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vhaich would make neoceasary a cormplete reconsideration of our re=
lationship to it or to the new body.28

The committee of three ended its report by recommending contimued cone
sultative membsrship in the Federal Council and that an official commission
be formed to make biennial reports to the Convention of the United ILutheran
Church, When this recommendation was made to the convention, however, a
substitute motion was presented that the United Lutheran Church join as a
constituent member of the Federal Council. After a debate lasting two
sessions, the question was called and the substitute motion was mted
down. The original motion of the three-man committee was adopted.zg
Although the motion to jJoin the Federal Council as a full member was
dofeated, it demonstrated that a strong desire to join had risen among
some delegates.

The negative side in the visitor?!s report in 1944 on the Federal
Council waa still present, but the positive evaluation predominates. The
visitors wers "heartened" by a "contimmed advance®™ toward an "evangelical
spirit.” Liboralism of "yesteryear is waning.®? Unionism is conspicuous
by its absence, There is still an overemphasis upon "machinery and
function," "programs and ection," and the temdency is still strong for the
Federal Cowmcil to act without the authority of its member bodies. The
visitors add that if the proposod new agency is

voiuntary association of several communions, without commitments Ly

them which might involve compromise of the faith, in one organlzation,

for the sake of exchanging ideas, consulting with one another in :

matters of mutual interest, inspiring one enother to increasingly
effective witnessebearing for Jesus Christ . « o in that case « « »

287m4d., ppe 1328,
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the ULCA would £ind ltaelf mightily dram to acceptance of an ine

vitation %0 assume memborship in the new Council from the

The Commilsslon 4o tho Federal Council of Churches was directed by
the convention "faithfully to interpret the spirit and 1life of the UIGA
to tho FCC, and to interpret tho apirit and 1ife oif the FCC to the UIGA.":”'
In turn, this commission auggested that the convention "commend ths FCC
for its action in mors fully establishing the control of its executive
conniitee over 1ts publications and pronouncements® and also recommended to
tha Federal Counell that the application for membership by the Universalist
Cinreh and the Church of ths Hew Jexusalem be rejected <

Bofore the convention of 1946, the Exscutive [oard agaln debated the
arpunents for ond agalngt constituont membarship in the Federal Coumell
and centered its main objection to full membership on the Council's vinlae
tion of ths representative principles

The Unlted Imtheran Church disapproves in jprinciple of the provision

e o o wWnich allows any representation in the Executive Committee of

the Fedeoral Council vhich has not been initiated by the Churches

thenselves. Our Church specifically disapproves of the inclusion

of six reprosentatives of the interests of the state and lgcal. councils
of churches in the Pederal Council's Executive Comzdttea.’

The Commisuion to the Federal Couneil of Churches gave the convention
an objective, factual report on the Councii's activities. It concluded its

2Oaidmite Biennial Convention of ithe United
m s %tg%&gﬂ P lpaias The Unitedgzu%%ran Fublishing
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311bid., pe 117.

321p4d., Ppe 251Ee
| %f;’ﬁ"%‘ﬁ A S g i A
|




26
rorort by commanding "thoe work of the Federsl Council to the loysl.
support and the prayerful concern of the United Imthovan Church in
Anorica .

In 1947 ithe Committes on Interdenominational Relations reported to
the Execuiive ard of the United Iuthoran Church conserning the latesth
convention of the ederal Council held tho previcus year. 3= this cone
vention of the Federal Counsil tho question was ralised as o the rolation
off the Council to Church union., The Disciples of Christ ond ths Congree
gational Christian Church has presented memorials which projosed that the
Federal Covncll sponsor conferances deaigned to promote church union
among menber denominations, Those merorials wers opjosed by the United
IuSheran dolegates os wnconstitubicnsl. It was decided by the Federal
Council convention to ask membor clmrches of the Coumeil AT they were
intereated in such 2 conference on union. The Comnittee on Interdenomie
notional feletions expressed the opinion, based on this coavention, that
there wore two opropsing groups in the Federal Councils

One group seas the Federal. Council as an Instiument for chwrch

union. & second group would resiriet its purrose to the largest

nessure of iuter~church cocoperation consistent with the faith,35

Acconrdingly, the Comnitiee on Interdenominational Relations proposed
thet the Txecutive Doard notify the Federal Council that it heartily arproves
o stetenent of the General Secretary of the Couneil, namely, “Ths Council
i3 an instrument, not of union, Wit of cooperetion,” This committes also
rocomsended et the President of the United Lutheran Chureh both tum

Hxide, po 5360
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down the proposed uniocn conlerence wnd &leo accompany this rejection with
the section concorning Frotestant organic union from the Taghinston
Deelaration. This Commitiee later roported to the Exocutive Bowrd that
the Federal Council refused o spomsor the union conference but did “offer
the gervices of its gtall and the use of its office force™ to those ww
wanted o yt:.';'tiuipu'i.e.%’

In Aprii this game Comnittee reported thet it conplained to Dre S We
Culvert on & divect appeal wade to ths Unilted Lulheren Farishes by ths
Pedorel Council for cloger cwoperation. The Comnlites seomed satisfied
with his angwers

I write W essure you that do the futuwre, we will make no approech

to Lutheran Congregations oxcept through the United Lutheran

orgenisationses’? ;

&b thip point in the development oi rolations btetween the United

lutheran Church end the Federal Council of Churches, the quection of the

proposed congtituticn for the Natlonal Council of Churches comsg into view.

The Coumission to the Federal Council reported the two basic obstacles in
the constitutions (a) The propsed Hational Council eonstitution wuld let
in unevangelical todies and agencies) and (b) It permits cooption of
porsoncl wt reprosentative of the member churches, If both of these
obatacles were eliminated, according to the coumlssion, ths Natlonal
Council Constitution would be tolerables The Commission claimod that the
United ntheran Chrel was doing everything it cculd to remove these
obeatacless
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Long conforcness and deleiled correapondonse have oeer inwvolved in

our honost effort to £ind & wuy in vhich the ULCA could take part in

thc NCO., Thun for that wqg has not been fourd. The dewoutly earnest

search 15 being continued.’S

The Committeo on Interdenominational Relationa was then directed to
draw up o statement of difficulties hindering United Lutheran participation
in the lational Council. Firat, tho Coumitiee listed those difficulties
"involving obscuritles of woabulary interprotation." Here, they cited
irticle II, 2, 3, 4y 5, 63 Jrticle IV, 2, (a), (b); Article V, 3; and
article X, 2. Some of these objections are technical, but othera are mots

In Article IX, 4, the term "dewotional fellowship® is ugsed. Its

neaning sceons a%&t vegue to us. Docs it mean the promotion of aoe

called "ecumonical services of worship"?

In 4rticle II, 5, hiere eur concern ia especlally great, "To foster

and eaccurage cooporation betwoen tw or more communions.® Does this

mean that the liational Council would comsider it its responsibility to

gorvio &3 an activo agent for the production of integral union of

denoninations,

Throughout the constitution we found curselves confused = coneerning

the relationship of the divisicns to the cowicll and vice versae

Tho conatitution wuld allow us ic conolude that the ccuncil is a

thing cpart from the dlvisions and that the divisions are granted an

antonory which would ajpear to nullify most of the advantages sought

in the formation of the National Council 9

The second group of difficulties listed in the constitution aro
violations of the Representative Principles Jfgencies must be governed Ly
toards whose personnsl are ripresoitetive of the member Churches. 4Any excuse
which wuld permit individuals, agencies, or local councils which & not
roprosent nember churches to enter the National Council is cooption,

According to the Committee, the Council must be & Council of Clurches, not

%-, Pe T43e
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6 Councili of counclia or & Councll of "amembers &bt lurge.” Inatasces of
the violation of this principle in tho Constitution wers in Ariicls III,
39 45 arilcle IV, 2, 4§ fxtlcle IX, 3; irticlo X, 4, 95 Artiels II, 7;
irilols XIT, 4§ hrtiols XIV, and Article XVe0

A thlrd group of obeiacles to Lfull United Luthoran membarchip were
listed as constitubtional viclatiions .:;i‘ the Eveng elioal Principls, The
Council and ito mamters sl be ovangelicals in the sense of frtisle IIT
ol the Yaghington Deglaratlon. The Comnitiece wisely aimed its chiel

criticlom atl the rreaubls of the comstliuticon, especizlly the words, *to

nanifest the essential Oneness « « « Wy the creatiuv:m of thy inelusive
cooperabive AZencye o » o
The Proanble goans to Imply that the Chxistisn Churches of ths USA
have alvecdy achieved "essential oneness™ in Jegus Christ and thelr
vivine Lord wnd Jevigure This implicalion we find wwerrentsd ly
tho facta.4l
Other ports of the consiitution which this Committec cites oo violating
the Evengelical Principle ave frticle II, 1, 6; drticle III, 2 (2), (b),
3 (b); Article IV, 3; &rticle Vy §; article IX;, 2; article X, 3; jrticle XI,
75 Aridele ZIi, 4; and Article ZIV, 2. Lbost of thoge sections roferred to
are really violations of the Representative Principle, singe thay would
pernit Churches, agencies, and individuals which are not evangelical to
enter the National Counoil,*?
In the spring of 1948 these difficulties which tha United Imtheran

Church had with the proposed National Council constitution were discussed

401nid., ppe 213L
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with Bational Jouscil officialss Afber this discussion the chalrman of
tho Uaited lsg;aﬁ'&:;r;ra Chrareh Commission olsorveds
i. Tlxe,iiiai;iomu. Council represcatatives wore conoilimtory.
2o .’:30"@3 terninclogy was clarifisd,

-

3¢ Tha National Council representatives were hoping that ths new
body will froe itself of such inefficlency."

4e “Some HCCUSA Conferess seen tw have belicved that the UICA would
e satisfied if o mere mojority of the church boards . ,
could honestly Lo considersd evangelical. It seoemed to clear the
alr vwnea our dusistence on a Way zade up of evengelicals only
wes expresseds™

5 Other Frotesiants are mot sengitive about cooption.

6o It iz impossible to deley the fovmabion of ths Hational Council

Te "In cach conforence the fincl ajpeal to us has bteen that we
come imto the new orgenlsatlon and help from within to modify it
in the direction of cur own ideals,”

8. "United Lutheran spokesmen have made it cloer that they want to
join the iﬁ&tie;ngl Couneil providing that there is nc Tcompromige
of primciple.i+/

Vhen the time came for recomusndations to the convention Iy the
Executive Boerd, the only thing whiel could bs proposed was to continus
to work for the desired chenges in the Naticaal Council of thn‘chas.“
Thun, the convention of 1943 ended u;.t.h & question mark, There was a
strong desire to join the National Council as a constituent meaber, A4t
this time there is no immedluals hope of changing the Hational Counoil
congtitution. Yet, there is mw move in convention to set asidc recognized
convictionos and principles.

Prior to the convention of the United Lutheran Church in 1950, the

43%9. Do 219
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Foderal Council plsced an interpretation on its confessionnl statement
wvhich mede it much more toleratle to the Iutheran .delagaten. The
Commission to the Federal Council of Churches rejorted on this point to
the Executive loard. The Ixecutive Comrdtiee of the Federal Council had
openly declared in 1945 that tho confessional statenent oi' the Council wus
identical in meaning with that ol the Torld Council of Churches. The
Forld Council comuits itself to Jesus Christ ao "God and Savior.," This
ection of the Exocutive Committee was approved in the plenary session of
Federal Council by o Yecisive wie.” The Commisaion exyress:sd the hope to
the Executive Poard of 't.h;a Unitod Lutheran Church that the constitution of
the Hationzl Council go one step farther and incorporate "a confessional
stotonent identical with that of the Vorld Council®™ in wording ss well
as mea!ﬂ_nuﬂ.45

The United Lutheran convention of 1950 was crucial as far as inters
denoninational relutions were concerned. In this convention the United
[utheran Church hod to decide what it was to do with the National Couneil
of Churches which was about to come into existence. UOf the eight merging
agencies the United ILutheran Church had consultative relations with twos
(a) The Federal Council of Churchesj and (b) The International Council
of Religious Education. It had full membership im fives (a) The Foreign
Uissions Conference; (b) The Home liasions Council; (o) The Hissionary
Education Hovementj (d) The Hational Protestant Council on Higher Edue
cations and(e) the United Stewardship Council. The only merging agency
with which the United Lutheran Church had no relation was the United

mw(rhﬂmm The
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_ships asourately sumned up the du.em of the Conventions
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Council of Church %omen., The Com:ittee on Interdencminational Relation

our Church is confronted with a decisisn eithor to consolidate and
expand its cooperative astivitieos with other Protestant and Orthodox
commumions, or to curtail them sharply, The choice which is mo
hnguoymtoushtomintmthsnatmm

In the gyes of the Leaders of the United Lutheran Church the correct
choice in regard to the lational Council was full meabership. The Frese
ident, Dr., I, C, Fry, revealed this opinion in the opening speech before
the convention of 1950 in which he callsd the step "possible.* Ho alwo
regretted that the United Lutheran Church was not making thia decision
jointly with all other Lutheran todiess

lione of us United Lutherans would have chosen the present ordsr of

eventae, Our strong preference would have been for the ranks of

American Iutheranism to have closed into a solid phalanx first, with

our poaition vis-aevis the rest of Protestantism to bte determined

later, Unhappily this more desirable procedure has been demied to
us. The question which confronts this 1950 éonvention is: Shall the

United Iutheran Churech take the step toward Christian cosoperation
vhich is possible today?47

Dre. Fry listed the evangelical and representative principlss as the
correct guides for his Church and concludeds '
The United Lutheran Churéh must be prepared to go where these rrgcﬁ
principles lead. « . » The common which besets all of us us
tmp&;lnntotqwmtnuﬂ inciples to the conclusions
iuohnlnw J%udu&rnﬂ.,nthcthnhmm
principles to lead us,
m.mmmtmunmammcmmuwww

its principles. mw&uhhuwlnplmm nmmm
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g
recopnize the principles of the United Inthersn Church even to the
B e e e e S
any abandonment of our principles Ly our Church itself

This latter point will be discussed more fully in Ghapter VI of this study.
4 rather full report wes given to the convention on the history snd
content of tho constitutional chenges for the Natiomal Council, The leaders
of the United Lutheran Church had met with the leaders of all major members

of the Federal Council and openly prescnted the two prineiples along with
difficulties in the proposed constitution, The Plamning Committee of the
Federal Counoil suggested six changes in the proposed constitution "in the
bhope that these few alterations would solve the difficulties." The United
Lutheran representatives made it clear that they did mot, tut that i¥ was a
step in tho right direction.”® Othor indies proposed minor smendments of
which the Executive Board apjroved, but which d1d not change the pictures

Dr. Fry weathen placed on the strategic National Council Comaittee
on Prograns and Procedures, and eprroval was given to threc United Iutherans
to serve on other planning committees.’t The Natiomal Planning Committes
then invited the United Lutheran representatives to make specific amend=

ments which would make the constitution mare acceptabls to the United

Iatheran Church. :
VWhen this series of amendments was pented to the Ewecutive Committes
of the Planning Committee its ts reastion was one of dissppoints
nente munmuwuudthtmm“'w@r
numerous.”
4954a.
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Vory fow modifications were made %o our proposals, HNob one of the
few minor rephrasings that were agroed upon involved any compromise
of our Chnwrch!s baslc principlos. « « « Contimed concern wmas felt
abt only four comperatively minor points. « « + The Planmning Committee
of ths NCCCUSA has agresd %o prosent to the constitubing convention
with its om full endorsement, end without sven any necessary mention
of the sccloslestical LOdy.. « « indiiating such changes, all zroposed
emendments submitted prior to HMarch 1, 1950, to which the umanimous
spproval of the nambsrs of the Planning Committes has basn given.s?

The minubes for this conveniion then geve an anelysis of the Coastie
tution and the proposed amendmenta by the United Iutherans together with
the final action of the plamning Commities of the National Council., The
more inmportant of thosc arcndments are given belows
Preamble
Proposed: Tn the pxovidence of CGod, the time has come vhen 1t sesma
£itting rorefully to menifes the essential oneness of the Christian
Churches of the United Stetes of imerica in Jesus Christ as their Divine
Iord and Saviour, by the creation of an ineclusive co-operative agency
to continiite « ¢ o
imended: to manifes onemens in Jesus Christ as Divine Lord and Saviour;
by the crestion of an inclusive co-eperative agency of the Chrlstien
Churches of thes Uniled States of imerica to continuse o o «

Final fction: Lpproved.
drticla TT. Soction 1

Proposed: To menifest the essential onemess of the cceoporating churches
in spirit and purpose for the furtherance of their common mission in the
wrld. ,

Amendeds To manifes the common spirit snd purpose of the co=operating
churches in carrying out their mission in the world.

Final Action: Apmroved.
Article 13, Section 3 .

52&&}. s PPe 450f.




