


The LWF At Evian- 
Some Observations 

N 0 .4SSI!,AIBI,Y OF the Lutheran \\'orld 1;etleration <L\i 'I ;)  
has bceii as co~ltrovcrsial as thc one hcld a t  E:\jian. I t  suEcrcd 

criticis111 1,ci'orc it con\,cncd, \vhilc i t  ~ i ic t ,  a n d  after its atljourn- 
meiit. ' I l ie mcctillg place, [llc 'tr orI<jilg mcthocl ant1 tlic rcs~zlts 11-erc 
a11cI rcwiain con tro\ crsial. 

l'llc 1. \ccuti\,(. Con~liiittee of tlie 1,\i'F hacl cliown Sor thc. Fifth 
General i\sse~i~l,l\, a theinc which pro\-etl to he most c~p los i r  c : S c ~ r t  
111to 'l'lle \\'orl~l.' As I'rcsidc~it S c h i o t ~  statecl in his opening prcs- 
cntation. the I xecuti\c Committee was unanimous in its con1.i~- 
tion that tlic crnpha\is must bc l~laccd 011 tlic nort ls  "into the \\-orld." 
12ut it 11 as this "norlcl" that almost threw the General ilsscmbl\ off 
chc track beforc it got untlcr 'tvnl. Tlic mecting p l acd iac l  to be 
chai~gct l  twice, first from i\'t~iiiia<, Fast Gcrnlany, to L'orto iilegre. 
IJ1-a~il. finall\ i'roili tlicl-e at  tlic last min~rte  to E\'inn 011 I2akc G e l i c ~ a .  
1:rancc. 

' l h c  mcctin): at I hardl \  oflcred an\  continuit\ with tlie 
n orl, or themc of the pi-c~,ious assembl\ hcld 'in f Icls ink~ in 1 9 6 3 .  
Such continuit\ must be foui?tl 111orc ill* thc ccume~iical conf'erences 
oi' the last fe\r.'\ ears, particularl\ tlie "\\'orltl Confcrcnce o n  Chul.ch 
a~icl  Socict\" in.Genc1 a 1 9 6 6 ,  a k l  the assembl\. of tlie \\'orld Coun- 
cil of ~'11~1rchc.s in L[pp-"la 1 9 6 8 .  Out the clucstion of ~vlietllcr tllc 
c l i ~ ~ r c l i  has tllc riglit to engage in  political, economic or social clues- 
t io~is ,  \\ as i ~ o t  thoroughly enough cliscussecl a t  LTppsala 'or a t  I?\.i;ln. 
I ' l i is Iccl so~lic  i ~ t  F:\ria~i to point out that in tlic topics of tlelibera- 
tion ant1 in tlic formulation of ans\\,crs there 113s 110 notc~\vol-th\ 
diffcrcllce to \\-hat had been done at LTppsalu. Now and tlicn sollie 
asl,ccl ~ \ h \  the LIl 'F liclcl Its o~v i i  General Asrcmhl~ ? \\'hat n-crc. 
tllc specilic ant1 tlistincti\c contributions of tlic I,i17F? Hat1 nct 
e \  cr \  thing bccn tlisc~~ssc~rl :llread\ in another place? Dr. l\'OlI)cr, . . 
the. Bishop of rIaml)urg, raisctl the question, "Arc n C  gl\.lng adc- 
.- 

~1'110 (rrtt110). o f  ilri.\ l~c~rctr(rti~rfi critiijrrc o f  the 1:ifth / \ Z S C I I I I ~ I ? .  of the Lrril~c~rrr~r \\'orltl 
Perlerntioir is Dr. lo l~s t  Sclroiic~. ( I  Luthertr~r pnstor i n  Bcrlirr. He is tr grndzurtc o f  Co~lcortlirc 
Scrn~irrcrrj.. St. Lortis tr~irl o f  tlrc C~rii-crsit? of Slrr~rstcr, rcylzerc Ire reccil~cd 11is L)octor of  
'I'hcol:)g?. tlegree i ~ r  1969. l i c  is n coniribrrtor to 1 1 1 ~  nlcthoritnti~,e ENC:YCL.OI,EI)II\ OF THE 
l,t:'rlli:~{.\x C I I L : I X C I I  i r ~ r ( /  I:.(IS c l r o s ~ ~ ~ i  (1s n co11tril7zrtirr.g c,ss(~~,ist  to tlrc ~ E S ' ~ S C : I I R I ~ ~ ~  FOI! 
! \ L F R I : ~  0. F u r i ~ ~ ~ n ~ x c ; ~ : ~ x ,  Co%c:onnr~ T i r ~ o r , o c r c a ~  M O N T I ~ L Y  (Izriy-f\llglfst, 1 9 6 9 ) .  
is (lls0 tllc (trrtJror of KIIIC:HE U U N  I ) ' I < ~ R C . H I ~ N ~ \ E C . I M E N T  I M  WIRKEN U N D  DENKES (.;EOHC 
1'1arr.rrr. ~ : I ) L T A R I )  ~ I U S C I ~ I I < E S .  I,nst ycrrr he  j~rrl~lisl~cd LUTHERS R E K E S N T N I S  V O ~ T  :\LTAH- 
s,\rin,\>in;ur. Iir 11,rotc his rloctornl tlissertrrtiorr 111ider t11c ntrsl~ict~s o f  tlre ltrtc chnirir~nr~ 
o f  tlrc Lrrtlierrr~z \\'orl(f Federnt io~~'s  Corninissiorr orz Thcologg, P~.ofcssor Dr. Ertrst Kir~dcr, 
rr:lro tlir-d orr L)c!ccz,rrltcr 2 ,  1970. l lc  Irvns crlso thc  lc~crding essnyist for tlre I~rtcr~int io~rnl  
Tl~eologicnl Coaiferc~icc~ Iielrl ill St. Lorcis i l l  Jrrly, 1970. In the  snme ntonth. hc  rcpprc- 
seirtcrl tile .I,zrtl~c~r(rn Clrrrrch o f  (krmn7ry ( the  Ltrthernn Frce Clritrches) ns obser17er flt 
the LWF Asseabls. This orticlc appcnred as at1 official report to h i s  cl~zirch ilr 
L U . ~ T ~ E R I S C : H E  I?L. \T .~ER.  'rrnnslntioar n11ti condensation i c v s  done by Mr. \lrillrel,j1 
Torgersonr. 



quatc c..prcssion to the fact tlint we are a I-zrtfzercr~~ \\'orld Fedcra- 
ti011 >' '  

'1-111. ,Il(rkettjl of tllc' F i f t h  A.\se~lll~ly of the 1,11/I: 
From S:! mcl~iber cil~irchcs antl born ncw-lncmher I_uthcran 

C~l~urchcr.  u i ~ i o n  anel other clenondnations came 2 16 delegates, 3 3 
oflicial visitors, 19 ol)scrvcrs, 1 12  ad\jsors to El~ian. Joining them 
nrerc '76 inemhers of the I-IVI; staff :'ant1 1 1  9 representati~~cs of' the 
press This 1nal;cs a total of 5 7 5  particjpants, or sligl~tly more than 
half thc n u m l ~ c r  j~resent at t4elsinl;i. F,ver\. thil.cl visitor of thc 
rlsscnlbl?, came from tllc so-callecl "Thirtl \T'~I-ld'. I\'oteworthv was 
that the a\-clrclgc age \vas 44.6 !,cars, thc Ion-cst of any asscmblv in 
L l l  1: llistor\,. 3 3  \out11 clclegatcs, all with ,I seat and 1~0tc in'the 
Genrral ~ \ss .e~ml~l~, ,  were 1es5 than 28 \.e:irs of age. T h c  ~ ~ o ~ ~ l l g c s t  
was 17 .  

Tlle 1 ) r ~ s a l c c  of the youny pcol~le's delegation rvas a ~ l d i h ] ~  
though 11ot a l ~ r n ~ s  intclligihlc. Ihev l~ressed the Assen~bl~l  c011- 
t i  to tnlie .; definite action ill specific cases of iniscry 'in the 
~vorlcl. 'l'hci I- influence clare not he ul~tlerestin~atccl. 011 thc other 
ha11<1, thcsc. voullg 111c11 nrcre ob\~iously unconcerned about the con- 
fessional asl,cct of the L\VF. 

lvi311 ~t as tlesigned as 2 nlorltincr conference. 'Thc n.orship 
a. 

services were Tlelcl in the local I'loman Catholic parish church.  But 
nci tller the 11 o r s h ~ p  ser.c.iccs nor some of the excellent Bible studies 
a t  the beginning of cach da1- 1101- thc da i l~ .  closing dc~o t ions  in the 
, isscml~l~ hall had  a noticcal;le influence oh the 1Ssseml)lv. T h e  real 
work 1:1! c.l~tirel\ in the prescntations antl discussio~~ in 'the plenary 
assembl!. ancl thc sections. Thc plcnarv assenlhlj~ was introcluccd to 
the problcl~l;ltics of a theme b~ lncans 01 formnl presentations. Then 
thc partic.il>a~~ts were di~viclccl into three sections a ~ ~ d  fifteen sub- 
sections. Bcsidc these p lena r~ ,  sectional SCSS~OIIS thcrc ~vel-c opeir 
hcarings about the work don6 in tllc LTT'F Departments ovcr the 
last se~.cl-a1 \Tears. In addition, there wcrc topically orientcd cvc- 
ning sessions, e.g., ecumenical cwning, session on '"The Church 
and C01~11~~~11~ication". !.outl! ~~ ' e l l i i lg ,  cte. 

Thc  main presentation before the plenarv nleeting was made 
b ~ .  Prof. 1 I c i n ~  Fduard Tiidt, instructor of social ethics ill the Thco- 
1(igical Facultc at the Unj~ .c r s i t~ -  of Flcidelbcrg. His topic was "Crea- 
tive 1lisc.iplcshi1, in the Crisis of the Present TYorld." H i s  prcsenta- 
ti011 set the tone for the i4ssembl.c. and g a w  it its major clnphasis. 
This  can 1,e sul?~med up as the call to thc C11risti:ln to responsibility 
in socict~. a n d  politics. T h c  othcr eml~hasis was found in a n  ecu- 
menical .outrc;~cl~ on all sides. Scvilral essays dc~rcloped the ecu- 
menical direction. 

Tijclts' offered tllrce major thcscs in his essay: 1. T h e  Nistor!~ 
of l l~i lnanitv as Theological B im~ns ion  of the Alessagy of Justifica- 
tion. 2 .  Basic Characteristics of the Prescnt Crisis in Ilumanity. 
3. Criteria for our Oricntation. Tiidt s a w  such standards to be: a) 



"world changing reason" which dominates rrlodern science and tech- 
nology must be cailcti to a humane responsibility; here thcology has 
the duty to bcconlc the ('core of crystallizillg nlany scic~lccs and sci- 
entists"; b)  "the productive nleallillg of the doctrine of the two 
Iiingdo~lls" illust be brought to fullest effect; not that it stancls op- 
11osccl to change but in its call also to take u p  political responsibilit~. 
accorcling to the example of the Great Reformer hinlself; anrl finallj. 
c )  "the criteria of true huinanity must be discovered in the mission 
of Jesus." "ln Jcsus and his destiny ulc confront thc image of the 
true, complete man; his person shows us criteria that s l~ould  direct 
our search for the image of inan for which we in the future are re- 
sl>onsible." 

117 this section Tijdt proposed, in ol>l>osition to traditional the- 
olog!, a new concept of sin. Sin today 117~1st be illeasurecl on the 
failure o\'er against the future. Sill "toclay becomes ~>riniarily ~ i s i -  
blc where lllal~ fails in his mission and in his purpose. T h a t  is to 
sa! concretely: nrhcrc inan as ste~vard of the earth makes structures 
and co~lditions ill this world that arc unr17orthy of illail . . ." Fro117 
this position, Tijdt ~nalzes se\~eral coilcretc decluctions, of which all 
pointed in the clirectioii of taking up immccliatc social and 1x)litical 
responsibility: in matters of human rights, of racial discrimination, 
of the cIc\~clopment of non-industrial nations, the retluction of "i~n- 
pcrialistic bchavioural pattci-ns in politics and  the economic ficld." 

Tijdt's theological thcses arc significant, though they were 
Iiarcll) nett7. Several critical cl~~cstions must be asl<ccl. \\'hat is the 
'~clia~ltagc of substituting the rcl;itio~lship of nian to liis fcllo\\. 
man for the relationship of man to God? \Vhat reactions will thcre 
be if the indiviclual is understood primarily as a product of liis en- 
\.ironnicnt anel society? On what does Tiidt base his anthropology? 
Is it the result of Marxist theory, tvhich values the indi~riclunl as 
"tlic cnsenlble of the conditions in society" (Mars)?  Can we un- 
critically aclopt such a theor! ? It is quite difficult to understand how 
Tijrlt could assert the claim that "in earlier tinles man's sin 11~as 
1 ~ o \ ~ u 1  by his deviations fro111 pre-set regulations." T h e  teaching on 
original sin. as fount1 in Article I1 of Augsburg Confession, is much 
more profouncl on  this point. Tiidt's Christological statements will 
also have to be examined in detail. Does Christology for him shrivel 
to a mere assertion that the Christ is now only the point of oricnta- 
tion in the search for the Inan of the future? Docs He not liave a 
~nercly cxcmplarv position? Is He not only some sort of model? If 
so, n ~ h y  shoulcl not the person of Jesus be oxchangeable for another 
person in history? Docs Christology in this case still holds its dom- 
inating position R S  the center of all Christian theology? 

12clniittedl~~, Toclt n7antecl to avoid radicalism. He  was con- 
cerned about: the danger, that christen don^ either withdraws from 
or loses to thc \vorld. I11 this case faith and works i~rould be totally 
separated. But what is Tiiclt's new n~ethodological approacli? I t  
would hardlv be fair to Tiidt if we iverc to understa~~d his position 
as a complement to the "classic" concept of justification, Christology, 



and the doctrine of sal~ration. I4e is not interested in reviving what 
has beell forgotten or rcasscmbling the pieces. His remarl<s indicate 
an en  tircly diff ere11 t purpose. \\'c m ~ ~ s t  cxanlinc whcther his method 
has a Biblical basis, whether it call be harmonized with the Con- 
fessions (presupposing that they still set a staildard today), and 
what its consecjuences will bc. This was neither done at Evian, nor 
could it have bccn done. This is a task which faces us no\\!. 

/i view opposing T6dt7s ivas unexpectedly presented by the 
Bishop of Hamburg, Dr. \Yijlber, three days before adjournment, 
"On thc licsponsibilit~r of tlie Individual." He pointed to "thc chaos 
of the  indivitlual structure" of man which demands "not only a nevif 
consciousness, but  also a change of his nature and will by means 
of a new relation (of man) to his origin and to his destination." 
"Therchrc  we appeal to all to search for God anew, to search for 
Him in Hiin who is known to us as Jesus Chrlst, and also to pray 
anew and io listen to His ~vord." "\\'e are prompted to witncss to 
our fellow inan that Christians bcl ic~~c in a totally new creation, 
ancl that tllev look for it in the prayers and in their ivorship. iis 
~ v c  considcr ill1 this, we call crisis s11altc.n humanity not only to re- 
sponsihi1it~- i.clit11in society, but to a life of faith and of prayer. \Ve z i 
are convii~cecl that the bacl<grou~ld of our 111iscrv is the catastrophy B 

of our relation to God . . ." 
4, 1 

This declaration wit11 its rejection of any proccss optinlis~n \.eras 

not sirnplv sivalloured hook, line and sinher at Tivian, but it led to 
onc of the 1110st lively debates of the plenary assenlbly. In the end 
the Assembly declared its "agrcen~ent" with the proporal and rccom- 
~~lcndecl  the communication of the test with certain additions to all 
mcinber churcl~cs. 

Scction I[ at  T<vian, nrorlti~lg with the t l ~ e ~ n e  "Sent with the 
Gospcl." faced thc whole problcm of communication. It was un- 
able to arrive at a clear definition of what was meant by "Gospcl." 
But thcrc was a n-arning against stressing action to the detriment 
of proclamation. Christian action can never he alone but the word 
nlust bc acldcd to action "if it is to bc 111ore than humanitarian 
altruism ." 

Ti1 the debate 011 missions, strikingly enough it was the rcp- 
rescntativcs of the younger churches who repeatedly criticized the 
socio-political engagement of the LWP. Instead they demanded a 
proclanlatiol~ of the content of the "classic" doctrine of reconcilia- 
tion, rcdcmption through Christ and the forgi\xmcss of sins. Since 
then, these dcnlands of the younger churches have been rather 
cleverly dismisserl. Jiirgen Jeziorowsld has stated that the 'Third 
\701-ld' rcl)resentatives were paying back a dcbt to the conservative 
theologians from Europe and the USA. "Bad theology, ~vh ich  at 
one time was exported, was delivered bacl; in this direct way." It 
is astoonding how frivolouslv the voices of the younger cl~urches 
can bc disn~issed. These w&c the voices ~vh ich  at one time were 
tirelesslv called upon as the chicf witnesses for the ncccssity of a new 
theologi;'al and ecumenical orientation. 



11 special "ecumcnic,il evening" was dc.\otcc[ to thc ,-elation- 
ship betweell the 1:omnn sncl tlle Lutlieran Churches. ' I  he) major 
spcalier that t.1 ening was Jan Cardinal \T1illcbrancls, l'rcsidcnt of the 
.(;e(-l etlii-rat lor- Cltr-istiarr Ulrity. & i s  he spolie of the tllcmc Scl l t  I l l to 

'I 11c Il'ol-lrl, he remindeel the ~issembl! that the  c l ~ u r c h  "is not sent 
illto the ~vorI(i \\it11 empty hands." but rathcr she briiqs "thc Gospel 
of Chr i s~ . "  1-rom this it follows, that the church "nlust he the con- 
\cicncc ol' thc nor1J" and (lare not idcntif\ itself ~ i ~ i t h  the norld. 
. I ,  :c l'llc. clignit) of man," saicl \Tiil1cbrlinds. rc~nchcs its Iligliest tie- 
grcc 01' conl~plction in mnn's recogilition of aild pra \cr  to God'': and 
"the1 \I a \  ant1 the absolute prcrequisitc for this tuiniilg of Inan to 
(:otl . . . :s the ryconciliation accomplished 111 Christ lwtnecn man 
L i t  0 111 a11 this llc made c011stilllt refcl-encc to tlir 13011 Scrip- 
tures -somcth in<? that was tliffcreilt froin the usual fare. 111 other 

? . . 
I)I-csentntions. rclercncc~ to the H o l ~  Scriptui-cs \vas mrss~ng.  

l'hen the C:clrcliilal turned his attention to lloman-l.i~thcr:in 
rc-lcltion5 in the 1)rescnt n ~ ~ d  the futurc. Elc tlicl not d o u l ~ t  tIlat "tlc- 
sj'ite all future perspccti\ cs . . . C:atholic-I .utheran clirllogue . . . 
must  ,~I\'c.a~s rcfcr back to the 16th ccnturjr." IIc cautiousl\ re- 
flcctcd on thc person of thc Great l:cfor~ncr: "111 thc course o'f the 
ccnturics the person of 4lar-till Luther has from the Catholic side 
nc:t all\ a!.s becn correctly ndj~itlged nor has his theology cll\v;ly~ Ixcn 
corl-cctl\ rci'lectcd." But of particular note \i as his statcnlciit: "111 a 
m c e t i ~ ~ g ,  1.thic11 has chosen as its thernc Selrt lrlto 7'lze I.T/orM, it is 
gootl to reflect on a man for nlllom the doctrine of justification \\as 
thu r11-tic'rrlrrs ~ t n i ~ t i s  et cader~tis ecclesiae. In  this let him be our 
common tracl~er ,  that Got1 illust always remain 1,ortl and  that our 
111ost important hu~na i i  response must ~ . ~ r n a i n  ahsolutc~ trust in ant1 
the. 11 01-ship of C:otl." 

The sccond spca ker for the "ecumcnical evening" was thc Anlcr- 
ic i~n  theologian, Dr .  l<cnt J(nutson, since then elcctetl prcsidcnt of 
the  , \~ncr ican  I_utheran Church.  His topic was " T l ~ c  llcaction of the 
I_uthcran Chur-chcs to the Ilonlall Catllolic Church ancl its 'Thc- 
olog! Totla\ ." T h c  ALC: :,resident insistc-cl that  the l~rcssillg n.orltl 
~) roblc~~l l s  fatting Christians "tln,arf the luxury of subtle theological 
clistinctio~ls." Dr. I<nutson himsclf alrcadv seemed to l1ar.c I-c- 
n o ~ ~ ~ i c e c l  these subtle thcoloc~ical clistinctionr. 

*The problcm of "ccumcnical responsibilit~ " was clcalt \I it11 in 
Section 11. 'Thc ul-gcnc! of Cliristian unity \vas said to bc ])ill-t 
O F  the C~rlfillme~it of the church's nlission. Basic ccclesiological qucs- 
lions ~vcl-c. not clcbatect. 'The "ccunlenical" climate prc\.cnted a con- 
s i d c r a t i o ~ ~  of possible non-theological factors of the search for unit!'. 
I t  ditl not pcrmit dircussion of the problem of false doctrine or the 
ecc'lcsilr falsn. "Our present-dav difficulties and  dispersion situa- 
tion makc concentration on t11c fundamcntal issucs necessary and 
not  o n  tllc n.orl; ton-arcls a srrtl~irla i7octl-iirne." Scction IT recorn- 
mcndccl the e ~ p a n s i o n  of ecumenical relations to the Baptists. 
hlethotlists, Pcntccos$ls and the sjlncrctisfic cults in South America11 
ancl rlfrica t l ~ r o u ~ h  ]leur contacts, study sessions and dialo,ouc 



local and rcgion:il basis. i\loi~gsitlc Scdion I1 an "Acl I4oc Coin- 
mittee on Luthcra11-l'lcforilctl Dialogue" niorltcd on a report ~vllich 
the plenary asseinblr latcr recei~cd and ~vllich, 011 the basis of yrc- 
vious doctrinal dis~ussions, reconl~nends the establishment of a 
Lutheran-Union-l<eforinecl "Concord" wit11 the goal of full fellow- 
ship bet~veen the c l~urcl~es  involved. This "Concord" sl~ould con- 
tain : 

a )  n declaration that the cl~urclics agrcc j i ~  their understand- 
ing of the content of the Gospel; 

b)  a declaration that the doctrinal condemnations in the Con- 
fessions no longer apply to the l~rcscnt doctrinal stance of 
t11~ l ) a r t i ~ c ~ ;  and 

c )  a tieclaration of pulpit and altar fellonlship between the 
c l~urc l~cs  invol17ctl. 

For this coi~ccptiol~ one need not search long in church his- 
tory for a parallel. This is quite silnilar to the classic 19t11 century 
r'LJilioil" between 1,utllcran and Relorn~ed in Germanjl. Arnold 
R!lobbs, representative of the \Vorld Alliance of l ~ e f o r m e c l ~ ~ l ~ u r c l ~ e s ,  
told the Assembly: "I aln very, ver\. l~leased niith this docuinent." 
111 a similar vein were the colnments of two representatives of Ger- 
inan union churches, whose coinments nrere prominentlv featured by 
the Press Office of the T,\T7F. Significai~tlv the reactions of the ~ r e s i -  
dent of The Lutheran ~hurch-hlissouri' Synod and of the General 
Prcsiclent of thc Evangelical Lutheran Church of Australia to the 
Assembly action were passed over in total silence 1~ the Press Office 
of the L\IrF. 

Rcsz~lt\ mzrZ Co~~seqzre~zccs of thr Fifth Asse11zl7ly o f  the T,WF 
'Thrce characteristics nlark this Assemhl) . 
1. i-1 dcl~arturc for thc LU'F in tllc direction of social and 

political responsibility both as a world federation as well as indi- 
vidual member churches. Sl>eaking to sociological, political or eco- 
nomic issues will raise not oiily the qucstion of the L\TTF's and 
its member churches' legitimacv and professional competence, but 
also the cluestion of the t l~eolo~ical  basis and the dclineation over 
against attempts of a similar nature fro111 another side. 

2. The expansion of ecumeilical relations with all practical 
conse(yuences. If previous declarations of the LIVF and its former 
assemblies saw as their goal the union of world Lutl~crai~ism in faith 
and confession, then a funda~nental c l ~ a i l ~ e  has takcn place. The  
ecumenical mo~~emcn t ,  at least in its ii1stitutiol1ali7cd form, has ap- 
parently gi\rcn stronger impulses to the T _ \ \ T  than its confessioi~al 
commitment ant1 its nlember churches. ill read^. one thin0 SCCIIIS 

>. 
evident: those churcl~es, who until no~v for reisons of their co11- 
fessional stancc havc stayed anray froin the T,\VF, will ill tlle future 
be even lcss inclined to bear nlutually the resl~onsibility to seek 
admission to a world feclcration which jn an c~ er clearer nrav p1aj.s 
the role of a preliminary step toward total jntegrration iiito tile 
\Vorld Council of Churches. 



3 .  T h e  e n d  of striving for a thcologicill consensus. I ' h c  for- 
mer  General Secrctilrj- ancl now Executive Committcc AIemher Dr .  
Schmidt-Clauscn cxprcssocl jt this way: "In 37in11eapolis, world Lu- 
theranism for t hc  iirst time-and nrc fear, for the last ti11ie in a 
lono while-matle the attcn-lpt to seek a theological consensus and  

? 
to f ormulate it ." 

If we rlrc to nlalie a general c11aractcri~ati011-at least ill somc 
~ r c l i n ~ i n a r y  1 ~ 3 ~ 7 -  the11 ivc 11 ill ha\ c to point out  the gcncral un-  
certainty, so evident at  I::\-ian. Th i s  is, in the final alial>sis, thc  rc- 
sult of a theological uncertainty: 'The ~ l u r a l i s m  of tliffercnt and op- 
posing theologies in  1v11ich a l>acIi rcfcrcnce to a common founda- 
tioli can hardly be tletcctcd amr  longer, have undcrn~incd  a n \  con- 
~ L ~ I I S L I S .  'Phc forn~ulat ion of tlie t l ~ c m c  for Evja11 can sei-1.c as es- 
ninl'le: Seut  171tu The World. hlissing is ail\, stntcnlrnt a l r)ot  the 
">LI I~icct", about Him nl io tlocs thc scnt l~ng.  I S  it Christ? 1s it Cllrist 
rc rc  I1crr.s c t  tlerc lrorr~o-or j~~c; t  I cre Izorrlo? 'This question, to .tvhich 
now thcl-c is no comlnon answer \vithin the T.,uthcrau \\;orld Fcd- 
eration, scpal.atcs the "s]>irits". On this ans\I1er cver!fthing, includ- 
ing ccclcsiolog~ , dcl~cncls. 

Tliis fcllon.ship of 1.uthc1-an c h ~ ~ r c h e s ,  ~ v h i c h  the L\I7F s ~ ~ p -  
posc~'11l. \vants to bc, see~iis to 11c 110 lollgcl- (or a t  lci~st in cvcr dc- 
crcasillg mcasurc) held togcllier bv doctrin:11 consensus a n d  com- 
mon euprcssioll of faith. Its f u n c t i o ~ ~ i n g  seems ilo.cir primarilv  mail^- 
taincd I)\ its organizational apparatus. 


