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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.




0
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
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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



