRESENTING OUR BEARD « IN FEBRUARY @F (907 WITHOUT ARRIVING AT ANY
SOLYUTIONM,

My PESITION AT TMESE MEETINGS § | AM N®T PRESUMING T® SPEAK FOR PRESIDENT LENZ
BUT AM @ONFIDENT HIS P@SITION WAS AND {§ BASIGALLY THE SAME AS MINE ) WAS AND
18; BRIEFLY THIS: | AM C@NUiN@ED THAT ELMER SCHAEFER ( ANB FAMILY ) SHOULD BE
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i’ﬁTFﬂ (NTO MEMBERSHIP IN TRINITY ON THE BASIS OF HIS WRITTEN APOLOGY TO
NITY, HIS RELEASE FROM THE CLC CONGREGATION OF WEBSTER GROVES, AND HIS
fomFEsson THAT RE IS A BAPTIZED AND CONFIRMED LUTHERAN PROFESSING COMPLETE
GREEMENT WITH THE DOCTRINE AND PRACTICE OF THE WELS. TRINITY'S POSITION WAS«=

A AND | PREBUME STILL IS = AS FAR AS | AM ABLE TO DETERMINE 1T, THAT HIS
- WRITTEN APOLOGY WAS NOT ACCEPTABLE SINCE IT DID NOT GMWEARLY INCLUDE ALL THE
SINS OF WHICH MR. SCHAEFER WAS QU!L Y IN THE AREA OF HIS FORMER MEMBERSHIP

WiTH TRINITY. THE RELEASE TO MR. SCHAEFER FROM THE WEBSTER Groves ( CLC )
CONGREGATION WAS NOT ACCEPTABLE TO TRINITY ON THE GROUNDS THAT |T DOES NOT
CONTAIN THE WORD PEACEFYL AND ALSO BECAUSE TRINITY I(NSISTS THAT MR. SCHAEFER
MUST STRAIGHTEN OUT AN ACTION WHICH = [T Is ALLEGED BY TRINITY = RESULTED IN
THE UNSCRIPTURAL EXCOMMUNIGATION OF A MEMBER OF THE GCLC CONGREGATION,

TRINITY STATES THAT ELMER SCHAEFER AND HIS FAMILY ARE "DEFICIENT IN MANY WAvYs!
AS A SUPPORTI{NG REASON FOR REFUSING HIM MEMBERSHIP,

My POSITION AS OF TODAY IS THIS: THE APOLOGY WRITTEN BY MR. SCHAEFER AND
EXTENDED TO TRIN{TY, | AM CONSTRAINED IN CHRISTIAN LOVE TO ACCEPT AS SINCERE
AND ADEQUATE. THE RELEASE TENDERED TO THE SCHAEFER FAMILY BY THE CLC CON=~
GREGA TION OF WEBSTER GROVES | MUST AGCCEPT AS EVIDENGE THAT MR. SCHAEFER WAS
NOT AND 18 NOT NOW UNDER DISCIPLINE BY THAT CONGREGATI!ON OTHERWISE HE WOULD
NOT HAVE IN HIiS POSSESSION A DULY SIGNED RELEASE. THE RELEASE MENTIONED
WOuULD NOT BY ITSELF, OF GCOURSE, BE SUFFICIENT GROUNDS FOR J[RINITY TO ACT
AFFIRMATIVELY ON MR. SCHAEFER'!S REQUEST FOR MEMBERSHIP.,

TRINITY CONTENDS PASTOR ZEHMS AND OUR BOARD DO NOT HAVE KNOWLEDGE OF SERIOUS
SINS COMMITTED BY MR, SCHAEFER NOT COYERED IN H!S WRITTEN APOLOGY AND WHIGCH
M2 T BE SHOWN HIM AND OF WHICH HE MUST REPENT IN ORDER TO WORK OUT A
RECONCILIATION WITH TRINITY, WE A RE TOLD THAT THE SINS OF WHICH HE Is

A LLEGDELY GUILTY AND OF WHICH HE HAS NOT REPENTED NEED NOT BE REVEALED AND
ESTABLISHED AS FACTUAL = THA T THESE ALLEGED S$SINS ARE NONE OF PASTOR ZEHMS'
OR THE BOARD'S BUSINNESS, THAT THEY ARE A MATTER SOLELY BETWEEN TEINITY ( OR AT
LEA ST MEMBERS OF TRINITY WHO KNOW OF THESE SINS ) AND MR. SCHAEFER. OVER
AGAINST THIS CONTENTION | TAKE THE POSITION: WHEN AN APPLIGANT FOR MEMBERSHIP
{N ONE OF THE CONGREGAT!ONS OF OUR LUTHERAN PERSUAS!ON HAS HIS APPLICATION
REFUSED ON THE BASIS -~ STATED PUBLICLY {N OPEN CONGREGATIONAL MEETING = THAT
HE 1S GUILTY OF SINS OF SUCH A NATURE THAT HE CANNOT BE ACCEPTED INTO MEMBER-
SHIP , WHEN THE CLEAR IMPRESSION IS LEFT BY THOSE WHO MAKE SUCH CHARGES THA T
THE APPLICANT!S SINS ARE GRA VE [INDEED, THEN | INSIST THAT SUCH GHARGES MUST BE
ESTABLISHED IN THE MOUTH OF PROPER W [TNESSES AND BASED UPON WELL SUPPORTED
FA CTS, |F THIS CANNOT BE DONE, THEN THE CHARGES DARE NOT BE BROUGHT FORWARD
IN AN OPEN MEETING. | TAKE THE STAND THAT | SHALL NOT FURTHER DISCUSS THE
ACCEPTABILITY OF MR. SCHAEFER'S WRITTEN APOLOGY ( CONFESSION ) UNTIL TRINITY
BRINGS FACTUAL EVIDENCE = MORE THAN THE UNSUFPORTED WOFRD OF SOME OF THE
MEMBERS OF TRINITY = THAT MR, SCHAEFER IS GU!ILTY OF DELIBERATE MENTAL
RESERVATION IN HIS WRITTEN APOLOGY, TO TAKE ANY OTHER POSITION IN THIS CASE
WOULD MAKE ME GUILTY OF = IN LUTHER'S WORDS OF EXPLANATION TO THE EIGHTH
COMMANDMENT = "SLANDERING AND DEFAMING™ MY NEIGHBOR. BY ACCEPTING THE
UNSUPPORTED ACGCUSATION AGAINST MR, SCHRAEFER OR BY REMAINING SILENT AND THUS
CONCEEDING TRINITY!'S RIGHT TO BRING FORWARD SUCH UNSUPPORTED ACCUSATIONS I[N
AN OPEN MEETING, | WOULD BECOME GUILTY OF FAILING TO DEFENP MY NEIGHBOR AND
GUILTY OF RESISTING THE WORDS OF THE HOLY SPIRIT THAT TELLME: SPEAK NOT EVIL
ONE OF ANOTHER, BRETHRENY,

As TO THE POSITION ASSUMED BY TRINITY THAT MR. SCHAEFER MUST REPENT OF PAR-
TICIPATION IN AN ALLEGEDLY UNSCRIPTURAL EXCOMMUNICAT!ON WHILE A MEMBER AF THE
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JONGREGAT(ON IN WeBsTER GROVES, | MUST STATE THA T | HAVE NO PROOF =
LR THAN THE UNSUPPORTEOD WORD OF & MEMBER 6F TrRINITY { NOT DENIED BY OTHER

MBERS OF TRINITY PRESENT AT OUR MEETINGS ) THA T THIS ALLEGATION IS BASED

N FaCT»T0O ME , THE RELEASE GIVEN 70 MR, SCHAEFER 8Y THE CLC CONGREGATION
ARGUES LOUD AND CLEAR AGAINST SUCH AN ALLEGAT{ION, | QUESTION WHETHER | HAVE
THE OBLIGATION TO INVESTIGATE THE TRUTH OF THE ALLEGATION IN THE ABSENCE OF
ANY COMMUNICATION FROM THE CLC CONGREGATION IN WeEBSTER GROVES TO TRINITY, TO
PASTOR ZEHMS, DR TO 0UR BOARD CHARGING MRy SCHAEFER WITH BEING A PARTY TO AN
UNSCRIPTURAL EXCOMMUNIGCATION, AND WITHOYT ANY AFFICIAL INDICATION THAT THE
CLC conGREGAT!ION oaF WessTER GROVES NOW REP  UDIJATES THE RELEASE GIVEN TO
MiRe SCHAEFER,

ON THE BASIS OF WHAT | HMAVE STATED | MUST SUPPORT THE POSITION WHiCH | xnow
PASTOR ZEHMS TAKES A HD WHICH | 4M IHF®RMED WIS PREDECESSOR, PASTOR ARTHUR
SCHUPPMAN,TOOK OF INSISTING THERE 18 N& VALID SCRIPTURAL REASON TO REFUSE
MEMBERSHI® IN TRINITY 6F BALLWIN, MISSOURI, T0 THE ELMER SCHAEFER FAMILY.

SINCE THE MEETINGS PreEs iDeENY LENZ AND | HAD WIiTH TRINITY IN FEBRUARY OF
THI!S YEAR CONVINCES ME THA T TRINITY 1S ADAMANT LN |T$ POSITION OF REFUSING
MEMBERSHIP TO THE ELMER SCHAEFER FAMILY , PR®PERLY Q UALIFIED APPLICANTS

[N MY JUDGEMENT BASED ON ALL THE KNOWLEDGE | NOw HAVE, | AM JUSTIFIED IN
INSISTING THAT | CANNOT AGREE (N GOOB CONSGCIENCE T®& LEND MY SUPPORT I[N
PROVIDING TRINIJITY = AT THIS TIME & EITHER A PART TIME OR A FULL TIME PASTOR,
| PROCEED FROM THE PREMISE THAY ANY BTHER PASTOR OF OUR FELLOWSHIP WOULD
HAVE TO TAKE THE SAME POSITIAN AS DID THE TWO FORMER PASTARS, AND THAT®
TRINITY WOULD T§ DISREGARD HIS COUNSEL ALS®, | TAKE YTHE POSITION — AS OF THIS
DATE = THAT TRINITY 15 DEPARTING FROM THE SCRIPTURAL {NguncTlioN:z OBEY THEM
THAT HMAVE THE RULE OVER YOU AND.SYUBWITY YOURSELYES secse

| AM NOT UNACH UAINTED WITH THE PASY HISTORY @F TRINITY AND CAN UMDERSTAND )
TRINITY'S DESIRE TO FPRAFECT THE CORRECTNESS OF ITS DAETRINE AND PRACTICE AND,
BECAUSE OF RECENT PAST HISTORY , WOULD BE MBRE CANGERNED WITH MEMBERSHIP
REQUIREMENTS THAN WOULD OTHER CONGREGATIONS WIYH A D|FFERENT BACKGROUND. |

CAN , IN A MEASURE, UNDERSTAND THE DERTH OF FEELING THAT IS AROUSED WHEN

ONE BATTEES AT LENGTH FG&R WHAT ME [S PERSUADED 1S THE TRUTH OF THE WORD. Howgve
| DO NOT BELIEVE THAT [H THIS GASE SUEH BACKGROUMD JUSTIFIES A FAILURE TO
LISTEN TO THE SAVIGR'S PARABLE @&F THE UNMERCIFUL SERVANT OR TO HEED His

LOYING PLEA TOH WALE THE SECAND MILE.

WeF. Dorn, CHgs MinnNneEsoeTA DBHM

g

AprRiL L5, LO6T

MEETING AT PILGRIM BROUGHT TW® FAGTS NOT CLEAR TO ME BEFORE THIS MEETING:

l« THAT MR, A, ScHupmANN A ND Mg, FrRE® NIEBRUEGCGE ( TRINITY'S REPRESENTATIVES
AT THE APRIL 15 MEETING) DID NAT ACCEPT AS SINCERE AND SUFFICIENT THAT PART
OF MRo SCHAEFER'S APOLOGY THAT READS: THOWEVER, [N REGARD TO A LETTER OR
LETTERS TO WHICH MY NAME WAS SIGNED; | NO L®NGER HOLD ANYTHING AGAINST

YOUR CONGREGAT!ION, | AM SORRY FOR ANY OFFENSE GIVEN YOUR CONGREGATION

BY THIS LETTER R LE&BERBW" MR, AL, BSCHUPPMANN STATED THAT IN MEETINGS ,
WiTH MRo SCHAEFER THEY BRING OUT MATTERS I[N THE LETTERS REFERRED TO 8Y

MR SCHAEFER [N HIS APOLOGY. | D& NOT THINK THAT THI3 PROCEDURE FALLS

FAR SHORT OF Yan (nN@ utlsiTiONY,

2e. MR, AL SCHUPPMANN SUPP®&SED THAT THE TW@ MEMBERS EXCUMMUNICATED FROM

CLC oF WessTER GROVES = ALLEDGEDLY UNSCRIPTURALLY WITH MR, SCHAEFERS
CONSENTING THERETO =~ WERE REINSTATED MEMBERS - « OF THE CLC IN WEBSTER
OROVES WHEN THE CONGREGATION GAVE THE FLMER SCHAEFER FAMILY A RELEASE.
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Generagl statement of agreement a8 established at a3 meeting held on
Getober 23, 1867, at Trinity Lutheran Church of Bellwin, Mo., by
and among the voting members of Trinity Luthergn Church of Ball -
win, Mo., Rev. M. J. L.enz, President ¢f the Minn, District, WE-
L8, Rev, W, F. Dorn, Chairman, Minn, District Board of Missions,
WELS, Hev. P. R, Burth, Vice President, Minn, District, WELS,
a8 moderated by Rev., O, J, Siegler, President of Mgrtin Luther
Academy: '

1. Trinity of Ballwin, as well g5 the Pragesidium of the Minn, District
“and the Board of Missions, recognize the resignation of Rev. R. R,
Zehms 38 an gecomplished fact with no prejudice to either party.

d. Trinity of Ballwin, gs well as the Praesidium of the Minn, District
and the Bogrd of Missions, recognize that there is room for two
congregations of the Wisconsin Evangehcal Lutherzn Synod in the
St. Louis area.

3. Trinity of Ballwin would be wiiling to remove from their church rolls
the names of those members who left the congregation,

o

e

4, DPoth Trinity of Ballwin and the representatives of WELS present at
the meeting declare themselves willing to overlook in charity, many

things connected with this case, A
(signed)
M. J. Lenz, Pres. Robert M. Schupmann, Secretzry-
Trinity, Ballwin
P. R. Kurth, 2nd V., Pres, Leonard Loehr, Presideni-

Trinity, Ballwin
W, F. Dorn, Ch. Minn, DBHEM

R. B. Zehms





