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INTRO DUCTION

Unlike the United States, which imbibed a tradition of
" secularism from its founding fathers, Canada grew up in

the nineteenth century under the tutelage of its Churches,

The pulpit, the school and the Press were the leading

forces in moulding the Canadian character. Almost all.the

well-known educators of the period were clergymen, and many

leading newsvapers were in effect organs of varticular
religious groups. The influence of the Churches was
sometimes divisive, but they were far too closely integrated
into the national life to conceive their mle exclusively

as the saving of individual souls.l

Since 1534, when d acques Cartier erected a thirty foot
cross at the entrance to the Gaspe' Harbour, the cross of Christianity
has continued to cast its shadow across the vast Dominion of Canada.
Its presence was a significant and immortant factor in the developinent
of the Kingdom of Canada and the Kingdom of God in Canada. But
significant numbers of Canadians have not felt the presence of that
Cross nor are they aware of the imoortance it holds for their life.
Therefore, the cross is still a cm-ss of mission to Canada,

The story of the Lutheran Church in Canada was and still is
today, a story of mission. Unlike many of the other churches in
Canada before her, the Lutheran Church was there brimarily, and almost
exclusively, for the sske of saving individual souls. Even before
Confederation, the Lutheran Church came into Cenada to minister to
the needs of Lutherans immigrating into Canada, and for over one
hundred vears this has been the exoress Huroose of her mission in

Canada—to minister to the needs of existing Lutherans in Canada,

But now she is confronting the question of her purpose in

(11)



Canada. She is ésking herself whether she is doing all within her
nower to meet the command of her Lord to minister to the needs of
all pveople, both in- and outside of Canada. She is 'asld.ng how she,
as a church, can more effectively carry out the Mi ss:’l.on of the'
Church to, the opportunities which confront her, |

In searching for an answer to her dilemma, she. has arrived -
at the conclusion thst as an indenendent, sutonomous church, she
could most adequately carry on her mission in Canada, by meeting
Canadian needs as a Canadian church., In the area of world mission,
she also feels that as an independent, autonomous ch\irch, she could
wrk through avenues which would be open only to a Canadian éhurch.

The purpose of this vaver is an attemnt to understand why
autonomy is such an appealing and satisfying angwer to the question
of Canadian and m.rld migsion for a Canadian Lutheran Church, It is
an attempt to prove that as an American-based Church working in
Canada she cannot work to her fullest 'potential nor to 'her mo st
effective capacity.

To demonstrate this, in chapter one, I present a cursory
M story of Lutheranism in Csnada until around the 1940%'s with the
hone that the reader will see that the Lutheran Church in Canada,
varticularly the Lutheran Church—Missourli Synod, does have a
flavour peculiarly Csnadian, and that often cilrcumstances confronting
the Luthex:an Church in Canada were typical of only the‘ Canadian
siltuation. In chaoter tw I vresent how the idea of an autonomous
Lutheran church crept into the Canadian church and received momentum
as the only way in which the Luthersn Church—IM.ssourl Synod could

overate in Canada to its Mmaximum, Though the first two chapters

(i11)
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are basically hiétoﬂca'l. in nature, chanter three delves into the

most significsnt reasons nut forth as valid justification for the

autonomy of the Lutheran Church--Canada. The majo ri.-ty pf tho se
sources quoted and cited in this paper I believe are.of a very |
authoritative nature.. They are for the most part, iridividuail. who
have the greatest possible concem for the mission of God in
Canada, many of whom have served as officials in the Lutheran
Church——Canada, I trust that I have done Justice to these men in
quoting them, and it is my earnest intent, as it is thelrs, to
insure that the Lutheran Church—Canada functions to its most
effectlve advantage as an instrument in the Mission of God ir;

1john Webster Grant, The Cenadien Exverience of Church
Union (Richmond, Virginia: John Knox Press, 1967), P. 23.

(iv)



CHAPTER I -

HISDRY OF LUTHERANISM IN CANADA AND FOUNDATIONS
| OF LUTHERAN CHURCH—CANADA

Although not every aspect of the history of Lutheranism in
Canada may be fundamental to an underfstanding of the development of
the Lutheran Church—-Canada (LC-C), a cursory pree;en!:aﬁ.on of Lutheran
M story in Canada may however, provide some understanding to.the
- 'deve].-opment of the LC-C and may perhaps shed some light for the reader
on peculiar. clrcumstances of Lutheranism in Canada which assist and-
warrant, perhaps even dictate, the need of an indigenous Lutheran
bhurch in Canada.-
| Formal histories of Lutheranism .:'l.n Canada are nosl:. abundant.,
Until recently, the majority of Lutheran history in Canada was to be
found primaﬁ.iy_in locsal Oongregat'.'v:onal. M stories, and briefly in
anniversary booklets published by the individual Districts of the
Missouri Synod in Canada. - In September, 1969, the Rev, Dr. Albert
H. Schwermann was commissioned by. resolution of the 12th Annual Con-
vention of the Lutheran Church—Csnada to write and publish a-history
of the origin and early development of LC-C. This wrk, The Begin-
nings of Lutheran Church--Canada, sketches the early development of
Lutheranism in Canada with the primary emphasls on the period between
1941 to 1969 when plans for a self-governing Canadian Church were
being developed and implemented. Because the f.C-C is a Federation
of Missourl Synod Distriété in Canada, Schwemm-nn's book deasls

1
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slmost exclusively with the Lutheran Church—Missouri Synod in
Canada. To date, T have not been able to find a thorough, up-to-
date work on the whole topic of Lutheranism in Canada, much less
specifically, on the Lutheran Church—Mi ssourd Synod in Csnada.

This first chepter then shell deal orimarily with the
beg.innings of Luther.ani.sn in Canada and shall attempt to show what
role the Lutheran Church—Missouri Symod has played in the develop-
ment of Lutheranism in Canada, |

The first trace of Lutheramism to be documented in Canada
was the site of Fort Churchill, Man, On Sept. 7, 1619 Jens Munck,

a Danish Lutheran sea-captain, landed his ship at the 'presen{‘. site

of Fort Churchill, Along with him was a crew of 65 men, the majority
of whom were adherents of the Lutheran faith, and one Lutheran pastor
By fche nsme of Erasmus Jensen.l The ﬁrs';. Luthersn semmon on Canadian
~ s0ll was delivered by Jensen on Christmas Doy of that same year. In

his diary Munck recorded the events

We had a sermon and communions and our offerings to thé

minister after the sermon were in accordance with our

means. The crew had very little money, nevertheless,

they gave what they had; some gave white fox furs, so

that the minister had enough wherewith to 1line a coat.2
As with many of the crew, Jensen became sick with dysentery. On
Jan. 23 of the next year Jensen sat in bed and delivered his last
sermon to the crew., On Feb. 20, 1620 Jensen died and was buried
with the other ssilors who had died on Canadisn soil. Munck returned
to Denmark having failed to find a Northwest Passage to India as he
had intended,3

The next record we have of any Lutherans in Csnada is in

1629, It is possible that there were Jutherans with the Huguenots
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in Quebec, but it 4 s a certainty that tﬁere was a Lutheran chaplain
vith the Kirke bmthers when they cantured Quebec. It is 2l
recorded that while he was there, this Lutheran chap;l.ain perfomed
the first Luthersn baptism of a child of a colonist fami.ly on Canadian
s0il. 4

In the stmmez: of 1749 Germen Lutheran.famers and wine-
dressers from Wirttemberg and Saxony settled in Halifax, In 1750
they were joined by 300 more German Lutherans, one of whom wa; a
German Swiss Lutheran, Burger by name, who served ‘as the first resident
Lutheran pastor in Canada. In 1755 these Geman Lutherans in Halifax
erected the first Lutheran Church in Canada, St. George's Lu;.heran.5
In the same year that these German Lutherans settled in Halifaex, a
number of Lutheran soldlers assisted in tl:le founding of Halif#.6
o In 1758 a Luthersn chaplain ministered to the soldiers who
were with General Wolfe when he took the fortress of Loulisburg on
Cape Breton Island.’! A number of theée soldiers joiﬁed the congregation
at Louisburg and became Lutherans. |

Shortly before this in 1756 a Lutheran congregation was
organized at Ioulsburg, Nova Scotia.8 In the ea1"1y history of Nova
Scotia a goodly number of Lutheran settlements were establi shed, but
many opportunities to build Lutheran congregations were lost because
no Lutheran vastors were available. Many switched to Anglicanism,
Only the Lunenburg parish survived, and is still in existence, and
even today, most of the Luthersn churches are to be found in the
County of Lunenburg.?

On October 4, 1761, seventeen children were confirmed in

the congregation at Louisburg, the first Lutheran Confimation Service



in Canada, 10

A great deal of immigration after the pmerican Rewvolutionary
War, C.a., 1776, assisted in esteblishing many Lutheran settlements
in Ontario, Overpopulation, frequent wars, heavy ta'xatloln, comnul so xy
military service and religlous persecution exerted nressure and caused
many Europeans to come .to Mmerica, Those immigrants who are important
for this paper came to New York and Pennsylvania, but there they also
experienced ovressure within thelr bounds. It was the nature c;f some
of the German people. They wanted to colonize rather than to be
absorbed, They felt secure in colonies; they felt they could best
cultivate their language, customs and religion in colonies. -‘For these
reasons they saught large tracts of land., Because of a scarcity of
land in New York and Pennsylvania, they were attracted to e‘lth'er
O'ntgrlo or to more westeriy states where ]:arge tracts of lLand were
~available. Consequently we find many Lutheran ancestors settling
glong the north shore of Lake Erie,11’ |

After the American Revolution. large numbers of immigraﬁts
came to Canada., In the War of Independence, many loyal British subjects
in Mmerica were invited by the British Government to come to Canada.
Grants of land were given them in the Maritimes, Lower Canada (Quebec),
and Upper Canada (Ontario). These immigrants were called United
Erpire Loyalists. Most csme from the New England States. Mal;y of +~
the Lutherans brought their bibles, catechismns, and their pastors
with them,12 Forty Loyalist Lutheran families settled in the area of
the city of Kingston, Ont, Another group established a German settle-
ment near t.he_ Bay of Quinte and, in 1783, the first Lutheran congreg-

ation in Ontario.13
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In 1793 there was a second '.I.érge Lutheran anigratibﬂ from
New York state to Ontario. lord Simecoe, the first Lieutenant~
Governor of Canada by King George III, realized that there were still
many loyalist families in the United States. He aga:ln offered free
land to those loyal Britons in the United States who were willing to
come to Ontario. In this emigration were 60 Lutheran families, 350
souls, who settled in the county of York and brouglit with them their
own pastor, Rev, John Petersen, 14 |

During the period from 1830 to 1850 Lutheran immigrants
poured into Ontario from Central Europe and settled In the counties
of Brant, Bruce, Waterloo, and Welland, 15 )

After each of the two Great World Wars, large numbers of

Lutheran people from the easterm provinces of Gemany, from Poland

and Russia, from the Baltic Provinces and from Sutheastern Europe

immigrated to Ontario. Many of these were received into the existing

congregations and, since World War II especially, a number of new
congregations were organized, consisting almost entirely of New
Canadi ans, 16

Much of the work among Lutherans in Eastern Canada done
before Confederati§n in 1867 was carried out by three synods in the
United States: the Ministerium of Pemnsylvania, 1748, the Ministerium
of New York, 1786, and the Pittsburg Symod, 1845,17 The Missc;url
Synod did nmot apnear upon the Canadian scene until around 1854, and
even then, the majority of thelr wrk centred around the area of
Ontarios; then into Western Canada. Much work among the Lutherans in
Ontario had already been dope by other Lutheran bodies. Untll this

time much work among the Lutherans was impeded by the fact that there



6

were not enough m;fessﬁ.ona'[ c'l.ergy to serve all the i.utherans and
often men wiao did serve the congregations were 'J.rriné sto rs,' men who
could verform the most common ﬂ;c.ual funections of mi_nistry, and

who se only persor_lai interests were in finding an eas;r 1ife, 18

Since the Missouri men were not the first to arrive in Canada,
their coming when it did occur, was not always welcomed by the
qlergy who were already on the scene. They accused the Missouri
men of "intruding®" (Volksblatt Vol. 2, p. 27). As late as 1879
President Emst, in his first address to the newly-organized Ontario
Dist;'ict statess

Our opponents who could snd should be our brethren

in the faith have persistently labelled us as "foreigners

who really have no business in Canada" and in that way

caused simple folk to be suspicious of us,19
Tho se people who op_mséd the Missourl men and referred to them as
#foreigners” could not have objected to the nationslity of these
Missouri men, since they themselves were not natives of Ca;xada. The
1#bel must have implied objection to the connection which these
early Missouri pastors had with "Missouri®s It was from the State
of Missouri that leadership in their Synod came.20 It should be
remembered that many of the Lutherans and general popu'l.aﬁioh in
Ontario were loyallists who had remsined loyal to Britain and had
escaped the United States and the pressure wh:i.o_:h Revolutionary
Americans had exerted on them,

In 1847 the present Lutheran Church—-Migsouri Synod was
organized in Chicago under the name of "The Evangelicgl Lutheran
Synod of Missouri, Ohlo, and Other States." The Missouri Syrnod did
not begin its work in Canada until 1854, The ﬁev. John Adam Ernst

is rightly deserving of the title "The Father of Missouri Lutheranism



in Canada."2l Emst himself was a follower of Loehe and a devout
student of Dr, C. F. W, Walther. He was a charter member of the
Synod in 1847. He was called to a congregation in I.-'_:den, N.Y., and
from there he made mission tours into the surroundin'g distﬁ.cté
and slso into Ontario where he either organized, or assisted in
organizing, several congregations.22 In 1854 Ernst organiied the
congregations of St. Peter's Rhineland (Delhi), and Fisherville,
Ont. Both congregations are still very much in existence, St.
Peter's, Delhi, being the oldest Lutheran Church-Migsouri Synod
Congregation in Canada. From here many congregations formed in
southern and western Ontario.23 In 1873 a Pastor F. W, Franf:e
organized a congregation, Grace Lutheran, in Locksley in the Ottawa
Valley. It is because of the wrk done in these tw areas that
Rhineland (Delhi) is known as the mother church of Westemn Ontario,
and locksley as the mother chur_ch of the Ottawa Valley.zl" .

The Canada District (now Ontsrio District) of the Ev-
angelical Lutheran Synod o_f Missouri, Ohio _md-other States- was
formed in 1879 with Ernst as its first oresident, In that year it
had 14 vastors, 28 congregations, and 2,036 communicant members,25
When the organization had been effected, Pastor Emst made a
President's Address in which he recsunted the circumstances which
had led up to the organization of what was then the Canada Di;tﬂct.
He said:

We in Canagda are confronted with many conditions

that are different from those facing our brethren beyond

the border. Because of political and geograpnical

differences between us and the States there is a certain
antipathy in our congregations towsrd what members feel
is "foreign." Our dear Missouri Synod has often been

called a "foreign body," and it has been practically
impossible to arouse any inclination to Jjoin Synod.
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Attendance on the part of Canédians at econventions
"over there"™ has always been very slim, 26

S in 1879 the Ontario District was formulated with the hones that
the Missouri Synod could further the cause of Lutheranism in Canada
and better serve the Luthersns residing there. When the Ontario
Distriet was organized, only nine congregations were entirely
organized by Missouri Lutheran nastors-—the z"emaind.er had nreviously .
been served by Canada Synod pastors (LCA) or from other Synods such
as the Bt;ffélo Synod.27 As Pastor Malinsky says in his history of
the Ontario District, these pastors of the Mismux;l §vnod entered
Ontario which was already served by other Lutheran pastors because
they felt a deen concern for Lutheramism which they saw so seﬂ.ﬁus].y
threatened. This threat to Lutheranism in the eyes of Missouri was
w'hat they felt a laxity in their confessional stance and their lack
of ingistence to uphold pure, sound, Biblical doctrine.28 The
‘Missouri Synod itself did mo work in the A.t'l.antic pmﬁnce;: this
area was ar_ld is still 'served almo st exclusively by the Canada Symod.
At any rate, several attqmpts' were undertaken in Ontario
to unite the Lutheran bodies in Canada for more effective ministry
and mission to the country. The Canada Synod and the Missouri Symod
were invwlved in several Free Conferences to discuss their differences
and to attempt to seek union. Mutual discussions and papers of the
issues in doctrine and practice between the two bodies were discussed.
These meetings went on for seversl years: Jan. 1872, Kitchener:
July 1872, Kitchener; 1882, Kitchener; 1892, several conferences;
1909, Kitchener; 1909, New Hamburg: several conferences in the
Ottawa Valley; 1911, Kitchener, By 1912 it appeared that the

differences between the Canada Synod and the Missouri Symod were not



being resolved. A question'then arose among the Missouri men as to
vhether or not it was vrover to oray with the Caneda Synod men at
the beginnings of the conferen-c!e.s considering the circumstances.
This casused very hard feelings as it appeared to the' Canada Synod
that Missouri. men now did not regard them as Christians, In 'response
the Canada Synod questioned the right of the Missouri men to open up .
a mission in Stratford, spoarently because the Canada Synod was
already serving that community. With this then, the serles of Free
Conferences was ended,29 | |

It is quite a fascinating story of the Missouri Symnod in
‘the West of Canada, for Lutheranism there has always been on_t; of
| mission, Although the Missouri Synod had men in westem Canada for:
a mmber of years, the two westemn districts were not formed until
after 1920—the Manitoba-Saskatchewan District in 1922, and ‘l';he
Alberta-British Columbia District in 1921, Allo Missouri work done
was a result of mission endeavours by 'Missouri's. Minnesota District,
The opening of the West by early Missouri missioﬁaries is a tremendous
story of the missionary zeal_l. and devotion and dedicagbion to the
Gospel. The hardships they faced were many, both physical, mental,
and spiritugl. Very vivid accounts sre given in histories written
by the two districts. Much of the history, unfortunately, is unknown,
Rev. L. W. Koehler writes in the "Foreward" to the Origin and.
Development of The Manitoba-Saskatchewan District of The LC-MS:

The first congregation of the Missouri Smod here in

the Canadian West was organized in 1892, twenty-two

years after Manitoba and thirteen years before Saskatchewan

became provinces. The Manitoba-Saskatchewan District of

the Lutheran Church-i*issouri Synod was organized in 1922,

These dates show thot our church here on the oraries is

still a young church but already some of our history lies
buried in sundry cemeteries because some of the ploneers

-y,
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falled ‘I:o reslize the immortance of written records
carefully preserved,30 ° .

There was 1little if any work done in Western Canada bv the
Lutheran Church simply because there was no emigration to this area.
When people did begin to emigrate to the Canadian West, 1t was simply
because they had been offered .a quarter section of land for ten dollars
by the Canadian government and had come fmm.far off to mgke thelir |
homes in Western Canada.31_ The building of the rallroad was a great
‘contributing factor to the opening of the West. In 1881 the Canadian
Pacific Railroad reached Winnipeg, the "Gateway to the West." By
'1885 the same railroad had reached clear across the country to the
- Pacific Coast.32 In spite of the fact that new immigrants had to
suffer a gréat deal because of natural forces which make homesteading
difficult, Canaaa atteinptéd to relieve them of as many undue hardships
as possible., A benevolent government was rﬁ‘l.ing the Canadian West
from Ottawa, and its well trained and disciplined Mounted l:’olice
early spread its network of barracks over the whole wide West, partly
to enforce law and order in the new country, vartly {9.13’ to see to it
that incoming settlers would suffer no undue hardship,33

@ntﬂbuting to the opening of the West was the work of
Clifford Sifton, a federal Minister of Immigration. He saw the need
to have thousar_xds of peovle come to the West, 0 he introduced a |
vigorous and persistent advertising campaign in many parts of Barope.
Some peasants came from Germany. But the great majority of Lutheran
immigrants in Western Canada migrasted from non-German countries,
_Bussia, Po'l.ahd, Austrig, Hungaryv, Bukowina, Balicla, Bessarabla, the
Volga territory, and ﬁhe Scsndinavian muntﬂe;.3u

In 1579, Rev. E. Rolf of St., Paul, Minnesota became the

-
-
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first Misourli Smod missionary to Western Cansca: He had been
asked by the mission board to serve a group of settlers in Towmn
Berlin, Manitoba, a town about forty miles west of Winnipeg. %he
congregation had continually requested a resident pa;stor of its own,
but had been denied its request. It was visited by pastors from the
Missouri Synod until 1887, By then the congregation had_fiisbanded
and left the area. | From 1879 to 1887 this was the only p':!.ace in
Western Canada visited by Missouri pastors.35

In 1891 Candidate H. Buegel was called as a full-time
missionary to Canada, an answer to a request made by ‘Rev, H. Brauer
’ who had traveled the area for the Minnesota Mission Commission.
His call specified that he was to be a "missionary to Manitoba and
' surrounding territory" which in the mind of Buegel covered the area
vest to Vancouver and north to the North Pole.36 |

During the six weeks that he had been in Canada, Missionary
Buegel had organigzed 12 to 15 éongregétions and nreaching-places. In
1892 he was given an assistant, Theo. Hahn, In 1909 six candidates
and two pastors were added. to the ﬁe‘l;d. Lt;.theran mission gradually
spread until finally in 1922 the Manitoba-Saskatchewan Dist;ict of
the Missouri Synod was formed. By then it had 43 pastors, 75 congreg-
ations and 69 preaching stations.37 -

The history of Lutheranism in the westernmost pmv:'u;ces of
Alberta snd British -Columbia is quite similar to that of the Man.-
Sask. District. An immigrant agent working for the Canadian Pacific
Rallroad informed the Board of Missions of Minnesota that in the
province of Alberta, five settlements of Norwegian and German Lutherans

had been established. Minnesota then commissioned a Montana missionary
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to mgke a tour of exploration through Alberta, His report was =
favoursble that in 1894 Candidate E. Eberhardt was commissioned
as a travelling missionary for Alberta,3® In the same year he
organized the congregation of St. Matthew at Stony P:J.aih, near.
Bdmonton., This is the oldest and ™mother church® for the whole
Alberta-British Columbia District.39

‘Around the turn on the century, c.a. 1904, there was such
an inrush of immigrants, that there was no way the six missionaries
already there could handle the opportunities. These men were shifted
to more strategic positions to be in better contact with the pulse of
immigration because they were unable to get more help. Amur;d 1914
thirty more candidates were added to the mission field in the Csnadian
North-West.#0 But during the 1;rar yvears when Canada and the empire
were at war there was a regression and rest in immigration, 'I:here
was time for the churches to establish themselves. From 1917 to 1920
qongregations and stations had grown rimuerically and spiritually. By
1921, when the Alberta-Brifc.i sh Columbia Disi'.'.riet was organized, there
were 45 congregations and 92 preaching stations served by 30 pazastors."’1
Since then the Alberta-British Coimnbia District has grown with in-
Creased immigration to the West.

The work of the Missourli Symod in Westezﬁ Canada began in
1879. The Finns arrived around the tum of the century and ai:ter 1906
sought tha;tr pastors from Suomi College in Hancock, Michigan. The
Americen Lutheran Church entered uron work in Canada in 1905. The
work of the Norwegian Lutheran Church began in Alberta in 1895, in
Saskatchewan in 1903, and in Manitoba in 1904, The Swedes first
held services in Winnip_eg_but. the oldest congregation is that of

!
ot
Nl !
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Stockholm, Saskatchewsn, organized in 1889, The United Danish
Evangelicsl Lutheran Church began wrk in Dickeson, Alberta, in
1904 and the earliest of the five congregations belo'nging to the
Lutheran Free Church was organized in 1895, 42 |

The proliferation of church bodies in the early days is
quite understandsble from the viewooint of language. Most of these
bodies published church paners for their members and were later
organized into districts and/or conferences with parer{tal bpd:]les in
the United States. These settlers were als interested in education,
establishing colleges and theological schools, as had been done by
the Canada Synod in Ontario at Waterloo. The west has alway; been
more interested in soclagl missions that the east. M.any of these
church bodies begén orphanages and homes for the aged which afe still
maintained,43 |

Throughout the history of the Lutheran Church in:the west
there is a great deal of "cmssﬂ.t_'ing','“ shifts from 6ne body to
ano ther when pastors were not available or when the desire for E;lg].ish
language services became particularly stmng.m"

As was mentioned earlier in this naner,' the first Yorld
War had reduced the numbez; of immigrants coming into Canada considerably.
But after the war, by 1925, problems of the Lutheran Church in Canada
in connection with renewed immigration from Europe, had bmup_;l;t.
members of both the Canada and Missouri Synods together so often that
the conviction grew among members of both organizations that renewed
efforts ought to be made, b,v‘ means of conferences, to bring about
unity and, if possible, a Canadian Lutheran Church (without strings
attaching it to any Lutheran Synod in the United States or elsewhere).
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Because of thls, a lengthy series of conferences resul ted, 45
- Meanwhile, and consequently, plans and talks were under-

taken at unifying Lutheranism in Canada for a more forceful thrust
in missdon to the Domimion., The Encyclopedia of the Lutheren Church
under "Canadian Lutheran Council® states thiss |

- Churchmen of vision had long recognized the need of

a cooperative agency for Lutherans in Canada. In a

land where economic and, to a lesser degree, political

cooperatives had erupted from necessity, emergency

events impelled the development of the council,

Divisions between Lutheran churches in Canada had

grown out of and paralleled the main groupings of

Lutherans in the United States. Wesk congregations,

scattered over a vast territory, were forced to seek

misgion aid from Lutheran bodies in the USA.

Acceptance of subsidles and pastoral supplies bmught

them into the fold. Because the demarcations were

transplanted extensions, the barriers had little or

no meaning to the pioneer and much less to the

Canadian scene.
In 1946 members of the various Lutheran church bodies assembled in
Winnlpeg and drew up a proposed constitution for a Canadisn Lutheran
Council. Then the constitution was taken to the individual conferences
and districts of their respective church body and they were encouraged
to submit revisions to the constitution, The Missouri Smnod Districts
in Canada had difficulty in accenting two of the clauses in the
constitution: 1. The particinating bodies that were to apnrove the
constitution had to be the general, or parental, bodies and not the
synods, districts or conferences in Canadas and 2, The objectives of
the Council that there should be participation in spiritual as well
as external matters. According to Pastor Malinsky, the same reason
kept the Missouri Synod from perticipstion in the National Lutheran
Council and the Lutheran World Federation.#?7 Missouri presented its

objections to the constitution, but they were not heeded, Therefore
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the Qonstituﬁ.on'was not presentled to the Misscuri Synod for
approval 48 The Canadian Lutheran Council was organized on Dec. 4,
1952, but the Missouri Synod was not one of the members,

After Yorld War II there was a tremendous influx of |
jmmigrants from war-torn Europe in Cenada. The Ontario District was
presented with a great challenge. To meet this great missionary
opvortunity, Buropean Lutheran paslors were engaged to se}t've these
Lutherans in their own language. There were four Estonians, five
Latvians, and two Geman-speaking pastors, one of whom also preached
in Lithuanian, placed into service.#9 One Jan., 1, 195%, approximately
one-third of the membership of the Onta;ri.o District consisted of
new Canadians, _

For the most part I have attempted to show how the Lutheran
Church-Missouri Synod began its work in Canada, and how it déveloped
up to about the 1940's, Greater depth could be reported, but this is
not the intent of this paver. -Tl'ris tﬂ.’stoﬂcal sketch attemnts to
give an overview of Missourli Lutheran develooment and the problems
and circumstances which ;-ha-aped its developmc;nt from a‘historical
point of view. The story 1s not unique in that similar cirt_mmstances
could be cited in other countries as well, yet it does have a national
colouring and flavour peculiar to the vast dominion of Canada. This
sketch concentrates primarily on the development of the Missou:ri
Synod, since this paper deals with the Lutheran Church—-Canada, a
federat:lon.of Missouri Synod Districts in Canada. Actually the
Missouri Synod only represents one-third of the Luthersn work in
Canada. According to the figures of the Lutheran Council in the
U.S.A. s the bantized membershin of the LCA-Canada Section is 121,212,
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the Lutheran Church—-Canada (LC-MS) is 98,097, the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Canada (ALC) is 83,274, and all other Lutheran
bodies in Canada is 1,917, for a total of 304,500, These are the
1971 fipures.51 This varies considersbly from the 1961 Canadian
Census figures in which 662,744 people claimed to be Luthera:r_l. 52

In this chapter I have deliberately neglected to add
the history from about 1941, as this material begins to d'eal with
the formation of the Lutheran Church—-Canada. This will be cov.ered

in a later chapter,



CHAPTER I _FOOTNOTES

1Albert H, Schwermann, The Beginnings of Lutheran Church
Canada, (Published by resolution of the 12th Annual Convention,
Lutheran Church—Canada, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada, 1969), pe 1.
2Erich R, W, Schultz, "Tragedy and Triumoh in Canadian
Lutheranism," The Lutheran Historical Conference, Essavs' and Minutes
1962 - 1964, (St. Iouis, Missouri: Concordia Press, 19&5, Vol. 1,
19 9 p' 1150 -
BIM-do’ Pe 116,
Mbid., p. 117. i
SIbid., pp. 118-119,
' 6Schwemann, p. 1.
7Ibid., p. 1.
B_ij-do’ pe 1,
9Ibido’ r. 1.
1°Schultz, p. 120,

11Frank Malinsky, Grace and Blessing, (Kitchener- _By the
av.thor, 1954)’ P 9.

1zschwenhann, Pe 2.
13Tvid., p. 2.
14Tbid., p. 2.
15&9_., Pe 2e
16Malinsky,. Pe 9 .
1;73chwermann, Pe 3o
184alinsky, p. 10,
191bid. , p. 13.
20Ibid,, p. 13.

17



)

18
21Tb4d., Pe 17
- 22Tbid., p. 16.
23Schw_emann, Pe e
241 d., pe 3.
25Ibid., Pe 3o
26Malinsky, p. 22.
27schultez, pe 135
28Malinsky, p. 17.
29Ibid., pp. 45-46,

301, W, Koehler, "Foreward" in The Origin and Development
of the Manitoba-Saskatchewan District of the Lutheran Church<-Missouri

‘Synod, author Paul E, Wiegner, (Published for the 35th Anniversary

of the Manitoba-Saskatchewan District, 1957),

31pgul E. Wiegner, The Origin and Development of the Mand toba-
Saskatchesan District of the Lutheran Church-Missonri Svnod, (Published
;'c:r6:‘.he 35th Anniversary of the. Mani toba-Saskatchewan District, 1957),

32schwermann, p. ke

33w egner, p. 6.

3‘4Schwemann, Pe ‘f'.

35vi egner, pp. 12-13,

36Ibid., pp. 13-1%4,

37schwermann, p. 5.

38Jon E. Herzer, Homesteading for God, (By the author,
1946), pp. 6-7. -

39schwermann, p. 5.
%Herzer, PpP. 23-25.
MItid,, p. W4,
42schultz, pp. 137-138,
#311id., p. 138.
Wireig,, p. 138,



. 19
45Malinsky, p. 46.
. 46y, A, Mehlenbacher, "Canadian Lutheran Council,"

.4
e

Incyclonedia of the Lutheran Church, ed. J. H. Bodensiec, Volo I
1965),. p. 361, '

47schultz, p. 142,

_uaMa'l.insky 9 Pe u?o

"'9ij.d., Pe o1,

soIbido’ Pe 92. .

51Ralph L. Reinke, ed., The Lutheran Anmual 1973 of the
Lutheran Church-Missouri d, (St. Iouist Concordia Publishing
.}buse, 1972 9 Pe 53. ' '

52Canada One Hundred 1867-1967, Prepared in ‘the Canada Year
Book Handbook and Library Division Dominion Bureau of Statistiecs,
Ottawa, and published under the authority of The Homourable Robert

H, Winters Minister of Trade and Commerce, Ottawa, Canadat Queen's
Printer and Controller of Stationary, 1967, p. 427,



CHAPTER II

HISTORY AND DEVFIOPMENT OF THE LUTHERAN CHURCH—CANADA |

In the preceding chater I lsld the groundwork and develop-
ment of the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod in Canada. Although this
history recounts several attempts of the Missouri Synod and the Canada
Synod (LCA)- to become unified, there wasn't much of an attempt to
bring the districts of the Missouri Synod in Canada into a unified
body. The Lutheran Church in Canada has been sharply divided into
‘east and west and only until recently has this separation begun to
crumble, This is a problem in Canada which affects many areas of
Canadian life, and is not simply a problem of Luthersnism, From the
historical acoount in the first chapter it is quite moticeable
that Ontario did 1ittle to assist in the development of the West as
far as providing missionaries, particularly so .because Ontario was
still itself a mission and depended on its suooly of vastors from the
United States. The West of Canada was opened up as a miésion feld
largely because of the work of the Minmmesota District of the Missouri
Synod, Besides this aspect, the whole geographical characteristics
of Canada have naturally supported this type of regionslism, In a
recent letter from Dr. Thomas L. Ristine, a fomer President of the
Lutheran Church—-Canada and a member of the Lutheran Council in
Canada (LCIC), he spesks of how the Lutheran Church~—-Canada was an
attempt to breech this gap between Lutherans of the Missouri Synod
in Canada. He states:

20
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The LC-C 1s a good forum for the three Missouri Synod

Districts in Canada. Eastemn and Western Lutherans

still heve not interchanged and gotten together-

sufficiently to fully understand each other., Regionalism

in Canada is real and it has affected the church as

well, For this reason LC-C is a necessity. It must .

continue to act as a catalyst for Canadian Lutheranism

and the LCIC has the same function involving all three
_Synods of course,l

The need has been felt for some time in.Canada to have a church which.
ie "Canadian," self-governing and in w position in which it can better
speak to and meet the demands of mission wrk in Canada, This was a
very popular topic for conversation at pastoral conferences and
District conventions in the early decades after the turn of the
century, But the same notion had been expressed earlier by éome of
the Fathers of Lutheranism in Canada. In 1879 Pres. John Adam Emst
addressed the newly organized Canada District, in vhich address he
stated:

We in Canada are ¢confronted with many conditions.

that are different from those facing our brethren
beyond the border., Because of volitical and
geogravhical differences between us snd the States
there is a2 certain antinathy in our congregstions toward
what members feel is "foreign.," Our dear Hissouri

Synod has often been called a "foreign body," and it

has been practically immossible to arouse any

inclination to join the Synod. Attendance on the

vart of Canadians at conventions “over there" has

always been very slim,2 '
For Emst and others with similar sentiments, the formation of the
Canada (now Ontario) District was an answer, if only partial, never-
theless, an answer to this Canadlan dilemma,

Again in Western Canada this same sentiment was evident
in 1911 that the administration of Canadisn church affairs ought to
be based in Canada, ‘At a General Pastoral Conference of Westem

Canada, in session at Stony Plain, Alberta, a motion was made and
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seconded "that w.e' separate ourselves from the Mimmesota District
and organize our own synodical Diétrlct in Westermn Canada."3 A
committee was then appointed to study the matter. But a fulfill-
ment to thelr desires did not come until ten years 'l:'ater when, in
1921, the two provinces of Alberta and British Columbia Jjoined to
make one district and in 1922, the provinces of Manitoba and
Saskatchewan organized themselves into a district of Symod.

S by 1922 immediate expectations had been reached as
far as acl'ﬂ.ev:ing the status of a C'anadian m.stz'i.c;t, in Canada,
within the Missouri Symod, This however did nothing-to help
-bridge the gap between Eastermn and Western Lutheranism in Canada.
| Though the mattér was still being discussed in conferences asnd
conventions not':ing concrete had been planned.

Finally on August 26,. 1941 things began to tgke shée and
become more officlal. At the Joint Pastoral Co-nference of the
pastors of the Hanitoba-Saskatt;hesan and of the Alberta-British
Columbia District in Edmonton, an overture was directed to the

conference under the title Chenge of Name of the Three Districts of
the Evangelical Lutheran Church-Migsoﬁrl Synod in Canada. Because

I believe this document to be a tuming point in Canadian Lutherani sm,
I will include the whole overture, - The document reads as followss

-WHEREAS, We are endeavouring to-build a Canadian
Lutheran Churchs _

And the official name of the Missouri Synod is
foreign and meaningless to the general public in Canada;

And the present official name of our church is not
helpful to mission work, since it is sectional and must
be explained to the average Canadian:

- And it would add greatly to the prestige of our
church in times 1ike these (World War II) if it were
known by a "Canadian" names

And the present official name is not and never can
be national and intermational;

e
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Therefore be it resolved, That this pastoral
conference petition the three Canadian Districts to take
this matter into serious consgideration st their next
District conventions for the puriose of forming a
corporate tody known by a name such as The Canadian
Evangelical Lutheran Church, or The BEvangelical Lutheran
Church of Canadaj

And that a committee be aprointed to study the
legal side of such a changes |

And that we hereby do not wish to indicate that we
in any way even think of severing our connection and
affiliation with the Synod of Missouri, Ohio, and other
States:

And that detalled infomation concerning this -

- overture be submitted to the officials of the Ev., Luth,
Synod of Missouri, Ohio and other States.%

This proposal was accepted by the conference and accordingly, appointed
a committee to carry out the resolution of the conference. -

Dr, Harold Merklinger, a co-author with the Rev, Christian
Te Wetzsteiri of the overture, in a recent letter, gives some insight

ipto the reason he felt a need for such action. He writes:

In 1941, when I first ovened the subject, I did =
because as a home missionary in the Vancouver area I
was continually running into onposition from unchurched
Canadians on the grou1ds that we are a "foreign" church,
often even a "German" church, After four years of that
I was convinced that we had to change our image i we
hoped to gain the Canadian unchurched for the Lord in
greater numbers, I am still of this ovinion, only more
s0, largely because of my service in the Canadian Army
as a Chaplain (1942-1967). In the Forces peonle speak
their mind openly on things Canadian.,>

The Edmonton resolution wes thoroughly studied at the
Eastern Pastoral Conference at Ottawa, Feb, 3-5, 1942, but the
members could not convince themselves that a change of name was
desireable at this time. They were convinced that the name "Missouri®
represented something good—it had "something to do with the United
States of America, and friends of the British Bupire, including
Canada"—and that a sudden change of name might arouse suspicions

in the fickle nublic mind, 6



Consequ;nﬂy, this m.atte_r wes submitted to the three
District vresidents, but it did not go to the floor of the District
convention.s. Undoubtedly the st'r.".sses and streins of the war years
contributed to this.? |

After joining the Canadian Amy as a chaplain in 1942,
Pastor H. Merkiinger reiumed from Burope in 1945 to renew interest, .
In a letter to the three District presidents he spoke of Plan A and
Plen B, Plan A dealt with the changing of the name for a more
national flavour. Such a precedent, he stated, Had already been set
with our sister Lutheran churches in Australia and England who had
‘both deemed it necessary to have a distinctive national name.. Also
| he used the exam;:les'of int.emational businesses in Canada who also
changed their names to a more national one which assisted in their
profits, e.g., the Du Pont interests are inco.rporated in Canada as
the Canadian Industries Limited. Plan B in his. letter of March 3,
1949, he introduced "the subject of forming an entirely autonomous
Canadian church or synod as vart of the Svnodical Conference similar
to the Australi=n Church." To offer encouragement h;' continued:
"M{any of the obstacles to both plans .should be overcome relatively
easily. The matter of finances usually comes up. I am quite certain
that as long as we adhere to the Scriptural principles of our Synod,
we shall merit thelr financial supvort. The mother symod supr;orts
wrk among other synods, and I am sure would not forsake its work
in Canada."

In the July 1949 convention of the Alberta-British Columbia
District, interest was once again revived in the matter of changing

the name of the Lutheran Church in Canada, Sentiments again ran high

*
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that the present name was n-it advantageous to wrk of the church in
Canada. Resolutions were passed to the same affect, and ‘the President,
William C., Eifert, was instructed to appoint a committee which was to
keep in touch with the other two Districts and report again to the
next District convention,9
Action in thé Mani toba=Saskatchewan District was not taken .
until 1954, when President L. W. Koehler presented the followings
"Memorial Re Incorporation of the Three Canadian Districts
of the Lutheran Church-Missourd Symnod%s:
WHEREAS the Christians of the three Canadian Districts
of the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod are Canadian peoplej
_ And it may be in the best interest of ‘the Lutheran
Church to be a corporate body in Canada at some time in
the future because of ovolitical, economic, or even religious
condi tions; '
. Therefore be it resolved that this convention
instruct its District Board of Directors to appoint a
. committee of three to study the matter of forming a
.corporate body of the three Canadian Districts with a
distinctive names . : _
And thet this committee present 2 concrete proposal
re incorporation to» the next convention, .
The memorial was adopted,10
This "Koehler Memorial™ was brought to the attention of the
1954 District Convention of the Alberta-British Columbia District,
Specisl attention was given to the noints thet Canasda and the U.S.
have two different types of government and that Missouri is not always
able to act on Canadian matters; that oublications, promotional
materials, ete., should spezk for a Canadian organization of the
Districts; and thet it would be in the best interest of the Canadian
Districts to become a corcorate body because of the rolitical, economic,
and religious conditions. They also apmointed a committee to meet with
the sister Districts and report in 1955 on their findings.11

At the following convention of the A-BC District in 1955,
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opinions were vaﬁed and vague as to whet course of action should
be nursued, Many wanted to incorporate the three Canadian Districts
so as to act jointly in nlmniné the future, and also to give them
legal staﬁding before the federal government. Mother opinion was
that immediate work should begin to form an indevendent Canadian Synod,
but to remain in close 'association with the Missouri S§mod. It was
deemed adviseable by the study committee that much work would be
_needed in order to become independent and that at the present time
such action wuld be premature. The convention éoncurred with this,
but advised that incorporation would be advantageous‘and would not
-change the admirdistrative set-up, nor the relation to the Missouri
 §ymod. Therefore the study committee was instructed to contimue
its work and to meet with the other tw Districts,12

The cormittee of the Alberta-British Columbia District
seemed to be the @riving force _:i.n pursuing the ;lssur-.'-s expressed in
the District Conventions and in pushing for action. They wrote
letters to the Presidents of the Districts and as a result, represent-
atives were abwointed by e;ach, and they met in confe:i-'ence at the
Marlborough Hotel in Winniveg, Anril i&LS, 1956, Besides representstives
from the districts, there was als one representative from the English
District congregations in Ontario.13

The meeting of those days in Vinnipeg holds a good d.eal of
historicsl significance and importance., This was virtually the first
time that the districts, through their reoresentatives, hzd come
together to discuss and plan their mutual interests and concernge
Lutherans in the East meeting Lutherans in the West. The thousand

miles of wilderness between Winnepég and Toronto were a barrier
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precluding common ’1nterests'in- Canadian chuzjch worke Hence this
meeting in Winniveg was in a real sense of the téﬁ, a gét—aequainted
meeting, in which it was discovered that East and West had similar
problems, 1%

The conference discussed a few of the gignificant advantages
that incornoration of the three Canadian Districts would hzvew
incorporation would bind these districts more closely together; in
the eyes of the Canadian government the Canadian Missouri Church was
forelgn, American; in matters of chaplaincy, the govermment preferred
to deal with a Canadian body; congregations in Quebec could benefit,
‘because incorporation in Quebec for a congregation cost $1 ,560 to
$2,000 because Missouri congregations in Quebec were classi.fied as a
forelgn body; it would also benefit Canadlan congreg'ations of such__
Districts as are not incorporated in Canada, e.g., the Minnesota
District, the English District, ete, Incorporation would assist in
the exchange of ideas of mutual encou:;agement which would ald the
Canadisn church to abound more and more in the work ?f the Lord,
Incorporation, with its consequent annual meetings, ﬁ'ould assist for
study nuroses, in formulating a seli;-kpveming Lutht;ran church in
Canada., |

As a result of their free exchange of discussion, the joint
committee resslved without a dissenting vote to recommend that-. the
Districts of the Missouri Synod in Canada fom a national corporation.
Two committees were avxinted, one to draft a charter and the other
to draw up a constitution, It was further resolved to send a detailed
report to all of the pastors in Canada, to inform officials of the

conference sand send remorts of the progress of their wrk to all
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congregations.15 ! |
As a result of the remnrts of the meeting, each District
gave its approval and i-nstmct-.ed- the committee apnointed in Winnipeg

to draw up a constitution for the Federstion of Symodical Conference

Lutheran Churches in Canada.16

The éonstitu'l;i.;on committee submitted a tentstive draft of
a proposed constitution to a1l churches in Canada in August, 1956.
Each congregation was to give it careful study and recommend
improvements if possible. The committee att.emptéd to keep the
constitution as brief and simple as rossible, Because the federation
"did not disturb the relation of the individual Districts to the
| Missouri Synod, much of that constitution was mot incorporated into
the new draft.  The constitution was to serve only as a temporary
document until a Canadian synod could be organized, 17 |

At the Winnipeg Joint meeting, several names were suggested,

but the committee gave preference to The Lutheran Church in Canada,
| becguse it left the emvhasis on "Lutheran" and not on Canada, but
still carried a Canadian quality. The Joint eomitt,;e'e also set
delegate renresentation at this: thé Districts 'would .have one
representative for each 4,000 communicants or fraction thereof, and
the various other separate groups (English District, Minnesota Di strict,
Slovack Ev, Luth., Church, Michigan District, Finnish National.E\r. Luth,
Ch., and Wisconsin Smod), in all totalling 21 parishes, would be
represented by two delegates.18

The next monumental step came with the announcement by
the three District Presidents—~W, O, Rathke, C, F. Baase, snd L.

W. Koehler (Secretary)—of this convention notice:
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Whereas the Alberta-British Columbia District,

the Manitoba~-Saskatchewan Distriet, snd the Ontario
.. Distriet of The Luthersn Church-Mis-ourl Synod -each

adonted a resolution authorizing the fomation of an
organization embracing all ci:ngregations in Canada
that are members of the Synodical Conferencej and

Whereas the presidents of the three Districts
have been authorized to call the organizational

_ meeting, therefore

It is herevith ann~unced that the organizational
meeting of The Luthersn Church in Cenada will be held
at Winnipeg, Manitoba, on Sentember 11 and 12, 1958,
beginning at 9 o'clock a.m. in the Marlborough Hotel,19
"God-pleasing success in our endesvour requires a church
that is founded on the Word, gulded by the Word, snd that teaches
the Word to others.,® With 2 Tim, 3314=17 as the basis of his
remarks, Rev. Carl F. Baase, President of the A-BC District, -opened
the founding convention of The Lutheran Church in Canada. Rev. L.
W. Koehler, President of the Man.-Sask. District, was elected
chaiman, and Rev, M, F., Pollex, secretary. Dr. Herman Hams,_ Vice-
President of The Lutheran Church-Missouri Symod, represented President
John W, Behnken, Fourteen delegates were present, Dr., Schwermann,
chairman of the constituti?n committee mmtted a proposed consititution
for adoption., After additions, deletions, and amendments had been made,
the proposed constitution was moved for acceptance in its entirety.
This motion was unenimously accepted by a rising vote. The motion
to establish The Lutheran Church in Canada was made by Dr. A, H.
Schwermann and seconded by Mr., David Appelt. This motion also. was
unanimously adopteds20 Although I feel the Constitution of the
Federation of Synodical Conference Lutheran Churches in Canada in its
adopted form at the 1958 Winnipeg convention is an important document
in this paper, I shall not include it into the cornﬁs of this paper.

The more essential sections of the text, with the omission of the
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usual references tc the duties of the ofﬁci.als, time of meetings,
etc,, anvears in Aponendix I,

Now that the Lutheran Church in Canada was official, work
began immediately to deal with matters relevant to the incorporation,
snd perhaps later, the develooment of an independent synod in Canada,
A committee was apnoint'ed to study the matter of establishing a
seminary in Canada and memorialize the 1959 San Fransisco Conwvention
(LC-MS) to seriously study the request for a Cansdian Seminary. If
feasible, it was advised that Concordis College in. Edmonton strive
for affiliagtion and accreditation with the University of Alberta,

A detalled report of the founding convention was to be sent to the
1959 San Frensisco Convention (LC-MS). Fomal proclamations of the
formation of The Lutheran Church in Canada were to be read in bublic
services in all iocal congregations in Caz;ada. It was glso resolved

| that the board of directors pm_ceed immediately with the incorporation
of The Lutheran Church in Canada and thot a charter be secured.
Elections alsa were held and the following men were to serve as the
First Board of Directors of The Lutheran Church in Canadas

President: Dr., Albert H, Schwemmann (A-BC)

Vice-President: Rev. Arne Kristo (Engl)

Secretary: Rev, Maynard F. Pollex (Ont)

Treasurer: Mr, Clare Kuhnke (Man.-Sask)

Member-at-larges Mr. David Appelt (Man,-Sask)?21
A revort of the convention was presented to each of the districts
and it met with thelr approval. .

Throughout the Conventions of the Lutheran Church in Canada
and the various committee and Board of Director's meetings, it -should

be noted that the area of communication was strongly emphasgized

throughout, A great deal of importance was nlaced on finding out what
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pastors and laymen of different areas of the country thought and felt
of the various problems which the organization of this independent
synod was confronted with, Public reletions was stmssed. The
Board of Directors were consistent in feeling that involvement with
and from all members of this new body was essential. They agreed
that a new church body .mugt de\_relop from the grass roots up.22
By resolution of the LC-C convention, the Board of Directors

submitted a report to the Forty-fourth Regular Convention of t.'.he
Lutheran Church-Misgsouri Synod ;’n.n San Fransisco, June 17-27, 1959,
The report stated:

In view of the phenohenal development of Canada ané
. the steady growth of our church we have felt that a

closer association of our Distriets would be of
- benefit to the work in the Saviour's Kingdom,23

B & B

In their report they couwoted significant figures involving thé LC-C,
the objects of the LC~C, their work towards incorporation, the

' 'z"e'sults of the founding convention, and th-e assurance that:tlﬂ.s new
body was simoly a federation. Here they stated:

Hence, in every respect we are and will remain
full-fledged members of the Lutheran Church-

o Missouri S§ynod; and even in such matters as chaplalncies
for the Ammed Forces, nublic relstinns and student
services, we will remain in close consultation with
the respective boards of the Synod,24

In response to the remort of the Lutheran Church in Canada,

the San Fransisco Convention (LC-MS) 1959, adopted the following

resolution:

WHEREAS, The three Districts of The Lutheran Churche
Missouri Synod located in Canada and also a number of
congregations of the Minnesota District and of the English
District located in Canada have, with the consent of the
Synod, organized on September 11 and 12, 1958, into
"The Lutheran Church in Canada"; and

WHEREAS, This organization has been effected because
it offers advantages but in o way affects the relationship
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with The Luthersn Church-Missouri Synod; and
WHEREAS, Synod's Committee on Constitutional Matters
has carefully examined the Constitution of "The Lutheran
Church in Canada" end declares it to be in hamony with
our Handbook: therefore be it
Resolved,
a) That The Lutheran Church-Missouri svmd, thmugh
its officials and boards, continue to guide and counsel
 "The Lutheran Church in Canada®; and
b) That we commend "The Lutheran Church in Canada™ to
the guidance and protection of Alm’ ghty God, praying Him
that these our brethren will continue loyal to the
Seristures and zealous in ever proclaiming God's grace
through the crucified and risen Redeemer of Mankind. 25
At the Second Convention of the LC-C the charter committee,
Oomposed of Rev, H, H. Erdman, Rev. M, F. POllex’ and Mr, E, J.
Schoemaker, reported that the Parliament of Canada had granted a
charter to the Lutheran Church--Canada. The bill was presented to
the Senate by Senator W. D. Euler and to the House of Commons by Mr,
Oscar (Mike) Welchel, The only difficulty, it was reported, was
caused by the proposed nanme "The Lutheran Church in Canada,™ on the
objection that it was too broad and inclusive. Rev, Erdlnar;, chal yman
of the committee, came to an agreement with some of the members of

Parliament that the name of the oorporation'shc;uld be Lutheran Churche
Canada. The charter was known as Bill S-18, As Passed By The Senate,-
23rd April, 1959, First Reading, Aoril 24, 1959; Second Reading, May
12, 19593 Third Reading, May 12, 1959; Royal Assent, June &, 1959.26
The docurient was officially presented to President A. -H. Schwermann
at the Convention.27 Significant asvects of the Charter are found in
Appendix II.

It was renorted to the convention that on March 3, 1959,
the Board of Regents had issued an invitation to LC-C to co-operate
in the operation of Luther Theologicsl Seminary, Saskatoon (ELCC—LCA).
The invitation was recommended for study.23
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The Board of Directors oresented three plans to the

convention towards the formation of a self-governing church in Canada.
After discussing the plans the convention resolveds:

That Lutheran Church-—-Canada request its constituent
members to join in meetings of their boards of directors

_with the officials of the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod
and the officials of Lutheran Church—Canada to aim at
becoming an indevendent church in Canada either by first
becoming a District acrss Canada, or becoming independent
directly.29

In the 1960 Convention of the LC-C, factfinding committees

- were chosen to investigate fourteen phases of gynodicsl work including

education, publications, pensions, financisl independence, etc., and
indicate how these would effect the independent church in Canada. In

total, there were about elghty people actually engaged in these studies,

representing all areas of Canada. The Boaxd of Internal Infomation
and Promotion also reported extensive campaigning and oromotion of
the LC-C through frequent articles in The Luthersn Witness.snd The
Canadian Lutheran, Also they issued vamphlets entitled Lutheran
Church—Canada for all the communicant members.in Canada in which it
discussed thirty questions pertinent to the organization of a synod
in Canada.30

Resolutlons at the Third Conventlon also geared themselves
to the fact that, at least for some time to come, ﬁorking for an
autonomous LC~-C would be organized as an "interdependent® chu::ch
rather than a completely "independent" churech, Thus in achieving and
w rking towards an organizational structure, the LC-C would rely on
asslstance and co-operation from the mother church, the LC-MS. It
was resolved also that the LC-C strive to submit a request for
sutonomy to the 1962 convention of the Missouri Synod in Cleveland.31
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Concerning the matter of the LC-C becoming "independent"

in its proverly understood sense of administration, the Committee
on Intemal Information and Promotion of the LC-C, used an article
by Rev. C. Thomas Spmitz, chaiman of the Board for ﬁissi.ons in North
and &:utl_\ Mmerica of the LC-MS, to assist in their program of making
the people aware of what the exact meaning of the action of LC-C
implied, His article, appearing in The Canadian Lutheran', stated:

e o« « Personally, I believe in the establishment and
structuring of the Lutheran Church—=Canada and subscribe

to further efforts in that direction.

e o« o« VWhatever the degree of our self-administration or
financial self-reliance, in Christ's Church we are always
interdependent. Our function is interdependent and the form
of our structure should enable and encourage and provide for
that interdependent function,

. The establishment of a.self-administrating Lutheran
Church—-Canada need myt mean that fellow Christians in the
United States will be less interested in the witness and
éxtension of the church in Canada or less willing to share
financial resources, . It is probable that the sharing of
financial resources should and would increase rather than
decregse, particularly in the early years of eny.Lutheran
Church—=-Canada. _

Man-made systems of eccleslastical government should
never and need never be bui't to control and limit; they
should rather enable and facilitate.. Sister church structures
need not be walls which bar or hinder intercommunication,
interchange or interdependence; such walls actually co
violence to the nature of Christ's Church, .

From my voint of view, the Lutherans of Canada are
confronted by physical frontiers which do not -now exist in
the United States. Many of the challenges to mission
planning are unique to Canada (e.g. the large proportion
of new Canadians). It would seem that the establishment
of The Lutheran Church—-Canada will help Canadians find
better and faster answers to Canadian challenges. That
being the case, tomorrow will be none too soon for the
comsletion of that structure,32

In the resolutions of the Fourth Convention the assertion
apveared in many of the whereas's and resolve's that there would
indeed be co-operatiqn and interdependence between the LC-C and the
LC-MS.
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The Fourth Convention also adopted the following resolution

which, when a time for a vote would be taken for independence, would

serve as the guideline:

Resplved that the secretary of Lutheran Church--Canada
solicit information from the congregations on their action,
_and as soon as 66 2/3 percent apnroval of all congregations
in Canada (providing that there is 66 2/3 majority of the
congreg~tions in each District, Alberta-British Columbia,
Mani toba-Saskatchewsn, Ontario) has been received, then
positive action by Lutheran Church—Canada shall be taken,33

In thelr submissions to the 1962 Cleveland Convention of
LC-MS, the LC-C listed points in which they would need assistance

from the LC-MS in wrking toward a self-governing, interdependent

Canadian church body. Assistance was requested in the areas .of
higher education, ibme missions, church extension fund, foreign
missions, nensions, eand it was. further proposed that -the LC-MS
continue to make availahle to 1C-C materials, courses, etc., issued
by its various departments; that it will permit representatives of
LC-C, at its expense, to attend conferences conducted by its boards,
committees, ete.; and that. there be free exc.thange of vastors, teachers,
and full-time church workers between the two churches,3¥

| The Board of Missions in North and South America of LC-MS
responded favourably to the submissions of the LC~-C and offered their
assistance, financial and otherwise,35 Officers of the Lutheran
Church-Missouri Synod had often expressed interest in the Can;dian
scene and .had given much supnort for an indiginons Canadian church,
Dr. 0. R. Hams, President of the LC-MS, stated in an interview with
The Canadian Lutheran that "the Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod is
fully ready to give assistance to the Lutheran Church-Canada whenever

1t becomes a self-governing body." He offered every encouragement,
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but added that tﬁe LC-C should be fully prevared to .tmdertake their
indenendence so that the mission of the church wuld not be forced
any undue setbacks, 36 |

Things seemed to be shaping up fine and nn;gress ‘l‘owalrds
indevendence looked good. Public relations work had infoméh
constituents across Canada on the progress and development of LC-Cs
plans had been effected and committees and boards were p'rgparlng
themselves for indevendence, The LC-MS officials had added thelir
encouragement and asslstance whére they were able. Then there came
Gppoeition, primarily from the Ontario District, the most established
Mstoried]l district in Canada, and :'with a reputation of beiné perhaps
the most conservative and "hardnosed." It is difficult to pinpoint
the ‘exact reasons for thelr ovvosition. Some reasons are spelled out
in print, but there magy be other reasons which contributed to _theﬁ.r
opoo sition.,

The Rev. Philip L. Fiess, President of the Ontario District
at that time, snearheaded :l'.he Ontaric ovpo s:'ll.tion against an autonomous
church.37 In 1961 an article appeared in The Canadisn Lutheran
written by Rev, Fiess entitled, "A Personal Evaluation" in which he
laid down the reasons why he opvosed an independent church, His
first reason for oprosition he labelled "spi:ritual-." According to
this reason, autonomy for the LC-C is an outgrowth of a trend .foward
nationalisp! in Canada. Because, according to Fiess, "nationalism
is not a good thing" for the Christian as it sets up artificial
boundries and borders vhich are against God's desires--it hinders
the work of the Church and "anything which sets men against men is

not of God but of Satan." Fiess felt that autonomy would set up an
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"artificial churcix barrier." He felt that "at the present there is
certainly nothing in our manberslﬁ.n in the Missouri Synod that hinders
our soreading of the Gospel: i.n 'fact, programs developed in the Missouri
Synod often open doors for us for the Gospel, e.g., ;This is the Life,
P.T. R's, The Luthersn Bour, etc." |
Fiess's second objection to autonomy was that there was no .

indication of the ability of the LC-C to produce.its own clergy. His

objection stems from the statistics of thet time of the number of

Canadian students in the Seminaries of the LC-MS-:'m contrast to the

greater demand of pastors in Canada. Besides, the csst of raising

' Concordia, Edmonton, to the level of a Seminary wuld be eno Mous,

The "k-l'ﬂ.ﬁ objection was that of stewardship (financial
feasibility)s The amount of money that would be used after autonomy
in repaying subsidy from the LC-MS could be used in otl_ler mission
fields. |

Fourthly, because of -the éedgraphic slze of Canada and
the large distances involved, it would cost considerable ammounts of
man hours and dollsrs to run such an "unwi eldly" org:'a'rﬂ.zation.

PPtly, he saw no advantages to the Kingdom by being separate
than is already being accomnlished as a federstion and parf of the LC-MS,

Finally, autonomy would mean splitting ties in L.L.L., L.Wel, L., :
and Walther League. There is no real assurance of the necess;ry
financlal subgidy from Synod. We would have to. take what we could get.
Autonomsr would involve a loss of valusble contacts with resource
departments of Synod as they would have no obligation to us—they
could help, if they wished to, but Missouri Symod needs wuld have to

come first, Also he objects becsuse LC-MS officlals are not pushing
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.the move, He 1nciudes in his objections such matters as pension.plan

transfers, educational questions, and the like, but does not develop
these positions.38 |
Dr. H, A. Merklinger offers a paragraph in his letter to
me of Oct, 20, 1973 which may .also account for some of the opposition
from Ontario, He writes:
The opposition centres largely in the Ontario District,
though, in fairness, I must add that there are pastors and
congregations in the other two districts that likewise
do not feel that we should become independent. It is
difficult to pinpoint the reason. Part of it lies in the
number of American pastors in the Ontario District and
the influence they wield. In the 94 years of the Ontario
District' (until 1922 the Canada District) it has never
elected a Canadian as oresident, nor until 1972 a Canadian
executive secretary. Its secretary and third vice-presidents
heve nomally been Canadians, but no one within immediate
reach of the nresidency until 1970 when Pastor Lloyd
Wentzlaff was elected first vice-president, Ontario has
usually objected on financial gmunds using the "I can't
afford it" argument.3?
At any rate, whatever their basic reasons were, there was
a sufficient number in Ontario oppo sirig an autonomous LC-C that the
cause was stonped when the vote was cast, After intensive prepara-
tions had been m;ade by continued dissemination of infomation through
the spoken and written wrd, the question was out to ‘the vote between
January 1 to April 30, 1964, Each congregation in the LC-C had been
given a ballot by the secretary of 'the LC-C, Rev, M, Pollex,
According to the resolution of the Fourth Convention, 1961, there
had to be 66 2/3% majority of all congregations i Canada and 66 2/3%
majority in esch of the districts, Incidentally, the original
resolution only called for a majority of 66 2/3% of the congregations
1n-Canada, but Ontario objected and called slso for 66 2/3% majority

in each district, and it was adopted as Ontario had amended it.
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The ballot reads

We vote FOR the estsblishment of Lutheran Church—
Canada as an Independent Church,

We vote AGAINST the establishment of LC-C as an
Independent Church,

When the votes were tallied, 9%.5% of all voting congregations in
Canada exercised the franchise. Of those, 77.6% favoured an
independent church body, 22.4% were against. Unfortunately, the
District of Ontario was the only distriet which dﬁ.d not achleve a
2/3 majority, actually only receiving 48,6% in favour, This
anpoupcgm_ent followed:

I therefore declare that Lutheran Church—Canada
will continue to function as a federated church body
within The Lutheran Church-—-Missouri Synod,

Please forward this information to your congregation,
~'- Thank you for your excellent co-operation,

Maynard FhoPollex
Secretary

Thereafter Lutheran Church—-Canada continued to function as a
federation of Canadian Districts within The Lutheran Church—
Missouri Synod. And that is its status today.,

| In 1969 the following memorial apneared from LC-C in the
Yo rkbook and Proceedings of the 48th -Regu'l.‘ér Convention of The

M

Lutheran Church-Missouri S§ynod at Denver, Under the heading

To_Imolement Autonomy for Lutheran Churche—Canada (4=12), it read:

WHEREAS, The Lutheran Church-Missourli Symod has been
encouraging its mission churches in gll foreign
lands to be the church in thelr homeland in the
fullest possible sense;
and

WHEREAS, The three Districts of The Luthersn Church-Missouri
Synod in Canada, together with the congregstions of
the English District in Canada, have been operating
these past 10 years as a federation knowm as
Lutheran Church—Canadas

| and

WHEREAS, The example of the Evangelical Luthersn Church of
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Canada as an autonomous Lutheran Church on Canadian
s0il has been an encouraging ones
and

WHEREAS, The Luthersn Church-Missouri Synod has in previous
conventions (Cleveland 1962, Resolution 6-36, and
Detroit 1965, Resolution 4-28) encouraged Lutheran
Church——Canada to proceed with plans to build up a
strong indigenous Lutheran Church in Canadaj
therefore be 1t

Resolved, That The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod grant
authority to Lutheran Church—Canada together with
the officials of The Lutheran Church-Missouri Symod
for imvlementation of autonomy of Lutheran Churche
Canada contingent on the favourable result.of a
forthcoming referendum of congregations of Lutheran
Church—Canada. 41

Synod responded favourably to the memorial and indicated their favour
with resolution 4-13 as follows: ‘ | -
WHEREAS, The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod has in
previous conventions (Cleveland 1962, Resolution 6-36, and
Detroit 1965, Resolution 4-28) encouraged Lutheran Church-
Canada to proceed with plans to build up a strong Lutheran
Church in Canada; therefore be it
N Resolved, That The Lutheran Church-Missouri Symod
herewith grants suthority to Lutheran Church—Canada
together with the officials of The Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod for the implemention of autornomy of Lutheran Churcb-
Canada in accord with the constitution of each body.%2
Again in 1970, following Synod's favourable review (Denver,
Res, 4-13), each of the Districts in convention voted on the question
of LC-C autonomy. The result closely parslleled that of 1964, This
prompted a number of subsecuent revisions in structure to facilitate
closer consultation between the responsible officials of the Districts
and more direct representation in matters requiring joint decision
both within LC-C and in its relations with other church bodies.43
Since the 1964 referendum, the LC-C has continued to do the
necessary work inwolved in one day becoming an autonomous church, In

1969, fellowship was declared with the Evangelical Lutheran Church of
Canada (ELCC), formerly the Canada District of The American Luthersn
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Church, now autoncrious since 1967, Thi-s in itself has greaﬂ;f
facilitated the ministry of the Lutheran Church in Cansda, especially
Western Canada. The LC-C has als=o vparticipated as an actlve member
in the Lutheran Council in Canada (LCIC) since it be'came operative in
1967 (Detroit, Res. 3-17). LCIC is the Canadian counterpart of
Lutheran Council in the United States of America (LCUSA). Upon
recommendation by the LC-C, Canadian students are now permitted to
recelve their theological education in Canada at Luther Theolx;gical
Seminary at Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, (Milwsukee, Res. 6-20), Until
1973 the Missourli Synod students there yere served by Concordia
College Edmonton's President, Foland A, Frantz, who flew to éaska‘l'oon
weekly, Since the 1973 New Orlean's Convention, Rev, Walter Koehler
1s serving as Associate Professor of Practical Theology and as the
official LOMS chair at the Saskatoon Semir;ary'.

To these accomplishments, the boards and committees of the
LC-C have continued to do extensive work researching and working
out programs effective fo r the Kingdom in Canada, in sesking Lutheran
unity in Canada, and in achieving a more extensive basis for an autonomous

Church in Csnada.
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CHAPTER I1I

REASONS FOR AN AUDNOMOUS LUTHERAN CHURCH—CANADA

Article IIT of the Constitution of the Lutheran Churche

Canada states this: '
The objects of LUTHERAN CHURCH-—-CANADA shall be:

1. To promote the extension of the Kingdom of God and
the wrk of LUTHERAN CHURCH-=Canada.

2, D speak unitedly and with authority,
a. 1in matters of public relations,
b in conferring with the Federzsl. and/or Provincial
- governments,
¢, 3in dealing with other church bodiess

3. To work toward doctrinal unity with other church
bodies; : : _

4, To study the matter of the formation of an independent
. LUTHERAN CHURCH—-CANADA to be affiliated with THE
LUTHERAN CHURCH-MISSOURL SYNOD.

Thus' far this paper hasdealt with object 4 in relating historically
the development of an independent (autonomous, indigéhous, self-govern-
ing, interdenendent) Canadian Luther;n Church, Tbuéh several aspects
of the Lutheran Church--Canada changed from its conception to the
present, matters such as structure and administration, the basic objects,
however, have never changed and have remained the same as wher; they were
first applied in 1958, |

Thus far we have observed that in 1964 and again in 1970,
referendums to the Lutheran congregstions in Canada concerning an

autonomous LC-C have falled to receive thelr necessary majority. Both
times it failed because the District of Ontario did not achieve a

45
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66 2/3% majority in favour of autonomy. The explicit reasons for
this failure to favour autonomy are not exaétly known, except for
reasons which have been stated' by Rev, Phil Fiess of the Ontario
District, who seemingly snearheads the opposition ag.'ainst autonomy,

Since 1958, when the LC-C becsme a federation, until the
present, the LC-C has functioned as a federation of Lutheran
Districts of the Missouri Synod in Canada. It has functioned as

an admini strative unit of the LC-MS in Canada., Because the _LC-C

has failed to become autonomous thus far, the question arises as to

whether there are significant reasons for autonomy, and if there

‘are, are they valid,

This is the purpose of this third unit, to discover and
evaluate significant reasons and circumstances in Canada (as
opposed to the U,S, situation) which would warrant an gutommus
Lutheran Church in Csnada, |

One of the first reasons for an indigenous Lutheran
Church in Canada to arise in the early 1940's was that the name of
the church, "Missouri S;rno;i," was "foreign and meanii"lgless to the
general public in Canada."! As was pbinted out in chapter two,
these same sentiments were exoressed in 1879 by Pres. John Adam
Emst,2 and again in 1911 at a General Pastoral Conference of Western )
Canada at Stony Plain, Alberta. To a greater-or lesser degre:.e,
virtually any Lutheran Pastor of the Missourl Synod in Csnada would
testify to having experienced similar reactions by individuals toward
the Lutheran Church, Rev. Harold Merklinger exemplifies such responses

when he write that "in the Vancouver area I was continually running

into oprosition from unchurched Cansdians on the grounds that we are
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a 'forelgn' church, often even a 'Gema'n' church,"3 This title of
"foreigners" is by no means limited to the individual Canadign,
Often the Missouri Synod in Canada is regarded as "foreign" even by
other Lutheran bodies in Canada, as well as other chﬁrch bodies. A
booklet used as a leader's guide to discussing autonomy of the LC-C
with congregations in Canada states thiss

e ¢« ¢ As members of the LC-MS we are often branded as

a "foreigt' church by outsiders, It is true that to the

-average Canadian we do have a foreign colouring, and

that on tw counts, First of all, the name "Lutheran®

denotes foreign extractlon to many Canadians just as

the name Anglican means "England", Presbyterian means

#Scotland", =0 Lutheran conjurs up "German" or "Scandinavia"

in many Cenadian minds, About this we can do very little.

Similarly the name "™Missouri Synod" indicates

forelgn soverelgnty and stubbornness. The name is often

used againxt us, even by other Lutherans. The July 1966

issue of the United Church Observer carried an editorial

in which we are branded as "foreign missionaries in
5 Canada." This wss an unjust and unkind editorial, and

: it does indicate how others view us.%

In connection with this last quote it should be noted that the United
Church Observer is an official publication 6f the United Church of
Canada vhose membershiv is in the area of 4,000,000, by far the largest
Protestant church in Canada,.

In Canadian church history it was felt quite aa:fly that
in order to be most advani:ageous and expedient in meeting the spiritual
needs of the rapid develooment of Canada, both in the east and in the
west, only a union of Churches could accomplish this brmad pr ject
with the least amount of competition, man-power, resources and structure,
It had to be a ehurch tyvical of Canadianism and completely Canadian
oriented to meet these needs most effectively. For this reason of
most advantageous mission work, the United Church of Canasds was organized

-4n 1925, composed of three mainline denominations—Presbyterian,
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Methodist, and Congregational., Church .union was a natural answer
to some of the questinng raised by the Canadian situation. In
attempting to organize a union of churches which wuld meet this
need of Cgnadianism, all church btodies were included- in the talks of
union which were Canadian and which would meet the needs of this
. Canadianism. The Luthe'ran Church was not one of those chosen because
"the Lutherans were completely American in thelr ecclesiastical
connections, "5 |

Most pastors of the Lutheran Church-Missouri Snod, either
in the United States or in Canada, know that during the Two World
Wars and in subsequent times, the German language in our chu;ches
posed a real danger in many respects. And many pastors would verify |
the fact that because the Lutheran Church was known as "a Gemman
éhu?ch" that it frecuently suffered in '1tsl mlsslon wrk as well as
~in carring out its regular duties. T a similar extent, Canadian
Lutheran churches, especially in t}ﬂ.s-instance, the Missouri Synod
churches, have been hindered in their outresch because they in turn
have been known as a "foreign" or an "American" body. Therefore it
wo'lld seem to the best advantage of the Kingdom that the Lutheran
Church in Canada have a Canadian identity in which it could genuinely
identify with Canadian peorle. This wuld alsp seem to be the general
policy of the LC-MS as it "has been encouraging its mission cl;urches
in all foreign lands to be the church in their homeland in the fullest
nossible sense,"® This then would include the name and image of the
church,

That Canadian penple would be more attracted to the

Canadian church is stated by Dr. H. A. Merklinger in an article of
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The Canadian Lutheran. He states:

« o« othe Gospnel of the lord Jesus Christ draws no
national boundaries, but neople who do not know the
Gospel do make nationalistic distinctions in church
affiliation. Given the choice, those citizens of our
country who have not yet leamed what it means to
own the lLord Jesus Christ as.Saviour, will acecept the
invitation of a Canadian church in nreference to one
from outside Canada.

This has been the experience of Canadian
church history.?

This indeed has been the experience of other church bodies in Canada.
Those who experienced the most rapid growth were those which were
Canadian in name and in fact. Many denominations at work in Canada
saw fit to be "Canadian" and indicate it so in their name, if not
in thelr structure as well, e.g., Anglicen Church of Canada, Baptist
Federation of Canada-, Presbyterisn Church in Canada, Pentecostal
Assemblies of Canada, Unlted Church of Canada. It should be noted
that since the Anglican and thé United churches became indigenous
both administratively, financislly, snd nominally, they have grown
at a much faster rate than they did before.3 These other church
bodies have themselves set a orecedent which could be followed by
the Lutheran Church-—Canada,

A similar precedent has been set by our fellow L\latheran
bodies in Canada and even before that in a historical sense, by the
fathers of the Missouri Synod in the United States. Rev. Merklinger
writes in a letter:

Canadian Lutheranism is American oriented. Only the

Evangelical Lutheran Church of Caonada is an autonomous

Coanadian Body. It was formerly the Canada District

of the Mmerican Luthersn Church., It became indenendent

on Jgnuary 1, 1967, The LCA has three synods in Canadas,

They have banded themselves into a federation similar

to LC-C, and call it the Luthersn Church in America-

Canada Section. That name disnlays its orientation
and it cannot be regeorded as a Canadian church, At
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least the name Lutheran Churcl'i-—Canad-a indicates an

independent Csnadian annroach, even if at ovresent it

is still an integrsl vart of the LC-MS.?
Dr. Merklinger also woints out that the reason that the Missourl Synod
flourished in the United States was that it had to r.eily on its own
resources, and that "with the breakdown of the language barrier,
vhich admittedly two world wars assisted, The Lutheran Church-Missouri
Synod became an American church in every sense of the wvord.10 This
is in essence the same as the experience o.;’. the Lutheran Churéh in
England., For over 50 years while the Lutheran Church in England
was but an outpost for the Missouri Synqd it attracted few Britains.
But in the past ten years, the Evangelical Luthersn Church of Englsnd
has virtually boomed,11

Tt 18 significant that not only varous Lutheran Churches,
tut also a number of denominations have found this to be advantageous

i_‘qr. their ministry ond mission work in Ceneda as well as in other

| countries, e.g., Lutheran Church of Australia. Were the church in
Cznads glmoly dealing with an influx of Lutheran immigrants or with
e:d.stiﬁg congregations in Canada, then verhaps autonony and a
Cangdian church such as LC-C vould not be necessary. But tl_'xe church
must grow and reach unchurched Canadians. To this purpose, Dr.
Merklinger wrotes:

In the past one hundred years our Canadian Lutheran
Church has grown largely because of the influx of
immigrants from Lutheran countries., But the time has
come when we must win more of our native Csnadlans as
well, To do this with success our Church must be a
truly Canadian Church, 12

In connection with the nreceding reasons for changing
the name of the Lutheran Church in Csnada and giving 1t a better '

Canadian identity, and also becoming autonomous, one has to look at
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the circumstances in Canada which "turn off" peoplé to a "foreign"
or "American" church, |

In the last few decades Canada has exverienced a great
movement toward nationalism. Canadians are increasi'rggly becoming
aware of thelr individuality—I hesitate to say "identity" as
Cenadians are very much involved in identifying and defining their
identity. It has been only in these last few decades that Canadians
have consciously become aware that they do | have an identity unlike
all others in the world, and they are now in the process of defining
that identity, According to William.Ki1bourn, "Canadians have been
accustomed to define themselves by what they are not. w13 Canadians
are Inglish, French, Ukrainian, Geman, Belglan, Hungarian, etc,,
but they are none of these-~they are Canadian. They sald "mo" to
yemaining a colony of Bngland, and they ssid ™mwo™ to the U.S. after
thelﬁmerican Revolution, They are Eskimo, Indian, Ehglish? and
French, but these contribute-to their identity. <%hey are not
exclusively any of these, nor does the Cangdian identity try to leasve
any of these out. A Canad;.an identity is made uo of a cultural,
soclal, and national mosaic or collage.

Unfortunately, seeking a Canadian identity by defining what
it is noty has led to an emohatic denial that it is anything like
the American identity, Todsy many, if not the majority of Cenadisns,
take offense 1f they arc mistoken as an American or even if they are
called Mmerican or associated with America, Therefore, much of
Canadian nationalism todasy has taken on the fom of anti-Americanien,
Prime Minister Trudeau's statement that 1iving next to the United

States 1s like sleeping with an elephant indicates the caution with
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which Canada and'Canadiens view American politics énd business as
it reflects especizlly uvon them% To Canadians it has'seemed as
though this élenhaht»is.hording too much of the bed, and voses the
continual danger of rmlling over and tsking it all. "Canadians have
felt that the United States has become such a vart of our Country
economically, financlially, anﬁ.otherwise, that Canasdians are again
saying "no", They do not want Canada to become American, either |
totally in economics and business, or'cultﬁrally, socially,-nor'do
.they want America to take over thelir identity. ‘fhey want to be
very emphatic in asserting that there is a difference, a big
.difference, between Canadianism and Americanism, and that they prefer
" Canadianism, |

As "blacks" are different from "whites," so Americans by
being Americans are nrécluded from understapding Canada and Canadians.
Professor Morton ssys that Americens are bas:'l.cf,a.l'l.y a oo.vens_.mt people
in that Americanization calls for uniformity and a sharp dichotomy
between those who conform and those who éo mot, While there is
inherent in the covensnt not only uniformity and isolstion, there is
also the notion that Mmerica is to be a messianic country which is to
periodically carry the republic into other laends for the 1iﬁeration
of the Gentiles, the lesser breeds without the covenant. In speaking
.0f the difference between America and. Conada, he writes:
This fundamental Americzn charscter, a barrier to
understsanding any nation, is particularly an obstacle to
understanding Canada; for Canada is not the creation of
a covenant, or spcial contract embndied in a Declaration
of Indenendence and written constitution, It is the
product of treatv and statute. . . «The moral core of
Canadian nationhood is found in the fact that Canada is
a monarchy and in the n-ture of a monarchial asllegiance,

As Merica is united at the bottom by the covenent,
Cenada is a nation founded on allegiance and not on



53

compact; there is no process of becoming Canadian akin
to conversion, there is no pressure to uniformity,
there is no one Canadian way of 1life. Any one French,
Irish, Ukranian, or FEskimo can be subject of the (ueen
and a citizen of Cenada without chenging in ohy wav or
ceasing to be himself,

Because Canada arrived at freedom through evOlutlon in

allegiance and not by revolutionary compact, it had not

a mission to nerfom but a destiny to work out. That

destiny has never been manifest, but always exceedingly

obscure, It could not be defined for by definition

it was always self defining. But it has been 2 destiny

to create on the harsh northermn half of a continent,

a new nation, sprung from the anciert tr-ditions of

France, nourished by British freedom, and it must gladly

be sald, fortified by American example. - It is ot a

natlon which has sought a separate and ecual existence,

but an equal existence in free assoclation, and in that °

principle of free and equal association it v¥nuld wish to

govern its relations with the world power of America.15

In g letter from Dr, Mexrklinger, he too expressed that
unfo rtunately, a great deal of nationalism in Canada has taken on
a "deplorable" strong, anti-imerican colouring. The young people,
particularly those in the universities are becoming very nationalistic,
But they slone are not the only subporters; it runs right ;cmss the
vooulatlon: "nor is it a cause provagated solely by the radical
wing." As an example, Dr. Merklinger cites a national orgenization
with headquarters in Toronto that calls itself "The Cormittee For An
Independent Canada" (Suite 1105, 67 Yonge St., Toronto, Ont.). The
aim of the organization is to achieve a status of independence for
Canada in the realm of culture, economics, etc, Among the active
members in this orgsnization are included several fomer cabinet
mini sters, 16 T cite another instance of how neti~nalism has tazken
on such an anti-American flavour he calls attention to a recent best

seller in Canada, The Star-Snangled Beaver, The very title gives an

ingight as to the attltude and flavour of the book.

Thus, because of this trend in Canadian nationalism, it
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is deemed most advisable by the LC-C that an antonomous LC-C
would best serve the Caﬂadian scene, "The remedy for this unfortunate
situation is that we must become a Canadian Church in nave ond in
fact, a Canadian Church that can take its olace in 'l'ﬁ‘ls ‘develo;':ing
Canadian country. Our church must become as much a part of the
country as the snread of the Gosvel demands,"17

Many have felt that autonomy for the LC~-C stems .out. of this
sense of nationalism which is sometimes an'i‘.i-mnerican. 18 It is quite.
on the contrary. It is because of natinnalism and also becsuse of
anti-jmerican sentiment that the majority feel it is‘'necessary to
become an autonomous Lutheran Church in Canada, in order to be able
to cope with this movement among unchurched in Canada and to more
effectively minister to the Canadian people, Nationalism, per se,
is not wrong as-Rev. Fiess asserts, but it 1s the abuse and misuse of
nationalism which is bad and evil.19 whether we. like it or not this
nationaglism is a very real fac‘t;. "We cannot dismiss it as unworthy
of our notice just becruse it may have its rwots in selfish motives.
Whether we like it or not, the oresence of nationalism in Csnada and
abroad, can hamm our mis<inn outrdach,"20 It is therefore because of
internal mission in Canada that antonomy should seriously be considered,

But intemal mission is not the only areé of mission that
wuld benefit oy LC-C autonomy. Much of the anti-Americanism in
Canada is also quite prevalent in nationalism in other countries and
in countries which are not involved in a nationalistic trend, The
United States knows very well r.-'hgt its image 1s throughout the world,
often for the same reasons that it is not anoreciated in Canada,

The Rev. N. Threinen tells of one such incident in which Canadians
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had an "in" 2nd the Mericans were left out in the colds
Some weeks 2go our news broadcasts and special coverage
orograms on televisinn vividly brought to our view the
Panama crisis. It was nnted that the television camera
men snd news reporters on the scene were allowed to
have the priviledge of photographing the scenes of
violence and destruction because they were Canadians
rather than Americsns. Other crises have also seen
Canadians effectively acting in sreas where Americans
were resented and therefore restricted. As we look
at these situations in secular areas, must we not
acknowledge th2t we have here a "handwriting on the
wall" from the Lord which we can - well apnly to our .
: churCh.ZI
Such parallels as the instance above can be illustrated time and
again, in Cuba, in some Suth-American countries, in'Russia, in
Communist block co ntries, etec., countries across the globe.. "We
have seen that many countries which are afraid of American influence,
have a somewhat more favourable attitude toward Canadians. Becsuse
pof this, Canadisns are frecuently sllowed greater {reedom of movement
than a person originsting south of the border,"22 Knowledge of our
present Synodical mission work in some of our foreign mission fields
such as India is already being hampered because it is imerican,
Similar conditions could develov in Canada ax they have in other
countries such as India. "As members of the LC-C, our men might
be expected to dn-even more effective work than they are now doing
as Canadians who are members of an American church body."23 Added to
this, the fact that Canada has certain molitical ties which do not
exist in the American political scene, e.g., the British Cormonwealth
of Natinns, which insures that Canadians can move freely in and out
of member countries, this in itself presents Canadians with an
effective srea: for foreign missions which the United States does not

have.2% sSuch mission opportunities open to Canadians and not to the
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United States, shuuld itself wzrrant an indipgenous Canadian Lutheran
Church to take advantege of these inrmads.

Aside from the netionsli~tic and anti-American aspect
of Canadian life, an autonomous LC-C would better be able to meet
mission work within her borders. Not only is there a great deal of
vork to be done smong unchurched slready in Canada, but the continuous
incline of immigration into Canada vresents a vhole new field for
mission activity.

This influx of immigrants into Canada, especially in
Ontario, after World War IT wess a cause for considerable concem to
the District as to how to minister to these new Lutheran Csnadians.
Because most of them did not spesk Fnglish, the only answer was to
give them pastors fo minister to them in their own language. The
District therefore had to take it umon itself to immort pastors to
meet this need who could spesk Estonian, Latvian, Gemman, end
Lithuanisn. In Jan. 1, 1954; slmo-~t one-third of the Lutherans in
Ontario were of such a type of new Canadians,25

There is every reason that such similar circumstances
will occur again. Immigretion into Cgnada is not expected to taver
off, but to increase more and more as Canada develops rore and more.

Unless something drastic occurs Canada's pooulation will

greatly increase in the next three decades., Natural,

internal growth indicates that it will be so. Canada's

industrial develomment is just in the initial stages,

Canada's natural resources are beyond calculation. It

is one of the few "have" nations (in natural resources)

left in the Westemn World, Foreign countries are

investing billions of dollnrs snmurlly in Canadian

industry and rescurcés. As these develov one can expect

new waves of immigration coming into Canada. The

"brain drain" is already tavering off and in some fields

has already reversed,

All of this mesns thaot wvith the oredicted growth of
our country we must be ready for that growth with a
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strong Canadian church to meet the oprmortunities that
will present themselves, |

This means, too, thet we must develon mission and
outreach nolicies established to fit our needs, nresent
and i‘ut.ure.26

Today we see that this rise in pooulation and immigration is not

simoly speculative, but is imoosing itself as a real fact, In a

recent article in the Toronto Globe and Msil, 28 June 1973, a
Canadian Press' release from Ottawa indicated that in the first
quarter of 1973 immigration to Canada was 1;.p by 12%. These immigrants
were from a wide variety of ethnic back grounds, coming from countries
such as United States, England, Portugal, Hong Kong, India, Jamaica,
‘Greece, Italy, Scotland, Buvana, St. Vincent, Francd, Uganda,. and

| Northern Ireland. These were the majority of the immigrants although
there were others from seversl countries. The total number of this
immigration for this time period was 26,288,

Previously I quoted Professor Morton o.n the basic. differences
in the ohilosophy of Canada as comnared to that of the United States.
Again his statements have imnlications for mission work in Canada,

In Canada, its ohilo soohy and government do not exer:"t; pressure on
immigrants to assimilate. "Any one F;rench, Irish, Ukrani,an_, or Eskimo
can be subject of the Queen and a citizen of Canada without changing
in any way or cessing to be himself."27 This is most vividly brought
to 1ife congidering the fact that when there was a great desl of
immigration following the two Vorld Wars, Canada welcomed it. The
wvord "immigrant" was taboo., The povernment rather preferred to call
these veople "new Canadiasns®™ attemoting to convey the idea that

they were accented as Canadian already without haVi.né to conform their

language, c_:ulture, etec,y, to any set standard. Their own prrsonal
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identity was in jtself part of the commosite Canadian identity,
"Canada-is not like the 'Uni.ted States—a melting vot, but a mosaic_,
a country that, nerhaps thmugh necessiily, keeps and Vvelues its
diversity. w28 ,
The tendency of U.S. history has been to sink the -
‘minority in the mass. . oo In Canacda, the minorities—
whether cultural, religious, ethnic, whether B11_1eno ses,
Soud Islanders, Italians, Ukranians or God knows, Frenche
have always and utterly refused to assimilate,
This country offers an sltemative life style to people

who do not want to share in the benefits and deficienclies
of mass mciety. e 0029

Congidering this then, it 1s conceivable that Canada
and a Canadian Church will be forced of necessity to meet the demands
of a multi-ethnic society, moreso than the United States. It must
therefore confront this type of society with the same tyve of
identity to truly meet the demands of ministry there.

A Canadian church can plan a home missions programme’

adapted to Cangdian conditinns, which will take account

of all varts of Co2nada and of large linguistic groups

such as the French Canadian, Ukrainians, and others,

A Canadiesn church can exnress its message with a Canadian

flavour in language, pu~lications, and observances, 30
* In an interview with Dr, 0. R. Harmms he emnhasized that the great
deciding point on the future course of the LC-C must be "the promotion
of greater mission outreach."31 The readiness of the LC-C to make
the step toward autonomy, he stated, could *ell be demonstrated by
a well thought out program ond plan for ever greater missionary
advance in the Dominion of Canada. Similar sentiments were expressed
by Rev, C. Thomas Spitz, Jr., Chairman of the Board for North and
South ‘American Missions. He stated that many of the challenges to

mission planning are unique to Canada and that "™t would seem that

the establishment of the Luthersn Church—Canada vill help Canadians
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find better and faster answers to Canadian challenges, 32

- Aside f&om.immigration and nooulation increases, the
autonomous LC-C vo':ld be able to better serve 2reas of mission in
Canada which are mot being pursued by the Lutheran Church-Missuri
Synod at the present., "Quebec has only a few churches of the
Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod, and there are no congregations of
this church body in the Maritimes. Nor 1s work being done among
such groups as Indians and Eskimos."33 |

Warranting autonomy for the LC-C would be the fact that
the Canadian church could direct its éomnlete thrust-and mission
programme to the Canadian scene in its totality. In the LC-MS,
Canadian congregations reoresent but a small fraction of all of-
Synod, The LC-MS cannot tsilor its molicies and nrograms to meet
the demands of the minority. There is little Canadian revresentation
on Synodical Boards where policy is estotlished, simply bepau;e our
slze does not warrant greater revresentstion. Therefore Mwe must
operate under molicies not tallored to the Canadian scene and outlook,
What works south of the bo;der does not nec;ssarily'work north of it,"34
To fully meet the needs of the Canadian scene, nolicy and outlook
should be completely geared toward that end,

These mission possiblities, both intemal and external, as
reasons for gutonomv 2lso have imnlicatinnsg to the 1eadership.and the
treining of w rkers‘for these missions, The LC-C believes that autonomy
wld better enable the Canadian church to educate its workers in a
manner in which they would be better suited to minister to the
Canadian scene. This would be done by freilitatine the establishment

of educational facilities in Canada. Dave Avpelt sumarizes his
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concern in this area like this:
. A Canadisn church should exvect, by God's grace, eventuslly
to educate its ovm vastors in Canada as a general rule. The
experience of other churches, and indeed of other nrofessions,
shows that peoprle trained in the country arec eassier, on the
average, to keeo in the country than those trsined abroad.
Pastors trained in a Canadian ehurch wuld, moreover, be
.better ecuinved for Conadian eonditions., For examole, in
studying the teachings of various denominations, or the
relations between church and stste, Canadlan examvles would .
be presented to the students. In fmerican seminaries, as
is perfectly natural, it will be mainly American conditions
that are described, and the teaching in this respvect will not
be particularly helpful to students who are to be called to
Canadian congregstions. (It is of course taken for granted
that a theolo'gi-cal course of a high stendard wuld be
established, )35
Having been involved in theologlcsl training in the United States for
the past eleven years, the writer of this vaper, being a Canadian,
can certainly sumpathize and give credence to the statements in the
above quote, Courses and illustratlons are geared to the American
scene, and we Canadians are continuaslly translating this material into
the Canadian situstion from which we come snd into which we hope to
return, For a concrete exammle, a course offered at the St. louls
Seminary S-103, "Religious Bodies in Mmerica" never refers to those
in Canada. Consequently, the United Church of Canada, the largest
Protestant body in Canada, is completely ignored, vhile some of the
smallest church bodies of only a few hundred existing only in the
U.S., are to be committed to memory and are assumed "relevant! for
our future ministry.

Appelt does not mention such factors as the cost of a
Canadian student receiving his theological training in the U. S,
Becaguse of the transnortation and travelling costs of going in or
out of the country, Canadians are forced either to nay considerable

amounts or remain on a campass in the U,S. during breaks, Considering
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the rates of exchange between Canadian and Mmerican currencies, a
Canadian Student, as t.hc-.; writer can well testify to, 1s often paying
hundreds of dollars a yvear more to attend an Mmericen institution
than does his American countervart, simply because o.f, currency exe
change. Even then, Canadian students are often pm.hibited from
wrking in the United S.tates during their educational years. These
increased burdens on Canadian students often contribute to the
reluctance of Canadians to receive theological education, and.hinder
recruitment of Canadian workers,

Dr. A. 0. Fuerbringer sls felt:that a Canadian Seminary
should be established "because I feel that a full ministerisl
training program in Canada can be much better adanted to the needs
of our churches and our mission opvortunities there than a large
éem?.na!y endeavouring to serve the needs ;f 50 United States and
many countries overseas, and that without -a Canadian on the faculty. n36
He continued to say that a theological faculty in Canada would also
have the sdvantage of offering closer brograms to nastors and teachers
for continuing ecducation.

Dr, Fuerbringer also felt thst recruitment of Canadians
for ministerial training would be facilitated.37 One of the
reasons often cited for organizing an indigenous church is that it
would help in recruiting more versons for the ministry in Can;da,
simoly becsuse it is a Canadian church, indenendent, and would create
en incentive on the part of Canadians to work toward the cause of
mission and ministry in Canada.33

Fortunately, resolution 6-20 of the Milwaukee Convention

of the LC-MS now nemits Missouri $ynod students to receive their
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theological traiﬁ*.ng in Canada, and in 1973 a full-time Missouri
professor was nlaced on .the staff of Luther Theological Seminary
at Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.

However, until a time when an autonomous LC.-,C could
finencially support her own educationsl institutions in Canada, it
is conceivable that Canadian students of the LC-C could continue to
receive their training in American isstitutions with Canafiian
programs on those campuses provided to them by the LC-C,39

The Canadian geography elso lends itself to an autonomous
LC-C, although it could by the same token vrovide difficulties in
admini stering such a church body. Canada is a federation of‘ten
provinces and two territories which comorises a land mass greater
than that of the continental United States. The land is sharply
divided by its peography. The Focky mountains divide the peowle of
British Columbia on the west coast of Canzda from the veople on the
fertile Canadian nraries. The Canadian Shield dins down from the
Arctic and cuts Ontario off from Manitoba, Language and culture
rather than physlical conditinns seﬁarate the French-Canadians in
Quebec fmm. Ontario. The rugged and densely forested land as well
as the pull of the Atlentic Ocean separate the Maritimes from the
rest of Can-da. Crowning the vrarie provinces in the frigid sub-
Arctic is the Northwest Territories and laying up against A'I.a;‘.ka
is the Car?adien Yukon. Geogranhy as much as anything else divides
and reglonalizes neople and Lutheranism in Cenada. This regionalism
has affected the church in general. The LC-C pvrwvides a good
catylist and a forum of the Missouri Districts in Canada and can

assist them in develoning not only their own mission develomments,
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but also a nation-iide mission orozram.%0

Often there aré occasinns when our Lutheran church needs
to speak nationally; for examnle, in dealing with an official
capacity with the government of Canada, Here the e:éi:stence of a
self-governing Canadien church would ensble itself to act when
necessary, vithout delays and without awkward explanations of our
relationshio to an American or intemaﬁonal church body'.""i Such
would be the situation in dealing with cha;Jlaincies, pensfl.ons;
Canadian moral issues which arise, etc, To cite one example from
my own personal experience, vicars in the United States are exempt
from personal income taxes on monies made during their vicar;ages
because the LC-MS took up the matter with the U,S, government.
Unfortunately, we Canadian vicars who served in Canada had ‘l'o pay
these income taxes because the LC-MS through the Seminsry had not
dgllt with our government.

To these reasons, it has also been added that a sense of
national loyalty toward an autonomous LC-C would develop, and because
of this, grester participa’tion would evolve, not only as far as
recrultment of workers, but slso finasneially.

It should be noted, perhans in a historical sense, that
the Canada District of the American Lutheran Church became an autonomous
body known as The Evangelical Lutheran Church of Canada on Jar;. 1, 1967,
By doing this, they believed that the following advantages would
develops:

1. The church would be more distinctively Canadian, better

adanted to the Canadian scene, better able to meet
Canadian needs.
2, The Canadian church would not be hindered consciously

or unconsciously by a foreign label; vossess a sense
of national loyalty.
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3. A se;ise of resbonsibility wnuld challenge to greater
effort t» meet resmonsihilities a2nd opomortunities.
4, A Canadian church would be free to choose its own course
in developing an all-Canadisn Lutheran Church,42

Finslly, it is held that an autonomous LC-C wuld be in a
better nosition to deal with other Luthersn bodies, as well as other
denominations, if it were indenendent and could spesk with suthority
on conditions of such relatinnshios in Canada. Rev. Poger Ellis
has written an unpublished naper on this exact subject of Lutheran
‘unity and fellowship in Canada as it concems an ‘sutonomous LC-C,
Suffice it here to sgy thr-t, as in many other instan?es, relationships
.1n Canada are not necessarily the same in the U, S. Hi.storieally in
- Canada, the lines of demarcatinn between church todies were trans-
planted extensions of those existing in the United States and the
barriefrs had 1ittle or no mesaning to the pioneer and much less to
the Canadian scene,43 1In many instances, uhity smong the Lutheran
bodies in Canada could have been achleved much sooner if these bodlies
were not controlled from the U.S. The LC-C, were it asutonomous,
could make moves toward fellowshin and unity based on clrcumstances
and situations in Canada. |

These then, are the basic reasons generally out forth
as conditions in Canada which warrant an autonomous LC-C., Though
other reasons could nossibly be contrived, they are vsually incorprrated
in the already stated reasons, or stem from them. Each of the reasons
stated sbove could be more extensive ;4 but I am primarily concerned
primarily in aecquainting the reader with these issues end not necessarily

in exhausting them,
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COHCLUSTON

The Christian Church exists for the exoress purpose of
bringing the saving Gospel of Jesus Christ to 211 peovle,
This is the Church's supreme orivilege and primary duty,
Hence, we cannot cast our ballot on the imnending issue
solely or partially on the "can-we-afford-it" basis,
Our decision must be formed on whether an indigenous
Lutheran Church-—Canada will reduce or increase our
opportunities to bring the Gospel to the peonle of Canada
and beyond. This is the determining i ssue, 1
As can quite easily be seen, the story of Lutheranism in
Canada is a story of Mission, a mission often impeded by natural
limitations, hardships, frontier conditions, lack of clergy, etc.
Those conditions are still prevalent in Canada except in a more
technological sense. Lutheranism in Canada, both in the past and in
the present has its own neculiar flavour, a flavour which has been
brought about by national conditions snd circumstances. And the
mission of the Lutheran Church in Csnada is one which will cgll for
ever greater expansion as the country herself exnmands and develops.
Lutheranism must be prevared to undertake and meet this expansion and
challenge head-on. That is her mission; that is her purpose; that is
her sole reason for existence. She must use all within her might to
tackle this task. To meet the demands and needs of the Canadian
scene, she must meet them as a Canadian Church—Canedien in outlook,
in out-reach, and in fact. She must look at Canada as a Canadians
she must understand Canada as a Canadian: she must meet Canada as a

Canadian. Only then can she do this, if she is independent and

autonomous, Not as a Canadian daughter of an Mmerican mothers not
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as a child still dependent on her parent; but as a full adult, mature
and develoned, willing to accept her own responsibilities, to set her
own gorls, to vork wvith her own hands and mind.

This is not to ssy that the Luthersn Church-Missouri Synod
has not helped her grow and mature. On the contrary. If it were
not for the Missouri Smod, it is sure that the Lutheran Church in
Canada would not be of a nosition and stature wvhich it is today. Nor -
has the Missourl Synod insisted on keeping the apron-strings tied.
They have given every encouragement and assistance to help the Canadian
Lutheran Church to stend on her own feet, to walk with her own power,
Nor would it be true to say that the Lutheran Church—Canada would
become totally unaffiliated with the Missourl Synod after autonomy,
This would and never should be the case. But the voint has come
within Canada herself, that an autonomous Canedian Lutheran Church
must become indevendent in order that she might grow strong in Canacda
and accomplish her purvose more effectively,

It is highly significant that the greatest difficulty in

commencing church wrk on the basis of comnlete self support

is usually found, not in newly established vork but in

vork that has long been established. Surely this shows

the futility of a denendent volicy. The dependence in which

a Church is cradled tends to confine the Church to the

cradle. The best bottle for an infant Church is independence,

a dependent Church remains feeble., In this reslization

lies our real hope as missionaries., A new era in missions

begins vhen this is understood, for the way is then cleared

for unfettered advence,2
The reasons for her need to become indepéndent I believe are clearly
layed out in chapter three., Almost any one reason :itself would include
some advantage for mis<ion work in Canada. And we must remember that

mission is the primary and exnress puroose of the Church., It is for

the sake of the Gospel and not for the purpose of establishing a
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national church for its own sake, that indenendence must be considered,
It is for the sake of tﬁe Gospel in the Canadian mission field that
indenendence for the Lutheran Church-—Canada must be accomplished,

We. must remember that the fruits of the Chur;qh belong solely
to God, for He alone makes grow what the Church plants. Ve have seen
God's ble.ss-:ings poured out on the Missouri Synod throughout her history.
We have seen how God has caused the Lutheran Church in Ehgland.and
Australia to grow, We have seen God's b'l.e;ssings in Canada. Though
autonomy is only a human instrument in the wrking of the Church, we
have no reason to belleve that God's blessings would ‘not be upon an
autonomous Lutheran Church—Canada and that He wuld mot cause it to
grow in similar nroportions as sister churches have groun. To this
end, that when the Lutheran Church--Canada achieves sutonomy, may

God be glorified and His Kingdom grow.

DOLI DK GIORLA

= S GERRE e e e

1Rev. Harold A. Merklinger, "How Shall I Vote." The
Cangdian Lutheran, Vol. 28, No. 12, December 1963, pn. 4,

28idney J. V. Clark, Indigemus Fruits (London: World
Dominion Press, 1933), p. 27.



APPFNDIX I

At the 1958 Convention of the Luthersn Church--Canadsa in
Winnipeg the provosed constitution was adopted. Since then a new
constiﬂution, basicelly the same with some revision, wazs adooted at
the 1971 Convention of the LC-C at Milwauk;ae. Omitting the ué'tlal
references to the duties of the officisl, time of meetings, etc.,

the more essential sections of the ori.g:fmal consti tution were these:

ARTICLE I. NAME
- The name of the body organized under this Oons'l'itution shall
be: THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CAWADA

AR’IICLE JI. OONFESSION .

THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA and all its members accent
without reservation:

1« The Scriptures of the 01d snd New Testaments as the written
Vord of God and the only rile and nom of falth and p*actice.

2. Al the Symbolical Books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
as a true and unadulterated statement and exvosition of the Vord of God,
to wit, the three Ecumenical Creeds (The Avostles! Creed, the Nicene
Creed, the Athanasisn Creed), the Unsltered Augsburg Confession, the
Apology of the Augsburg Confession, the Salcald Articles, the Large
Catechism of Luther, the Small Catechism of Luther, and the Formula
Of Concord.

ARTICLE III. ORJECTS

The objects of THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA shall be:

i. To promote the extensinn of the Kingdom of God and the
vork of THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CaNADAs

2. To speak unitedly and with authority a) in matters of
public relations, b) in confering with the federsl and/or provincisl
governments, ¢) and in dealing with other church todiess

3. To work toward doctrinal unity with other church bodies;

4, To study the matter of the formation of an indevendent
LUTHERAN CHUPCH IN CANADA to be affiliated with The Lutheran Church-
Mlssouri Synod,

ARTICLE V, MFMBERSHIP

Membershin in this body shall be held:

1. By the synodical Districts of The Lutheran Church-
Missouri Synod in Caneda, to wit, the Alberta-British Columbia Pistrict:
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the Manitoba-Saskatchewan Distriect: and the Ontario District, as
constituted by the congregations and nastors holding membershin in
their resnective Pistricts:

2., By such other individual Oonn'regat‘i.ons and pastors in
Canada as are members of, or are affiliated with the Smodical Conference,
and have been received into membershio in this bodys.

3. Membership in THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA shall in no
wise alter the relationshiv of a District or a congregation to its
perent body, nor shallit interfere with the prevailing, constitutional,
admini strative, or any other regulation of sa2id parent body.

ARTICLE VI, RELATION OF THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA TO ITS MEMBERS

1. In relation to its members THE LUTEERAN CHURCH IN CANADA
is not en ecclesiastical government exercising legislative or.coercive
powers: snd with respect to the individual District's and congregation's
right of self-government, it is but an advisory btody. Accordingly,
no resolution of THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA impo sing anything uvon
the indivicdurl District or congregation is of binding force, if it is
not in accordance with the Vord of God or if it appesrs to be inexpedient
as far as the condition of s District or congregation is concermed,
_ 2. Membership in THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA gives that
body no eoulty in the property of the Districts or congregations.

ARTICLE VIII. REFPRESENTATION

At meetings of THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA:
' 1. Representation shall be in prorortion to communicant
nmembership as snecified in the By-lesws, and all groups shall bte divided
as equally as vossible between nastnrs and lay delegates.

2. Fach official TIistrict of The Lutheran Church-Missouri
Syno¢ in Csnada shall be reoresented by at least four delegates, viz,,
two pastors and two lavmen, vho are entitled to vote.

3. The groun of indivicdual congrerpstions, affiliated with
THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA ss described in ARTICLE V 2, shall be
reoresented by at least two delegates, viz,, one pastor and one layman,
who are entitled to vote.

ARTICLE XI. CHANGES IN, AND fMFNDMENTS TO, THE QONSTLTITION
Changes in the Constitution and azmendments thereto mey be
made provided they:
1. Do not conflicet with the provisions leid dovm in ARTICLE IX;
2. Are presented in writing to THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANADA
through its president, at least two months nrior to the date of the
convention:
3. Are sevsrately considered =nd acted upon; and
4, Are passed by tvo-thirds majority of the votes cast.

BY-L AWS

The expenses of delegates to the convention shall be bome
by the respective Districts or groups sending these delepates, However,
there shall be equalization of exwenses for all delegstes.

At the conventions of THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN CANACA each member
group shall be renresented in vrovortion to communicant membership, viz.,
one renresentative for each 4,000 communicants or fraction therecf.



APPENDTX IT

The Charter of LUTHERAN CHURCH--CANADA

Second: Ses.ed}m, ‘I't-rent&-f‘ourth Parliosment, 7 - 8 Elizabeth 11 [, 1959

THE SENATE OF CANADA
BILL s-18
An Act to incorporate Lutheran Church-Canadd

As passed by the Semate, 23rd Aoril, 11922

WHEREAS a petition has been presented oraying that it be
enacted as hereinafter set forth, and it is expedient to grant the prayer
of the petitinn: Therefore Her ¥ajesty, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate and House of Commons of Cznada, ensct as follows:-

1. Albert Schwermann, professor, of the city of Edmonton, in
the province of Alberta, Ame Kristo, clergyman, of the city of Toronto,
in the nrovince of Ontario, Maynard Pollex, clergvman, of the city of
Hamilton, in the province of Ontario, Clere Xubnke, manager, of the city
of Winnipeg, in the nrovince of Manitoba, and Davicd Anpelt, librarian,
of the city of Saskatoon, in the nrovince of Saskatchewan, together with
such other. persons, synodical districts snd congregations as become
nembers of the religlous bodv hereby incoroorzted, are incorvorsted
under the name of Luthersn Church—Cansda, hereinafter called "the
Corporation" for the purnose set out in this Act and for the murmose of
administering the proverty, bus!.ness and other temno ral affairs of the
Cornoretion.

2. The nersons nomed in section 1 of this sct shall. be the
first directors of the Cormoration.

3« (1) The head office of the Corporation ghall be at the
city of Edmonton, in the province of 2lberta, or at such other place as
may be decided by the Cornoration.

(2) Notice in writing shall be given to the Secretary

of State by the Corooration of any change of the he d office and such
notice shall be nublished forthwith in the Canads Gazette.
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L, The objects of the Corporstion shall be

(a) to promote, maintain, sunerintend snd csrry on in ac-
cordance with the faith, doctrines, constitution, scts,
rulings of the Cormoration any or all of the work of
that body;

(b) to advance and increase the cdiffusion of the faith of
the Corvoration in 3ll lawful wayss;,

(c) to organize, establish, maintain and earry on residences,
missions, churches, ovlaces of wrship, varsonages, or-
vhanages, homes for the aged, rest homes and institutions
and agencies for promoting, teaching, vropagating and
disseminating the Lutheran faith and doctrine and for
training versons for the said nur-oses;

(d) to opromote, organize, establish, maintain and carrv on
soclal servicd, welfare and guidence institutions and
agencies;

(e) to-nromote education, instruction and culture, and to
organize, establish, maintain and carry on schools,
colleges, acedemies, seminaries, institutions of learning,
recreational halls, centers and agencies, and industrial,
technical and agricultural institutes and famss

(£) to promote charity and to care for the poor, and to
orgenize, establish, magintain and carry on charitable
institutions, hospitals, clinics, dis-ensaries and
cemeterles; .

(g) to organize, establish, maintain and carry on libraries

N and houses and apencies for nrinting, nublishing and
' disseminating literature, newsoesners, periodicals ond
works of education, religion, art and science;

(h) to promote the soiritual welfare of all the cong“egations
and mission fields of the Corporation,—

Following this are another fourteen sections setting forth the vower to
make by-lsws, investments, borrowing prowers, etec.—it is a stereotyped
form such as is grented to all churches in Canads desiring to incormorate.

This document is recorded in Chapter 68 of the Statutes of Cansda, 1959

edition along with the following:

o« Aoril 24, 1959
May 12, 1959
JMay 12, 1959
+.June 4, 1959

First reading. . «
Second reading . .
Third readingo e o
Royal Assent , . .
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