status Confessionis in

tus Confesslonig Dispute

solution of the FAL

.necessary in order to understand exactly

what w@é@ on when FATL wag dissolved, It is important to understand
“the thinking of the members iA GAL in odder to properly see the

;1ﬁwm§3@%@ gincerity of their actions. Finally,the discussion of

such detall was important to sece exactly

vhat its role was in FAL"s dissolution.

Why exactly did pAz, dissolve? The Status Confessionis
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Bpute definitely diq

The first part of
ot wrioe o
that were upon pastors

parent body. When the

not cause it singlehandedly. In general,

. the primary cause of FAL's fall was the IC-MS itself,

this paper discussed some of the pressures
and congregations when departing from the

time for breaking away came near, these

pressures increased, District presidents and officials often dealt

with specifie congregations in an underhanded way. The old line

used with the WELS=-you

of these pressures. D

"11 never make it an your own-was the least

oPo’s would put all kinds of pressure on

the pastor, including the charge of "treason."” Orficials wculd

contact individual members by phone and even meet with small

groups in person, without the pastor's knowledge. Teachers in

day schools were often

outsiders would try to

specific targets, Unethically, these

get a "loyalist” group started within a

congregation in an effort to Split i%, often when the desires for

8eparation had once be
hopes that those desir

en held by all, ©This was done in the
ing a break would not carry it out because

it would divide the congregation down the middle. Tactics like




"@ynmda“>mspéciaily after

every possible tactic was

in order to make an example

at

égghgyimg'th ’@%E@f$ WGmld see this and

whics culminated in actual lawsuits upon

sevious charges apainst a Christian church body,
he muthoy would not make them if he did not have specific sube

. Such substantiation was easily found in the pages

% Sola seriptura, the 0fficial publication of the FAL. Twe such

Beparate incldents i
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ﬁﬁ%fégﬁﬁﬂﬁyﬁf the @?@5&%2@8 applied. Yet, these two congregations

ere not ﬁha'@nly ones who felt the wrath of the parent body.
| 7a{The'c@ngE@gaﬁion in Bell Gardens, CA had decided to leave the

Missouri synod.

Our former Pastor OoWo Mieger was of great
assistance to the congregation in reaching the
important decision, ,to leave the IC=MS; how=
ever, since the final decision was made, Pag-
tor Mieger decided that he could not leave the
L{j “ﬂwl:ﬁ % ® o o

Legal action was initiated against the congre-
gation by the Southern California: District of
the IC=MS, Bell Gardens Lutheran Church, the
Reverend 0.W, Mieger and one officer of the
congregation. Rather than waste time, energy
and money in a distasteful trial, the members
turned the property and buildings over to the 11
minority who desired to remain with the LGS, -

What prompted a Pastor %o actually sue the very congregation that

L VLT

he had bheen leading out of the LC-Mg? something or someone had

to be putting extreme bressure on him. Not only did the suit ask

for the property, but they wanted g cash settlement of $1,000,000,00

11g

ola Scriptura, Vel. III, No., 1 (July-Aug 1972), Ppes H5=7,




as long as the brealk-away con-

2d the building.,

1e of unethical behavior by District

ate and pastor were at the consti-

ntion, some of the members held a
1ot all members were informed--some-
outslde the congregation came in--and
ogation wag divided. Immediately an
made to reverse our unanimous

i failed in its attempt and severe
ere formed a congregation loyal
¢ s o Finally, we offered to
sell them property at a fair price since
poesession of the property seemed to be of
utmost Importance to them. This price took
into consideration that many from both sides
wad given from their time, labor and money
to build the church, We were answered by a
temporary restraining order and a lawsuit in
the secular courits, o ¢ o LWo other con=
gregations in California who left the LC-MS
for conscience sake determined by Scripture
have also been divided by the outside inter-
ference of Distriet and Synodical officials
of the IC=MS and have been hauled into the
secular courts by their former Christian
brothers,12

Do megtir
ona fr

Aetions of this type caused great hesitatiom among other con-

gregations. Along with this, there grew a great hope that the

1973 New Orleans convention of the LC=NS would change all. When
that convention actually did elect all the cfficers advocated by
the conservatives and actually did come out on record in favor of
conservative doctrine, this squelched ideas of secession for many
churches. It seemed that Missouri was turning. FAL tried to point

out to others through the pages of

N

o 3 o P S T 5 P
ola Scriptura that the major

problems had not been takén care of, But for all intents and

purposes, the outward conservative stance of the New Orleans
convention sealed the 1lid on reaf growth for FAL.

12501a Scriptura, Vol. II, No. 6 (Mameune 1972), po 8,




Uﬂlmy thﬂ was the reallm

t@ dztfaﬁt the nu30ﬂlty of
‘ny»E W@M]d stay %mall@ Coming
*.?v”t;@ ﬂeagmn z@r»much of the.
iéaﬁlonal problem@ appeared,

that many Gi‘ﬁhOS@ who would form

y Hay had uged Status GOnP@ ionis

een lead out of

“not voiced to the @ﬁh@?%'&ﬁ ‘the times

-

VAL was young &nd 8till experiencing labor pains. None of
:fi%@ %@%%G%@vhaé ever done mueh in the line of administering a
”f %i§?ﬁh body before. There was much o learn. When the LC=MS
¥ @§§%@@3¥@13 cut off the flow of churches into the FAL, the reactions
“havame similar to a young mother who goes through all the labor

o pains and birth, and finds out that her new-born is severely
“haaﬁiﬁaﬁp@d@, That handicapped child can indeed be‘a blessing, but
not aﬁaeﬁly ih the ways that the parents expected. So it was

wi%h the men comprising the Federation. The intendzd purpose of

?AL ag & house of refuge had been negated. This had to cause am
“underlylhg v feeling of anxiety and pessimism. The blessings that
God did give FAL were not exactly the kind that most were expecting.
In this respect, the geographical distance between congregations had
ite most negative effect. The financial burden created on a small
body in order to meet together for formal ﬁeetings was only secon-

darye. The primary problem of the physical separation was that it

effectively cut off most social and informal fellowship among the
congregations, This permitted a growing apart rather than a grow-

ing togethers When problems did arise in administration (as would




/ young church body), they vere compounded

&
v
5

ions The acting chaipman of the 1974

saw this as the real issues

*?ﬂ,wwﬁk together. Or as a resolution

ong of the to the 1974 convention put it

"There iz not toda s feeling of oneness in mind and

a
pirlt whéeh hed first been experienced in FAL,"

" The actual problems that contribuited to this feeling of se-

@0

o o paration are numerous. It is certain that all of these difficulties

could have besn aventually surmounted if PAL’s growth rate had

- not been stifled, All of these rroblems had been vecognized by

h

Fes

4

: and 1% would have been only a matter of time to get

&

the member
%h@ﬁ straightened cut if the members of FAL had the desire to do
ite Bus the main prupose for their very existence had been topr-
k@@d@%d by cutside forces, namely the IL=MS. Therefore I would
like to call these difficulties Secoﬁdary feasons for the disso-
lution of FAL. If it is possible to put them in order of impor-
tance, it would bey

i. Problems with administering the form of government
originally cast.

2. Differing views on what courses of action FAL should
pursue.

3« The dispute over Status Confessionis,
ks The distance between congregations,

5. A high percentage.of internal problems among various
. congregations,

The greatest problem with distance has already been discussed,
The various internal problems affected FAL only to the extent

that it gave officials and individual pastors a few more problems
to deal with, and thus contribute to the general feeling of discord,




@,ﬁl@“ﬂr Yeﬂk at the first three and most

gy 1'_ :

Ev e@nte} the dl%cu sion on the role

muﬂﬁiuthHo

in %Ai“&rd
‘kjﬂiﬂputesagv@r admznwstratlon was considered
ﬁfﬂ‘FAaﬂg downfall, especially in the
@frﬁhé“mé@bé%ﬁméf €AL. This is the reason they gave for
%G%ﬁémé@iﬁg h@d% mcmocyé  ip shortly after the 1974 convention.
hZﬁ‘i&%a@ expaﬁﬁi@ﬁvﬁz’ﬁhiﬁg CAL wrote a statement that began:
ﬁf%gf there is one word %o describe the failure of PAL to continue
?aw é‘wéﬁﬁ rate church body--it would be the word, AUTONOMY(QY
‘The major quarrel involved exactly how much autonomy two impor-
tant boards {the Mission Committee and the Board of Colloguy and
- COhureh Discipline) should have,
According To the eriginal constitution, FAL had an unusual

form of government. In the L0-NS, all the members had seen how

Su Si5

& presidency could be abused and how autonomous boards could make

ministration without a presidency at all. The "ruling" body was

called the Board of Directors, This consisted of 8 elected meme

bers, 4 pastors and 4 laymen or teachers., All decisions concerne-
iggthe operation of PAL were 4o be made through this board. No
subordinate committee or board could act on a proposal until it
was approved by the entire board. This presented many unforeseen

practical problems. For one thing, the chairman could not speak

for

&

tire board on matters that required immediate atten-

an
AAe 3 A

tion. For another, many of these matters that had to be acted

upon quicklxﬁfell under the responsibility of the Mission Com-
mittee or the BCCD. These two boards were not even represented

on the Board of Directors. Without going into great detail,

it is sufficient to say that troubles arose immediately., This

an entire church body go liberal. Therefore, they set up their ade



;fcemmunivdtlon and the faﬁt that the

'auggwg were located mainly on the West Coas

4,1n thm Mldweste LMost of the troubles

'ﬁW@ Poupw@‘ Errors were made on both sides,

”hakM1avlon Boaré @E ﬂ aut@nommusly on a few matters, with the

B

Hﬂ;ergbandlng_bha 67 it had been given a certain amount of gelf.

}gov&rnm@ntaﬁéofflcm 11y9 “this had not been done. The Board of
lﬁlrec%ors acted on a few matters that fell in the Mission Commit~
'tee 8 Jurlsdlctlong without informing the committee, Tensionsg
fand szlent accusations mounted,

These problems were outwardly erased in the 1973 VYero
TQBeach, Pkrlda convention, when the constitution was altered,
::The admlnlstraﬁlon was then set up along more conventional lihﬁsz
a Federation Council now consisted of a chairman, secretary,
treasurer and the. chairmen of three boards., The various boards
were given the necessary amount ~of autonomy in order to operatve
smoothly. Unfortunately, the personality clashes that had

arisen because of former prablems were not that easily erased,

A "neutral® chairman had been elected, but had to resign because

of personal reasons. This resulted in continuing clashes until

no less than 6 of the approximately 18 congregatio:s submitted
resolutions for the dissolution of FAL at the 1974 North Holly=-
wdod convention, Among these 6 were the two largest congregations,
which carried a preporbionately large share of FAL®s financial
support. Note that this dissolution was proposed before the dis-
pute over Status Confessionis had really begun,

2) The other problems that led to these proposals for dis-
solution could be summed up as differing views on what courses

of action FAL should pursue. The West Coast men attached the




waw dvseussed at some

no @ﬂ@1w,,i?é&ﬁy 1b this time to speak decisively

,;}iélﬁn )Eﬁﬂﬂ in its improper use. Two pastors,
~w ﬁ Ab9%u E vihe gecond loose organization ecalled
[;gﬁﬁﬁé@ for Authentic Lutheranism), openly admitted thaﬁ
ﬂF?&w ons wv?@ invelved with a certain amount of selece
’;%JV@ fellowship with I0-M5 members who had been accustomed to
‘ﬁ@ﬁﬁuﬁlﬂﬁ at their churches. Others apparently were practicing the
uge of Status Confessionis to commune those who made such a pube
lig deelarstion. This was not considered by them to be selective
Tellowships A% this time, these pastors.were cautioned not %o
give communion too freely and not to let the mattep get out of
hand,

The problem surtaced in full torce at the November 5=7, 1974
Gonvention in North Hollywood, This ig feally the first time that
maéy of the pastors realized that some of the Wgst Coast congreé
gations were practicing fellowship with individuals that had

declared themselves to be in statu confesgionis, The resolution

advocating this practice was given to i doctrinal committee for
discussion, Also, some at the convention were upset by this statew

Luth, Churech of North

<

ment in a bulletin of 2t Paul's Firs

Hollywcods "Other Lutherans who desire to commune with us are

requested to speak with the pastor before communing. Those who
have spoken with the pastor and find themselves in doctrinal

agreement with our congregation are welcomed and encouraged to

commune with us.* This was looked upon as blatant selective




The other side saw it nerely as a

%hé]@@nvenﬁiomﬁflaaf when the doctrinal

pre g ﬁ%@d a waﬁéLszanbthat:delineated’the.proper and

a@ of htauus Con fessionis (see Appendix B, #1)e. This

in the 1971 constltutlng convention.
th b@@auge of digagr@ementsthat werekgggig adiae=

doctrinal issue proved to be too much to handle

tion. No one was ready to listen to what the opposing

.aﬁé;ﬁ@ﬁ,tﬁ say. The first vote on the doctrinal commitiee reso«=

7lwﬁiﬁm wag actually againsi adoption, 26-20, After a recess for

' f5tuﬁyvmnd another lengthy debate, the resolution passed, 27-16,

A motion was also pasged %o set up a conference %o study "Status
Confesgionis” within the next six months.

Some West éaast pastors still felt Strong objections to

vﬁhe doctrinal committeere&olutiong ‘They did not see the problem

as @@ctrana] at all, but merely an attempt by FAL to control the

“ fellowship policy of individual congregations. They strongly

believed that their stand on status Confessionis was solidly
riptural. Therefore a motion was made that would allow congre-

‘. gations to leave FAL if they didn't want to g0 along with the

3‘ ‘ rules and operating policies of FAL (App. B, #2)o Basically to

show brotherly love to those objecting, another motion was added

to the etfect that any such congregations or pastors be given a

peaceful release (App. B, #3),

These last two motions became the nub of the problem, In the

next months after the 1974 convention, 6 congregations voted to




,EW@,

@{ui walea%e@ Ln tnclr formal

a2

:p b@*WQ@ﬂ'%h@m and the rest of FAL.

X an @@un@mi mov hqd a real problem on their hands.

eh ﬁ@w b@gan to meet together in the:

@ﬁyfﬁam£@r9nﬁﬁ could 1 gicimaﬁely drop membership from FAL
??ﬁiﬁg to the W@W*h H@ilvwm@d resolutions. CAL could legitimate-
1y expect to sty in fellowship according to the ¥ eaceful re-

y exipect ¥ p g P

E@%aluﬁiaéa Yet, the Council saw that there was a real

&mp-

rinal p?@b1eﬂ which was divisive of fellowbhip, Theretore
what seemed To be the only possible solution: in Vero
February 1, 1975, they adopted a resolution that grant@é
to the six congregations, terminated fellowship with them,
End further resolved %o keep the door open for further discussions
80 that fellowship could be re-established (cf., Appendix C).

This resclution proved to be extremely upsetting to the
P ¥, up &

members in CAL. Their consternation was legitimate from their

point of view. Their doctrinal position on fellowship and

&2

tatus Confessionis in particular had truly never changed since
the beginning of FAL. TFor all intents and purvoses, the formal
resolutions of FAL at North Hollyﬁood had changed nothing from
1971 They still didn'+t understand the dangers of their Status
Genféssionis position, especially concerning ideas about crossing

denominational lines. Fellowship with people in statu confessionis

was scripturally legitimate in their eyes and not considered

selective fellowship (ef., Part I). For them, any rules by FAE

concerning fellowship with those in a state of confession were




1f5r a”qhmfeh‘body@w Therefore

ﬂe_éﬁn E;D was an administrative one

;ﬁs; a8 weil aS'aniappeal to the PAL

Iellﬁwgﬁﬂp@ were f@rmallj voiced in an
(6 Rep, D)

19?gaﬁ On that date, the pastors

position paper on Btatus Confeséionis, whéch

188 referred to in Part Lo The very next day, some of them came
Midwest to discuss it with representatives from the FIS

2nd WELS, with whon they were s%till in fellowghip. The termina=

. tion of fellowshi ) by the FAL Council wes so offensive to them

that they really did no% want to discuss it with any of the PA%

- Meanwhile, PAL decided to hold a special convention on April
15217, 1975 at Hillsboro, Oregon to discuss the problem of Status
Confessionis and also decide what to do concerning the continuance
or dissolution of FAR itself., At this convention, feelings were
8trong at first to endorse the resolution of the Council that

terminated fellowship. But through honest and open discussion and
a genuine concern for the brothers in CAL, the convention de-
’cid@@ that the fellowship which they formerly held with those in
CAL was still in effect. The convention also recognized the
withdrawals of the six congregations, but held up the formal
grenting of peaceful releases until the disagreement about Status
Confessionie could be settled in a meeting of WELS, ELS, FAL
and CAL (cf. Appendix E).

This convention then went on to start action for the dis-

solution of FAL, Resolutions were passed (cf. Appendix F)

that would merge FAL with the WELS upon formdapproval of twom=
thirds of the congregations and upon approval of WELS itself,




given the freedom to seek mems

‘\;ind@pendent;

y;@arrl@d Out by AuguﬂLb 1975.. FAL .

1w*_Th@ WTJ% conventlon eccepted

aing requested to discuss Status
Uf@mﬁd not be h@ld um%il Novémber 17%189 1975, This
:ﬂﬁﬁéiﬁg éi§ not include ?emyaaentatives from FAb because by that
%im@ PAL had b@@n a@mplateiy dissolved. How this meeting was
‘f%ﬁ@@gﬁgfwiiv soncluded is described in Part 1.

Yhy did events in the dissolution of FAb take the turn that
they did? Considering the resolutions made in North Hollywood
concerning withdrawal from FAL, both sides of the disagreement
had justifiable reasons for what they had done. Yet, both sides

made mistakes. These mistalkes involved mainly a lack of communi-

cation and a lack of that type of brotherly love that is williag

to go“the extra mile. This author is not trying to be judgmental

because under the same set of circumstances it is improbable that
any cher'Ghristian would have acted any differently. Patience
had simply rﬁn out on both sides. It was stressed in one interview
that all the pastors involved were and continue to be fine Christian
pastors. 1 have pointed out throughout this paper that what
superficially could be interpreted as possible cases of deception
and untruthfulness was not that at alls

In retrospect, it is fairly easy to see what the best possible

courses of action should have been. On the part of the Federation
Council, more care should have been taken in the wording of thelr

resolution that terminated fellowship with the members of CAL.

Again, hindsight is always clearer. The best solution would have
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taken by t che Council ©o f£ind out for sure that this was the case.
I don*t think that the Council realized at the time that cAY

‘f%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁly felt that the official Status Confessionis position of

y

“FAL was in the ield of smdiaphora and not in the fleld of doctrine.

ST ﬁi@av:%hat the Gouncil int ended their resolution to be a

&

~temporary gu umomﬂfon of fellowship, while the resolution actually

 2p@akﬁ of termination. This would definitely be more offensive
.46 the members in CAL.

g On the part of the congregations forming CAL, more care
~  §h0ul@ ha?e been taken in stating the reasons for withdrawing

membershipe. Officially they had not properly clarified their

reagons for leaving FAL. It made it very easy for the FAL

)

Council to jump:ito the wrong conclusions. None of the resolu-
tions mentioned the Status Confessionis issue at all. They must

have realized that this would be in the minds of the rest of FAL.

1

Secondly, the T

4

Lrst four congregations =

o
3
(T

te

n
Qu

o

imply termin:
vership without asking for a release, This did not leave the
v Federation Council with much choice but to at leasl suspend

fellowship to show that they felt that there was indeed a doc-

trinal problem. After the termination of fellowship was declared,



v and’
S ;%f;bﬁ dlS@u 88 the Status Confessionis .
“M’ @nt iha@,thzg was the issue thai
&é%ﬁinat@'feliowghipe It would h&Vm been
  ®§'£€%§@n o attemd the Hillsboro convention, even
»ﬁef@ jon @Quﬁﬁll ha& never really stated the exacyt -
’ifﬂﬁ hérmznat%ng F@llgwghlpa I% would have helped even
1@§ éi ?j felt that the Council's action was unways
In all th@ talks with the EL® and WELS, the representas-
‘tiveé of CAL showed that they were willing to make changes. They
 @§&&*% act like persistant errorists., Emotionally, it must have

‘been just too early to discuss the problem with the rest of FAL.,

i

It must be stated that this analysis is not trying to be
judgmental, but attempts to be as objective as possible, This
analysis may also have s@m@.weaknesaes that would be apparent to
the men involved., Whatever the weaknesses, it is certain that all
parties acted in a way that veemed to be the proper thing to do

%

he time. They were all completely sincere and were Trying to

do the proper Gode-pleasing thing. The fact that emotional over-
tones got involved just shows the sinful human failings to which
all Christians are subject.
Conclusion
From outward appearances and first observations, it would
seem that the Status Confessionis dispute was the major ceuse
of FAL’s dissolution., This is definitely not the case, The rocle

of the dispute was completely secondary. It was the one last
final straw that broke FAL's back. To compound the problem, this
disagreement was not merely a difference of opinion in earthly

administration. It definitely did have to do with doctrine,



led up to the North hellywawd

%ve that this doctrinal disagree-

f%éy ”ﬁtEﬁimChQ?L¢y within PAL its&if@
 ££@,%&@‘ﬂr§Wﬁ‘éﬁ‘éipéfi@ﬁg the Yspirit of unity” and an ophle
‘  @?%£;@ out @k WO @?ﬁ have been maintained. FEven the original
‘:éﬁurﬁé Gvafpﬂ@n ‘éé huih&V@ worked better. One of its major
’vpéadqﬁna nov Yﬁb mentioned is that 1t required too many pastors
TOo &@miﬂi trate for the size at which FAL stayed,

The primary cause of dissolution still remains Missouri's
effectiveness in negating the purpose for which FAL was founded.
With its main pyepose 88 a house of refuge squelched, and with
ﬁi%%&ti%fi@é pastors beginning to turn directly to the WELS and
LS for an orthodox al ternative to the IC=-M3, it would have been

only a matter of time before FAL would have dissolved anyway.

The disagreement over Status “onfessionis only proved to te
the ¢atalvst that brought about the dissolution of FAL more

quickly than expected.

EPILOGUE

In the writing of this paper, there is only one regret that
the author deeply feelsg, Because of its very nature in dealing
with a dissolution, the papermmof necessity--dwells on all of
the difficulties ang disturbances within the Federation, There
was no time ror pointing out all of the blessings that ocur LORD

in His providence had showered upon FAL., There was no room for
detailing all of the ways that God unexpectedly used FAL for His




LE

xtent to which -

FAL influenced the I¢.s

an increasin

giybgggg@ryaﬁivé”gtaﬁd cann@t{be human 1y

nfluence shiould not be taken lightly. Synodical

gralyuhad»ﬁayf@alize.ﬁhaﬁ if the LGMS did not begin
‘ehange thelir policies, there was an excellent chance that the
Conservative Lutherans would leave Missouri en masse., FAL'S one
of breaking fellowship for the sake of the truths of Scripture
~and its continuing presence during those tumultuous years of
Missouri’s history might have done more good than the years of
Words written by conservative magazines. God had even greater
purpoges for FAL. The opportunities for mission outreach that
God gave this small synod is truly phenomenal, The beginning
of the Antigua mission and its continued growth is ample proof
of God's purpogse for FPAL all by itself. Neither can one ignore the
apiritual growth in respect to increased knowledge of Scripture
and dediecation to our redeeming Savior which the people of FAM
Oy = experienced, The last chairman of the FAL summed 1t up best:
. God has used FAL in a strange but wonderful
way. lHe caused us to begin the blossoming work
in Antigua. He enabled us to help refugees
from the Missouri Synod establish congregations
and or churches in Naples, Florida, Kokomo,
Indiana, Bell Gardens, California, Vallejo,
California, Hillsboro, Oregon and Sutherlin,
Oregon. All this God did with FAL from No=
vember 1 of 1971=1975, surely God blessed FAL

and 1t was a blessing for all of us to have
been of service to Him during this time,+J

May God's kingdom continue to be extended in such strange but

wonderful ways,

Byune 1975 Letter to the Churches




