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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

fiuch haeg been sald and done about uniting the Church.
Because of Satan's continuous action in introducing and re-
intreducing schisms and heresies, the true congregation of
bellevers must remain alert in keeping the true doctrine of
Holy Seriptures in its preaching, educating, and practice.

whenn the 8lovak Fvangelical Lutheran Church? was
founded in 1902, there already existed many splits and dif-
ferences smong the Iutherans on the American scene. These
disagrecments were, in many cases, on very important doc-
trines. lost prominent among these were the doctrines of
the eleation of God by grace, conversion solely by grace,
and chiliasm. Among the difl'erences in practice which were
and stilli are precvalent are questions on altar and pulpis
fellowship and seccret socletles.? This situation of the
American Imbherans made it necessary for the Slovaic Luth-
erans %o take a definite stand and to show 1n which camp
they would dwell, as well as with whom fellowshlp would be

practiced.
The SELC has related itself positively and negatively

1H@renfter, this will be referred to as the SEIC.

Z83vedok (Streator, Illinois: Svedok Publishing House,
1918),  AIIL, #o. 2, 22,
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to other futheran churches in the Unlted Statea. (iith some
church bodies it has declared agreement and has afriliated
with this group--the Lvangelical Imtheran Synodical Confer-
ence of lorth America. With others, though there have been
recpoated attempts and invitations for union, the SELC has
declined to affiliate. These positions, affiliations or
non-afiiliations are the points considered in this thesis.
That is the scope of this thesis in content. In time the
sgope of this thesis inclwdes the perliod from the organizing
of the SFLG in September of 1902 to the end of the year 1954.

Thie examination is made on the basis of the SEILC synod-
ical conventions as covered in the Proceedings of these meet-
ings; in the offiecial periodicals of the Synod, the Svedok
(Wltness) and the Lutheran Beacon; in the History of the
Sloval: ivangelical Lutheran Church in the United States of

dmerica, 1902-1927, written by Prof. George Dolak; and in

material included in several synodical pamphlets.




CHAPTER II
FELLOWSHIP DEFINED

Before an examination of church fellowship can be made,
the term "fellowship" must be defined and discussed in the
light of Holy Scriptures. Fellowship manifests agreement
between two individuals or two or more groups of individ-
uals., This agroement may be concerned with one particular
subject or any nuaber of subjects. Yhen two or more church
bodies are in fellowship, there exists between those church
bodies agrecment, harmony and unity on the interpretation
of Holy Seriptures and on the Christian life.

The lew Testament in the original uses the word
which is sometimes interpreted "fellowship." It is trans-
lated thils way twelve times in the Authorized Version and
fifteen times in the Revised Version. The basic meaning of
the word ies "common.” Its literal meaning is a common shar-
ing or participation. Consequently, the term “church fel-
lowship" meoasns a common sharing of two or more church bodies
in what they interpret from Scripture, what they preach and
teagh from Scripture and what they practice from Scripture.
In this light, then, the meaning of such terms as doctrinal
fellowship, prayer fellewship, altar fellowship, pulpit fel-
lowship and other similar terms becomes clear.

The Seripture passages using the term "fellowship” or

dnplying it are as follows:




4

And they continued in the apostles'! dootrine and in
fellowship and in breaking of bread and in prayers.
{L0ta 2:42)

The fellowship among these early Christians depended
upon their continuing "steadfastly in the apostles! doec-
trine.” That was the basis of their unity. In this union
the people in fellowship partook of holy communion and
prayed together.

God is faithful, by whom ye were called unto the

fellowship of His Son Jesus Christ our Lord.

(1 Gorinthians 1:9)

Thies passage shows God as the Originator of the fellow-
ship that the Chrilstians have with Christ, the Son of God.

R LT

In this fellowship with Christ theore is fellowship with all
Christians.
The cup of blessing which we bless, 1s it not the
comuunion fellowship of the blood of Chrlst? The
bread which we break, is 1% not the communion of the

body of Christ? For we being many are one bread, and
one body: for we are all partakers of that one bread.

(1 Corinthians 10:16.17)

Communion here is spoken of as a comdon sharing "of the
body and blocd of Christ" or a common sharing in the result
of Christ®s laying down His life. This feollowshlp makes one
gomuor spiritual body of all those who shared in the death
of Christ and in the celebration of Holy Communion.

The grace of the Lord Jesus Christ, and the love of

God, and the comaunion of the Holy Ghost be with you

all. Amen. (2 Corinthians 15314

This passage shows what all true believers have in

comaon; the Holy Ghost ia with them.
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That which we have seen and heard declarec we unto you,
that ye also may have fellowship with ua: and truly
our fellowship is with the Father, and with His Son
desus Christ. (1 John 133)

This passage spesks of the fellowship in which all
true believers arc one in fellowship with God. There 1z a
bond uniting all Christians to each other which in turn is
& bond betwesn these people and God.

The following passages refer to the fact that there ia
to be no fellowship with certain people.

liow I beseech you, brethren, mark them which cause

divisions and offences contrary to the doctrine which

ye have learned; and avold them. (Romans 16:17)

liow we command you, brethren, in the name of cur Iord

Jesus Christ, that ye withdraw yourselves from every

breother that walketh disorderly, ami not after the

tra?ition vhich he received of us. (2 Thessalonlans

536

Heving a form of godliness, but denylng the power
thereof: from such turn away. (2 Timothy 3:5)

Whosoever transgresseth, and abldeth not in the doc-
trine of Christ, hath not God. He that abideth in the
doctrine of Christ, he hath both the Father and the Son.

If there ccme any unto you; and bring not this dooctrine,

receive him not into your house, neither bid him God

Bpaed. (2 sohn 9.10)

Conclusions: Fellowship belongs to those who "continue
in the apostlea’ doctrine.® Each person who is included in
this fellowship was called into it by God. This fellowship
includes a common denominator between God and man through
Jesus Christ, the Son of God. On a vertical plane this fel-

lowehip involves God and man. On a horizontal plane this

fellowship involves every Christian with every other Christlan.
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ihen a person belongs to a certain church body, we con-
clude that that person is in agreement with the teachings of
that chureh group and, consequently, is in fellowship with
all the members of that church body. When two church bod-
les or synods disagreec in the interpretation and teachings
of the Holy Bible end in their applications, there can be no
fellewship between these two church bodies. Agrecment and
commnon beiief, then, are prerequisites for fellowship
whether it be on a personal basis or on a group basis.

Holy Secriptures present the fact that when there is no
true agreement in the npostles' doctrine, there 1s to be no
fellowship. Such people who do not remain true to the
teachings of Holy Soripture are to be avoided.

This is carried out by the individual Christian as well
es by & group of Christians such as a denomination or synod.
The group of Christisns discussed in this thesis is the
SEIf. It will be noted in this paper how this church body
has united in fellowship with those holding to the true Word
of God and how 1% has refused to unite with church bodies
which did not hold to the true iord of God.
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CHAPTER IIX
LARLY POSITION ON FELLOWSHIP

The S8lovak Lvangelical Intheran Church was founded at
Connellsville, Ponnsylvania on Scptember 2-4, 1902. Before
this time, the Slovak Lutherans who imnigrated to this coun-
try were served by various pastors, some of whom were non-
Iatherans. Such a situation existed becausc the mother
church in Slovakla had taken no steps to provide spiritual
carc for the emigrant Slovak Lutherans. Furthermore, there
was a lack of lcaders who could arrange for shocpherds to
take ocnre of the Slovak ILutherans.” Such a Synod as the
Slovak .vangelical luthersn Church was to unite all the Slo-
vek Intherans, keep them in the fold and provide them with
Epiritual leaders.

During the preparatory meetings held before the organ-
ization of the Slovaik Lvangelical ILuthcran Church, discus-
sions were held concerning affiliation with other church
bodiez. At the meeting held in Braddock, Pennsylvania on
January 16, 1900 several pastors (L. Boor, Karol Hauser and
e Tomaska) moved that the Slovak Iutheran congregations

1George Dolak, "A History of the Slovak Lvangelical
Intheran Church in the United States, 1902-1927" (Unpub-
lished Doctor of Theology Thesis, Concordia Seminary, St.
Louis, 1853), p. 25.

2Ibid., pp. 19 ff.
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become missions of the iiissourl Synod. It was the opinion
of these men thet a Slovak Iutheran Church would not be
able to establish and maintain itasclf because of ita small-
ness. This was not the opinion of the majority of the pas-
tors, however, and they continued to urge an independent
Slovak Lutheran church body. It was at this point that the
Slovak Lutheran pastors who were affiliated with the Mis-
sourl Synod absented themselves from the preparatory meet-
ings 9

One oi the reasons for the diff'erence of opinion on
the affiljiation or non-affiliation of the Slovak Synodf with
other church bodies was the background of the Slovak Ihth-
eren pastors. The first Slovaek ILutheran pastors who came %o
the United States from Slovakia either remained independent
or Joineu one of the Lutheran church bodies already organ-
1zed in Amerieca. Ve ocilte the following examples. Pastor
Horak studied under the Pennsylvania Synod of the General
Counnil. FPastor Drahotin Kvacala became a member of the
Pennsylivania Synod. C. L. Orbach was graduated from Con-
cordie Seminary, St. Louis, and was ordained in the iissouri
Synocd. On the other hand, two Slovak ILutheran pastors who
remained independent were Daniel Z. Iaudek and Iudovit
Hovomesk.y.4

The insistence on an independent church body was

id., p. 52. 41bia., p. 96.




maintained because of the following reasons:
1) The fast that cven though a Slovak Iatheran Church
would be small numerically, its secular duties would
be in proportion %o its size, whereas the spiritual
dutles of a churoch body are identical, regardless of
its size. Confidence was also expressed in the sure
help of God in the performance of these duties;
2) God's comaand to teach all nations implies that God

desirea %o have instruments in every nation for the
propagatign of the Gospel. The Church is such an in-

atrunent. ]

Lfter the pro-iiissourl men had left the meeting, a
resclution was passed to found the Brotherhood of American
Slovek Churches of the Lvangelical Augsburg Confession in
the United States of America.® The term "brotherhood" was
used interchangeably with the term “synod."

e pro-idissouri men also attempted to found a synod.
these men met for this purpose in Cleveland, Ohio on
April 16, 1201. Present at this meeting were L. Boor of
Chicago, Illinols; J. Jurdo of Streator, Illinois; Rarol
Heuser of Frecland, Pennsylvania; and D. Belle of Cleveland,
Ohlo. This group of men declared that they were one in
doctrine snd praotiee.7

The name decided upon for the new pro-iMissourl synod
was General Slovak Yvapngeliecal Synod of ﬁhe Unaltered Aﬁgs-
burg Confession in the United States of North America.
This new synod would be affiliated with the Missouri Synod

S1bid., pp. 52-53. 6Ibid., p. 53.
7Ibid., p. 54.
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only by faith. Otherwise, there would be scomplete indepen-
dence for this synod 8 A further attempt to found this synod
was o be made in a meeting that was supposed to be held in
October of 1901. These attempts of the pro-Missouri men,
however, were unsuceessful. One reason given was that none
of the members of the Brotherhood would join this group,
and they were too small to proceed alone in the founding of
& new church body. Thus a synod which would have immedi-
ately affiliated with the Synodical Conference was not
founded.

The significance of this attempt of the pro-iissouri
men and the aimultaneous rejection of it by the founders of
the Brotherhood evidences the fact that most of the Slovak
Lutherans wanted complete aynodical independence. They
Wwould not join any other already-existing church body be-
cause they felt an independent Slovak Lutheran Church would
8erve the people quite aatisraotorily.g

The Opposition Synod--1912

The SELC was founded on a common platform to which all
the sustaining members of the Synod subscribed. A constitu-
tion was drawn up and this also was ratified. ZThere were
some, however, who in the early years of the SEILC's founding
did not practice according to the Constitution and common
platform of Synod. Reports were received from cgpgregationn

Sibid. 9Ibid., p. 52.
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to the effect that certain pastors were not conforming to
the teachings of the SELC. The president wrote to these
bpastors, admonishing them according to the Holy Soriptures.
When this did not help, disciplinary actlon was taken
8gainst these non-conformists and thelr cases were brought
before Synod. In most instances, these attempts falled and
instead of conforming, these dissenters severed their con-
nections with the SELC.10 Two of the most noteworthy men
who severed their connections were the first president of
the SELC, Rev. Danicl Laucek, and the first secretary,

Rev. Drahotin Xvadala.l Kvadala was among those who formed

their own synod in 1912. This synod was called the Slovak
Evangelical Church of the Augsburg Confession in the United
States. This body, however, did not exist long.

In the year 1919, when renewed efrorts_were made to
unite all Slovak Lutherans, the Slovak element of the United
Lutheran Churchl® egain came into the scene. 'Two explor-
atory meetings were held by the Sloyak pastora from the
ULC in Johnstown, Pennsylvania on April 235, 1919 and in
Braddock, Pennsylvania on June 10-12, less than a month

1024 isnica z 27-ho shromazdenia Slovenskej Ivanjelic-
ke Luteranskei Synody V Spo]enyc atoch Amerio
(Fit sburgh: sSlavia ¥b!h ng Co., 1957), P « Here-
after, this will be referred to as Zapisnica SEIC.

1lpolak, op. cit., p. 122.

12Hereafter, this will be referred to as ULC.
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before the meeting of the Congress of Slovak Lutherans .13
It was at the Johnstown mecting that three non-Slovalk pas-
tors of the ULC appeared on the scenc. These men advised
the Slovaks of their church body to refrain from uniting
With the Slovaks of the SELC at the forthcoming Congress
of Slovak Lutherans.t4 It was at the Braddock meeting that

these ULC Slovak pastors founded the Slovak Zion Synod.
This particular Syncd at 1ts founding consisted of thirty-

two congregations and nineteen pastors.l®

The Slovak Zion Synod did not remain an independent
body for very long. About a year after the founding of the
Synod it arriliated with the UIC. Although the Slovak Zion
8ynod had agreed completely to the Platform of the SELC
pPresented and discussed at the Congress, nevertheless, they
Joined the ULC. These were their reasons:

s » o fivst, becausp as a smaller body Zion Synocd
could not work effeptively without the moral and fi-
nancisl support of a larger body; seeondly, because
Zion Syncd had the same doctrinal platform as the
United Lutheran Church; and; thirdly, because the
General Council had been magnanimous in its treatment
of Slovak Iutherans, who had thus far repalild the Gen-
eral Council rather poorly.

Shortly after the meeting of the Congress, a great

15polak, op. eit., p. 130.

14Regarding the discussions and docisions made at the
Congress, an entire section following this will be presented.

i8%ynited ILutheran Church in Zmerica,” The Concordia
Cyclopedia (8t. Louls: Concordia Publishing Hous®, 1927),

p' L]
161pid., p. 143.




13
many charges were hurled back and forth between the Slovak
4lon Synod and the SELC. These polemics were often very
bitter and strong and in the end seemed only to cause a

greator breach between the two synods.




CHAPTER IV

GONGRESS OF SLOVAK LUTIHERAHS, 1919

Renewed efforts to unite all the Slovak Iutherans wesre
%o be made at the Congress of Slovak Lutherans held in
Plttsburgh, Pennaylvania in 1919. Huch had been said con-
cerning & union of all Slovak Imtherans. Many of those who
preposed such a union believed that only formalities sepa=-
rated the Slovak ILutherans in the United States.l The SRIO
of ficinlliy stated that before such a union could be of fected
2 true "unity of the spirit" was necessary.? Furthormore,
the Sloval Synod declared that such a union was possible if
there would be a sineere effort on the part of all eon-
gerned to achileve it. It was the belief of the SEIC that
the issues which divided the Slovak Lutherans were not mere
formalities as some had declared, but were in fact major
issues.

A general preparatory mecting was held on April 8, 1919
in Pittsburgh. %"he meeting was attended by twenty pastors
and twenty-three laymen. The main topic of discussion was
whether the proposed alliance was to be a nationalistic or

a religious union. As a result of the discussions, it was

1“V§eevanjelickﬁ schodzu do Uniontown, Pa.," Svedok
(Streator, Illinois: Svedok Publishing House, 1917), XI, 372.

25. Kucharik, "o General Council Skutoone Usi," Svedok
éStraator, Illinois: Svedok Publishing House, 1914), VIII,
05.
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declded that the union should be an alliance of all Slovak
Inutherans natlonally, religiously, and also soclally.
Eight points were draswn up. The most important of these
are given in Dr. Dolak's History of the Slovak Evangelical

Intheren Church, page 127.

The meeting favors the formation of an Alllance of
Slovak Lutherans; the purposes of the Alliance are %o
bes to achieve harmonious co-operation of Slovak Imth-
erans in social, national and religious affairs; to
échicve co-operation among Slovak Lutherans in chari-
table work; a mutual respecting of each other's inter-
ests by the Church and fraternal organizations; joint
preparations for religious union of Slovak Imtherans

in America. Congregations, organizations, choirs and

individuals could become members of the Alliance.

4% the genoral preparatory meeting a committee on re-
ligious aeffairs also met. This meeting left the members of
the comuititee hopeful end they believed that their efforts
would be successful in uniting the Slovak Lutherans on re-
ligious matters. %The Rev. L. J. Karlovsky reported on this
meeting later at the Congress, saying, "There it seemed that
the commnittee would achleve its purpose.” However, at a
gecond meeting held in Tarentum, FPennsylvania on klay 15, 1919,
the comnittes met with difficulties which were not overcome.®

Zhe purpose of this committee was to discuss the teach-
ing and practice of the Lutheran Church. Two groups of men

haa been appolnted to this committee. One group represented

SGeorge Dolak, “"A History of the Slovak kivangelical
Intheran Church in the United Statea, 1902-1927" (Unpub-
lished Doctor of Theology Thesis, Concordia Seminary, St.

Louis, 1963), p. 127.
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the SEIGC, end the other group represented the Slovak element
of the UILC. The SiLC platform was used as the baois of the
discussion because the members of the ULC had no completed
statemont. The United men, after hearing the statement of
the Blovak Synod, declined to accept it. They held that
their incomplete statement should be read and considered.
After hearing the ULC statement, the SEIC men declined to
8coept 1t because they failed to understand it. The United
men;, on the obher hand, understood the Slovak Synod plat-
form and could find no fault with 1%, but, nevertheless, de-
clined to subseribe to it.4

The ULC men, iurthermore, showed that they had no in-
tention of uniting with the SEILC in a separate Slovak church
body. An invitation wes extended to the SEIC to join the
UlG. The renson for the invitation, aaid the United men,
s that they felt the Slovaks were not strong enough to
maintein a separate synod and would have better support and
protecticn by uniting with such a church body as the UIC.
This secmed %o be the plan of the United men, and for this
purpose they workeu. The Slovak Synod declined the invita-

tion %o join the ULC in this way:

By the grace of God our Synod has the pure teaching and
correct practice. loreover, our Synod is a Slovak body.
Why should we join a body which does not have the pure
teaching and correect practice and which, in addition to
this, is foreign to us in spirit and in language?

4Ibid., p. 128. S5Ibid., p. 129.
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Two other significant meetings were held before the
Congress met. ‘The Slovak men of tho ULC met as a group and
the pastors of the SELC met as a group. 7The purpose of
these ssparate meetings was to consider and determine what
8tand would be taken by the respective church bodies.

The meeting of the Congress of Slovak Lutherans offi-
elally opened on July 4, 1919 in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania.
The mecting was not begun with prayer, since there was dis-
8graement in doetrine and practice. At this meeting it was
reported that forty-four congregations and seventeen organ-
lzations wers represented. Fifteen pastors and thirty-
Beven lay delegates represented the congrogations and
twenty-three lay delegates represented the societies.6

A resolution was passed by the Congress that only the
subject of church union would be discussed. Thereupon the
Comnittee on Church Union was called upon to present its re-
port. Pastors John Pelikan of the Slovak Synod and M. ¥.
Benko of the ULC submitted reports. Pastor Pelikan was
cealled upon to explain the failure to achleve sgreement at
the Tarcntum, Pennsylvania meeting. He reported that there
was dissgreemont on the following points:

1. The United Iantheran Church accepts the Augsburg

Confession as the pure exposition of God's VWord but

places other Symbolical Writings upon a lower level,

stating that they are in sgrecment with the true and
bure falth.

6y dpisnica SELC, 1937, p. 130.
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2, fThe United Lutherean Church does not teach defi-
gitgly that every word of the Seriptures is inspired
¥y God.

%o The United Lutheran Church teaches predestination
intuitu fidel.

4. 1In the dostrine of the Church the Slovek Evangeli-
cal fLutheran Church deems it necessary not only %o ac-
knowledge and confess the correct teaching, but also
%0 apply it in l1life, reiusing to tolerate those who
do not agree with all of the doetrines of our Church
and refuse to be instructed.

S. The United Lutheran Church is very lax in treating
the problem of secret societies.

6. The Slovak Synod insiats upon real church disci-
Pline. "Phis the United Imntheran Church does not have.

7. The 8lovak pastors of the United Imtheran Church
insist that it is impossible for them to sgver their
relations with the Ynited Iutheran Church.

In rebustel of Pastor Pelikan's statements for the Slovak
Synod, Pastor Benko of the United Iutheran Church stated:

1. %he United Lutheran Church teaches plenary and
Verbal inspiration.

2_. The lack of church disecipline in con?resations of
the United Lutheran Church (i. e. Slovak) is due to
the faect that it has not been possible to introduce

it everywhere.

do The United lutheran Church also condemns societies
Wnose principles are in opposition to religion.

4. The position of the United ILutheran Church with re-
gard to fellowshlp is that no one is to be admitted to
altur gnd pulpit fellowship who 1s not one with us in
faith.
The doctrinal session of this one-day meeting was held in
the afternoon for approximately two hours. The basis for

the discussion during this session was the Platform drawn

"Dolak, op. cit., p. 133.  SIpid., p. 134.

T ETIIET
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up by the Slovak Synod. This platform was read, discusased
and agcepted in its entirety. There were no claima of
false dooctrine. The doctrinal points of the Platform are
herewith presented in translatec form provided in Dr. Dolak's
dissertation.
1. 7The Holy Scriptures

In spite of all errors and false teachings we firmly
believe and hold to the teaching of the inspiration of
Sceripture, that is, we believe and firmly confess that
net only some matters or much in the Seriptures is in-
Spired, but that Scripture as i1t is, in its entirety
and in its parts, in expressions and words 1s in-
8pired by God. It is our firm conviction that Sorip-
ture does not contain any errors, that it is in all of

U8 words the infallible truth. It 1s and will remain
the norm of falth and Christian teaching.

2. %he Holy Trinity

We teach and belleve, as do our pure Uonfessions, taken
from the Word of God, that the true God 1s one but in
three persons which are cqually eternal and equally
great. Ve accept the three ecumenical confeasions of
the Yhristian Church as they are and read and acknowl-
edge all of the Symbolical Books of the Evangelical .
Intheran Church as the pure exposition of the divine :
Sruth.

J9e The liay of Salvation

We are saved freely, purely by the grace of God through
faith in Jesus Christ our Savior. it the same time we
most emphatically condemn all such, teachings which pro-
¢lain any kind of human co-operation. Our salvation

is altogether in the hands of God and we receive 1t
freely by His grace through faith in Jesus Christ.

4. Sin
e believe and teach

a) that the cause of sin is not God but the devll and
the perverted will of man which permits itself to be

blinded by the devil.
b) that original sin is the deepest corruption of the
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entire humen nature, as a result of which man lost his
concreated righteousness and perfection and became in-
clined %o all evil.

¢) As a result of original sin not only the first par-
ents diled spiritually but also all of their descend-
ants are born into this world spiritually dead because
g?e_;ghinherit the sin of the first parents by physical
rth.
d) that this inherited sin is damnable, that is, that
it brings down God's wrath and eternal damnation and
that no secular education or enlightenment or progress,
of which our age is so proud, can change this condi-
tlon of corruption and damnation.

5. Frec Will

Bel'ore his conversion man has no free will in spiritual
things, not even a passive inclination to God's grace.

6. Conversion

&) Yhe conversion of man does not depend on man in any
way, that is, upon his co-operation or good conduct,
but 1t ie in 1ts entirety (in solidum) the exclusive
work of the Holy Splrit, who works, brings to pass and
perfects 1t 1n us by His omnipotence with the gifts of
grace through the means of grace.

b) We furthermore believe with our whole heart also
that converasion is not some kind of a correction and
Inprovement of the old man, not some kind of an awaken-
ing (excitatlo) of dormant powers in man but a divinely
wrou At reblirth, resurrection, of one spiritually dead,
the creation of a new spiritual life.

7. dJustification

ilan can be saved solely by the grace of God for Christ's
sake, by faith, without any of our merit or worthiness.
Faith is no meritorious work but 1t also 1s the pure
gifs of God.

8. Ileetion

We teach and confess in accordance with Article XI of
the Formula of “oncord. On the basis of it we teach
the universal grace of God, according to which God de-
eires that all men come to the knowledge of the truth
end be saved, God does not desire that any be lost
but that all be converted and saved. YTherefore, we re-
Jeet the Calvinistic predestination to dammnation.
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We, furthermore, teach that God actually hardens but
the esuse of the hardening is not His eternal decree,
as if God had predostined such people $o damnation and
therafore hardened them, but that this hardening is
merely the righteous punishment of God which all merit
who stubbornly resist the grace of God. The grace of
God, therefore, i1s serious in 1ts purpose.

Furthermore, we teach that there is a predestinstion
or election %o eternal life because the Holy Serip-
tures tsach thus. 4s deep as is the silence of Serip-
ture on s predestination to damnation so clear is its
testinony concerning an election %o salvation.

Wle sonclude with the Formula of Concord: "However, as
regards these things In this disputation which would
Soar too high and beyond these limits, we should with
Paul plece a finger upon our lips and remember to say,
Romene 9:20: "0 man, who art thou that regllest
against Goat?' (Yriglott, p. 1083, Par. 63).

8. The Church

a} In the proper sense the Church is the communion of
believers, saints, that is, the total of all of those
who, elocted by the Holy Spirit from the number of ac-
cursed and lost men, through the Holy Gospel, truly
belleve 1n Christ and by this faith are sanetified and
incorporated into the Church.

b) To whom has God entrusted the power of the Church?
To the Church, to all believers, who exercise it
through regularly called servants of Christ, that is,
through ministers. As Dr. Luther remarks so aptly:
"fhe keys do not belong to the pope (as he falsely
claime) but to the churches, that is, to Christ's peo-
ple, namely to the holy Christian people, wherever it
may be found in the world or wherever there are Chris-
tisns.

¢) To how great a part_of Christianity does the whole
spiritual power belong? Hot only to a church of one
entire State or to an association of churches, to a
synod, but the church in every community is the church
to which Christ has given and entrusted the keys of
the heavenly kingdom and thus all spiritual power.

d) We teach that the Church in the proper sense of the
term, as the gathering and total of believers, is and
shall remain invisible in this 1ife because falth is
invisible %o us and only God, the Searcher of the



hearts, knows them who truly belleve. le belleve that
the Church, even though invisible, 18 a firmly built
edif'ice, which not only people but all the devils as-
sail in vain. Only when the Lord comes to His judg-
ment will the vell be removed which concealed the holy
clty from our physical eyes and then we shall actually
se2 the elty of God, the heavenly Jerusalem, our spir-
itual mother, the true Church of God and of Christ in
lts complete snd perfect beauty and glory.

e) In spite oif the fact thet the Church is invisible,
we oan and must speak of visible church organizations.
Chrisvians are to be found in such visible church or-
ganizations everywhere. It is the sacred and inevi--
table duty of every Christien to affiliate with such a
viaible church orgeniszation. With which viaible church
organization shall a Christian affiliate? nich is the
true visible Church? The true visible Church is the
one in which the Word of God is taught purely and sin-
cersly in all articles of falth and the sacraments are
aduninistered strictly according to the institution of
Christ, and in which this is faithfully adhered and
tostified %o in 1life. :

f) Be it resolved that our congregations should not
affiliate with nor belong to such larger church bodies,
Bynods, whose teaching is not pure and founded on God's
Viord and whose practice does not conform to 1t, and
which tolerate in their midst pulpit fellowship with
the hetercdox and errorists, and who (furthermore)
tolerate in their churches individual members of se-
cret societles.

1C. Chiliasnm

Such a teaching is not founded on the Holy Seriptures
and we, therefore, rejeot it.

il. %he antichrist

On the &ntichrist we teach in accordance with the
Smalcala Articles, Article IV, Par. 10.

12. Relation to Fraternal Organizations

We condemn all societies which have as their purpose
fostering a false religion and a false worship as well
as carrying on & false religious misslonary activity.
We condemn all seoret soclieties which require of theilr
members an oath in advance. As far as benevolent
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socleties (such as SEJ, ESJ, ZEJ, SES, RSS)“' are con-
cerned, we permit them to atand. Ve have no objections
to them as long as they do not assume sSome seoret or
afore-menticned character.
4l3:.5; Slovenska Evanjelicka Jednota (Slovak
Lvengeligal Union), Pittsburgh, Pa.; kSJs Evanjelicka
Slovenska Jednota (Lvangelical Slovak Union), founded
in blavelang in opposition to the Slovak Ev. Unlon;
Zid: Zenska Evanjelicka Jednota (Women's Evangelical
Union); SES: Slovensky Evanjelicky Spolok (Slovak
kvangelical Soclety), founded in Chicago and later
merged with the Gymnastic Union, Sokol; HSS: Haroany
n;.l.(wgc-*nsky Spolok ?mational Slovak Society), Plttsburgh,
¥ith the unqualilfied acceptance of this Platform, all
Secned o be going well in this effort to unite all Slovak
Lutherans in smerlica. A resolution was made to call the
Alliance into effect. The resolution was adopted. There-
after an election was held. Those elected were ‘the follow-
ings HKev. L. J. Karlovsky, president; Hr. Jobn Bibza,
Vice-president; Rev. J. S. Bradac, secretary; iMr. John
Pankuch , treasurer.i0

According to Dr. Dolak, there is little evidence of any
life on the part of the Alliance in spite of the fact that
it was formally declared to be in existence and is thus con-
8ldered a failure as an attempt to unite all Slovak Iuth-
erans in Ameries.tl

The official publication of the Slovak Synod, the

97Ibid., pp. 154-138.
10, apisnica SELG, 1957, p. 130.

1lpolak, op. eit., p. 158.
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Svedok (Witness), brought out several reasons why the Alli-
8nce had failed. They were: 1) it was erroneous to assume
that an Alliance of Slovak Intherans could be formed regard-
less of religious differences; 2) the secular organizations
Bust not be allowed to be egualed with Chriatien churches
8t a meeting on church union; 3) the far too rapid discus-
Bion on religion did not suffioe.m

The Svedclk alao contained statements which manifested
open opposition %o the Alllance because many sought in the
Allisnce an exclusively new religlous church body. Such a
New bedy would necessitate the dissolution of all existing
8lovai: church bodles in the United States. The Svedok evi-
denced its opposition, averring, "It was opposed to the
creation of somes kind of new structure upon the ruins of
the Slovak Luthe%an Churoh," 15

when the Slovak Synod met at its convention in Wilkes-
Barre, Pennsyivania in September of 1918, a resolution was
passed which superseded all previous disocussion of union
eogording %o the plan of the proposed Alliance. The four
points of this resolution are:

1. &Sinece our Synod is rightly united and allied by
one spirit in doectrine, falth, ereed and- 1ife upon the
foundation of the pure Vord of God and our Symbolical
Books, thereiore & new union is not necessary.

2. That it is willing and prepared to unite with in-
dividuals as well as with every pure church body,

121h14., p. 130. 151pbid., ps 139.
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which stands on the foundation of the Vord of God and
zho confeasional books of our Evangelical Imtheran
shurch.

9. That it does not desire to unite with any affilia-
tion;, or church body, which does not stand on the pure
Word of God and the confessional books of our Lvangel-
lcal Iamtheran Church.

4. Likewise, because the United Imtheran Church in
America is a church body which does not stand on the
pure foundation of the Word of God and confeasional
books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, we cannoi 4
unite with her until she changes her constitution.

¥inally, the Slovak Synod stated that the entire so-
called Allisnce, as it was presented at the Congress, was

not :[‘e:asiulr:-.ls

142

:.:J.Pisrlica Dll':.hc' 1919. Pe 49.
18 1bia.




CHAPTER V
LATER ATTREUAPTS TO UHITE ALL SLOVAX IUTHERANS
The Gonference of Slovak Iatheran Pastors

Although there had been many unsuccessful attempts to
unite sll Slovak Iutherans, nevertheless, renewed efforta

Were made to achieve this goal. Slovak periodicals such as

Slovengicy Hldsnik and the Kalendér Sion repeatedly published
appeale for Slovak Lutherans to unite.®

A noteworthy attempt was made by a group of Slovak
lutheran pastors without any synodical affiliation. The
leader of this group was Pastor Samuel Holdik, who had been
8 member of the Zion Synod but had been expelled in 1925.2
It was noped by these men that they could succeed in uniting
both the Slovak Evangelical Lutheran Church and the Slovak
Zion Synod into a new Alliance.

This group of pastors met in Binghampton, liew York on
May 50, 1924, to discuss the reasons for the existing dis-
unity among the Slovak Luthersns. During their discusaions
two reasons were subaitted for the disunity. These were,

the presence of atheistic literature and the fact that those

lGeorge Dolak, "4 History of the Slovak I-;vlan?eliusl
Iutheran Church in the United States, 1902-1927" (Unpub-
lished Doctor of Theology Thesls, Goncordia Seminary, St.
Iﬂuisp 1955). P« 1456.

®Ibid., p. 146.
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who wore badges of fraternal organizations were refused ad-
mittance to the Slovak Lutheran church buildings. The
editor of the Svedok, however, disagreed with these opinions
8nd stated that the disunity was to be found because of
"the attacks on the Church by manbers of fraternal organi-
Zation, in the activity of unconscientious pastors and to a
certain e.xtend in the Zion Synod."®

i second meeting of'these non-affiliates was held in
Pittsburgh on October 17, 1924 for the purpose of continued
effort in forming an independent illlance of all Slovak
Iuthersns. hegarding this meeting, the president of the
Slovak Synod, Lhev. John 8. Bradaa, stated:

it is regrettable that so many refuse to afiiliate

With our Synod. Prove to us wherein we are wrong. ¥We

are o Jlovak body and we are independent. VWhy not come

into our Syncd? Show us why a new union is necessary.4

At 2 third meeting in Cleveland, Ohio on Ssptember 26,
1926, this group of pastors formed the Alliance. The SELC
was not represented because no formal invitation was extended.
The Slovak Zicn Synod stated that union should be effscted
only within the body of the ULC.

Another group took the name of Conference of Slovak

Antheran Pastors at 1its meeting in Youngstown, Ohio in

October, 1926.5 Some of these pastors of the Conference

SIbid., p. 147. 41pid., p. 148.
SIbid., p. 149.
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Sonsidered the platform of the Slovak Synod to be personally
8cceptable to them but felt that it was not adequate for the
Slovak people. Therefore they insisted on the founding of
an independent a2lliance instead of uniting with the Slovak
8ynod, Furthermore, it was stated by the Conference that 1t
Would noct be & synod, nor did the pastors of the Conferenc.
desire to found a synod; but that they would organize as a
8yncd. if' the sxisting Slovak Intheran synods would not unite
Into one synod. leanwhile this group would continue to

Study the idea of a union for all Slovak Intherans in the
Uniged .:staztees.ﬁ

Hegarding this Conference, the Svedok presented what
Wag belicved to be the purpose of the Conference, stating,
"fhey desire to unite us in such a manner as the Iuthorans
of Blovakia are united in the unionistic imtheran Church of
Slovakia."7 “

Furthermore, Rev. J. 8. Bradad called the attempts of
the Conference to unite Slovak Iutherans "a sinful and harm-
ful mislesding and eonfusing of issues."8 He also asked the
Guestion why a new union was necessary since the Congress
of Slovak Zutcherans in Pittsburgh in 1919 had agreed to the
Platform of the SELC.?

SIbid., p. 149.
7Ibid.
8Ibid., p. 150.
Q.IPﬂ'
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Herger AbGempt of the Slovak Synod, Zion Synod

and Conference of Slovak Pastors, 1951-1935

Renewsed efforts to unite all Slovak Lutherans in
America were made during the years 1931-1935 in a series of
81z meetings. In the year 1940 the Slovak Synod, the Zion
S8ynod and the Conference of Slovak Pastors each appointed a
Gommittee %o represent them intersynodically to reconsider
the possibilities of uniting Slovak Intherans. The preasi-
dents of the respective bodies decided upon an agenda for
discussion and called the first meeting. The following list
glves the pertinent facts concerning the place and date of
the six intersynodlcal meetings.

Pittaburgh, Pennsylvania, March 23-24, 1931.

Youngstoun, Ohlo, Hovember 2-3, 1931.

Fhiladelphia, Pennsylvania, June 8-9, 1932.

Chicago, Illinois, lovember 8-9, 1933.

Chicago, lllinois, September 25-26, 1934.

Cleveland, Uhio, April 30 - Hay 1, 1935.10

The goal set for these meetings was a broad one. The
end, it wns hoped, would not only bring together all the
Slovaks representod by the three participating bodies but
also of all Slovak Lutherans in the United States.ll Of the

1078 pisnice Schods Intersynodélneho Vyboru (Archives of
the Slovai Lv. Lutheran Gourch), P. L. ereaiter, this will

be referred to as Zapisnice SIV.
1lzépisnica SELG, 1937, p. 131.
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three bodles represented there were five men from the Slo-
Vak Synod, six men from the Zion Synod and sixz men from the
Gonference of Slovak Lutheran Pastors.l®
. %he disoussions on doctrines which would form the

basis for union centered upon ten points. The doctrines
Placed on the agenda weres:

1. Holy Scriptures

2. The Symbolical Books

3. HKleotion

4. OChurch

8. Synodieal Organization

6. Office of the Keys

7. Helabion to Synodical Bodiles

8. Synodical Membership

9, Stand on General Council in Slovakia

10. Church Practice

during the course of the meetings all of these ques-
tlons were discussed by the intersynodical comaittees.
There was agrocment reached by all the members of the church
bodies present and 1t was agreed to establish a common plat-
form which would show the doctrinal atand of the entire con-
ference. %his platform 1s as Tfollows:

The Doctrine of Holy Scriptures

We believe, teach, and confess that the canonical
books of both the 0ld and llew Testaments are, in thelr
sntirety, in their parts and words, the true and pure
Wiord of God, inspired by the Holy Spirit.

Concerning the Symbolicsl Books

We regard and hold all of our Symbolical Books as the
pure and unadulterated exposition of the Word of God
and do not make any distinction among them, but hold
them all tc be the true presentation of the trmgh of

12z2pisnice SIV, p. 3.
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God. ie mccept them unconditionally (not gquatenus
but guia, not as norma normata, but as norma normans).

Ihe Docirine of XElection

On the basis of the Word of God we teach, belleve, and
aonfesa a gracious divine election to eternal life,
which tock place before the foundation of the world,
Ephe 1:35-7; 2 Thesa. R:15-14; Acts 15:48; Rom. 8:28-30;
2 Yim. 1:9; Hat., 24:22-24; FC (Leska Edition) pp. 683-4,
par. &, 5, 23,

The condltion and cause of our election 1s alcone the
grace of God in Christ and the merits of Chrilst.
*herefore we condemn all such false and erroneous
teachings which emphasize deeds, better conduct or be-
havior,; our own declsion, a forseking of or retreat
from malicious opposition, or anything else by us or
in us; gonsequently also the election with a view to
faith; as though God had elected us because ke foresaw
falth in us, Acts 13:48; FC, p. 684, par. 8.

There is no clection] to damnation, for divine love 1is

universal, 1 Tim. 2:4. Ve condemn every kind of Cal-

viniasm. God does nu} desire the death of the ungodly.
if many nevcrtheleassparish, i¢ 1s their own fault.

On the basis of the fiord of God we are to distinguish
between the universal will of God and gracious elec-

tion. The universal will of God extends to all; the

gracious election embraces a definite number oif those
whom God has from eternity elected to eternal 1lifeo,

1 Cor. 1%:12; 2 Theas. 2:135; Rom. 9:12; 11:7.

Those whom God has elected for eternity the Holy Spirit
in time calls by the Gospel, gathers, enlightens, sanc-
tifies and keeps in Jesus Christ by the one, true, liv-
ing faith.

This true, important, and comforting doctrine concern-
ing God's election leads to the very Word of God,
arouses us to a godly life, and assures us oi eternal
life.

Conversion

Concerning conversion we believe, teach, and confess
that it is the condition in which, by the operation of
the Holy 3pirit, e person recognizes his sinfulness and
demnableness on the basls of the divine law snd believes




that his sinz are forgiven him for the sake of Christ's
vicarious satisfaction and that eternal salvation is
imputed to him. Aete 11:21; ILuke 24346, 47;.

Acts 26: 18; Hosea 13:9.

4

Gonversion is the work of the grace of God alone ac-
cording to the working of His mighty power,

Ephe 1319 ff., and neither in its entirety nor in its
rimalleztlpart is 1t a work of man, Fhil. 1:29, kph., 2:8;
Jer, & s18,.

And therefore we condemn every kind of synergilsm, that
is, the teaching that conversion does not take place
solely by the grace and power of God, but that it in
part depends upon the cooperation of man, his correct
decision, and conduct in comparison with other people
retreating from their intentional opposition and re-
sistance to the Holy Spirit, Ezek. 36:26; Phil. 2:13.

sikewise we condemn every kind of Calvinlsm, namely,
the teaching that God doss not desire to convert and
save all who hear the Wiord of God, but that He desires
toc convert and save only a certain portlon of mankind.
A% the same time wo condemn also Semi-Pelagianism,
fobte 7315; Mat. 23:37; Acts 13:46.

The Scriptures reveal to us only these two truths:

fA. That conversion is the work solely of God's
grage, and

2. That non-converaion is the fault of man himself,
Hosea 135:9; and therefore we desire neither to say nor
to think move than lies in this revelation, for the
Word of CGod says to us: "0 men, who art thou that re-
Pliest against Cod?" (Rom. 9:20.)

Church Practice

fhe following theses governing church life were ac-
cepteds

1. The coneept of church practice. Church discipline
means proving Dy deed and truti and practicing in life
that which we believe, teach and confess on the basis
of the liord of Ged.

£. The relation of practice to Leaching. The mutual
relaticn beoween teaching and practice is like that be-
tween a tree and its frult. VWherever pure doctrine and
true faith are found there should be and only there oan
be a correct life and God-pleasing deeds.
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e Church discipline. Each congregetion is to be con-
cerned not only that the pure doctrine should be pro-
claimed in 1ts midst and that the saoraments be admin-
istered according to Christ's institution, but also
that the congregational 1ife, the 1life of its ministers,
and of all of i%s individual members to be in accord
with the pure teaching of the liord of God, and for
this purpose church discipline, commanded by the Iord
Jesus Christ Himself, is to be practiced.

4. The form of church discipline.

A. Uhureh discipline 1s to be enforced without
respect of persons in the case of all who deviate from
{the true) order.

8. As much as possible strictly in accordance
with lat. 18:15-18, and other Soripture passages.

5. The purgose of church discipline. The purpose of
church discipline is not to destroy but to gain and
aave the soul.

6. IThe practice of church discipline is a diffiocult
and ¥esponsible duty and requires great care both on
the part of the ministers as well as every member of
the church. 0Only a Christian, full of faith and the
lioly Ghost, fired with love to Christ; is able to
bractice church discipline correctly, never to lose
slght of its purpose and not to regard repentant
breghren and aisters with a Pharisaical, evil eye, as
did the older brother of the prodigal son, but to re-
Joice over their penitence.

Deglavastion on Parochial Ripghts

l. lic desire to respect mutually the authority of our
congregations and not to interfere in the affairs of
another congregation or in the affairs of the members
of ancther congregation.

2, Ye shall refuse to serve in any way at all people
vho do not belong to our congregation and who have a
qQuarrel with their (own) congregation or with 1its
spiritual leader.

Je We shall accept as members of our congregations
only those who produce a letter of dismisaal or transfer.

4. In an emergency we shall serve those who are not
menbers of our congregation only with the knowledge
and permission of their regular pastor or vaucancy pas-
tor.
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Pulpit and aslsar Fellowship

Our position i that Evangelical Iutheran pulpits and

altara are for lvangelical Lutheran ministers of the

Augsburg Confession only. No one else, that 1s, no

ﬁ‘nister of another confession, has even any access to
OmB

Amnouncement for Communion

By announcement for Communion we mean that God-pleasing
Christian order according to which the minister of the
Gospel is concerned that individual communicants come
into contact with their spiritual father and announce
to him their intention of communing. However, the ap-
pPropriate manner of introducing this order in congre-
gations where 1t does not yet exist is left to the
congregations and their pastors to decide and finally
%o accept. We admlt that this order is very benefi-
c¢lal %o, and necessary for, a congregation.

Christian Burial

’
Who is en#liitled to a Christian burial? A member of a
congregation, who died in the Iord, is entitled to a
decent Christian burial. A non-member 1s not entitled
te a church funeral.

|

Christien lieddings

1. Ghz-iat!j.ans are to be married in thelr own congre-
gations ané'i by their own pastors.

2. In case of a divorce the innocent party is entitled
to a Christian wedding, while 1t is to be denled to the
guilsy party, when its guilt 1s adequately and clearly
proved.

Theses on Societies

l. In principle we have no objection to socletles
whose purpose is to give financial ald to thelr members
in 1llness and to grant death benefits.

2., But we emphatically deny any society the right and
power to arrogate to itself matters which the Iord

Jesus commsnds only His Church to do, as, for instances
missione, religious training of ministers and teachers;
and, in general, to interfere in the rights, work, and

administration of the Church.
At the same time it is necessary that neither the
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Church nor her servants interfere in any way at all in
%rfa.‘l.x-s of a soclety which is purely fraternal in na-
ure.

d. Ikspecially do we reject and condemn all socleties
which bind their members with a secret oath, and which
foster a false religion by being in prineiple against
Christ, the only Redeemer and Savior or the world, as
for instance, Freec Masons and all societies organized
after the manner of the Free Masons,

Relations with the Slovak Evangelical Union

A% the very first meeting of the commissions of the
three bodies, Messrs. Stephen Stefanik, John Bibza,
Peter Juras, Pmil Stenkoviansky and Dr. J. W. Ildza,
the supreme offlcers of the Slovak Ev. Union, appeared
o extend thelr greetings. They alsc expressed the
desire that the joint commissions draw up resclutions
advising how the peaceful relations all desired might be
reached. A committee of three, consisiting of the Revs.
lis V. Benko, Imrich Vangor, and John liarcis, gave 1ts
report to the Youngstown meeting hlov. 2-3, 1951l. The
following points of the committee's recommendations
were accepted by the joint commissions:

l. The Slovak Ev. Union is neither authorized nor

called by God to expound the Word of God, to teach,
proclaim, and spread Christianity through its official

organ, for God gave the power of the keys of the king-
dom of heaven solely to the Church. The SEU arrogates
to itself a right which belongs to the Church.

2. By publishing matters, reports, misunderstandings,

and differences of loocal congregations the SEU dissem-

inates hatred, gquarrels, disturbances among members.

We demand that the organ of the SEU should not publish,
or pronounce judgment on, church matters, for these be-
long to the provingce of the Church.

S« We demand that the SEU should not belittle nor
slander the office of the ministry through 1ts organ,
the Slovalz Herald, and not work thereto that a minister
be dsposed from office. God calls a minister to a con-
gregation and from a congregation by means of the con-
gregations and not by means of a society.

4, Ho articles should appear in the official organ and
no speeches should be made at meetings to the effect
that had it not been for the SkU there would be no




o6

Clmrch; for that is an attempt to obligate both the
minisjers and the congregations to the SEU and the
local chapter. The Church is founded by God. He
creates falth in the human heart by His VWord and sac-
raments.

8. Lot the organ of the SEU publish only reports,
differences, erticles, editorials touching upon the
1life and progress of individual chapters, the entire
Union and the welfare and progress of our nation.

e If a minister should comalt some misdeed, the
editor must first of all have proof of the fact and
only then should he publish it as a report. It is a
matter for the Church to pass judgment upon him, and
no% for the society.

7« We do not reccmmend to the Union that it seek to
compel miniaters to become members of the Union by at-
Sacking them; thereby meny are merely repelled, as are
alsc their mombers.

8. \le declare that we have nothing against the SEU as
a4 pure insurance couwpany and that when the SEU puts
into practice the guidelines and principles here enun-
clated the desired friendly relation will be achieved.
{Pfaragraphs originally numbered 6, 8, and 10 in the
Conmittee's recommendations, and dealing with matters

belonging strictly to the sphere of the_Union itself,
were omitted by the joint commissions.)1d

tihen it appeared that a union could be effected includ-
ing all three of ihe church groups represented, each group
submitted its own plan for the union. The following are the
reccamendations of the three committeess

The Recommendations of the Slovak Synod Committee

l. It has thus far been demonstrated at the meetings

of the Interaynodical Committee that, in the articles

of faith and Christian Iutheran practice concsrning
which we thought there was a difference among us and
concerning which we have had discussions at the meetings

15zépisnice SIV, pp. 4 £f. Summarized and translated
by Dr. Dolak.
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of the Intersynodical Committee, there is really unity
and understanding among us; for all of the members of
the Intersynodical Gommittee have expressed their
agresement with those articles which we have considered
carefully and in the fear of God.

2. On the basis of this faot that in teaching and
practice we have achleved unity, we, as members of the
Intersynodical Committee for our Slovak Ev. Lutheran
Synod in the U. 8. A., make the following recommenda-
tlon to this meeting: Let there be founded a completely
independent Slovak Ev. Lutheran church body in Amerieca,
independent of any synod, founded on the pure Word of
ggg.tand the Symbolical Books of our Ev. Imntheran Church.
i means s

2} that the Slovak Ev. Intheran Synod in the U. S. A.
would become a member of this new independent Ev,
Iuthsran churoh body in America, that it would cease
to exist and would sever its ties with the Synodical
Conference;

b) that the Slovak Ev. Lutheran Zion Syncd would
become = member of this new independent Ev. Lutheran
church body in America, that it would cease to exist
and would sever 1ts connections with the United Luth-
eran Church in Americaj

¢) ©Ghat the ministers and congregations which are
not members of any Slovak Ev. Imtheran church body in
America would become members of the new, independent
Slovalr Ev. ILutheran church body in Amerilca, that they
would sever theilr connesctions with other Ev. Lutheran
churgh bedies here in America and in Slovakia.

o, We further recommend that these recommendations be
preaented for asceptance to the Slovak Ev. Iatheran
Syned in the U. S. A., to the Slovak Iv. ILutheran Zion
Synod, and to the ministers and congregations which are
not members of these two aynods. .

4. The result of the deliberations on these recommen-
dations esnd the vote on them is to be announced by the
respective synods and the pastors and congregations
which do not hold membership in a Slovak Synod to the
president of the Intersynodical Committee, who shall
then call the final meeting.

The Recommendations of the Zion Synod Committee

The Committee of Zlon Synod, for the sake of an objective
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and thorough consideration of the form of union recom-
mends that the Intersynodical Heeting conaider the
following methods (of union):

l. Lot 1% consider the manner (of forming) one inde-
pPendent body.

2. ILet it consider the manner of forming one synod
holding membership in one of the existing general
Ev. Tutheran churech bodies in Amerioce.

S¢ Let it consider the manner of forming a Conference
of Slovak kv, Intheran ministers of the Augsburg Con-
fesslion on a federative basls, with retention of pres-
ent syncdical membership, on the condition of spiritual
{altar) fellowship.

Ihe Recommendations of the Conference of Slovak Pastors

Concerning the form of Union the Conference submits the
following Deslaration:

From the very beginning 1t was and is in favor of one
independent Slovalr church body in America. That means:

1. @entatively we should not affiliate with any
ON€o o o o

2, Iater we should affillate with that body with
which the great majority of congregations and ministers
shall desire to affiliate--after thorough, patient,

and mutual instruction.

A%t the present time we cannot affiliate:

&) either with the Synodical Conference for several
reasons; especially, lest we "forsake" the rest of
Lutheranism in the world, as well as the mother Church.
Both the Zion Synod and the Conference, and others,
then, must be considered.

b} nor yet with the United Iutheran Churche . « »
The Slovak Synod must be considered. If we were to af-
filiate with scmeone immediately, we would, at the
most, recommend joining the Natlonal a:ntheran c‘?unci:l.;
among other things the Oouncil would "interfere” least
in our internal affairs; it also has the least in the
way of a “common programme," and thus we could do most
for ourselves and ours.

Our indepsndent church body is 1) necessary for us,
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and 2) possible for us, and 3) has a more promising

gg::i-i m(lge.l#ﬁgially the immediate future) than our

At the September 26, 1934 meeting of the Intersynodical
Committees 2 motion was passed that a committee should draw
Up a detailed plsn of union and present 1t at the next meet-
ing. This plan would be considered by the intersynodical
Sommittees and would then be submitted to the respective
church bodies for acceptance.*® On this committee were the
Presidents of the three bodies and one additional member
from the Siovak Synod end the Zion Synod. This detailed
Plan was presented at the meeting on lMay 1, 1935 and was
fccepted. The following is the plans

The name of the new body is to be: Slovak Evangelical
iutheran Church in America.

Bas:_l._s_ of Dogtrine and Practice

A8 the basls of doctrine and practice we ascept every-
thing upon which we have thus far jointly agreed at
our regular interaynodlcal meetings, as 1t 1s recorded
in the minutes of the sald committee.

Hiss :i.onarx Activity

The goal or purpose~--in addition to teaching, preaching,
and guarding the purity of doctrine--of our above-
mentioned and proposed Slovak Ev. Imtheran Church in
fmerica shall be to develop a lively missionary activity
both at home and abroad according to the command of our

141vid., pp. 55-36. Summarized and translated by
Dr. Dolak,

lsIbidcg De 356,
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Iord Jesus Christ in Mat. 28:19,20 and Mark 16:15,16.

a) Home kilssions: By Home Missions we mean missions
in the United States, Canada, Argentina, Brazil, etc.
It is necessary to seek out scattered Slovak Iutherans
in these countries, to gather them into congregations
and to support them financially according to our abil-

¥, until they become independent. It is possible for
us to carry on such mission work.

b) Forelgn Misslons: By Foreign Missions we under-
stand mission work among the heathen. This we also
desire to do according to our ability and, as soon as
it shall be possible, independently.

Lducational VWork

By educational activity we mean the training of stu-
dents, that is, students of theology, teachors, mis-
Bionaries, deacons, and deaconesses. To achieve this
the committes sees several possibilities, but the most
practical seems to be for such students to complete
their studies at our own institution. FPurthermore, we
recommend that our congregations found Christian day
8ahools wherever it is possible.

Charities

The worlk of charities embraces various charitable in-
8titutions as, for instance, orphanages, poor-houses,
0ld folks’ homes, sanatoria, etc. lie desire to have
such institutions, for we want to provide for orphans,
widows, old folks, etc. There are possibilities of
ocbtaining financial help also from the government.

Administration
l. The administretion remains synodical in principle.

2. The head of the administration may be called pres-
ident or bishop, according to the desires of the 1indi-
vidual congregations. The president of a conference
may be called president of the conference or senlor,
according to the wishes of the congregations. The au-
thorlity of the head of the organization shall be deter-
mined in the future, but let the autonomy of the
congregations end the freedom of the pastors be retained
in their entirety. 3

The Budget

S8ince it is not yet possible to determine the number of
confirmed members who shall comprise the Slovak Ev.
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Lutheran Church in America, the congregations should
be informed that they shall have to make sontributions
and that by accepting the union they obligate them-
selvea to support the Slovak Ev. Iutheran Chursch in
fmerica., GCongregatlions may have specisl collections
for general purposes. Let the members of congrega-
tlons also regard it as their duty always to contrib-
ute, in addition to their congregational dues, to the
purposes of the Slovak Ev. Lutheran Church in fmerica.

Pensions

The gueostion of pensions is left for a satisfactory
Solution in the future.

Relation to Other Bodies

'.f.‘he relation of our Slovak Eve Lutheran Church in
dmerica shall be the same towards all Ev. ILutheran
bodies whose teachings and practice are the same as
that of our Church.

Plan of Union

On the basis of the fact that we have achleved unity
in doctrine and practice, we, as members of the Inter-
8ynodical Committee make the following recommendations:
Let there be founded a completely indepsndent Slovak
Ev. lutheran church body in America, independent of
all Synods,; founded on the Word of God and the Symbol-
ical Books of our Ev. Iutheran Church. %That means:

a) That the Slovak Ev. ILutheran Synod in the U. S. A.
shall become a member of this new independent Ev. Iuth-
eran church body in America; that 1t shall cease to
exist and that i1t shall sever its connections with the
Syncdlcal Conference.

b) That the Slovak Ev. Iutheran Zion Synod shall be-
come 8 member of this new independent Slovak Ev. Iuth-
eran church body in America, that it shall cease to
exist and that it shall sever its connections with the
United Lutheran Church in America.

¢) That the pastors and congregations which do not
hold membership in any Slovak Ev. Iutheran church body
in America, shall become members of this new indepen-
dent Slovak Ev. Luthoran church body in America, that
they shall sever their connections with other Ev. Luth-
eran church bodies here in Amerioca and in Slovakia.

lie furthermore recommend that these proposals (recom-
mendations) be presented for acceptance to the Slovak
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Ev. Lutheran 8ynod in the U. 8. A.;, to the Slovak Fv.

Lutheran Zion 8ynod, and to the pastors and congrega-
tions not holding membership in these two synods.

Let the respective synods, ministers, and aongregations
which do not hold membership in the Slovak synods, an-
nounce the outcome of their discusaions and voting on
these rocommendations to the president of the Inter-
synoaical Comuittee, who shall then call the final
meeting.10

The 4lon Synod held 1ts regular aynodical conference
shortly alter the conclusion of tae intersynodical meotings.
It was at this mecting of the Zion Synod that it was de-
clarcd that the 4ion Synod could not see the possibllity of
effecting an independent body for the following reasons:

l. Because the Z4ion Synod considers it to be a great

difflculty, rather impossibility for an independent

church Lody in Ameorica to solve successfully the prob-
lems of oxiatence.

2. PEecnuse the people would not be able to sustain the
financial load of such an independent church body.

d. Because the pastors of the Zlon Synod are included
in the United Imtheran pension plan and would deprive
themaclves of the benefits of this plan should they
leave the United ILutheran Churech.

4. Because there is no specific and deciaively staged
relationship to other evangelical Lutheran bodios.t

Later the president of the Zion Synod, Rev. P. A. Putra,
wrote in the August, 1956 issue of Zion, the synodical pub-
lication, that a union of Slovak imtherans was not necessary.

1. ihe founding of a single Slovak Lvangelical Synod

181hid., pp. 40-41. Sumarized and translated by
or, DolaE.

lvzﬁpisnica SEXC, 19537, p. 1l3S.
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in Americz iz not as important as the fact that we are
. bound in one faith and in one practice.

2. e are convinced that a church of the Evangelical

Augsburg Confession in America would have suffered

%rat loss, 1f the proposed union would have been ef-
ected,

S« In this independence we would have deprived our-
Belves of all aid, which till now we have recelved

from the more prosperous non-Slovak brothers -in the
faith. It is an entirely natural thing that the United
Lutheran Church would discontinue giving aid to congre-
gatlons, students, would cease to supplement the salary
of those pastors who without that help would have to
gbandon their congregaticns.

4, The greater part of our identity will be lost in

the course of twenty years. i

, 5. The Zion Synod and her congregationssee a greater
Spiritual power 1n the union with larger synods. For
the Zion Synocd end her congregations it is better if 18

they remoin in the United Imtheran Church of America.

Thus, like all previous attempts to unite all Slovak

Intherans, this merger attempt falled. The rejection of the
~ Wwilon by the Zion Synod was the main factor in the failure.

Should the Zion Synod have accepted the proposed nerger,
there may have bsen one Slovaik Lutheran Church today.

after the rejeection of the merger attempt by the Zion
Synod, the Slovak Synod made the following statement:

We again state and announce even today, that we desire

even now to work together with every sincere Slovak

Evangelical Lutherasn for the purpose of furthering and

Strengthening our Slovak Evangelical Imtheran Church

not only here in America but also in Slovakia. Ve are

not closing the door even now to further dlscussion

and efforts for a proper and God-pleasing union. Ve
inow and confess that our work in the Lord till now has

181pia.
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not been in vain, nor will it be in the future. May
the Lord always effeot through us that which pleases
Him alone., We would be devoted to Him and to His holy
will.. lie do not seek our own glory but the glory of
God. For us Christ is and always must be all in all.

5 Perheps it will be that under the guldance of God and
| in Jiis own time there will be accomplished that about
which Pastor J. Vojtko wrote while he was still among
us, that "gradually all good Slovak Evangelical Luth-
erans will come to that convietion, that the only hisa-
torically and doctrinally correct body existing and
functioning is our beloved Synod and not another. Our
Synod alone (mine--in contrast to other Slovak church
bodles) is correct in this, that she might gather into
her bosom all Slovak Evangelical Iutherans in the
United States.

! We conclude with the words of Holy Writ, I Kings 8:57.58:
. "fne lord our God be with us, as he was with our fathers:
let him not leave us, nor forsake us; that he may in-
cline our hearts unto him, to walk in all his ways, and
%o keep his comman%ent ; and his statutes; and his
Judgnenta.® Amen.
| Ae this atatement shows, there is still hope for the
establishment of & united Slovek Iutheran church body. In
the year 1947 a resolution was passed that the Slovak Synod
elect a scommittee that would reopen union discussion with
the Zion Synod. To date there is no evidence of any action

taken by such a committee.20

191b1a,, 1937, p. 135.

201biG., 1947, p. 218.




CHAPTER VI
RELATION %0 THE UNITED INTHERAN CHURCH

Soon afger the SELC was orgenized in 1902 there were
Some pastors who left the Synod. For much of the time since
then there have been at least two bodles of Slovak Intherans
in the United States. Today there are two groups. One is
the SLLC, which ie affiliated with the Evangelical iuntheran
Confercnce of North America; the other 1s the Slovak Zion
Synod, which is affiliated with the ULC. The ULC is further
& combined body of three formerly separate bodies. These
Were the Genmeral Coungil, the General Synod and the United
Synod of the South, which uniged into one body in 1918.1
Before thai time the SELC took a position against the prac-
tices of the General Council and the General Synod. After
this union took place, the diacussions of church union car-
ried on with the ULC were more specifically with the Zion
Slovak Synod, which affiliated with the ULC in 1920.

The General Council was one of the first Iutheran church

bodles bto menifest interest in Slovak ILutherans.® The early

1. Kuoharik, Predo sa naSa Slovenské Evanjeligka lies-
meneho .uygab\..rﬁskeho Eznan:la oda v Amer k¢ nemoze rI o=
v. United Lutheran Church erica pot azne E
slovena.:ei clastke (nep-, 1919); Pe 62

2George Dolak, "A History of the Slovak livangelical
Intheran Ghuveh in the Unibed States, 1902-1927" (Unpub-

lished Doctor of Theology Thesis, Concordia Semlnary, St.
Lﬁl‘-is, 1950)’ p. ds.
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Influcnce of the General Council was felt especially in the
Vory active missionary endeavors of the Oouncil. Serving as
missionaries were to be found about a dosen Slovak Imtheran
Pastors.® The General Counocil also had a very active Slav
Klssion Board.? The superintendent of this board was
Dr. Adam Ramer, sgainst whom much oriticism was directed in
Gonnesction with the work of the missionaries among Slovak
Synod eongregations.®

“his can be seen in the faot that the energetic mis-
Sicnary work of the General Council smong Slovak Iutherans
did not everywhore achleve expected results. 1In fact, the
Slovak Synod congregations themselves objescted strenuously
%o the wark of the General Council's mission board. At-
teupts to have Slovak Lutheran students prepare for the
minietry at the General Council's Allentown Seminary were
also cbjected to by many.® The claims of the Slovak congre-
gatlone included oriticisms of the General Council®s mis-
8ionaries, who were attempting to influensce the people to
Sever their connectlons with the Slovalk Synod, and members

of the General Council.

SIbid., p. 208. 41pid., p. 99.
Sibig.

6Ju1-aj VgJtko, "Allentown alebo Springfield," Evan-
Jeliclco-Iuterdnsky Kalenddr (Pittsburgh, Pa: Slavia
Printing Go., 1028), XVI, 104.
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Huch more criticism was made of the Gemeral Council.
The pastors of the Genmeral Council were sald to be ex-
tremely lax in their practice.’ It was also stated that
Bome of the {irst pastors who were enlisted to work among
the Slovak Imtherans were "wholly incapable and unfit for
the worlke of the holy ministry."® Hany of these pastors,
the Slovak Synod affirmed, had not qualified to prepare at
other theological schools, but nevertheless were ascepted
by the General Council and placed into the work of the min-
istry after only e brief period of two montha! instruction
at & General Couneil school.? It was the opinion of the
Slovak Synod that the General Council would accept any pas-
tor as long as he was a Iutheran.

Although the General Council was one of the first
Intheran Church bodies to take an interest in the Slovak
Iutheranz, it was olaimed by the Slovak Synod that the Gen-
eral Council manifested interest in its body only after it
hed been organized. The work of the General Council among
the Slovax Lutherans was begun without any invitation of the
Slovak 8ynod to do s0.10

The general practice of the General Councll was also

Sondemned in many respects. The Svedok listed several orit-

leioms:
7Dolak, op. oit., p. 209. 81pid., p. 211.
91pia. 101p14.
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The Slovak Syncd asserted that the General Council

taught that men has a free will in spiritual matters

and sooperates in his Jjustification; that only be-
lievers receive the body and blood of the Lord in the

Sacrement of the Altar; that Christ will return to

this esrth one thousand years before Judgment Days

that the Pope in Kome is not the real and final Anti-

christ; that a synod should rule over local congrega-

tione; thet sectarians may preach in Imtheran pulpits;
that sectarians may be admitted to Holy Communion with

Intherans; that e member of one church may hold mem-

bership in a secret soclety; and that a paaigr may at

least pray at the funeral of an unbeliever.
Perhaps tne sharpest oriticism was spoken sgainst the union-
istic tendencies and practices of the General Council. Soon
after the General Council was organized, a norm called the
“Galesburg Nule" was accepted whioh stated, "Iutheran pul-
Pits ere only for Lutheran preachers, Lutheran altars are
only for ILubheran celebrants.”l2 But between this guide
and the practice of the General Council there had been a
great gap.

In splte of -the many basic differences of dootrine,
there was much discussion about & union or affiliation with
the General Council. Frem the Goml.u:l.l's side 1t was posi-
tive; from the Slovak Synod's side it was negative. The
General Council approached individual Slovalkz pastors to serve
88 missicnaries; and a number did serve in that tmp:tm;l.t;y.:l‘a
The invitation to merge activities was preasented to the Slo-

vak Synod also as a body. The General Council promised

1lrpid., p. 212. 12gucharik, op. cit., p. 21.
13polak, op. cit., p. 21l.
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financiel ald in the event that the merger would be effected.
This offer and invitation the Slovak Synod did not accept.
Furthermore, the SELC stated that 1t would sever connections
With any pastor who would be in the servise of the General
Council or be subsidized by it.1% Another statement show-
ing strong sentiments ageinat the General Oouncil was made
by the Svedok in 1918, stating that the General Council was
one of the most dangerous church bodles to the Slovak Synod.lP

Besides the General Council, the General Synod was also
oriticized by the SLIC for its doctrinal practices and gen-
eral aims. The SELC claimed that the General Synod was eon-
tinually working toward the goal that would have foreign
languages succumb to the English language.l® The Slovak
Inthersne did not want to lose their identity and therefore
did not agree with this type of thinking.

Such accusations and oriticisms, however, were not di-
rected ugainst the entire General Synod.l? Within the Gen-

T g

vho did proach correetly.la The Slovek Synod also said that

eral Syncd, it was stated in the Svedok, there were some men

the General Synod had two elements within its church body;
one was lenient and the other was strict. Thoe lenient ele-

ment had always been more Reformed than Imtheran and wanted

1pid., p. 75.

. 15gvedok, (Streator, Ill.: Svedok Fublishing House,
1918)’ A3, 0. 2. Pe 22,

161pid., XII, no. 5, p. 75.
171bid. 1871pid.
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o part of the Formule of Concord. The strict slement
wanted to be truly Ilubheran, regarded the Formula of Concord
highly, but nevertheless would nob agcept 15 as o irus con-
fession, 19

Concorning ths Unlted Synod of the South before its
affiliation in the ULG, the Slovak Synod did not take a
8tand, The reason for this ie probably the fact thut the
SELC had very ifew churahes in the South and was not faced
with the problem of desnling with this church group.

Lhen efforis were made to have the Slovak Synod morge
with the Slovak Zion Synod end affilinte with the UIC at the
1919 Congress of Slovsk futherans, the Slovalk Synod ook a
direet stond sgainst the ULC, The Slovak 8ynod produced a
booklet which prescnted the reasons why the 8lovak Synod
sculd not aifilizte with the ULC. The SLELU made the state-
ment that the uLid siulusd the correct foundation of the
Holy serigburcs and the Syubolical Booke wut did not prac-
tige according to this foundution.go Furthermore, the SEIC
stated that the moetters which separated them from the ULC
were not amall, 1nsignifican¥ matters as some believed, butb
truly imporsent doctrinzl mobters.21 Differences of doe-

trine were shown in the teaching on inspiration, on

19ibid., IIZ, no. 11, p. 174.
20Kucharik, op. clte, Ps 6o
2lrbid., p. 8.
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eonversion, on creation {they taught that God used a form of
eVolution $o bring the world into its present form) and on
S8anetifying the holy day. The unionistic practices of the
bPaztors of the ULC were criticiszed most emphatically. Many
instences of such unionistle practice were shown in the work
of all three bodies thet made up the UIC.22 ghis statement
mede of the General Synod is typilcal of the eriticism hurled
at the entire UIG,.

Yo this very day the General Synod has maintained a
strong leaven of Calvinism, in which she distinguishea
no difference hotween the teachings of the Iutherans
and the followers of Zwingli and Calvin. Officially
she haz cxchanged delegates with Presbyterlans, allowed
herself to be represented in the Federal Council of
Churches,; cultivated altar and pulplt fellowship with
the Heformed Church in general. Already in 1917 she
sent delegates to She Presbyterian Gencral Assembly and
Lo the Federal Council of Churches, where all reformed
church bodies are members. The Iutheran Observer, the
official pericdical of the General Synod Tn Introduc-
tory articles praised the work which the Federation of
Churches is performing among all fal ths, praised the
"World's Sunday-school Union,"™ World's Union of Young
Pecple’s SHooietles, Anti-Saloon League, liomen's Chris-
tlan Temperance Unlon, Laymen's illssionary ilovement,
ete. At the meeting, maintained durlng the assembly of
the CGeneral Synod ia 1211 in VWashington, D. C. a Bap-
tist minister and a Presbyterian minister spoke; the
meoting wae presided over by the president of the Sem-
inary of the General Synod in Gettysburg, Pennsylvania,
and Dr. J. B. Remonsnyder, president of the General
S8ynod, " . . . anawered in a ccumensurate manner."
(Iutheran Observer, June 16, 1911.) Dr. J. B. Remen-
snyder, D. Da., 18 affiliated with the sect, Lord's Day
Allience. ” :

Joint missions, so-called "revivals" and joint wor-
ship with sectarians are a dally occurence. In Gettys-
burg, Pennsylvania, & congregation of the General Synod
maingained a Joint "revival" with Presbyterian, with

2"’3I‘l:!:l.d., Pp. 8 ff.
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Hethodists and the United Brethren. (Church VYork and
Observer, October 9, 1916.) In Grand Forks, Nor

Yekota Ttwo years ago a pastor of the General Synod
preached in a Methodist,; in a Congregational and in a
Freavyterian church and the pastors of these churches

he allowed in the pulpit of his own church. In St.
Joseph, Missourl Rev. George 5. Mlurphy, a pastor of

the General Synod (we might say in passing a Free Ma-
son), was present at the Thanksgiving Day worship serv-
ices with Presbyterians, Congregationalists and Reformed
songregatlons. In Gordon, Pemnsylvania a pastor of the
General Synod; together with a Hethodist minister, con-
ducted a joint service exclusively for men. During the
é2gembly 1n which the formal opening of the United Iuth-
oran Church was made on October 27, 1918, Professor
Singnasser from Gettysburg preaoggd in the Fifth Avenue
Presbyterian Church in New York.

Singe the time of the Congress in 1919, the SELC has
refused Lo sffiliste with the ULG as the Zion Synod did, and
has remalned £imm in its determination not to practice any
kind of fellewship with this church body.




CHAPTER VIX

RELATION T0 THE SYHODICAL CONFERLNCE

When the SELC was founded, it was organized to be an :
maﬁpend_eniz Slovaiz Iamtheran church body. Attempta on the
Part of some to have the Slovak Sync;rl' bescome immediately af-
fillated with the Synodical Conference failed.l ¥his, how-
éver; did not mean that there were differences between the
Syncdical Conference and the Slovak Synod regarding doctrine
and practice. Yvidence for this can be seen in the fact
that very soon after the SELC was organized in 1902, a reso-
lution, indirectly referring to the Synodical Conference,
was panssod stating that the Slovak Synod was of one mind in
dootrine and prectice with the orthodox Missouri Synod, a
meaber Synod of the Syncdical Gonference.Z This was fol-
lowed in 1208 with the affillaticn of the SEIC with the
Evangelieal Zutheran Synodicsl Conference of North America.®

Since the infant years of the SEIC there i1s much evi-
dence of close relations with the Hissourl Synod. This was
manifested first of all by the enroliment of Slovak Synod

lgeorge Dolak, ™A History of the Slovak Evangelical
Intheran Church in the United States, 1902-1927" (Unpub-
lished Doctor of Theology Thesis, Concordia Seminary, 3t.

Louis, 1953), p. &2.
Sydpisnica SELO, 1937, p. 128.

Siutheran Beacon (Mimeapolis, Minn.s Ploneer Globe
Printers, 1962), IX; lo. 8, 130.
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8tudents preparing for the ministry at Missouri Synod schools.
By 1907 there wore eight Slovak students at the Springfield
Seminary and two students at the St. Paul school.? In the
January, 1908 Svedok 1%t was reported that the Missouri Synod
had agreed to pay half of a Slovak professor's salary at the
Springfiela Seminary, provided that the man would zlso as-
Suse othor dubtles besides teaching the Slovak language.®
This professorenip wes instituted in the year 1909 when
Rov. Stephen Yuhy began teashing at the Springfield éemi-
nary.® 8ince shat time all Slovak Intheran students pre-
Paring for the ministry and for teaching at Iutheran
Parcchial schools have attended Missourl Synod!'s preparatory
Bchocls and seminaries. Also several men have served as pro-
fessors a; Missouri Synod schools.

In 1216 Hov. Joseph Kucharik wes delegated to represcnk
the SLi0 officially at the forthooming Hissourl Synod con-
ferencez.? Since that time the Slovak Synod has often been
represented at the conventions of the lMissouri Synod. The
S8EIC has alsc bheen represented on the Board of Trustees, on

Interayncdica l Committees, on Interim Committees and on other

%George Dolak, "Slovenski profesira na Concordia semindr

Vv Springfield, Illinois," Evanjelicko-Iuteransky Kalendar
(Pittsburgh, Pa.; Slavia mﬁéﬁg CGoy s Do GBc

S3vedol {Alleghsny, Pa.: n.p., 1908), II, No. 4; p. 6l.
SDolax, XKalenddr, op. oitis, Pe 67.
7Zégian:laa SKLC, 19820, p. 26.
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Speolal committess of the Synodical Conference. When the
Present Lutheran Hyanal was complled and edited, again the
SEL0 was represented on the Interaynodical Committes on
Hymnology and Liturgics for the Synodical Gonferences of
North fAmewvigan .S

There has also been econsistent agreement on doctrinal
matters. & committee which was comnissioned to review the
Constituiion and By-laws of the Evangelioal Luthersn Synod-
ical Gonferenoe of lorth America recommended that these be
ratifiec, and this was done in the 1941 convention of the
SELg, 9 Regarding the Common Gonfession which stated anew
the doctrinal position of the Synodical Conference, the SELC
declared:

S¢ 1% resolved that the SELGC express its agreement with

the dootrines set forth in the Common Confessiocn and

grant its consent %o the courso of action as outlined

z;xqa_n:gel&molut ions of the Lutheran Church--Missouri

yrod .

lisgarding the relation with the H!.sao.uri Synod, 1% should
be said that 1% has been close down through the years. Dis-
cussicns have been held concerning the possibility of the

Slovak Syned's becoming oven closer affiliated with the Mis-

souri dyncd. In 1965 the Slovak Synod passed a resolution

84épisnice SELG, 1941, p. 118.
BIbid.-, De 120.

10 theran Beacon {Minneapolis, Minn.: Pioneer Globe
Printera, 1954), iV, Ho. 8, 56.
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to study the advisability of the SELG's becoming a distrioct
of the iissouri Synod.ll Should this be effected, 1t would
be the cuimination of the friendly relations which have ex-
isted between the twf; bodies from the beginning.

) b P
Official Proceedings of the 35th Convention of the
Slovar: TVangelical Lubheran Church In &he Us. S. Ae (N.Pa,p

00 ), Pe GY.




CHAPTER VIIIX
SUHKMARY

The SELC was organised in order that Slovak Imtheran
Imaigranis might have proper spiritual care. ‘hen this
Synod was founded, its pilllars were set on the Holy Serip-
tures and on the symboliocal Books of the Lutheran Church.
This Synod has remained firm in this true Christian founda-
ticn,

Zhe SELC encountered many problems in trying to effect
8 completely unifled Church for all Slovak Imtherans in the
United Sgates. But slways where there were endeavors to
Wite the Slovak Intherans the SELC has insisted that fel-
lowship end union must be preceded by complete agreement in
all articles of dootrine on the basis of Holy Scr!.ptures.:'

The SELG hees affillated with one body, has refused to
affiliate with other bodies and has agreed to afflliate in
ancther case but the affiliation was not effected. The af-
Tillaticon with the Syncdical Conference was made and has
been meintnined beecause there has been complete agreement in
all articles of dostrine. %he rejestion of affiliation with
the General Council snd the United Lutheran Church was sup-

ported very adequately by clear statements showing disagree-

lyaSe Stanovisko v Useni & v Praxi.(n.p., n.d.), p. 44.
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mengs in doctvine and praotices. A union with:the Slovak
lutheren Zion Synod was oonsidered by the SEIC as something
not only desirsble but alsc possible dootrinally. Agreement
was resched on all doobrinal matters and the SELC stood
ready to enter into the union, but because of the Zion
Synod's vejection of the proposed union, the unicn was never
realized,

ihe HLLC stends ready to discuss church affilietion
with sny church body. But now as always the SELC will agree
Bo ehuroh union or affiliation only when there is full agree-
ment on the doctrines of Holy Scriptures as well as on the
interpretasion and practices of these dootrines.® Only then

can there be a true Biblical fellowship.




APPENDIX

Miuch of the material presented in this thesis was ob-
tained from Slovak sources. Since the English reader would
have Gifficulty lécating these sources as they stand, this
@ppendix will present a sample of the kind of Slovak source
used and wlll give the Inglish translation of titles.

The J,-..van__jelicko-Lui:e.rarmki Kalendar in translation is

the Lvangelieail Iantheran Calendar and is an official publica-

tion of the SELC published annually.

The title of the pamphlet Hade Stanovisko v Uceni a v
Praxi is translated Our Stand in Teaching and Practice. No
Publieation information is available. ‘This pamphlet can be

found in the archives of the SkLC located at the Concordia

Historical Institute, St. Louis, Miasouri.

The title of the pamphlet Predo sa Nasa Slovenska Evan-

Jelické Nezmoneného Augsburgského Vyznania Synod v Amerike

E_E_ii_e_ Pr.i.no,L:'_.j_':_ ku United Lutheran Church in fAmerica PotazZne

k Jej Siovenskej §iastke is translated Why Our Slovak Kvan-
gellcel Synod of the Unaltered Augsburg Confession in America

Sannot Affiliste with the Unitod Lutheran Church in imerica

with Reference to Her Slovak llement. +his pamphlet was writ-
ten by Joseph Kucharik in 1919 and can be found in the ar-
chives of the SiLC.

In knglish the Svedok 1s called the Witness. %his is an

of ficial publication of the SiLC and a monthly periodical.
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Zapisniga z 27. Shromaidenia Slovenskej Evanjelicke]
,I_-!_J._tlgagégslze; dynody ¥ Sgojﬂ'oh Statoch Meriom}_:,' in trana-
lation is Proceedings of the 27th Convention of the Slovak

Evangelical Lutheran Church in the United States.

Zéapisnige Schids Intersyoddlneho Viboru in transla-

tlon is Procecedings of the Heetings of the Interaynodical

Comuittec. These meebings ere listed and discussed on

bages Z9-44 of this thesis.
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