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Introduction

Y ou have beforeyou the historic record of the official minutes of the sixth Churchwide
Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America. The assembly was held August
16 through 22, 1999, under the theme, “Making Christ Known: Hope for a New Century.”
The site for the assembly was the Colorado Convention Center in Denver, Colorado.

Work of the Churchwide Assembly

The Churchwide Assembly is “...the highest legislative authority of the churchwide
organization....” According to the Constitution, Bylaws, and Continuing Resolutions of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, the assembly deals with matters that “...are
necessary in the pursuit of the purpose and functions of this church...” (churchwide
constitutional provision 12.11.).

Responsibilities of the Churchwide Assembly include: review of the work of the
churchwide officers and churchwide unitsand action on businessproposed by them through
the Church Council; consideration of proposals from synodical assemblies(i.e., memorials);
establishment of churchwide policy; adoption of a budget; election of officers, the Church
Council, and members of churchwide unit boards and various committees; amendment of this
church’s constitutions and bylaws; and fulfillment of other functions necessary for this
church’s work (churchwide constitutional provision 12.21.).

About this Volume

This volume, 1999 Reports and Records: Assembly Minutes, was prepared to be a
complete and conveniently useable official record of the Churchwide Assembly. Therefore,
reports and approved documents have been printed in the text of these minutes at the point
of presentation or adoption, rather than appended el sewhere as exhibits. The content of the
minutes, as aresult, records the historical sequence of actions taken by the assembly.

Prior to Assembly

Various information items and proposals for action were presented to the voting
membersin the 1999 Pre-Assembly Report. Included in the 1999 Pre-Assembly Report were
summaries of minutes of the Church Council held during the 1997-1999 biennium, reports
of churchwide units, and printed documentation from the officers.

The 1999 Pre-Assembly Report also contained various appendices to the Report of the
Secretary, including summaries of the annual parochial statistics and the names of persons
added to or removed from theroster of ordained ministers and the officially recognized lay
rosters of this church during the previous biennium. In this volume, 1999 Reports and
Records: Assembly Minutes, those summariesand registers have been revised, according to
the latest available datareported by synods, and are reprinted as appendices to the Report of
the Secretary.

For historical purposes, thefinancial auditsfor fiscal years 1997 and 1998 are appended
to the Report of the Treasurer.
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Action Numbers

The numbers attached to each final action of the Churchwide Assembly are preceded by
the letters, “CA,” to designate that the action was taken by the Churchwide Assembly. The
designation, “CA,” is followed by the year of the assembly, 1999; thus, “CA99.” Then
followsthenotation of the day of the assembly on which the action occurred, and the number
of the action taken sequentially during the assembly. Thus, the action number, CA99.03.06,
signifies that the sixth action of the assembly occurred on the third day of the 1999
Churchwide Assembly.

Referencesto actions of various ELCA governing bodies also are cited by a code. For
example, CC98.04.05, refersto the action taken by the Church Council (CC) at the council’s
April (fourth month) meeting in 1998 (98), which represented the fifth action (05) of that
governing body in the calendar year. Similarly, the designations, “EC,” and “CB,” refer
respectively to the Executive Committee of the Church Council and the Conference of
Bishops.

Citations of Governing Documents

Care should betaken to distinguish between action numbers and citations to the sections
of the Constitutions, Bylaws, and Continuing Resolutions of the Evangelical Lutheran
Churchin America. Referencesto thischurch’sgoverning documentsare codified variously
asELCA 8.11. (achurchwide constitutional provision), ELCA 8.11.01. (achurchwide bylaw),
$9.04. (Constitution for Synods), and C10.02. (Model Constitution for Congregations). A
dagger (1) preceding the letter “S” or an asterisk (*) before®C” indicatesthat the provision
isrequired rather than only recommended. Continuing resolutions are designated by aletter
and the year in which they were adopted; thus, an ELCA churchwide continuing resolution
isnumbered, for example, 15.31.C95.

Reprint of Governing Documents

Various amendments to the governing documents of this church were adopted by the
1999 Churchwide Assembly. Asaconvenienceto readersand for historical documentation,
the full text of the 1999 edition of the Constitutions, Bylaws, and Continuing Resol utions of
the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, as amended, is printed at the end of this
volume.

Words of Gratitude

Special appreciation is due those persons who recorded the proceedings of the assembly
and prepared the preliminary minutes. Threeteams of two persons each carried out that task:
the Rev. Susan L. Gamelin (Southeastern Synod staff, Atlanta, Ga.); Ms. Ruth E. Hamilton
(Office of the Secretary, Chicago, Ill.); the Rev. Richard E. Mueller (Florissant, Mo.);
Ms. Carolyn Thomas (Rocky Mountain Synod staff, Denver, Colo.); theRev. Karl J. Nelson
(Sheboygan, Wis.); and the Rev. Leslie G. Svendsen (Northfield, Minn.). | am deeply
grateful to each of them.
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The monumental challenge of editing and preparing the minutes for publication was
accomplished by Mr. ThomasJ. Ehlen, Ms. OlindaD. Fink, the Rev. Randall R. Lee, and the
Rev. Paul A. Schreck, members of the staff of the Office of the Secretary. To them, | declare
personal gratitude for their conscientious service.

Abundant gratitude is conveyed to Ms. Mary Beth Nowak, assembly arrangements
director, and all those who worked as part of the assembly operation, particularly members
of the staff of the Office of the Presiding Bishop and the Office of the Secretary.
Appreciation, too, is affirmed for the thorough efforts of staff members of the Department
for Communication and The Lutheran magazine.

The Local Arrangements Committee was co-chaired by the Rev. Charles A. Berdahl,
Ms. Terry L. Bowes, and the Rev. David W. Peters. Several sub-committee chairs and
members working with them contributed diligently and graciously to the work of the
assembly. Members of the committeesare listed on page 35 of these minutes. | thank all of
those who contributed conscientiously and faithfully to the work of the assembly.

Making Christ Known

Even as the themes of our previous churchwide assemblies have called this church to
sing with “Many Voices, One Song,” to “See, Grow, and Serveto the Glory of God,” to be
“Rooted in the Gospel for Witness and Service,” and to be “Alive in Our Heritage and
Hope,” so this assembly challenged the members, congregations, synods, and churchwide
ministries of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America to serve with vigor and love in
“Making Christ Known,” even aswe by God's grace confess anew our loving Savior as our
“Hope for aNew Century.”

THE REV. LowELL G. ALMEN, Secretary
Festival of Pentecost
June 11, 2000
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Plenary Session One
Monday, August 16, 1999
7:30 P.M.-9:00 P.M.

Order for the Opening of an Assembly and Welcome

At 7:31p.Mm. Mountain Daylight Time, the Rev. H. George Anderson, presiding bishop
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, opened the Sixth Biennial Churchwide
Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americain Exhibit Hall A of the Colorado
Convention Center in Denver, Colorado, by welcoming voting members to the last
churchwide assembly of the millennium and by asking for God’s guidance. The assembly
began with the order for the Opening of a Churchwide Assembly, followed by the singing of
“A Mighty Fortress.”

Prior to the official opening of the assembly, a Service of Holy Communion was held,
beginning at 4:30 .M. Worship leadersincluded the following: the Rev. Karen S. Parker,
presiding minister; Ms. Addie J. Butler, assisting minister; the Rev. H. George Anderson,
preacher; the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, confessor; Mr. Richard L. McAuliffe, lector. Music
was provided by L utheran Music Program; handbellsweredirected by Ms. BarbaraBrocker;
Ms. Iris Castafion, soloist; Ms. Kathy Eggleston, organist; a choir was comprised of members
from Rocky M ountain Synod congregations.

Report of the Credentials Committee
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, pages 5-6 (Section |, pages 9 and 30.)

The Church Council and the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America, determined that 1,039 was the proper number of voting
members for this assembly. This number includes an allocation of 1,035 voting members
from synods, plus the four churchwide officers.

Reporting on behal f of the Credentials Committee, Secretary Almen presented theinitial
report, current asof 7:00 p.M. on Monday, August 16, 1999:

Voting members 990
Officers _4
ToTAL 994

The voting members were further identified as 593 lay members (314 females and 279
males) and 397 clergy. Based upon this report, Bishop Anderson declared aquorum to be
present.

Greetings: Rocky Mountain Synod

Bishop Anderson introduced the Rev. Allan C. Bjornberg, bishop of the Rocky
Mountain Synod, who welcomed the members of the assembly on behalf of the Rocky
Mountain Synod congregations, leaders, and 800 assembly volunteers. He recounted the
history of the sojourners and pilgrims who have come to the confluence of waters and
cultures on this synod’ s territory. He then welcomed the pilgrims and sojournerswho were
attending the 1999 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America
to this confluence of baptismal waters. He described thischurch aslong in history, deep in
faith, old in witness, and young in vision.

10 ¥ PLENARY SESSION ONE 1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES



Introduction to Electronic Voting

Bishop Anderson led the voting members through a demonstration of the electronic
voting system. He announced that most votes would be taken utilizing the el ectronic system,
although some votes would be taken using colored voting cards. He reminded the voting
members that proxy voting isnot permitted under the assembly’s Rules of Organization and
Procedure; therefore, he instructed voting members only to use the voting key pad located
at their own seat.

Adoption of “Rules of Organization and Procedure”
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, pages 5-21

Bishop Anderson reviewed some of the Rules of Organization and Procedure, beginning
with a general overview that highlighted the deadlines for specific procedures. Following
theoverview, Bishop Anderson reviewed the proceduresfor dealingwith the full communion
proposals.

Nominations
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, page 7.

Bishop Anderson identified the Nominations Desk in the Assembly Office (Convention
Center Meeting Room A-214) as the place to submit floor nominations for various boards,
committees, and the Church Council. He also called attention to the deadline for such
nominations as 2:25 p.M. on Wednesday, August 18, 1999.

Access to Seating
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, page 13.

Bishop Anderson called attention to the fact that only those voting members and others
with appropriate credentials are permitted onto the floor of the assembly.

Speeches
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, page 13.

Bishop Anderson reminded voting members that speeches are limited to three minutes
making special note of a “traffic light” timer that turns amber after two minutes and red at
theend of threeminutes. He called attention al so to another innovation: microphones|abeled
specifically for those speaking either in favor of or in opposition to an issue on the floor.
Odd-numbered microphones are for those in favor, even numbered microphones for those
opposed to the motion. Those wishing to offer an amendment or substitute motion may use
any microphone. Bishop Anderson also said the deadline for adding new business to the
assembly’s agendais 1:00 p.M. on Thursday, August 19, 1999. Proposalsfor new business
are to be delivered to the secretary’s deputy seated at the right-hand side of the speakers’
platform.

Motions and Resolutions

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, page 14.

Substitute Motions:
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, page 14.

Bishop Anderson reviewed the procedure used to make substitute motions. This
procedure was first introduced at the 1997 Churchwide Assembly. The assembly first will
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work on perfecting the original motion, he said, then proceed to the substitute motion. The
assembly then will vote on the substitute motion, followed by a vote on the original motion
if suchavoteisstill required.

Amendments to the Social Statement:
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, page 14; continued on Minutes, pages 116, 391, 416.

Bishop Anderson reminded voting membersthat any amendments or substitutionsto the
social statement on economic life are duein writing by 8:30 A.m. on Wednesday, August 18,
1999.

Amendments to the Constitutions, Bylaws, and Continuing Resolutions

of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America:

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, pages 15-16; continued on Minutes, pages 445, 459,
461, 617, 625.

Bishop Anderson announced that the deadline for notifying the Secretary of any
removals to the en bloc motion concerning the constitution or bylaws is 8:30 A.M. on
Wednesday, August 18, 1999. Any new changes to the constitution would only be received
at thisassembly asafirstreading. Any new amendmentsto a bylaw or continuing resolution
must be proposed in writing to the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical
Lutheran Churchin America, by 12:30 p.m. on Thursday, August 19, 1999.

2000-2001 Budget Proposal:
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, pages 16-17; continued on Minutes, pages 150, 546.

Bishop Anderson informed the voting members that the deadline for amendmentsto the
2000-2001 budget proposal is2:00 p.M., Friday, August 20, 1999.

Memorials from Synods:
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, pages 17-18; continued on Minutes, pages 188, 274,
285, 492, 553.

Bishop Anderson announced that the deadlinefor removing amemorial fromtheen bloc
resolution is12:15 P.m., Tuesday, August 17, 1999.

Proposals for Full Communion:

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, pages 14-15; continued on Minutes, pages 42, 132,
157, 270, 299, 349.

Bishop Anderson reminded the voting members that a two-thirds vote is required for
passage of the proposals for full communion. He noted that amendments were not in order
for the proposal concerning the Moravian Church, “Following our Shepherd to Full
Communion” because that document has already been approved by the Moravian Church.
Amendments to “Called to Common Mission,” which describes a relationship of full
communion with The Episcopal Church, arein order since thisis“A Lutheran Proposal for
a Revision of the ‘Concordat of Agreement.”” Any amendments to “Called to Common
Mission” are due by 2:25 p.M. on Wednesday, August 18, 1999.

Bishop Anderson then outlined the process for consideration of the full-communion
proposals, saying 90 minutes were scheduled during the plenary sessions on Tuesday to
introduce each document. Hearings were scheduled on Tuesday afternoon offering further
review of each proposal for full communion. Discussion asa“quasi-committee of thewhole”
was scheduled for Wednesday morning for “ Called to Common Mission” and on W ednesday
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afternoon for “ Following Our Shepherd to Full Communion.” On Thursday the assembly
was scheduled to vote on the Moravian proposal, followed by a vote on the Episcopal
proposal. Bishop Anderson reminded the voting members that the proposed rules required
votes on both proposals no later than the end of Friday’s plenary session.

At Bishop Anderson’srequest, the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America, moved the adoption of the Rules of Organization and
Procedure.

ASSEMBLY
AcCTION Yes—985, No-13
CA99.01.01 To adopt the following Rules of Organization and

Procedure (exclusive of quoted constitutional provisions,
bylaws, and continuing resolutionsthat are already in for ce):

Rules of Organization and Procedure for the 1999 Chur chwide Assembly
Authority of the Churchwide Assembly

The legidative function of the churchwide organization shall be fulfilled by the
Churchwide Assembly (ELCA 11.31.).

The Churchwide Assembly shall bethe highest legidative authority of the churchwide
organization and shall deal with all matter swhich are necessary in pursuit of the purposes
and functions of thischurch. The powersof the Churchwide Assembly arelimited only by
the provisions of the Articles of Incorporation, this constitution and bylaws, and the
assembly’s own resolutions (ELCA 12.11.).

Dutiesof the Churchwide Assembly
The Churchwide Assembly shall:

a. Review thework of the churchwide officers, and for this purposerequire and receive
reportsfrom them and act on business proposed by them.

b. Review the work of the churchwide units, and for this purpose require and receive
reportsfrom them and act on business proposed by them.

Receive and consider proposals from synod assemblies.
Establish chur chwide policy.
Adopt a budget for the churchwide organization.

Elect officers, board members, and other persons as provided in the constitution or
bylaws.

Establish churchwide unitstocarry out the functions of the churchwide organization.
h. Havethe soleauthority to amend the constitution and bylaws.
i.  Fulfill other functionsasrequired in the constitution and bylaws.

j. Conduct such other business asnecessary tofurther the purposesand functions of the
chur chwide organization (ELCA 12.21.).

-0 oo

©@

Parliamentary Procedure

The Churchwide Assembly shall use parliamentary proceduresin accordance with
Robert’s Rules of Order, latest edition, unless otherwise ordered by the assembly (ELCA
12.31.09.).
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(Note: the1990edition of Robert’ sRulesof Order, Newly Revised, is, ther efor e, thegover ning
parliamentary law of this church, except as otherwise provided.)

No motion shall beout of order, because of conflict with federal, state, or local constitutions
or laws.

Assembly Presding Officer
The presiding bishop shall presde at the Chur chwide Assembly (EL CA 13.21.c.).

Thevicepresident shall serve...in theevent the bishop isunabletodo so, aschair of the
Churchwide Assembly (ELCA 13.31.).

Assembly Secretary

The secretary shal be responsible for the minutes and records of the Churchwide
Assembly (ELCA 13.41.02.a.).

Assembly Voting Members

Each synod shall elect one voting member of the Churchwide Assembly for every 6,500
baptized membersin thesynod. In addition, each synod shall elect one voting member for
every 50 congregationsin the synod. The synod bishop, who is ex officio a member of the
Churchwide Assembly, shall beincluded in the number of voting membersso determined.
Thereshall beat least two voting member sfrom each synod. Thesecretary shall notify each
synod of thenumber of assembly membersit isto elect (ELCA 12.41.11.).

The officers of this church and the bishops of the synods shall serve as ex officio
member s of the Churchwide Assembly. They shall have voice and vote (EL CA 12.41.21.).

Inclusive Representation

Except as otherwise provided in this constitution and bylaws, the churchwide
organization, through the Church Council, shall establish processesthat will ensurethat at
least 60 per cent of the membersof itsassemblies...belay persons that asnearly aspossible,
50 percent of the lay members of these assemblies...shall be female and 50 per cent shall be
male, and that, wher e possibl e, ther epresentation of ordained minister sshall bebothfemale
and male. At least 10 per cent of the member s of these assemblies...shall be per sons of color
and/or personswhose primary language isother than English (EL CA 5.01.f.).

The term, “persons of color and/or persons whose primary language is other than
English,” shall be under stood to mean African American, Black, Arab and Middle Eastern,
Asian, Hispanic, American Indian, and Alaska Native people. Thisdefinition, however, shall
not be under stood as limiting this chur ch’s commitment toinclusive participation initslife
and work (ELCA 5.01.C96.).

Additional voting member s have been allocated by the Church Council as follows:

Additional
Synod Members
CaribbEan ... e 3

Stipulation: All three persons must be per sonsof color or whose primary language isother
than English (total voting member sfrom synod would befive: three clergy, including bishop, one
lay woman and one lay man)

AlasKa ... 2
Stipulation: At least one must be an Alaska Native person
ArkansasOklahoma . . ... ... 3

Stipulation: At least one must bea person of color or a person whose primary language is
other than English
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West Virginia-Western Maryland . ... ... 3
Stipulation: None

SIOVAK ZI0N . .. s 2
Stipulation: None
Eastern Washington-1daho ........... .. . i e e 1
Stipulation: Must be a person of color or a person whose primary language is other than
English
Northern Texas-Northern Louisiana . ... ..ottt i 1
Stipulation: Must be a person of color or a person whose primary language is other than
English
Northern Great Lakes ... ...t e e 1
Stipulation: Must be a person of color or a person whose primary language is other than
English
LA CrOSSEBAIBa . . ottt e 1
Stipulation: Must be a person of color or a person whose primary language is other than
English
Northwestern Pennsylvania . .. ...t et e e 1
Stipulation: Must be a person of color or a person whose primary language is other than
English
Metropdlitan Washington, D.C. . ... ... e e 1
Stipulation: Must be a person of color or a person whose primary language is other than
English

Assembly Properly Constituted

Each assembly...of thechurchwideor ganization...shall becondusivdy presumedtohave
been properly constituted, and neither the method of selection nor the composition of any
such assembly...may be challenged in a court of law by any person or beused asthe basis of
achallengein acourt of law tothevalidity or effect of any action taken or authorized by any
such assembly (ELCA 5.01,j.).

Eligibility to Serve as Voting Member

Each voting member of the Churchwide Assembly shall be a voting member of a
congregation of this church and shall cease to be amember of the assembly if nolonger a
voting member of a congr egation of thischurch. Thecriterion for voting member shipinthe
congregation from which thevoting member iselected shall bein effect regar ding minimum
age for that voting member. (ELCA 12.41.13.).

Certification of Voting Members

The secretary of each synod shall submit to the secretary of this church at least nine
months before each regular Churchwide Assembly a certified list of the voting members
elected by the Synod Assembly (ELCA 12.41.12)).

Seating of Alternate Voting Members

If a synodical bishop certifiesthat one of the voting member s elected from that synod isnot
or will not bepresent, the Credentials Committeeshall seat an alter nateasavoting member from
that synod.

Advisory Members

Members of the Church Council and board chairpersons or their designees, unless
elected as vating members, shall serve as advisory member s of the Chur chwide Assembly.
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Executive directors of churchwide units, the executive for administration, and executive
assistants to the presiding bishop shall serve as advisory members of the Churchwide
Assembly (ELCA 12.41.31)).

Advisory member s shall have voice but not vote (EL CA 12.41.32.).

Other Members

Other categories of non-voting members may be established by the Churchwide
Assembly (ELCA 12.41.41.).

Presidents of thecolleges, univer sities, and seminaries of thischurch, unless elected as
voting member s of the assembly, shall havevoicebut not vote (EL CA 12.41.A89.).

An individual whose term of office as a bishop of a synod commences within one month of
the assembly, unless elected as a voting member of the assembly, shall have the privilege of seat
and voice, but not vote, during the assembly.

An individual whoseterm of office asabishop of asynod either commencesor expiresduring
the cour se of the assembly shall have the privilege of seat and voice, but not vote, during that
portion of the assembly befor e commencement or after termination of such term.

Anindividual who served asachurchwideor presiding bishop in apredecessor chur ch body
or thischurch, unless elected as a voting member of the assembly, shall have voicebut not vote.

Resource Members

Resour cemember sshall be per sonsrecommended by the presiding bishop of thischurch or
by the Church Council who, because of their position or expertise, can contributetothework of
the Churchwide Assembly. Resource members shall have voice only with respect to matters
within their expertise, but not vote.

Official Visitors

Official visitorsshall bepersonsinvited by thepresiding bishop of thischurch or the Church
Council to address the Churchwide Assembly. They shall not have vote.

Mandated Committees

TheChur chwide Assembly shall havea Referenceand Counsel Committee,aM emorials
Committee, and a Nominating Committee. The description of these committees shall bein
the bylaws (ELCA 12.51.).

Reference and Counsel Committee

A Referenceand Counsel Committee, appointed by the Church Council, shall review
all proposed changesor additions to the constitution and bylaws and other items submitted
which are not germane to items contained in the stated agenda of the assembly (ELCA
12.51.10.).

Memorials Committee
A MemorialsCommittee, appointed by the Church Coundl, shall review memorialsfrom
synod assemblies and make appropriate recommendations for assembly action (ELCA
12.51.21)).

Nominating Committee

A Nominating Committee, elected by the Chur chwide Assembly, shall nominate two
personsfor each position for which an election will be held by the Chur chwide Assembly and
for which anominating procedur e hasnot otherwise been designated in the constitution and
bylaws of this church (ELCA 12.51.31.).
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The Nominating Committee shall strive to ensure that at least two of the voting
member ship of the Chur ch Council shall have been younger than 30year sof age at thetime
of ther election (ELCA 19.21.A98.).

TheChurch Coundl shall placein nomination thenamesof two per sonsfor each position [on
the Nominating Committee] (EL CA 19.21.01.).

Nominations Desk

Nominations from the floor at the Churchwide Assembly shall be made at the
Nominations Desk, which shall be maintained under the supervision of thesecretary of this
church (ELCA 19.61.A98.a.).

A nomination fromthefloor shall bemade by using theform provided by the secretary
of this church. Nomination forms may be obtained from the Nominations Desk at times
prescribed in the assembly’s Rules of Organization and Procedure. This form is also
included in each voting member’s registration materials (EL CA 19.61.A98.b.).

Information and additional formsmay be obtained from the NominationsDesk on M onday,
August 16, 1999, from Noonto 4:30pP.M. and from 6:00 .M. to 7:30P.M.., on Tuesday, August 17,
1999, from 8:00 A.M. to 6:30 P.M., and on Wednesday, August 18, 1999, from 8:00 A.M. to
2:25pP.M.

Nominations Form

Therequired form to be used in making nominations from the floor shall include the
nominee’ s name, addr ess, phone number, gender, lay or clergy status, white or person of
color or primary languageother than English status, congr egational member ship, synodical
member ship, and affirmation of willingness to serve, if elected; the name, address, and
synodical member ship of the voting member who is making the nomination; and such other
information as the secretary of this church shall require (ELCA 19.61.A98.c.).

For purposes of nomination procedures, “ synodical member ship” means:

1) Inthe case of alay person, the synod that includes the congregation in which such
person holds member ship, and

2) Inthecaseof an ordained minister, the synod onwhoseroster such ordained minister’s
nameis maintained (EL CA 19.61.A98.d.).

Congregationa Member ship

Each nominee for an elected or appointed position in this church shall be a voting
member of a congregation of this church (ELCA 19.05.).

Making Floor Nominations

Floor nominationsfor positionson a board of a churchwide unit require, in addition to
thenominator, thewritten support of at least ten other voting members. Floor nominations
for the Church Council, the Nominating Committee, or other churchwide committeeto be
elected by the Churchwide Assembly require, in addition to the nominator, the written
support of at leag 20 other voting members (EL CA 19.61.B98.a.).

A nomination from the floor for any position (other than bishop, vice president, and
secr etary) shall bemadeby filing the completed nomination form with theNominations Desk
at times prescribed in the assembly’s Rules of Organization and Procedure (ELCA
19.61.B98.b.).

Nominations from the floor for any paosition (other than presiding bishop, vice president,
secretary, and editor of TheLutheran) shall bemadeby filingthe completed prescribed formwith
the Nominations Desk on Tuesday, August 17, 1999, from 8:00 A.M. to 6:30 P.M., Or on
Wednesday, August 18, 1999, from 8:00 A.M. t0 2:25P.M.
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Nominations will be considered made in the order in which filed at the Nominations
Desk (ELCA 19.61.B98.c.).

Restrictionson Floor Nominations for Boards
(cf. ELCA 19.21.02. and 19.21.04.)

Nominations from thefloor for positionson the churchwide boardsshall comply with
criteriaand restrictionsestablished by the Nominating Committeeand set forth in materials
provided to each voting member of the assembly (EL CA 19.61.A98.a.).

So long as the number of incumbent member sfrom a given synod serving on a board
with termsnot expiring plusthenumber of positionsonthe sameboard towhich individuals
from the same synod already havebeen nominated (whether by theNominating Committee
or from the floor) total less than the maximum number of two individual s from the same
synod who may serve on that board, an individual from the same synod may be nominated
for another position on that board, provided other criteria and restrictions are met.
Individuals from the same synod may be nominated for a position on a board to which
individualsfrom the same synod alr eady have been nominated, provided other criteriaand
restrictionsare met (ELCA 19.61.C98.b.).

Restrictions on Floor Nominations for Church Council
(cf. ELCA 19.21.02. and 19.02.)

Nominations from the floor for positions on the Church Coundl shall comply with
criteriaand restrictionsestablished by the Church Council and Nominating Committeeand
set forth in materials provided in advance to each voting member of the assembly (ELCA
19.61.D98.a.).

So long as other criteria and restrictions are met, an individual may be nominated for
a Church Council position, unless someone from the same synod is serving on the Chur ch
Council with a term not expiring this year. In addition to meeting other criteria and
restrictions, individuals from one synod can be nominated only for one position on the
Church Council (ELCA 19.61.D98.b.).

So long as the number of incumbent members from a given region serving on the
Church Council with terms not expiring this year plusthe number of Church Council
positions to which individual sfrom the sameregion have alr eady been nominated (whether
by the Nominating Committee or from the floor) total lessthan the maximum number of
individualsfrom the samer egion who may serveon the Church Council, an individual from
the same region may be nominated for another Church Council position, provided other
criteria and restrictions are met. Provided other criteria and restrictions are met,
individualsmay be nominated for a Church Council position for which someone from the
same region already hasbeen nominated (EL CA 19.61.D98.c.).

Restrictions on Floor Nominations for Nominating Committee
(cf. ELCA 19.21.01.)

Nominations from the floor for postions on the Nominating Committee shall comply
with criteria and restrictions established by the Church Coundl and set forth in materials
provided to each voting member of the assembly (EL CA 19.61.E98.a.).

So long as the number of incumbent members from a given region serving on the
Nominating Committee with termsnot expiring plus the number of Nominating Committee
positionsto which individualsfrom the samer egion have already been nominated (whether
by the Church Council or from the floor) total less than the maximum number of three
individuals from the same region who may serve on the Nominating Committee, an
individual from the same region may be nominated for another Nominating Committee
position, provided other criteria and restrictions are met. Provided other criteria and
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restrictionsaremet, individualsmay benominated for aNominating Committeeposition for
which someone from the same region has already been nominated (EL CA 19.61.E98.b.).

Restrictions on Nominations for Officers

Thepresiding bishop shall bean ordained minister of thischurch. Thepresiding bishop
may be male or female, asmay other officers of this church (ELCA 13.21.).

The presiding bishop shall be elected by the Chur chwide Assembly to a six-year term
(ELCA 13.22)).

The presiding bishop shall be afull-time, salaried position (EL CA 13.22.02.).
Thevice preddent of thischurch shall be alayperson (ELCA 13.31.).

Thevicepresident shall be elected by the Churchwide Assembly to a six-year term and
shall be a voting member of a congregation of thischurch (EL CA 13.32.).

The vice preddent shall serve without salary (EL CA 13.32.02.).

Thesecretary shall beelected by the Chur chwide Assembly to a Sx-year term and shall
be a voting member of a congregation of thischurch (EL CA 13.42.)

The secretary shall be a full-time, salaried position (EL CA 13.42.02.).
The secretary may be either alay person or an ordained minister.

Other Committees

The Churchwide Assembly may authorize such other committeesasit deemsnecessary
(ELCA 12.51).

Agenda
The presiding bishop shall provide for the preparation of the agenda for the
Churchwide Assembly (ELCA 13.21.c.).

The Agenda Committeeshall assist the presiding bishop in the prepar ation of the agenda of
the Churchwide Assembly.

Program and Wor ship

Thearrangementsfor agenda, program, and wor ship shall beunder the supervision of
the presiding bishop (EL CA 12.31.04.).

The Program and Wor ship Committee shall assist the presiding bishop in the preparation
for the program and wor ship at the Chur chwide Assembly.

Physical Arrangements

Physical arrangementsfor churchwide assembliesshall be madeby the secretary or by
an assembly manager working under the secretary’ssupervision. Such committees as may
be necessary to facilitatethe planning for and oper ation of the assembly may beestablished
by the secretary in consultation with the presiding bishop (EL CA 12.31.05.).

The Physical Arrangements Committee shall assist the secretary of this church in the
physical arrangementsfor the Churchwide Assembly.

Minutes Committee

TheMinutesCommittee shall review minutes of the Chur chwide Assembly prepared under
the supervison of the secretary of this church, and periodically recommend that the assembly
receive the preliminary minutes of sessions, asdistributed. The presiding bishop and secretary
shall havetheauthority to approvethe minuteson behalf of the Churchwide Assembly and shall
deposit in thear chives of this church the protocol copy of the assembly’s minutes.

1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES PLENARY SESSIONONE ! 19



Credentials Committee

TheCredentialsCommitteeshall over seether egistration of voting member sand shall report
periodically to the Churchwide Assembly the number of voting membersregistered.

Audit of Credentials Report

At therequest of the chair of the Credentials Committee or of the assembly, the chair may
order an audit of thereport of the Credentials Committee. When so ordered, the credentials
committeewill providethebishop of each synod with a list of ther egi ster ed voting member sfrom
such synod. Each bishop (or other voting member duly appointed by thebishop) shall then make
appropriate corrections on such list and certify the accuracy of thelist with such correctionsas
may be indicated. Each bishop (or other voting member duly appointed by the bishop) shall
promptly return the certified list to the chair of the Credentials Committee.

Election Procedures Utilizing the Common Ballot

Thecommonballot isused inthoseelectionswhen theecclesiastical or nominatingballot
isnot used (ELCA 19.61.F98.a.).

For thefirst common ballot, the exact number of ballot forms equal to the number of
voting member sfrom each synod will be given tothebishop of that synod. Thebishop of the
synod, or hisor her designee, will be responsiblefor distributing theballot formsto each of
the voting member s from the synod (EL CA 19.61.F98b.).

Upon recommendation of the chair and with the consent of the assembly, the second
common ballot may be conducted by electronicdevice. Unlessthesecond common ballotis
conducted by electronicdevice, thedistribution of ballot formsfor thesecond common ballot
will be in the same manner asthefirst common ballot (EL CA 19.61.F98.c.).

Any discrepancy between the number of ballots given to a synodical bishop and the
number of voting members (including the synod bishop) from such synod must bereported
by the synodical bishop tothe Elections Committee (EL CA 19.61.F98.d.).

Each ticket for which an election is held will be considered a separate ballot (ELCA
19.61.F98.e.).

A voting member may votefor only one nominee on each ticket (ELCA 19.61.F98.f.).

Failuretovotefor anomineefor every ticket doesnot invalidate a ballot for thetickets
for which a nomineeismarked (ELCA 19.61.F98.9.).

Ballotsmust bemarked in accor dancewith theinstructionspresented in plenary session
(ELCA 19.61.F98.h.).

Ballot formsshall not be folded (EL CA 19.61.F98..).

Marked ballot formsmust bedeposited at thedesignated Ballot Stationsat certainexits
of thehall inwhich plenary sessions are held (EL CA 19.61.F98,}.).

If aballot isdamaged sothat it cannot be scanned, ar eplacement ballot may be obtained
at theBallot Station upon surrender of the damaged ballot (EL CA 19.61.F98.k.).

Unlessotherwise ordered by theassembly, pollsfor thefirst common ballot close at the
timedesignated intheassembly’ sRulesof Organization and Procedure (EL CA 19.61.F98.1.).

Unlessotherwise or dered by theassembly, pallsfor thefir st common ballot closeat 2:00p.M.
on Friday, August 20, 1999.

On each ticke for which balloting is conducted by electronic device, the polls will
remain open for areasonabletime, asdeter mined by thechair, to per mit memberstorecord
their votes (ELCA 19.61.F98.m.).

Unlessthe second ballot is conducted by electronic device, pollsfor the second common
ballot close at the time designated in the assembly’s Rules of Organization and Procedure
or as ctherwise ordered by the assembly (EL CA 19.61.F98.n.).
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Unless either otherwise ordered by the assembly or the second ballot is conducted by
electronic device, pollsfor the second common ballot clase at 6:00p.M. on Saturday, August 21,
1999.

On the second ballot, whether by ballot form or by dectronic device, thefirst position
on each ticket shall begiven tothenomineewho received the greatest number of voteson the
first ballot. 1f twonomineesaretiedfor thehighest vote, thefirst postion on theticket shall
be determined by draw (EL CA 19.61.F98.0.).

Ecclesiastical Ballot Defined

An “ecclesiastical ballot” for the election of officers (other than treasurer) of the
churchwide organization of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America is an eection
process:

a. Inwhich on thefirst ballot the name of any eligible individual may be submitted for
nomination by a voting member of the assembly;

b. Through which the possibility of election to office existson any ballot by achievement
of the required number of votescast by voting member s of the assembly applicableto
a particular ballat;

c. That precludes spoken floor nominations;
Inwhich thefirst ballot isthe nominating ballot if no dection occurson thefirst ballot;

In which the first ballot defines the total slate of nominees for possible election on a
subsequent ballot, with no additional nominations;

f.  That does not preclude, after the reporting of the first ballot, the right of persons
nominated to withdraw their names prior to the casting of the second ballot;

g. Inwhichany nameappearingon thesecond ballot may not be subsequently withdrawn;

h. That doesnot preclude an assably’sadoption of rulesthat permit, at adefined point in
the election process and for a defined period of time, speeches to the assembly by
nominees or their representatives and/or a question-and-answer forum in which the
nomineesor their representatives participate; and

i.  Inwhichthenumber of namesthat appear on any ballot subsequent tothesecond ballot
shall be determined in accordancewith provisions of thegover ning documents (EL CA
19.61.A94.).

Election Procedures Utilizing the Ecclesiastical Ballot

For each e ection by ecclesiastical or nominating ballot, theexact number of appropriate
ballot sets equal to the number of voting members from each synod will be given to the
bishop of that synod. Thebishop of thesynod, or hisor her designee, will beresponsiblefor
distributing the ballot sets to each of the voting members from the synod (ELCA
19.61.G98.a.).

Unless otherwise ordered by the chair, one of the numbered ballots from the
appropriate ballot set isto be used on each ballot for elections deter mined by ecclesiastical
or nominatingballot. Thechair will announcethenumber of theballot fromtheappropriate
ballot set that isto be used for each ballot. Failureto usethe correct numbered ballot will
resultin anillegal ballot (ELCA 19.61.G98.b.).

On thefirst two ballots for each office being selected by ecclesiastical or nominating
ballot, boththefirst andlast names of a nominee should beused. M ember sshould endeavor
to use correct spelling and should provide any additional accurate information identifying
the nominee, such astitle, synod, residence, etc. (ELCA 19.61.G98.c.)

On thethird and subsequent ballots conducted by written ballot, only the last name of
the nominee need beused, pr ovided thereisno other nomineewith thesameor smilar name
(ELCA 19.61.G98.d.).
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A member may votefor only one nominee on each ballot (EL CA 19.61.G98.e.).

Ballotsshould not be marked prior tothetimethe chair advisesthe vating membersto
do so (ELCA 19.61.G98.f.).

Weritten ballots shall not be folded (EL CA 19.61.G98.9.).

Written ballots will be cdlected from the voting members in accordance with
instructionsfrom the Elections Committee or from the chair (EL CA 19.61.G98.h.).

Whentheresultsof thefir st ballot arepresented, thechair will announcewhen and how
persons nominated may withdraw their names prior to the casting of the second ballot
(ELCA 19.61.G98.i.).

Whenever the number of names of nomineesthat will appear on aballot isnineor less,
on recommendation of the chair and with the consent of the assembly, voting may be by
means of dectronic device (ELCA 19.61.G98,j.).

When voting by electronic device, thefirst position on each ballot shall be given tothe
nomineewhor eceived thegreatest number of voteson theimmediately preceding ballot, with
the remaining positions assigned to the other nomineesin descending order of the number
of votes received on the immediately preceding ballot. If two or morenominees weretied
with the same vote on the immediately preceding ballot, their respective positions shall be
determined by draw by the chair of the Elections Committee (ELCA 19.61.G98.k.).

On each ticke for which balloting is conducted by electronic device, the polls will
remain open for areasonabletime, asdetermined by the chair, to per mit voting member sto
record their votes (ELCA 19.61.G98.1.).

Voting Procedures Other Than for Elections

Proxy and absentee voting shall not be permitted at a Churchwide Assembly (ELCA
12.31.08.).

Asdirected by the chair, voting (other than in elections) may be by voice, by raising voting
cards, by show of hands, by standing, by written ballot, or by electronic device.

Each voting member’ sregistration packet containsthreevoting cards—green (yes), red (no),
and white (abstain). These cards also are to be used, when requested by the chair, to obtain
recognition at themicrophone.

When avoteistaken by standing, those per sonsvoting affir mative shall risewhen requested
by the chair, and remain standing, until counted and told to be seated by thechair. Thereafter,
those voting negatively shall respond in the same manner followed by those who wish to abstain.

Each voting member’sregistration packet containsa ballot pad of number ed ballots. Each
voting member isresponsible for this pad. When directed by the chair, one of the numbered
ballotsfrom theballot pad shall beused. Thechair will announcethe number of the ballot from
theballot pad that istobeused for aparticular vote. Failuretousethecorrectly numbered ballot
will result in an invalid ballot. These ballots should not be folded and will be collected at the
voting member’ stablein accordancewith instructionsfrom the Elections Committeeor from the
chair.

When adivision of the houseisordered, the vote shall be by electronic device, by standing
vote, or by written ballot asdirected by thechair. Nodivision of thehouseisin order whenavote
has been taken by electronic device, by standing vote, or by written ballot.

Any member who hasan electronic deviceon whichthegreen light doesnot illuminatewhen
the chair has called for membersto test their electronic devices should notify immediately the
Elections Committee.

Any member who because of aphysical limitation hasdifficulty in usingtheelectronicdevice
or in sedng the visua display on which voting instructions are projected should contact the
Elections Committee for assistance.
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Each member shall voteonly by the electronic device at his or her assgned seat.

Voting by electronic device shall be in accordance with instructions from the chair or the
Elections Committee.

A member’ svote by electronicdevice can berecorded and transmitted only when the green
light on the deviceisilluminated.

Whilethegreen light on the electronic deviceremainsilluminated and prior totransmission
of thevote, amember can change hisor her voteby pressing the clear-erasekey.

Themember’svoteby electr onicdevicewill beshown on thedisplay panel of thedeviceprior
to thetransmisdon of thevate. Oncethevoteistransmitted, it cannot be changed or corr ected.

The vote by electronic device shall berecorded by entering #1 for yes, #2 for no.

On each vote by electronic device, the member must select her or hisvote by entering the
appropriate key number, which number will then be shown on the display panel of the device.

A member’svote by electronic device shall be recorded before the chair ordersthe voting
closed.

Elections Committee

The Elections Committee shall over seethe conduct of elections in accordance with el ection
proceduresapproved by the Churchwide Assembly.

In the election for presiding bishop, vice president, or secretary, the Elections Committee
shall report the results of any balloting by announcing the number of votes received by each
nominee and the names of those nominees qualified toremain on thenext ballot or the name of
the nominee who is elected.

The Elections Committee shall report the results of balloting in other elections by
announcing the name of the per son elected or by announcdng the names of nominees qualified to
remain on the ballot. Votetotalsshall bereported tothe secretary of thischurch and recorded
in the minutes of the assembly. Based on thisreport, the chair shall declare € ected those who
received therequired number of votes.

A written report showing theresults of aballot shall bedistributed tothe voting members
concurrently with, or assoon aspossibleafter, theannounced report of the Elections Committee.

Election of Officersand Editor

Set forth hereafter are the procedures for the elections of the presiding bishop, the vice
president, thesecretary, and the editor of The Lutheran, irrespective of whether therewill bean
election at thisassembly for any of thesepositions. Electionsarerequired because of completion
of the specified term for a position or when avacancy otherwise occurs.

At the 1999 Churchwide Assembly, theonly election required because of completion of term
isthe eitor of The Lutheran.

Election of the Presiding Bishop

The presiding bishop shall be elected by the Churchwide Assembly by ecclesiastical
ballot. Three-fourths of the votes cast shall be necessary for election on thefirst ballot. If no
oneiseected, thefirst ballot shall be considered the nominating ballot. Three-fourthsof the
votescast on thesecond ballot shall benecessary for election. Thethird ballot shall belimited
to the seven persons (plus ties) who received the greatest number of votes on the second
ballot, and two-thirdsof thevotescast shall be necessary for election. The fourth ballot shall
be limited to the three persons (plus ties) who receive the greatest number of votes on the
third ballot, and 60 percent of the votes cast shall be necessary for election. On subsequent
ballots, a majority of the votes cast shall be necessary for election. These ballots shall be
limited to the two persons (plus ties) who receive the greatest number of votes on the
previousballot (ELCA 19.31.01.a.).
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Prior tothethird ballot for presiding bishop, biographical data will be distributed for the
seven persons (plusties) whoreceive the greatest number of voteson the second ballot.

Prior to thethird ballot for presiding bishop, the seven persons (plus ties) receiving the
greatest number of votes on the second ballot will be invited to address theassembly, with each
speech limited tofiveminutes. If any such person isnot present at theassembly, thebishop of the
synod of such person’sroster shall, in consultation with such person, if possible, designate an
alternate to speak on behalf of such person.

Prior to the fourth ballot for presiding bishop, the three persons (plus ties) receiving the
greatest number of voteson thethirdballot will beinvited toparticpatein aquestion and answer
period moder ated by an individual appointed by the Executive Committeeof the Chur ch Council.

Election of the Vice President

The vice president shall be elected by the Churchwide Assembly. The dection shall
proceed without oral nominations. If thefirst ballot for vice president doesnot result in an
election, it shall be considered a nominating ballot. On thefirst ballot, three-fourths of the
votescast shall berequired for election. Thereafter only such votes as are cast for persons
who received votes on the first or nominating ballot shall be valid. On the second ballot,
three-fourths of thevotescast shall berequired for election. Onthethird ballot, thevoting
shall belimited to the seven per sons (plusties) receiving the greatest number of voteson the
second ballot and two-thirds of the vates cag shall be necessary for election. On thefourth
ballot, voting shall be limited to the three per sons (plusties) receiving the greatest number
of voteson the previous ballot and 60 percent of thevotescast shall elect. On subsequent
ballots, voting shall be limited to two persons (plus ties) receiving the greatest number of
voteson theprevious ballot and a majority of votes cast shall elect (EL CA 19.31.01.b.).

Prior tothethird ballot for vicepresdent, biographical datawill bedistributedfor theseven
persons (plus ties) whoreceive the greatest number of voteson the second ballot.

Prior to the fourth ballot for vice president, the three persons (plus ties) receiving the
greatest number of voteson the third ballot will be invited to address the assembly, with each
speech limited to five minutes. If any such person isnot available to address the assembly, the
bishop of the synod of such person’s congregation member ship shall, in consultation with such
person, if possible, designate an alternate to speak on behalf of such person.

Election of the Secretary

Thesecretary shall beelected by the Churchwide Assembly. Theelection shall proceed
without oral nominations. If the first ballot for secretary does not result in an election, it
shall be considered a nominating ballot. On the first ballot, three-fourthsof the votes cast
shall berequired for election. Thereafter only such votesasarecast for per sonswho received
voteson thefirst or nominating ballot shall be valid. On the second ballot, three-fourths of
the votes cast shall berequired for election. On thethird ballot, the voting shall be limited
to the seven persons (plus ties) receiving the greatest number of votes on the second ballot
and two-thirds of the votescast shall be necessary for election. On thefourth ballot, voting
shall belimited to thethree persons (plusties) receiving the greatest number of voteson the
previous ballot and 60 percent of the votes cast shall elect. On subsequent ballots, voting
shall be limited to the two persons (plusties) receiving the greatest number of voteson the
previous ballot and a majority of thevotescast shall elect (ELCA 19.31.01.c.).

Prior to thethird ballot for secretary, biographical data will be distributed for the seven
persons (plus ties) whoreceive the greatest number of voteson the second ballot.

Prior to the fourth ballot for secretary, the three persons (plus ties) receiving the greatest
number of votes on the third ballot will be invited to address the assembly, with each speech
limited to five minutes. If any such personisnot present at theassembly, the bishop of the synod
of such person’sroster of ordained ministers, or such person’scongr egation member ship, shall,
in consultation with such person, if possible, designate an alternate to speak on behalf of such
person.
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Majority Required for Election
Other than in electionsof presiding bishop, vice president, and secretary, amajority of
votescast on thefirst ballot shall be necessary for election. If an election doesnot occur on
thefirst ballot, the namesof thetwo per sonsreceiving the highest number of votes cast shall
be placed on the second ballot. On thesecond ballot, a majority of legal votes cast shall be
necessary for election (ELCA 19.11.01.b.).

Onthefinal ballot for the election of presiding bishop, vice president, and secr etary of
this church, when only two names appear on the ballot, a majority of the legal votes cast
shall be necessary for election (ELCA 19.11.01.e.).

Breaking Ties
On the ballot for the election of the presiding bishop, vice presdent, and secretary,
when only two namesappear, the marked ballot of thetreasurer shall be held by the chair
of the Elections Committee and shall be counted only where necessary to break atiethat
would otherwise exist (ELCA 19.61.H98.a.).

On thefirst common ballot, the blank ballots of thetreasurer and vice presdent shall
be held by the chair of the Elections Committeeto be presented to thetreasurer for her or
hisvote only in those electionswher e atiewould otherwise exist, and to be presented to the
vice president for hisor her vote only in those elections to break a tie remaining after the
ballot of thetreasurer has been counted (ELCA 19.61.H98.b.).

On the second common ballot, the marked ballot of the treasurer shall be held by the
chair of the Elections Committee and shall be counted only wher e necessary to break atie
that would otherwise exist (ELCA 19.61.H98.c.).

Nomination and Election of the Editor of The Lutheran

Theadvisory committee of The Lutheran, in consultation with the presiding bishop and
the Church Council, shall nominate the editor for the church periodical (ELCA 17.21.01.).

The Churchwide Assembly shall elect the editor of the church periodical. If thefirst
nominee nominated by the advisory committee is not elected, the advisory committee shall
nominateanother person. Theeditor shall beelected toafour-year term (ELCA 17.21.02.).

The editor of the church periodical shall be elected to a four-year term (ELCA
19.51.04.).

For the position of editor of The Lutheran, a majority of legal votes cast shall be
necessary for election (ELCA 19.11.01.b.).

Additional Officials or Committees

Additional officialsor committees(ser geants-at-ar ms; parliamentarians, chairsfor hearings,
chairsfor unit lunches; tdlers; pages; etc.) of the Churchwide Assembly shall be appointed by
the presiding bishop.
Notice of Meeting

The secretary shal give notice of the time and place of each regular assembly by
publication ther eof at least 60 daysin advancein thischurch’speriodical (ELCA 12.31.02.).

Written noticeshall bemailed toall vating member snat mor ethan 30 daysnor lessthan
10 daysin advance of any meeting (ELCA 12.31.02.).
Assembly Reports

At least 20 daysprior to an assembly the secretary shall prepare and distributeto each
congregation and tothe voting member s-elect a pre-assembly report (EL CA 12.31.03.).
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Reports of the Presiding Bishop and Secretary of This Church

Following presentation, the presiding bishop’s report and the secretary’sreport shall be
referred to the Reference and Counsel Committee.

Statusof Reports

All reportspublished in thePre-Assembly Report shall betreated ashaving been received by
the assembly without formal vote.

Quorum

At least one-half of the per sons el ected asvoting member smust be present at a meeting
to congtitute a quorum for the legal conduct of business. If such a quorum is not present,
thosevoting member spresent may adjourn the meeting to another timeand place, provided
that only those persons eligible to vote at the original meeting may vote at the adjour ned
meeting (EL CA 12.31.07.).

Absence of Members

Member sshall not absent themselvesfrom any session of the assembly without valid excuse,
under penalty of forfeiture of the per diem allowance for the day of absence and proportionate
reimbursement of travel expenses.

Accessto Seating
A personwill beadmitted torestricted seating ar easonly upon display of proper credentials.

Obtaining the Floor

In plenary sessionsof the Chur chwide Assembly, thevoting member s, including theex officio
member s, always have prior right to obtain the floor. Advisory members shall be entitled to
obtainthefloor, if it doesnot prevent votingmember sfrom being heard. Resour cemember sshall
be entitled to the floor only with respect to matterswithin their expertise, if it does not prevent
thevoting member sfrombeing heard. Official visitor smay addr esstheassembly when requested
to do so by the chair.

Speeches

Unless otherwise determined by a majority vote of the assembly, all speeches during
discussion shall be limited to three minutes. A signal shall be given one minute before the
speaker’stimeends. A second signal shall be given one minutelater, and the speaker shall then
sit down, unlessthe chair proposesand receives consent that an additional minute or minutesbe
allowed the speaker.

Alternating Speeches

Insofar as is possible during discussion, a speaker on one side of the question shall be
followed by a speaker on the other side.

To facilitate alternating speeches and when requested by the chair, assembly members
awaiting recognition at the micr ophonesshall display oneof the colored (green, red, white) cards
found in their registration packets. Thegreen cardisto be used to identify a member who will
speak in favor of the pending matter on the floor (i.e., the question that will be voted upon, if
thereisnofurther motion of any kind). A red card isto be used toidentify a member who wishes
to speak against the pending matter. A whitecard isto beused toidentify a member who wishes
to offer an amendment to the pending matter, or some other motion that would bein order.

Moving the Previous Question
A member who hasspoken on thepending quegtion(s) may not movethepreviousquegion(s).
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Applause

In the give-and-take of debate on issues before the Chur chwide Assembly, members of the
assembly and visitor s shall refrain from applause.

Departing from Agenda

Withtheconsent of the Churchwide Assembly, thechair shall havetheauthoritytocall items
of business before the assembly in whatever order he or she considers most expedient for the
conduct of the assembly’s business.

Motions and Resolutions

Substantive motions or resolutions, or amendmentsto either, must be presented in writing
tothe secretary of thischurch promptly after beingmoved. A formisprovided for thispurpose.
Thisformisincluded in each voting member’sregistration packet; other formsare available at
the tables of voting members.

A resolution, which is germane to the matter befor e the assembly, may be offered by any
voting member from the floor by going to a microphone and being recognized by the chair.

Any resolution not germane to the matter before the Churchwide Assembly or on the
assembly agenda must be submitted to the secretary of this church in writing no later than
1:00p.M., Thursday, August 19, 1999. Each resolution must be supported in writing by one other
voting member. At least 24 hours must elapse before such resolution may be considered in
plenary session. The secretary shall refer such resolution to the Reference and Counsel
Committee, which may:

(@) Recommend approval;

(b) Recommend disapproval;

(¢) Recommend referral toa unit of thischurch; or
(d) Recommend a substitute motion to the assembly.

Any resolution not germane to the matter before the Churchwide Assembly or on the
assembly agenda that might be submitted by a voting member, because of circumstances that
develop during the assembly and cannot be submitted to the secretary of this church before
1:00 p.M., Thursday, August 19, 1999, must be submitted to the secretary in writing and
supported in writing by one other voting member. The secretary shall refer such resolutionsto
the Reference and Counsel Committee, which may:

(@) Declineto refer theresolution tothe assembly;
(b) Recommend approval;

(¢) Recommend disapproval;

(d) Recommend referral to a unit of this church; or
(e) Recommend a substitute motion to the assembly.

Initsrecommendation, the Committee of Refer enceand Counsel, following consultation with
the Division for Church in Society, shall inform the Churchwide Assembly when a resolution
requiresaction on asocietal issuefor which thischurch doesnot havean established sodal policy.
Should such motion or resolution be adopted by the Churchwide Assembly, the matter shall be
referred to the Division for Church in Society, which shall bring to the next regular meeting of
the Church Council a plan for appropriate implementation.

Substitute M otions

When asubstitutemotion ismade, secondary amendmentsmay beoffered first totheoriginal
motion. After all secondary amendmentstotheoriginal motion havebeen disposed of, secondary
amendmentsto the substitute motion may be offered. When all amendments to the substitute
motion have been disposed of, the vote shall betaken on whether the substitute motion isto be
substituted or rejected.
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With respect to any recommendation madeby theMemorials Committeein aprinted report
distributed tothe assembly membersprior to, or at the first business session of the assembly, a
voting member of theassembly may offer a substitutemotion tothecommittee’ srecommendation
only if such member, prior to12:15 p.M. on Tuesday, August 17, 1999, has given written notice
tothechair of the MemorialsCommittee, or other committee member designated by the chair of
the Memorials Committee.

AmendmentstoMajor Statements

Any amendment to amajor statement must be submitted inwriting to the secretary of this
church prior to the hour and date indicated:

Statement Deadline

EconomicLife 8:30 A.M., Wednesday morning, August 18, 1999
Voting member swho submit amendmentsmay berequested to meet with the staff of the unit

that developed thestatement.

If in theopinion of thechair of theasseembly theamendmentstoamajor statement areeither
too voluminous or too complex for the assembly to consider expeditioudly, all amendments may
be referred by the chair to either the Committee of Reference and Counsd or to an ad hoc
committee appointed by the chair with the consent of theassembly for itsrecommendations for
the consider ation of thestatement and the proposed amendments by the assembly.

If a voting member wishesto offer a substantive amendment that was not submitted prior
to the deadline, the assembly may consider such amendment by a simple majority vote.

Voteto Adopt Social Statements

A two-thirdsvoteof the voting member sof the Chur chwide Assembly shall berequired for
adoption of a social statement.

Voteto Adopt Certain Recommendations from Task For ce Reports

A two-thirds majority vote of the voting members of the Churchwide Assembly shall be
required to adopt recommendations from a task force report that require amendment of a
congtitution or bylaw provision for implementation.

Voting on Ecumenical Proposals for Full Communion

This church may establish official church-to-church relationships and agreements.
Establishmentsof such official relationshipsand agreementsshall requireatwo-thirdsvote
of thevoting members of the Churchwide Assembly (EL CA 8.71.01.).

Before this assembly are the two ecumenical propaosals for full communion with other
churches that constitute official church-to-church relationships and agreements requiring a
two-thirds votefor approval.

Voting on each of the ecumenical proposalsfor full communion will not take placeprior to
Plenary Session Six on Thursday morning, August 19, 1999, nor later than Plenary Session Eight
on Friday afternoon, Augug 20, 1999.

Theresultsof thevoteon thefirst of the two ecumenical proposalsfor full communion to be
voted upon will be announced as soon as possible after the vote has been tallied and prior to
voting on the second of the two proposals. The results of the vote on the second of the two
ecumenical proposalsfor full communion to be voted upon will be announced assoon aspossible
after the vote has been tallied.

No Amendmentsto Ecumenical Proposal for
Full Communion with the M oravian Church

Since the proposal for full communionwith the Moravian Church in America, “ Following
Our Shepherd to Full Communion,” isbeforethis Assembly pursuant to a process approved by
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that church and this church, neither amendments nor substitute motions shall be in order with
respect to the ecumenical proposalsfor full communion with the M oravian Church in America.

Amendments Permitted to Ecumenical Proposal for
Full Communion with The Episcopal Church

Since the proposal for full communion with The Episcopal Church, “Called to Common
Mission,” is before this assembly pursuant to actions of the 1997 Churchwide Assembly,
amendmentsand substitute motionsarein order with respect to the ecumenical proposal for full
communion with The Episcopal Church.

Any amendment or substitutemotion totheproposal for full communion with The Episcopal
Church must be submitted in writing to the secretary of this church prior to 2:25 P.M., on
Wednesday, August 18, 1999.

Voting member s who submit amendments or subgtitute motions may berequested to meet
with the gaff of the unit that developed the statement.

If in the opinion of the chair of the assembly the amendments or substitute motionsto the
proposal for full communion with The Episcopal Church are either too voluminous or too
complex for the assembly to consider expeditioudy, all amendmentsand substitute motions may
be referred by the chair to either the Committee of Reference and Counsel or to an ad hoc
committee appointed by the chair with the consent of the assembly for itsrecommendations for
the consideration of the statement and the proposed amendments or substitute motions by the
assembly.

If a voting member wishes to offer a substantive amendment that was not submitted prior
to the deadline, the assembly may consider such amendment by a simple majority vote.

Unit Lunches

Voting member s, advisory member s, other member s, r esour cemember s, official visitors,and
other categories approved by the Churchwide Assembly are assigned to unit lunches by the
secretary of thischurch. Unit lunchesarefor infor mation only and haveno legislative authority.

Hearings

Certain proposalsthat are scheduled for assembly action or information arethe subject of
hearings. Voting members advisory members other members, resource members, official
visitors, and other categories approved by the Churchwide Assembly may attend with voice.
Other guests may attend only if space permits and shall have no voice. Hearings have no
legislative authority.

The chair of theopen hearing shall endeavor to maintain decorum and order and may call
upon the assistance of sergeants-at-arms Insofar asis possible during discussion, a speaker on
one side of the question shall be followed by a speaker on the other side.

Constitutional Amendments

The congtitution of this church may be amended through either of the following
procedures

a) The Church Council may propose an amendment, with an offical notice to be sent to
the synods at least six months prior to the next regular meeting of the Churchwide
Assembly. The adoption of such an amendment shall require a two-thirdsvote of the
member s of the next regular meeting of the Churchwide Assembly present and voting.

b) Anamendment may be proposed by 25 or moremember sof the Chur chwide Assembly.
Theproposed amendment shall ber eferred tothe Committee of Referenceand Counsel
for itsrecommendation, following which it shall come befor e the assembly. Adoption
of such an amendment shall requir e passageat two successive regular meetingsof the
Churchwide Assembly by atwo-thir dsvote of the member s present and voting (EL CA
22.11).
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A congtitutional amendment may only be proposed by a main motion.

Bylaw Amendments

Bylawsnot in conflict with thisconstitution may beadopted or amended at any regular
meeting of the Churchwide Assembly when presented in writing by the Church Council or
by at least 15 members of the assembly. An amendment proposed by members of the
assembly shall immediately be submitted to the Committee of Refer ence and Counsel for its
recommendation. In no event shall an amendment be placed beforethe assembly for action
sooner than the day following its presentation to the assembly. A two-thirds vote of the
member s present and voting shall be necessary for adoption (ELCA 22.21.).

A bylaw amendment may be proposed only by a main motion.

A proposed bylaw amendment must besubmitted inwriting tothe secretary of this church
prior to12:30pP.M.on Thursday, August 19,1999. Thesecretary firg shall report to theassembly
any bylaw amendmentssosubmitted and theamendmentsthen shall ber eferred tothe Committee
of Referenceand Counsd.

Continuing Resolutions

Provisionsreatingtothe administrativefunctionsof thischurch shall beset forthinthe
continuing resolutions. Continuing resolutions may be adopted or amended by a majority
vote of the Churchwide Assembly or by a two-thirds vote of the Church Council (ELCA
22.31).

Should the board or standing committee in question disagree with the action of the
Church Council in amending a continuing resolution, it may appeal the decision to the
Churchwide Assembly (EL CA 15.41.04.;16.11.41.;16.22.17.; 17.21.21.; 17.31.06.; 17.41.08,;
17.51.04,; 17.61.07.).

A continuing resolution amendment may be proposed only by a main motion.

Amendmentsto Constitution for Synods

TheConstitution for Synodscontainsmandatory provisionsthat incor porateand record
therein provisions of thecongitution and bylaws of thischurch. Amendmentsto mandatory
provisions incor por ating constitutional provisions of this church shall bemadein the same
manner as prescribed in Chapter 22 for amendments to the constitution of this church.
Amendmentsto mandatory provisions incor porating bylaw provisions of this church and
amendmentsto non-mandatory provisions shall be made in the same manner as prescribed
in Chapter 22 for amendmentstothebylawsof thischurch. Non-mandatory provisionsshall
not beinconsistent with the constitution and bylaws of this church (ELCA 10.13.).

An amendment to the Constitution for Synods may be proposed only by a main motion.

Amendmentsto Model Constitution for Congregations

A Model Constitution for Congregationsshall be provided by thischurch. Amendments
totheModel Constitution for Congregationsshall bemadein the sasmemanner asprescribed
in Chapter 22 for amendments of the bylaws of this church (ELCA 9.53.02.).

Anamendment totheModel Constitution for Congregationsmay be proposed only by amain
motion.

En Bloc Resolution for Congitutional Amendments

The constitutions may be amended and bylaws and continuing resolutions may be adopted
or amended by en bloc' resolutions, unless a voting member objects to the inclusion of any

1 Adoption of several motions by a single assembly resolution; sometimes known as an omnibus bill or resolution.
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particular provision. Theobjection of avoting member shall bemadein writing delivered tothe
secretary of thischurch not later than 8:30 A.M. on Wednesday, August 18, 1999. Particular
provisionsto which objection is so noted shall be consder ed separately and all other provisions
not objected to will be considered as part of theen bloc resolution.

Budget Procedures

Thepresiding bishop shall providefor the preparation of thebudget for thechurchwide
organization (EL CA 13.21.f).

At thedirection of the presiding bishop, the executive for administration shall develop
the budget for the churchwide organization and report to the Church Council and the
Churchwide Assembly through the Budget and Finance Committee of the Church Council
with regard to the prepar ation of the budget (ELCA 15.11.B91.d.).

A Budget and Finance Committee shall be composed of member sof the Chur ch Coundil
elected by thecouncil and thetreasurer of thischurch asan ex officiomember with voice but
not vote in the committee. This committee shall have staff services provided by the Office
of theBishop and the Office of the Treasurer (ELCA 14.41.A91)).

TheChurch Council, upon recommendation of thepresiding bishop, shall submit budget
proposalsfor approval by the Chur chwide Assembly and authorizeexpenditureswithinthe
parameters of approved budgets (EL CA 14.21.04.).

The Churchwide Assembly shall adopt a budget for the churchwide organization
(ELCA 12.21.e).

Each synod shall remit to the churchwide organization a percentage of all donor
unrestricted receiptscontributed to it by thecongr egationsof thesynod, such per centageto
be determined by the Churchwide Assembly. Individual exceptions may be made by the
Church Council upon request of a synod (ELCA 10.71.).

Proposed amendments to the budget must be submitted to the secretary of this churchin
writing nolater than 2:00p.M. on Friday, August 20, 1999. Each amendment must be supported
inwriting by one other voting member. The secretary shall refer such proposed amendmentsto
the Budget and Finance Committee. Duringtheconsider ation of thebudget by theassembly, the
Budget and Finance Committee shall report on the implication of each proposed amendment.

Any amendment to the budget that increases a current program proposal of, or adds a
current program proposal to, a churchwide unit must include a corresponding decr easein some
other current program proposal of the same or another churchwide unit(s) and/or increasein
revenues. Any amendment to thebudget that proposesan increasein revenues shall regquire an
affirmative vote by at least two-thirds of those present and voting.

Appropriations

When a motion calling for an appropriation comesbefor ethe Churchwide Assembly from
any sour ceother than the Church Council or amemorial from asynod, it shall bereferred at once
tothe Committeeof Referenceand Counsd. The Committee of Referenceand Counsel shall refer
the proposed appropriation to the Budget and Finance Committee of the Church Council. The
Budget and Finance Committeemay consult with thechur chwideunit(s) affected by thepr oposed
appropriation. The Budget and Finance Committee may conclude that it cannot evaluate
adequately the propased appropriation prior toassembly adjour nment and may request that the
Church Council bedesignated toreceivetheevaluation later and todeterminewhether or not the
proposed appropriation shall beauthorized. Thefindingsof the Budget and Finance Committee
shall be forwarded to the Committee of Reference and Counsdl, which shall then make its
recommendation to the Chur chwide Assembly. If thereport of the Committee of Referenceand
Counsel isnegative, atwo-thirdsvote of the voting member spresent and voting shall berequired
for adoption.
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A proposed appropriation that originateswith a synod through a memorial will be handled
in the same way as in the preceding rule, except that reference shall be to the Memorials
Committee rather than to the Committee of Reference and Counsel.

New Studies or Research Proposals

Each proposal by a voting member for a study or research project shall be made asamain
motion and shall be referred to the Committee of Reference and Counsel. The Reference and
Counsel Committeeshall refer theproposal totheDepartment for Resear ch and Evaluation. This
department, in consultation with the churchwide unit towhich the proposal isdirected, will seek
to determine the purpose, relationship to existing studies and research projects or current
programs, potential value, overall costsincluding staff requirements, and availability of budget
and staff. The Department for Research and Evaluation may conclude that it cannot evaluate
adequately thepropaosal prior totheassembly adjour nment and request that the Church Council
be designated toreceivetheeval uation at alater time and deter minewhether or not the study or
resear chproject should beinitiated. Thefindingsof theDepartment for Resear ch and Evaluation
shall besubmitted tothe Refer enceand Counsel Committee, which may makeitsrecommendation
totheassembly. When aproposal fallswithin theresponsibilities of ancther unit, that unit may
submit itsreactionsto the proposal in a separatereport. If the recommendation callsfor a new
appropriation, thematter also shall bereferred at oncetotheBudget and Finance Committeefor
consideration and report tothe Referenceand Counsel Committee. |f thereport of the Reference
and Counsd Committeeisnegative, atwo-thirdsvote of the voting member s present and voting
shall berequired for adoption.

A proposal that originateswith asynod through amemorial shall behandled thesameway,
except that reference shall be to the M emorials Committee, rather than to the Reference and
Counsdl Committee.

Relationship to Church Council

This church shall havea Church Council which shall be the board of directors of this
church and shall serve as the interim legislative authority between meetings of the
Churchwide Assembly (ELCA 14.11)).

“Interim legidative authority” is defined to mean that between meetings of the
Churchwide Assembly, the Church Coundl may exer cise the authority of the Churchwide
Assembly solong as:

a. the actions of the Church Council do not conflict with the actions of and policies
established by the Churchwide Assembly; and

b. theChurch Council isnot preduded by constitutional or bylaw provisionsfrom taking
action on the matter (ELCA 14.13.).

The Church Council shall act on the policies proposed by churchwide unit boards
subject to review by the Churchwide Assembly (EL CA 14.21.01.).

The Church Council shall review recommendations from churchwide units for
consideration by the Churchwide Assembly (EL CA 14.21.03.).

TheChur ch Coundil, upon recommendation of thepresiding bishop, shall submit budget
proposalsfor approval by the Churchwide Assembly and authorize expenditureswithin the
parameters of approved budgets (EL CA 14.21.04.).

TheChurch Council shall arrangetheprocessfor all € ectionsto boardsof churchwide
units to assur e conformity with established criteria (EL CA 14.21.08.).

The Church Council shall report its actions to the Churchwide Assembly (ELCA
14.21.14.).

Status of Church Council Recommendations

The recommendation of the Church Council with respect to any proposal by a churchwide
unit board shall be treated as a motion before the Churchwide Assembly, unless the Church
Council shall otherwise determine
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Status of Recommendations of the Memorials Committee and
Reference and Counsel Committee

When either the Memorials Committee or the Referenceand Counsel Committee has made
a recommendation (other than merely recommending approva or reection) concerning a
memorial(s) or resolution(s) consider ed by thecommittee, such recommendation shall bethemain
motion befor e the assembly.

When either the Memorials Committee or the Reference and Counsel Committee has
recommended the passage of a memorial or resolution considered by the committee, such
memorial or resolution recommended for passage shall be the main motion before the assembly
and the committee’srecommendation shall be received asinformation.

When either the Memorials Committee or the Reference and Counsel Committee has
recommended the regection of a memorial or resolution considered by the committee without
making any other recommendation on the same or closely related subject, such memorial or
resolution recommended for rejection shall be the main motion before the assembly and the
committee’srecommendation shall be received asinformation.

En Bloc Resolution for Responsesto Certain Memorials

Theresponsestothe synod memorials, as recommended by the Memorials Committeein a
printed report distributed to assembly members prior to, or at, the first business session of the
assembly, may be approved by en bloc resolutions when so proposed by the Memorials
Committee.

If avoting member desiresthe assembly to discuss a synodical memorial or the Memorials
Committee’ sresponsethat isproposed for en bloc consider ation, sheor he may request that it be
removed from the proposed en bloc resolution. The assembly then will consider and vote
separately on the proposed regponse of the Memorials Committee. To call for such separate
consderation, avating member must submit written netification to the secretary of thischurch or the
secretary’s deputy no later than 12:15 p.M., Tuesday, August 17, 1999, on the form entitled Notice
Related to Recommendationsof the MemorialsCommittee. A copy of that form isincluded on page
3 of the Report of the Memorials Committee. Additional forms will be available from the
secretary’s deputy.

A voting member who desiresto offer a substituteto the recommendation of the Memorials
Committee also must complete the same form, Notice Rdated to Recommendations of the
Memorials Committee. In addition, thetext of the proposed substitute should be submitted on a
Motion Form to thesecretary or the secretary’s deputy.

Consultation with at least one of the co-chair sof theMemorials Committeeisrequired when
asubstitutewill be moved, and isrecommended when any other amendment will be proposed to
the responserecommended by the Memorials Committee.

Relationship to Boards of Churchwide Units

Each board shall be responsible to the Churchwide Assembly and will report to the
Church Council in theinterim. Thepalicies, procedures, and programs of each board shall
be reviewed by the Church Council in order to assure conformity with the governing
documents of this church and with Churchwide Assembly actions (ELCA 16.11.11.;
17.41.03.; 17.51.02.; 17.61.05.; 17.61.A91.g.; 17.21.04.).

Rélationship to Commissions
Action of the Churchwide Assembly isrequired to establish acommission or todetermine
that a commisson’smandate has been fulfilled (ELCA 16.21.).
Relationship to Board of Pensions
The Churchwide Assembly shall:
a. authorize the creation of the governance structur efor thisprogram;
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appr ove the document s establi shing and governing the pr ogr am;

refer any amendments to the program initiated by the Churchwide Assembly to the

Board of Pensions for recommendation before final action by the Church Coundil,

assuring that no amendment shall abridge therights of memberswith respect to their

pension accumulations;
d. direct the esablishment of an appeal processwithin the Board of Pensions to enable

partidpantsin the plansto appeal decisions (ELCA 17.61.01.).

TheChurch Council shall refer, asit deemsappropriate, proposed amendments[tothe
church pension and other benefits plans] to the Churchwide Assembly for final action
(ELCA 17.61.02.d.).

[TheBoard of Pensions] shall manageand oper atethe pension and other benefitsplans
for thischurch within thedesign and policy adopted by the Chur chwide Assembly and shall
invest assetsaccording toits bes judgment (ELCA 17.61.A91.a.).

[TheBoard of Pensions] shall report to the Chur chwide Assembly through the Church
Coundil, with the Church Council making commentson all board actions needing approval
of the Churchwide Assembly (ELCA 17.61.A91.g.).

Distribution of Materials

Materialsmay bedistributed on the floor of the assembly only with the written consent of
the secretary of thischurch. In caseswherethe secretary doesnot consent, appeal may be made
to the Committee of Reference and Counsel, whosedecision shall befinal.

Assembly Costs

The churchwide organization shall be responsible for the costs of the Churchwide
Assembly, including the reasonable costs for travel, housing, and board for voting and
advisory members (ELCA 12.31.06.).

College Corporation Meetings

The voting members of the Churchwide Assembly also constitute the voting members of
certain college corporations that hold meetings as part of the agenda of the assembly. The
assembly will recessto conduct the cor por ation meeting(s) and reconveneat the conclusion of the
corporation meeting(s), or at the beginning of the next scheduled session of the assembly.
Quorum requirementsfor collegecor por ation meetingsar e specified in the gover ning documents
of each college. Thequorum requirement for the Churchwide Assembly doesnot apply tocollege
cor por ation meetings.

Unfinished Business

When the orders of the day are called for adjour nment of the Churchwide Assembly, all
remaining unfini shed itemsof businessshall bereferred tothe Church Council of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America for disposition.

Organization of the Assembly:
Roll of Voting Members
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, pages 5, 22, and Exhibit A

The Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America,
on behalf of the Credentials Committee, presented a revised roll of voting members and
announced that the revised roll would be included as Exhibit A in the official minutes of the
assembly. Bishop Anderson, hearing no objection, accepted Secretary Almen’s report.
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Constitution of Assembly Committees
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, page 28

Bishop Anderson directed the voting members to the location in their Pre-Assembly
Report of the proposed members of assembly committees. Hearing no objection to the
constitution of the committees, he declared the committees authorized and constituted.

Memorials Committee
Mr. Dale Blade

Ms. Sheila Barr

Pr. Martha W. Clementson
Pr. Gary R. Danielson

Ms. Patricia Davenport

Mr. D. Mark Klever

Mr. Christopher M ehling
Pr. Philip L. Natwick

Bp. Glenn W. Nycklemoe
Mr. Carlos Pefia, co-chair
Ms. Beverly A. Peterson, co-chair
Ms. M ary Jane Schieve

Ms. Judy W agner St. Pierre
Bp. Howard E. Wennes

Nominating Committee
Mr. Robert A. Addy

Mr. Robert L. Anderson
Pr. Kirk W. Bish, chair

Pr. James E. Braaten

Mr. Keith P. Brown

Pr. Thomas M. Carlson
Ms. Barbara J. Eaves

Pr. Cynthia A. Ishler

Ms. Mary R. Jones

Pr. George E. Keck

Ms. Dorothy K. Peterman

Ms. Barbara L. Price

Mr. Fred B. Renwick

Ms. Roberta C. Schott

Ms. Mary Ann Shealy

Pr. Susan E. Tjornehoj

Pr. Robert L. Vogel, vice chair

Committee of Reference and Counsel
Ms. Linda J. Brown, co-chair

Ms. Karen Dietz

Bp. Guy S. Edmiston

Pr. Franklin D. Fry, co-chair [excused
Mr. Fernando Guzman

Ms. Donna Haack

Mr. Donald G. Hayes

Mr. Mark Helmke

Bp. Mark R. Ramseth

Mr. Dale V. Sandstrom

Pr. Karen L. Soli

Pr. Walter F. Taylor Jr.

Ms. Lily R. Wu

The Rules of Organization and Procedure for the 1999 Churchwide Assembly, as
adopted by thisassembly [CA99.01.01], provided for additional committees, the members
of which were listed on page 8 in the assembly Program booklet. Hearing no objection,
Presiding Bishop Anderson declared those committeesto be duly authorized and constituted.

Staff Planning Committee

Pr. Lowell G. Almen, chair

Bp. H. George Anderson

Ms. Kristi S. Bangert

Mr. John R. Brooks

Ms. Rhonda W. Campbell

Pr. Jeffrey E. King

Pr. Randall R. Lee

Pr. Paul R. Nelson

Ms. Mary Beth Nowak, assembly manager
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Mr. John L. Peterson
Pr. Kurt A. Reichardt
Pr. Eric C. Shafer
Ms. MyrnaJ. Sheie
Mr. Scott C. Weidler

Local Arrangements Committee

Pr. Laurel Alexander, special eventsco-chair
Mr. Ray Avischious, member at large

Mr. Ben Bartell, special needs co-chair
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Ms. Carolyn Bartell, special needs co-chair
Pr. Charles Berdahl, co-chair

Ms. Terry L. Bowes, co-chair

Ms. Betty Boyd, member at large

M s. Katherine Cruson, volunteer s co-chair
Pr. Bill Dion, special needs co-chair

Ms. Anne Dion, special needs co-chair
Ms. Judy Dunlavy, hospitality co-chair
Ms. Lillian Filegar, registration co-chair
Pr. Jim Gearhart, facilities co-chair

Pr. Beth Graham, worship co-chair

Pr. Dennis Hagstrom, worship co-chair
Ms. Mary Beth Nowak, ELCA staff

Ms. Anna Osborn, special events co-chair
M s. Jan Perino, volunteer s co-chair

Pr. David W. Peters, co-chair

Ms. Judy Peters, registration co-chair
Ms. Harriet S. Powell, secretary

Pr. Ron Rude, worship co-chair

Ms. Karen Setzer, hospitality co-chair
Ms. Carolyn Thomas, synod staff

Mr. Wallace W hite, facilities co-chair

Worship Committee

Pr. Lowell G. Almen

Bp. H. George Anderson

Ms. Myrna J. Sheie

Pr. Paul R. Nelson, director for worship
Pr. Karen M. Ward

Mr. Scott C. Weidler, music coordinator

Local Arrangements Committee

Agenda Committee

Pr. Lowell G. Almen

Bp. H. George Anderson, chair
Pr. Robert N. Bacher

Ms. Addie J. Butler

Pr. Michael L. Cooper-White
Ms. MyrnaJ. Sheie

Credentials Committee

Pr. David L. Alderfer

Pr. Lowell G. Almen, ex officio chair
Mr. Phillip H. Harris, vice chair

Ms. Emilie Scott, registrar

Ms. Nancy L. Vaughn

Elections Committee

Pr. David L. Alderfer, vice chair

Ms. Loraine“Lorrie” G. Bergquist, secretary
Mr. Scott S. Fintzen, chair

Minutes Committee
Pr. Lowell G. Almen, ex officio chair
Mr. Thom J. Ehlen

Pr. Susan L. Gamelin
Ms. Ruth E. Hamilton
Pr. Randall R. Lee

Pr. Richard E. Mueller
Pr. Karl J. Nelson

Pr. Paul A. Schreck
Pr. Leslie G. Svendsen
Ms. Carolyn Thomas

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, page 28.
Bishop Anderson then introduced the members of the L ocal Arrangements Committee:

Ms. Terry L. Bowes, the Rev. Charles A. Berdahl, and the Rev. David W . Peters. On behalf
of the assembly Bishop Anderson thanked the members of the Local Arrangements
Committee, Bishop Allan C. Bjornberg, his staff, and the many volunteers who made the
1999 Churchwide Assembly possible. The members of the Local Arrangements Committee
were listed on page 28 of Section | of the 1999 Pre-Assembly Report.

Introduction of the Parliamentarian
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, page 5.
Bishop Anderson introduced Mr. David J. Hardy of Palatine, Illinois, the first general

counsel of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, recently retired, as the
parliamentarian for the 1999 Churchwide Assembly.
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Adoption of the Order of Business
Reference: Order of Business.

Bishop Anderson directed attention to the proposed Order of Business, a lavender-
colored booklet, that had been given to all voting members, saying that as chair he retained
some liberty to introduce hymns, music, prayer, and other brief itemsinto the agenda. He
then called upon the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in America, to move the adoption of the Order of Business.

ASSEMBLY
AcCTION Yes—958, No-12
CA99.01.02 ToapprovetheOrder of Businessastheagenda of the 1999

Churchwide Assembly of theEvangdical Lutheran Churchin
America, in keeping with the provisions of the “Rules of
Organization and Procedure” for the calling of items of
business befor e the assembly.

Report of the Vice President and Church Council
Reference: Pre-Assembly Report, Section VIII, pages 1-48.

Vice President Addie J. Butler expressed her gratitude for the members of the Church
Council who givetheir time, energy, and expertiseto their council responsibilities. Shelisted
the council actions that are being transmitted to the 1999 Churchwide Assembly. These
actions include the ecumenical proposals entitled “Called to Common Mission” and
“Following our Shepherd to Full Communion,” the social satement on economiclifeentitled
“Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All,” the World Hunger Appeal 25" Anniversary
Response, aresolution in support of the* Hel p the Children” churchwide initiative, the2000-
2001 budget proposal, the proposal for a social statement on health care, and amendments
to this church’s governing documents.

Vice President Butler reported that members of the Church Council have pledged to
offer $25,000 in support of the World Hunger A ppeal’sanniversary. Vice President Butler
said that since her election in 1997 she has been invited to every region of this church. She
highlighted her rolein introducing the EL CA Identity Project by showing a 60-second video
produced as a television advertisement to be used by congregations and synods of the
Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America. Sheconcluded her report by assuring theassembly
that the Church Council isworkingto “Make Christ Known—-Our Hope for a New Century.”

Recess

Bishop Anderson called upon the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America, for announcements. Secretary Almen, acknowledging that he
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might sound like a parent, cautioned the members of the assembly about several matters:
moving away from the bottom of the escalators promptly to help avoid dangerous back-ups,
drinking ample amounts of water to prevent altitude sickness, and crossing streets carefully.
Hereminded voting members of Tuesday’ sdeadlineat 12:15 p.Mm. for removal of items from
the en bloc resolution, and he noted that the use of cell phones on the assembly floor was
prohibited and that pagers must be set to a“silent” mode. Secretary Almen aso announced
the “Run, Walk, 'n’ Roll” sponsored by the Board of Pensions each morning beginning at
5:30 A.M. Finally, Secretary Almen informed the assembly members that breakfast would
beginat 7:00 A.m. Tuesday in Hall B of the Convention Center.

Bishop Anderson called onthe Rev. Philip L. Natwick, amember of the Church Council,
to lead the assembly in prayer. Following the singing of “Sing a New Song Unto the Lord”
and Pastor Natwick’sprayer, Bishop Anderson announced at 8:47 p.Mm. that the assembly was
in recess until 8:30 A.M. Tuesday morning.
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Plenary Session Two

Tuesday, August 17, 1999
8:30 A.M. -12:00 NooN

The Rev. H. George Anderson, presiding bishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America, called Plenary Session Two to order at8:34 A.Mm. Mountain Daylight Time. Bishop
Anderson introduced the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical Lutheran
Churchin America, who announced that although the firealarm in the convention center had
indicated afirein an elevator shaft, the fire marshal had investigated the situation and had
determined that the plenary session could safely begin. Bishop Anderson called upon the
Rev. Kirkwood J. Havel, amember of the Church Council, to lead the assembly in morning
prayer and the hymn, “In the Morning When | Rise.”

Bishop Anderson thanked the ensemble from Lutheran Summer Music. He announced
two business sessions scheduled for the day, with hearings to follow in the afternoon.

On a*“happy note,” Bishop Anderson announced that the offering for the World Hunger
Appeal at the Opening Worship was $39,539, the highest total ever. That total included
$19,000 from a special offering taken by the Eastern Washington-ldaho Synod and $2,500
from a special congregational effort from Mount Tabor Lutheran Church, West Columbia,
South Carolina. He asked voting membersto use their keypads to indicate whether they had
participated at 5:30 A.Mm. inthe “Run, Walk, 'n’ Roll” sponsored by the Board of Pensions.
The tally showed 888 voting no and 69 yes.

Report of the Presiding Bishop
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section Il, pages 1-6; Minutes, Exhibit C.

Bishop Anderson called upon Ms. Addie J. Butler, vice president of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America, to assume the chair. Chair pro tem Butler called upon Bishop
Anderson to present the report of the presiding bishop.

Noting that this was “the last Churchwide Assembly in the 20th century,” he said this
was “agood time to look back and marvel atthework” of the last century. Citing an article
from The Lutheran Almanac of 1901, he noted how the 19th century had received the horse
and bequeathed the bicycle and the motorcar; had received the quill pen and bequeathed the
typewriter; and had received the beacon signal and bequeathed the telephone and wireless
telegraphy. Similarly this past century can claim to have bequeathed space travel, nuclear
power, and the Internet. Calling attention to several ways in which this church is using the
Internet to advance its mission, he specifically noted a forthcoming new on-line magazine.

The “spiritual legacies” of the past century, he said, may not be as positive, noting that
no significant progress had been made in eliminating war. And yet, among churches,
significant advances have been made: “We've discovered how to come together despite
differences.” Among Lutherans, we have inherited ecumenical cooperation and are
bequeathing full communion: “We Lutherans have been leaders.”

Telling of his granddaughter’s efforts to overcome her fear of swimming, he drew
parallels to new ELCA ecumenical relationships, pointing out how Lutherans have moved
from“testing the waters” to “ taking the plunge.” He described how the EL CA’srelationship
with the United Church of Christ, the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.), and the Reformed
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Church in America has been “qualitatively different” from prior contacts since this church
entered into full communion with them in 1997. At this assembly, he said, this church has
the opportunity to “plungeinto awider sea’ by entering into full communion with Moravians
and Episcopalians: “What a bridge we could be.”

Full communion with The Episcopal Church will mean “doing something different” in
terms of some ELCA practices, but “what a step forward into a new millennium,” he said.

Reminding the assembly of how different practices and slogans kept Lutherans and
Roman Catholics apart for years, he said he was glad that this century will end with the
signing of the “Joint Declaration on the Doctrine of Justification.” Formal signing of the
Declaration will take place on October 31, 1999, in Augsburg, Germany. W hile noting that
“significant differences remain,” he added, “we enter the new millennium with hope.”

He said that this century began with an expectation that theworld could be converted to
the Christian faith in one generation, if enough missonaries could go out to tell the story of
Jesus. Many dedicated missionaries went, and the Gospel took root, even if the world was
not converted in one generation. This church continues to send out people to tell the story
of Jesus, and this task has been furthered as mission support dollars have exceeded
expectations.

Bishop Anderson showed a video featuring Bishop Munib Y ounan of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Jordan (ELCJ), who described some of the educational and spiritual
ministries of his church, as the ELCJ works to foster understanding in a multi-religious
society. “The ELCA is supporting this ministry in this part of the world,” Bishop Y ounan
said, through prayer, advocacy, and mission support.

Because many ELCA synods have companion synods in various countries, ELCA
members are now learning “what we have always said, that Christ is the hope of the world,”
Bishop Anderson said.

Changes in the global economic situation have been reflected in how Lutheran
congregationsdo ministry. Lutherans began the century by helping individuals, then worked
through community service agencies, and are now looking at how practices affect the global
economy. Bishop Anderson said that he had studied changesin congregational budgets, and
the greatest change he hasseen in recent yearsisthe amount in congregational budgets going
to community agencies, such as shelters, food banks, and advocacy groups.

Turning hisattention to refugee resettlement and world hunger, he said that these have
been a priority for the past 25 years. Because of the involvement of churches in meeting
world hunger needs, there has been a decline worldwide in the number of people who are
hungry. He expressed pleasure that an additional $500,000 has been given in the first half
of 1999 for world hunger compared to the prior year. Global problems, he said, will “require
more than our surplus cash.” Christians need to ask, “What does the Lord require of us?’
One way this Churchwide Assembly will addressthat question is by considering memorials
on international debt.

Now, he said, “it istime for you to pick up the conversation.” He said he would take up
the task of serving as referee, having had the opportunity to express his views on several
issues. “I will trust your judgment,” he said, trusting that the Holy Spirit would lead the
voting members as they make their decisions.

Vice President Butler announced that under the“ Rules of Organization and Procedure”
the Report of the Presiding Bishop was accepted and referred to the Committee of Reference
and Counsel without further action.
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Report of the Credentials Committee
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, pages 9, 28.

Bishop Anderson called upon Secretary Almen, who, as ex officio chair of the
Credentials Committee, provided the following report of voter registration as of 8:15 A.M.,
August 17, 1999.

Voting Members:

Lay Members Female 327
Male 287
ToTAL 614

Ordained Ministers Female 105

Male 301

ToTAL 406

TOTAL 1,020

ELCA Officers: 4

TOTAL VOTING M EMBERSHIP 1,024

Of the 1,024 registered voting members, 103 were persons of color or persons whose
primary language is other than English.

Theme Focus: Signs of Hope

Bishop Anderson called upon Vice President Butler to return to the podium to offer
another “Sign of Hope” in this church. She described how the presence of persons
emigrating from other countries continuesto enrich the Church. Using avideo, she described
how this church provides ministries such as English classes and health services to meet the
needs of these newcomers, some of whom bring the Gospel with them, while othershear the
Gospel for thefirst time. The video also called attention to anew ELCA Spanish-language
hymnal, Libro de Liturgiay Cantico. Bishop Anderson and Vice President Butler then read
the names of 24 voting members who immigrated to the U.S. and invited them to stand.

Report of the Nominating Committee
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section VII, pages 1-73 (Section |, pages 7-8, 28).

Bishop AndersonintroducedtheRev. Kirk W. Bish, chair of the Nominating Committee,
and asked for the report of that committee. During his report, Pastor Bish reviewed the
process used by the committee, adding that the committee did its work with diligence and
great care. Thecommitteemet April 23-24, 1999, to carry out itsresponsibility of providing
two nomineesfor each position open for election. For the 93 positions available 550 names
were submitted. Pastor Bish reminded the assembly that nominations from the floor were
permitted but must be submitted on the approved form and be in accordance with the
provisions printed in the “ Rules of Organization and Procedure” and that floor nominations
must be submitted to the nominations desk at the assembly office before 2:25 p.m. on
Wednesday, August 18,1999.
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Proposal for Full Communion with The Episcopal Church

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section IV, pages 1-10.2; Section V, pages1-6 (Section I,
pages14-15); continued on Minutes, pages 157, 349.

BACKGROUND
Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue Prior to 1997

The following narrative describes a number of important eventsin the discussions that
have resulted in the proposal for full communion with The Episcopal Church.

a. Lutheran-Episcopal Dialoguel (1969-1972). The Lutheran-Episcopal Dialoguel began
in the U.S. in 1969, prior to the International Lutheran-Anglican Dialogue. It resulted in
Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue: A Progress Report, which recommended “continuing joint
theological study and conversations” and offered specific proposals for limited inter-
communion and mutual ecclesial recognition.

b. Lutheran-Episcopal Dialoguell (1976-1980). The Lutheran and Episcopal churches
then authorized the Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue IlI. This dialogue issued Lutheran-
Episcopal Dialogue: Reports and Recommendations and joint statements on justification,
the Gospel, eucharistic presence, the authority of Scripture, and apostolicity.

c. Interim Eucharistic Sharing. 1n 1982, The Episcopal Church, The American Lutheran
Church, The Association of Evangelical Lutheran Churches, and the Lutheran Church in
Americatook official action to enter into an Agreement on Interim Eucharistic Sharing. This
meant among other thingsthat the churches recognized each other as churches “in which the
Gospel is preached and taught” and encouraged the development of common Christian life
throughout their respective churches. The churchesalso called for athird series of dialogues
to resolve other outstanding questions before they could enter into full communion
(communio in sacris or pulpit and altar fellowship), which was the goal of the 1982
agreement. The topics for the third series were: the implications of the Gospel; historic
episcopate; and ordering of ministry (bishops, priests, and deacons) in the total context of
apostolicity. The Episcopalian partici pantswanted greater agreement on the ordering of the
church as the community of faith.

g. Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue Il (1983-1991). The Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue Il
produced two major reports.

(1) Implications of the Gospel (with a study guide) discusses the implicationsof the Gospel
for the faith and life of the two churches in terms of what God has done in history. It
describeshow L utherans and Episcopalians can faithfully articul ate the Gospel together
in contemporary society. Recommendations for action, not dependent on full
communion, in the areas of worship, ecumenism, evangelism, and ethics were offered
to the churches.

(2) Toward Full Communion and the Concordat of Agreement address the implications of
the proposal for full communion. The prefaceto the Concordat definesfull communion
as it appeared in the international Lutheran-Episcopa Working Group in 1983. This
definitionisin accord with Ecumenism: The Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in America (1991) and the Declaration of Unity of The Episcopal Church (1979). The
preface begins as follows:

“The Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue, Series Ill, proposes this Concordat of
Agreement to its sponsoring bodies for consideration and action by the General
Convention of The Episcopal Church and the Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical
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Lutheran Churchin Americain implementation of the goal mandated by the L utheran-
Episcopal Agreement of 1982. That agreement identified the goal as‘full communion
(communio in sacris/altar and pulpit fellowship).’”

e. ELCA Study of the Lutheran-Episcopal Proposals: 1991-1997. The 1991 Churchwide
Assembly determined that thetime line for achurchwide study processwould not begin until
1993, after action by the EL CA Churchwide Assembly on the Study of Ministry. In 1993,
the Church Council decided to schedulethe decision onfull communionwith The Episcopal
Church at the 1997 Churchwide Assembly, the same assembly that considered aproposal for
full communion with churches of the Reformed tradition.

During this period of 1991-1997, a Lutheran-Episcopal Coordinating Committee
received the mandate from their church bodies:

(1) To assist thetwo churches in understanding and moving towards full communion, and
in the reception of the Concordat of Agreement and its accompanying theological
document, Toward Full Communion;

(2) To continue to explore and recommend ways of implementing the 1982 Joint
Agreement, including reception of Implications of the Gospel;

(3) To assist in developing processes and resources for a study of the above mentioned
documents;

(4) To interpret the relationship between full communion and mission, as set forth in the
above mentioned documents;

(5) To facilitate communication among all expressions of the two churches (national,
synodical, diocesan, local) regarding proposals put forth by Lutheran-Episcopal
Dialogue 11, responses to the proposal's, and implications of the proposals; and,

(6) To interpret the proposals put forth by the Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue |11 within the
wider ecumenical context, seeking comments and response from other ecumenical
partners; comments and response from inter-Anglican bodies (e.g., Anglican
Consultative Council) and inter-L utheran bodies (e.g., Lutheran W orld Federation); and
to be sensitive to the areas of dissent and concern within our two churches (CC93.03.16).

As part of the ELCA reception process, a churchwide study was conducted throughout
the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, the results of which were made available in
February 1996. This study and other related discussions throughout this church revealed
areas of concern, including the following: interchangeability and reciprocity of ministries,
the historic episcopate, and role and statusof bishops. The L utheran-Episcopal Coordinating
Committee and the ELCA’s Department for Ecumenical Affairs addressed these issues
through publication of resources and numerous consultations throughout this church. There
also have been extensive discussions with key leadership groups within the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America, including the Conference of Bishops and the ELCA Church
Council. Resources also were developed to provide answers to key questions about the
Concordat and the ecumenical decisions before the 1997 Churchwide Assembly.

f. Joint Meeting of the ELCA Conference of Bishops and the House of Bishops of The
Episcopal Church. In October 1996, the ELCA’s Conference of Bishops met jointly with
the Episcopal House of Bishops to discuss the proposal for full communion. During the
course of thein-depth discussion of both issuesand opportunitiesrelated to this decision, the
ELCA Conference of Bishops developed a list of issues that it requested the Lutheran-
Episcopal Coordinating Committeeto addressat its October 31-November 3, 1996, meeting.
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The positive and extensive response of the L utheran-Episcopal Coordinating Committee to
this communication from the ELCA bishops was noted in a document presented to the
council.

g. Revised text considered. The final text of the Concordat) which was revised by the
Lutheran-Episcopal Coordinating Committee at its October 31-November 3, 1996,
meeting) was presented. The coordinating committee also recommended that the following
joint resolution be placed before the ELCA’s 1997 Churchwide Assembly and the 1997
General Convention of The Episcopal Church. Aswasthe case with the Reformed proposal,
Church Council action to transmit this resolution to the 1997 Churchwide Assembly was
recommended by Presiding Bishop H. George Anderson at the council’s November 1996
meeting.

AtitsNovember 9-11, 1996, meeting, the Church Council of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America took the following action:
To receive the request made by the Lutheran-Episcopa Coordinating Committee that the following

common resolution on full communion be considered by the 1997 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America and the General Convention of The Episcopal Church; and

To transmit the following resolution to the 1997 ELCA Churchwide Assembly for action:

RESOLVED, that this Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
accepts, as a matter of verbal content as well as in principle, the Concordat of Agreement, as set forth
below; and be it further

RESOLVED, thatthis Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americaagrees
to make those legislative, constitutional, and liturgical changes necessary to implement full communion
between the two churches, as envisioned in the Concordat of Agreement.

This motion failed at the 1997 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran
Churchin America by six votesfor lack of atwo-thirds majority vote, with 684 votescastin
favor, and 351 votes cast in opposition.

What Is Full Communion?

The definition of Full Communion, as adopted by the 1991 Churchwide Assembly, is
on page 14 of the policy document, Ecumenism: The Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America

....4. Full Communion. At this stage the goal of the involvement of this church in the ecumenical
movement isfully attained. Here the question of the shape and form of full communion needs to be addressed
and answered practically in terms of what will best further the mission of the Church in individual cases,

consistentwith the L utheran understanding of the basis of the unity of the Churchin Article V11 of the Augsburg
Confession.

For the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, the characteristics of full communion are theological
and missiological implications of the Gospel that allow variety and flexibility. These characteristics stress that
the Church act ecumenically for the sake of the world, not for itself alone. They will include at least the
following, some of which exist at earlier stages:

1. A common confessing of the Christian faith;

2. A mutual recognition of Baptism and a sharing of the Lord’s Supper, allowing for joint worship and an
exchangeability of members;

3. A mutual recognition and availability of ordained ministers to the service of all members of churchesin
full communion, subject only but always to the disciplinary regulations of the other churches;

A common commitment to evangelism, witness, and service;
A means of common decision making on critical common issues of faith and life;

A mutual lifting of any condemnations that exist between churches.
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We hold this definition and description of full communion to be consistent with Article VII of the
Augsburg Confession, which says, “For the true unity of the church it is enough to agree concerning the
teaching of the Gospel and the administration of the Sacraments.” Agreement in the Gospel can be reached and
stated without adopting Lutheran confessional formulations as such. It allows for flexible, situation-oriented
decisionsabout order and decision making structures. It does not demand organic union, though itdoesnotrule
it out. This definition is asoin agreement with the understanding of unity adopted by the Seventh Assembly
of the Lutheran W orld Federation in 1984, “The Unity We Seek” (quoted under the Lutheran W orld Federation
section of this statement).

At the 1997 Churchwide Assembly, the voting members adopted the following actions
related to relations with The Episcopal Church:

Resolution One [CA97.05.23]:

WHEREAS, while a solid majority (66.1 percent) voted for the adoption of the Concordat of Agreement,
that was not sufficient for the required two-thirds majority, and

WHEREAS, despite the sadness among us and within the church at large, our church remains committed
to the ultimate goal of full communion with The Episcopa Church and other churches, and

WHEREAS, we recognize our need asthe Evangelical L utheran Church in Americato understand our own
doctrine, creeds, and polity and that of The Episcopal Church; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America in Churchwide A ssembly, hereby,

1. Request that thebishop, Church Council, Department for Ecumenical Affairs, and Conference of Bishops
create opportunities for dialogue and teaching within the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
concerning the possible avenues for full communion with The Episcopa Church;

2. Request that educational opportunitiesbe created in consultation with The Episcopal Church for mem bers
of the faculties of ELCA collegesand seminaries, the Conference of Bishops, clergy, and laity designed
tocommunicatethe history, theology, and ecclesiol ogy of both The Episcopal Church and the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in A merica, and that those materialswill be made available toall EL CA congregations
and rostered persons during the two-year period before the next Churchwide A ssembly;

3. Call for discussion in the 1997-1999 biennium within our church of the process toward full communion
and the implications of full communion with The Episcopa Church; and

4. Aspire to ratification of an agreement for full communion with The Episcopa Church a the 1999
Churchwide Assembly.

Resolution Two [CA97.05.24]:

RESOLVED, that the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America seek conversations with The Episcopal
Church, building on the degree of consensus achieved at this assembly and addressing concerns that emerged
during consideration of the Concordat of Agreement. The aim of these conversations is to bring to the 1999
Churchwide Assembly arevised proposal for full communion; and, be it further

RESOLVED, that the 1982 agreement for “Interim Eucharistic Sharing” continue to guide joint ministry
efforts in worship, education, and mission; and, be it further

RESOLVED, that the 1997 Churchwide Assembly direct the bishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in America to communicate this request to the presiding bishop of The Episcopal Church.

Following the Churchwide Assembly, Presiding Bishop Anderson prepared a set of
options describing possible ways to continue the conversation on full communion with The
Episcopal Church. He shared these options with the Conference of Bishops at its October
1997 meeting and the Church Council at its November 1997 meeting. Having received the
advice of the Conference of Bishops, the Church Council voted in November 1997
(CC97.11.76):

To request that the Office of the Presiding Bishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americawork
with the counterpart in The Episcopal Church in developing a revised and rewritten Concordat of

Agreement, using clear, down-to-earth language and including the rationale for its conclusions and
recommendations; and
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To authorize the presiding bishop, in consultation with the Ex ecutive Committee of the Church Council,
to appoint asmall drafting team to be informed by a panel of advisorsin that endeavor, with the understanding
that an eff ort will be made in the composition of the team and panel to reflect the diversity of opinion on this
matter within this church.

The presiding bishop, in accord with that resolution, appointed the following L utheran
members of the drafting team: the Rev. Martin E. Marty, chair (Chicago, 111.); theRev. Todd
W. Nichol (St. Paul, Minn.); and Dr. Michael J. Root (Columbus, Ohio). The Episcopal
Church likewise appointed three membersto the drafting team.

The following persons were appointed to serve on the Lutheran advisory panel:
Ms. Terry L. Bowes (Longmont, Colo.); Ms. Katharin A. Kelker (Billings, Mont.); Pr. Joan
A. Mau (Washington Island, Wis.); Pr. Nelson T. Strobert (Gettysburg, Pa.); Bp. Peter
Rogness (Milwaukee, Wis.); Ms. Marybeth A. Peterson (Omaha, Neb.); Pr. ThomasA. Prinz
(Alexandra, Va.); Gov. Albert Quie (Minnetonka, Minn.); Dr. NelvinV os(M axatawny, Pa.);
and Bp. Ronald B. Warren (Atlanta, Ga.).

Prior to the Church Council’s April 1998 meeting, the drafting team met on December
18-19,1997, January 14-15, 1998, February 17-18, 1998, March 23-24,1998, and A pril 6-8,
1998; the advisory panel met with the drafting team on December 18, 1997, and April 6,
1998.

In April 1998, the text of the revised document, “Called to Common Mission: A
Lutheran Proposal for a Revision of the Concordat of Agreement,” was provided to the
Church Council asinformation. Essays by the drafting team also were presented as part of
the Church Council’ s in-depth study and discussion of the proposal. The council took the
following actions at its April 1998 meeting (CC98.04.27):

To express appreciation to the advisory panel and to the drafting team that prepared the document, “ Called

to Common Mission: A Lutheran Proposal for a Revision of the Concordat of Agreement,” in responseto action
taken by the 1997 Churchwide A ssembly and by the Church Council in November 1997;

To call on members and congregations of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America to review this
proposal for full communion with The Episcopal Church within the framework of the statement, “ Ecumenism:
The Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America,” as adopted by the 1991 Churchwide A ssembly;

To ask members and congregations to review this draft in light of the following questions, which were
developed by the Conference of Bishops:

(1) How will this proposal for full communion serve the mission, common witness, and service of the
Church?

(2) Doestherevised proposal clearly setthe ministry of bishopsin the wider context of the ministry of all the
baptized?

(3) Doestherevised proposal demonstrate a L utheran understanding of the one office of the ministry of Word
and Sacrament?

(4) Does the revised proposal effectively and adequately present a Lutheran understanding of the historic
episcopate for the N orth A merican context?

(5) What other areas of concern need to be addressed?
To encourage members of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America to strengthen and renew efforts
to listen carefully and respectfully to each other as they review this draft;

To call on members and congregations of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americato take advantage
of the opportunities for dialogue and study of available resources for greater understanding of the history,
theology, and ecclesiology of this church and The Episcopal Church and to deepen and intensify their
conversations on full communion with our sisters and brothers in The Episcopa Church; and

Toinviteand encourage members of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americato respond to thisdraft,
thereby participating in the ongoing development of a revised proposal for full communion, which will be
available for review in November 1998, prior to consideration by the 1999 Churchwide A ssembly.
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Giventheaction of encouragement for members and congregationsto study and respond
to the draft, the council also adopted the following resolution in April 1998 (CC98.04.41):
To authorize the advisory panel to review responses to the document, “Called to Common Mission: A

Lutheran Proposal for aRevision of the Concordat of Agreement,” and to advise the drafting team based on that
review.

Responsesfrom synodical assemblies, seminary faculties, and numerousindividualsand
congregations were gathered by staff of the Department for Ecumenical Affairs and
distributed to the members of the advisory panel and drafting team. The advisory panel met
on October 13, 1998, with members of the drafting team, to analyze the responses and to
provide advice to the drafting team. The drafting team met October 14-15, 1998, in order
to prepare a second draft, with substantial revisions, of “Called to Common Mission: A
Lutheran Proposal for a Revision of the Concordat of Agreement.”

The Church Council, at the November 1998 meeting, adopted aresolution related to the
process for transmittal and discussion of the revised document, “Called to Common
Mission.” The council voted (CC98.11.70):

WHEREAS, the action by the Church Council of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America to transmit
“Called to Common Mission: A Lutheran Proposal for a Revision of the Concordat of Agreement” to the 1999
Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America responds to the mandate of the 1997
Churchwide Assembly “to bring to the 1999 Churchwide Assembly a revised proposa for full communion”
[CA97.5.24] with The Episcopa Church; and

WHEREAS, the members of the Church Council reflect a diversity of views on particulars of “Called to
Common Mission,” we nonetheless reaffirm our commitment to the action of the 1997 ELCA Churchwide
Assembly that “our church remains committed to the ultimate goal of full communion with The Episcopal
Church and other churches” [CA97.5.23]; and

WHEREAS, the text of “Called to Common Mission” transmitted to the 1999 Churchwide Assembly
reflects significant changesthat respond to criticisms and suggestions rel ated to the three-fold ministry of Word
and Sacrament and the concept of “bishop for life;” and

WHEREAS, changes to the constitution and bylaws of this church and to the approved Rite for the
Installation of a Bishop will be provided at the time of the publication of “Called to Common Mission”; and

WHEREAS, while “Called to Common Mission” may not be a document acceptable to the entire
mem bership of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, it nevertheless provides abasis for articulating
avision of a shared common mission with The Episcopal Church; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the Church Council of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America offers thanks to
the members of the drafting team and the members of the advisory panel, aswell asto all who provided written
responses with comments and suggestions, and to those who signed petitions; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the Church Council seeks to promote further discussion, continued education, and
prayer related to the proposa to establish full communion with The Episcopal Church; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the Church Council urges that this process of discussion, continued education, and
prayer leading to and following the 1999 ELCA Churchwide Assembly be conducted with honesty, mutual
respect, and pastoral care for all persons in the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americaand The Episcopal
Church.

To facilitate widespread study, discussion, and understanding among members and
throughout the congregations and synods of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America,
including the 1999 synodical assemblies, the EL CA Church Council acted on November 15,
1998, to convey the revised proposal, “Calledto Common M ission,” to the 1999 Churchwide
Assembly. The council voted (CC98.11.55):

To transmit the following resolution to the 1999 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in Americafor action.
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RECOMMENDATION OF THE
CHURCH CouNcCIL

RESOLVED, that this Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America accepts “Called to Common Mission: A Lutheran Proposal for a Revision of the
Concordat of Agreement” as set forth below asthe basis for arelationship of full communion
to be established between The Episcopal Church and the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America; and be it further

RESOLVED, that this Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical L utheran Church in
Americarequests that Presiding Bishop H. George Anderson of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America convey this action to Presiding Bishop Frank T. Griswold of The
Episcopal Church.

Proposed Text of “Called to Common Mission”
CaLLED TO COMMON MISSION:

A Lutheran Proposal for a Revision of the Concordat of Agreement
[November 1998]

Introduction

Our churches have discovered afresh our unity in the Gospel and our commitment to the
missionto which God callsthe church of Jesus Christin every generation. Unity andmission
are organically linked in the Body of Christ, the church. All baptized people are called to
lives of faithful witness and service in the name of Jesus. Indeed, the baptized are nourished
and sustained by Chrigt as encountered in Word and Sacrament. Our search for a fuller
expression of visible unity isfor the sake of living and sharing the Gospel. Unity and mission
are at the heart of the church’slife, reflecting thereby an obedient response to the call of our
Lord Jesus Christ.

Many years of thorough and conscientious dial ogue have brought our churches to this
moment. The history of how far our churches have already traveled together is significant.
It guides us on a common path toward the unity for which Christ prayed.

The purpose of this Concordat of Agreement isto achieve full communion between the
Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americaand The Episcopal Church. Our churches have set
this goal in responseto our Lord’s Prayer that all may be one. Our growing unity isurgently
required so that our churches will be empowered to engage more fully and more faithfully
the mission of God in the world.

| ask not only on behalf of these, but also on behalf of those who will believe
in me through their word, that they may all be one. Asyou, Father, are in me and
| am in you, may they also bein us, so that the world may believe that you have sent
me (John 17:20-21).

The Concordat is the latest stage in along history of ecumenical dialogue between the
two churches. Although the issues that gave rise to the Protestant Reformation in England
and on the European continent were dissimilar is some respects, Anglicans and Lutherans
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have long recognized something of themselves in each other, and our churches have never
issued condemnations against one another. Liturgical and sacramental worship has always
figured largely in the identity and character of each tradition. Moreover, the architects of
reformation, both in England and on the continent, were concerned to uphold the catholic
faith. Thusit is no surprise that official ecumenical conversations between Lutherans and
Anglicans date back to the late nineteenth century.

The first official conversation in this century involving Anglicans and Lutheransin the
U.S.A. took place in December 1935, between The Episcopal Church and The A ugustana
Evangelical Lutheran Church, a church with roots in Sweden. In 1969, the first of three
rounds of Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue began. Periodic reports were submitted to the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America and its predecessor bodies and to The Episcopal
Church. Two final reports, Implications of the Gospel and “ Toward Full Communion” and
“ Concordat of Agreement,” were submitted in 1988 and 1991 respectively.

Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue was coordinated through the Lutheran World Federation
and the Anglican Consultative Council with the Anglican-Lutheran International
Conversations, the European Regional Commission, and the other national and local
dialogues. Consultations were held as well with other churches and traditions in dialogue
with Lutherans and Anglicans.

In 1996, the Nordic and Baltic Lutheran and the British and Irish Anglican churches
entered communion on the basis of agreement in The Porvoo Common Statement. Earlier,
in 1988, the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Germany and the Church of England agreed on
steps to closer relations on the basis of The M eissen Declaration. Anglican and L utheran
churchesin Canada, in Southern and Eastern Africa, and in Asia have initiated dialogue and
begun to share in mission. These actions, and those that follow, help to prepare us and,
indeed, other churches committed to the ecumenical movement, to move from our present
separation into a relationship of full communion.

Official Text
CALLED TO COMMON MISSION:
A Lutheran Proposal for a Revision of the Concordat of Agreement

[November 1998]

1. The Lutheran-Episcopal Agreement of 1982 identified asits goal the establishment
of “full communion (communioinsacris/altar and pul pit fellowship)” between The Episcopal
Church and the churches that united to form the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America.
As the meaning of full communion for purposes of this Concordat of Agreement, both
churches endorse in principle the definitions agreed to by the (international) Anglican-
Lutheran Joint Working Group at Cold Ash, Berkshire, England, in 1983, which they deem
to bein full accord with their own definitions given in the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America's policy statement “Ecumenism: The Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America’ (1991), and in the “Declaration on Unity” of The Episcopal Church (1979).

2. Wetherefore understand full communion to be arelation between distinct churches
in which each recognizes the other as a catholic and apostolic church holding the essentials
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of the Christian faith. Within this new relation, churches become interdependent while
remaining autonomous. Full communion includes the establishment locally and nationally
of recognized organs of regular consultation and communication, including episcopal
collegiality, to express and strengthen the fellowship and enable common witness, life, and
service. Diversity ispreserved, but thisdiversity isnot static. Neither church seeksto remake
the other in its own image, but each is open to the gifts of the other as it seeksto be faithful
to Christ and his mission. They are together committed to a visible unity in the church’s
mission to proclaim the Word and administer the Sacraments.

3. The Episcopal Church agrees that in its General Convention, and the Evangelical
Lutheran Churchin Americaagreesthat in its Churchwide Assembly, there shall be one vote
to accept or regect, as a matter of verbal content as well as in principle, the full set of
agreements to follow. If they are adopted by both churches, each church agrees to make
those legislative, canonical, constitutional, and liturgical changes that are needed and
appropriate for the full communion between the churches.

A. Agreements
Agreement in the Doctrine of the Faith

4. The Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americaand The Episcopal Churchrecognize
in each other the essentials of the one catholic and apostolic faith as it is witnessed in the
unaltered Augsburg Confession, the Small Catechism, and The Book of Common Prayer of
1979 (including “Ordination Rites” and “An Outline of the Faith”), and also as it is
summarized in part in Implications of the Gospel and “ Toward Full Communion” and
“ Concordat of Agreement,” (containing thereportsof Lutheran-Episcopal Dialoguelll),the
papers and official conversations of Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogue Ill, and the statements
formulated by Lutheran-Episcopal Dialogues | and Il. Each church also promises to
encourage its people to study each other’s basic documents.

5. We endorse the international Anglican-Lutheran doctrinal consensus which was
summarized in The Niagara Report (1989) as follows:

“We accept the authority of the canonical Scriptures of the Old and New
Testaments. We read the Scriptures liturgically in the course of the church’s year.

“W e accept the Niceno-Constantinopolitan and Apostles’ Creeds and confess the
basic Trinitarian and Christological Dogmas to which these creeds testify. That is, we
believe that Jesus of Nazareth istrue God and true M an, and that God is authentically
identified as Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.

“Anglicans and Lutherans use very similar orders of service for the Eucharist, for
the Prayer Offices, for the administration of Baptism, for the rites of Marriage, Burial,
and Confession and Absolution. We acknowledge in the liturgy both a celebration of
salvation through Christ and a significant factor in forming the consensus fidelium [the
consensus of the faithful]. We have many hymns, canticles, and collects in common.

“W e believe that baptism with water in the name of the Triune God unites the one
baptized with the death and resurrection of Jesus Christ, initiates into the one, holy,
catholic and apostolic church, and confersthe gracious gift of new life.

“We believe that the Body and Blood of Christ are truly present, distributed, and
received under the forms of bread and winein the Lord’s Supper. We also believe that
the grace of divine forgiveness offered in the sacrament is received with the thankful
offering of ourselves for God’s service.
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“We believe and proclaim the Gospel, that in Jesus Christ God loves and redeems
theworld. We share acommon understanding of God'’ sjustifying grace, i.e.that we are
accounted righteous and are made righteous before God only by grace through faith
because of the merits of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, and not on account of our
worksor merit. Both our traditions affirm that justifi cation leads and must | ead to ‘good
works'; authentic faith issuesin love.

“Anglicans and Lutherans believe that the church is not the creation of individual
believers, but that it is constituted and sustained by the Triune God through God's
saving actionin Word and Sacraments. Webelievethatthe church issent into theworld
assign, instrument, and foretaste of the kingdom of God. But we also recognize that the
church stands in constant need of reform and renewal.

“We believe that all members of the church are called to participate in its apostolic
mission. They are therefore given various ministries by the Holy Spirit. Within the
community of the church the ordained ministry existsto serve the ministry of thewhole
people of God. W e hold the ordained ministry of Word and Sacrament to be a gift of
God to his church and therefore an office of divine institution.

“We believethat aministry of pastoral oversight (episkope), exercised in personal,
collegial, and communal ways, is necessary to witness to and safeguard the unity and
apostolicity of the church.

“W e share acommon hope in the final consummation of the kingdom of God and
believe that we are compelled to work for the establishment of justice and peace. The
obligations of the kingdom are to govern our life in the church and our concern for the
world. The Christian faith isthat God has made peace through Jesus ‘by the blood of
his cross’ (Colossians 1:20) so establishing the one valid center for the unity of the
whole human family.”

Agreement in Ministry

6. The ministry of the whole people of God forms the context for what is said here
about all forms of ministry. We together affirm that all members of Christ's church are
commissioned for ministry through baptism. All are called to represent Christ and his
church; to bear witness to him wherever they may be; to carry on Christ’s work of
reconciliation in the world; and to participate in the life, worship, and governance of the
church. We give thanks for a renewed discovery of the centrality of the ministry of all the
baptized in both our churches. Our witness to the Gospel and pursuit of peace, justice, and
reconciliation in the world have been immeasurably strengthened. Because both our
churches affirm this ministry which has already been treated in our previous dialogues, it is
not here extensively addressed. Both churchesneed more adequately to realize the ministry
of thebaptized through di scernment of gifts, education, equipping the saints for ministry, and
seeking and serving Christ in all persons.

7. Weacknowledge that oneanother’s ordained ministriesare and havebeen given by
God to be instruments of God'’s grace in the service of God’s people, and possess not only
theinward call of the Spirit, but also Christ’scommission through hisbody, thechurch. We
acknowledge that personal, collegial, and communal oversight is embodied and exercised in
both our churches in a diversity of forms, in fidelity to the teaching and mission of the
apostles. We agree that ordained ministers are called and set apart for the one ministry of
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Word and Sacrament, and that they do not cease thereby to share in the priesthood of all
believers. They fulfill their particular ministrieswithin the community of the faithful and not
apart from it. The concept of the priesthood of all believers affirms the need for ordained
ministry, while at the same time setting ministry in proper relationship to the laity. The
Anglican tradition uses the terms “presbyter” and “priest” and the Lutheran tradition in
America characteristically uses the term “pastor” for the same ordained ministry.

8. Inorder to give witness to the faith we share (see paragraphs 4 and 5 above), we
agree that the one ordained ministry will be shared between the two churches in a common
pattern for the sake of common mission. Inthe past, each church has sought and found ways
to exercise the ordained ministry in faithfulness to the apostolic message and mission. Each
has developed structures of oversight that serve the continuity of this ministry under God’s
Word. Withinthe future common pattern, the ministry of pastors/priestswill be sharedfrom
the outset (see paragraph 16 below). Some functions of ordained deaconsin The Episcopal
Church and consecrated diaconal ministers and deaconesses in the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America can be shared insofar as they are called to be agents of the church in
meeting needs, hopes, and concernswithin church and society. The churcheswill over time
cometo sharein the ministry of bishopsin an evangelical, historic succession (see paragraph
19 below). Thissuccession also is manifest in the churches’ use of the apostolic scriptures,
the confession of the ancient creeds, and the celebration of the sacraments instituted by our
Lord. Asour churcheslivein full communion, our ordained ministrieswill still be regulated
by the constitutional framework of each church.

9. Important expectations of each church for a shared ordained ministry will be
realized at the beginning of our new relation: an immediate recognition by The Episcopal
Church of presently existing ordained ministers within the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin
Americaand a commitment by the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americato receive and
adapt an episcopate that will be shared. Both churches acknowledge that the diaconate,
including its place within the threefold ministerial office and its relationship with all other
ministries, is in need of continuing exploration, renewal, and reform, which they pledge
themselves to undertake in consultation with one another. The ordination of deacons,
deaconesses, or diaconal ministers by the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americais not
required by this Concordat.

10. The New Testament describesa laying-on-of-handsto set personsapart for avariety
of ministries. In the history of the church, many and various terms have been used to
describe the rite by which a person becomes a bishop. In the English language these terms
include: confecting, consecrating, constituting, installing, making, ordaining, ordering. Both
our traditions have used the term “ consecration of bishops” for this samerite at some times.
Today the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America uses the term “installation” while The
Episcopal Church uses the word “ordination” for the rite by which a person becomes a
bishop. What isinvolved in each caseis the setting apart within the one ministry of Word
and Sacrament of a person elected and called for the exercise of oversight (episkope) wider
than the local congregation in the service of the Gospel.

11. “Historic succession” refersto atradition which goes back to the ancient church,
in which bishopsalready in the successioninstall newly elected bishops with prayer and the
laying-on-of-hands. At present The Episcopal Church has bishops in this historic
succession, asdo all the churches of the Anglican Communion, and the Evangelical L utheran
Church in America at present does not, although some member churches of the Lutheran
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World Federation do. The Chicago-Lambeth Quadrilateral of 1886/1888, the ecumenical
policy of The Episcopal Church, refersto this tradition as “the historic episcopate.” In the
Lutheran Confessions, Article 14 of the Apology refers to this episcopal pattern by the
phrase, “the ecclesiastical and canonical polity” which it is“our deep desire to maintain.”

12. Commitment and Definition. As a result of their agreement in faith and in
testimony of their full communion with one another, both churches now make the following
commitment to share an episcopal succession that is both evangelical and historic. They
promise to include regularly one or more bishops of the other church to participate in the
laying-on-of-hands at the ordinations/install ations of their own bishops as a sign, though not
aguarantee, of the unity and apostolic continuity of the whole church. With thelaying-on-of-
hands by other bishops, such ordinations/installations will involve prayer for the gift of the
Holy Spirit. Both churches value and maintain aministry of episkope as one of the waysin
which the apostolic succession of the church isvisibly expressed and personally symbolized
in fidelity to the Gospel through the ages. By such a liturgical statement the churches
recognize that the bishop serves the diocese or synod through ties of collegiality and
consultation that strengthen its links with the universal church. It is also a liturgical
expression of thefull communioninitiated by this Concordat, calling for mutual planning and
common mission in each place. We agree that when persons duly called and elected are
ordained/installed in thisway, they are understood to join bishopsalready in this succession
and thusto enter the historic episcopate.

13. While our two churches will come to share in the historic institution of the
episcopatein the church (as defined in paragraph 12 above), each remainsfree to exploreits
particular interpretations of the ministry of bishopsin evangelical and historic succession.
Whenever possible, this should be done in consultation with one another. The Episcopal
Churchisfreeto maintain that sharing in the historic catholic episcopate, while not necessary
for salvation or for recognition of another church asachurch, is nonetheless necessary when
Anglicans enter the relationship of full communion in order to link the local churches for
mutual responsibility in the communion of the larger church. The Evangelical Lutheran
Churchin Americaisfreeto maintain that this same episcopate, although pastorally desirable
when exercised in personal, collegial, and communal ways, is nonetheless not necessary for
therelationship of full communion. Such freedom is evidenced by its communion with such
non-episcopal churches as the Reformed churches of A Formula of Agreement and most
churches within the Lutheran World Federation.

14. Thetwo churcheswill acknowledgeimmediately the full authenticity of each other’s
ordained ministries (bishops, priests, and deaconsin The Episcopal Church and pastorsin
the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America). The creation of a common and fully
interchangeable ministry of bishopsin full communion will occur with the incorporation of
all active bishopsin the historic episcopal successon and the continuing process of collegial
consultation in mattersof Christian faith and life. For both churches, therelationship of full
communion beginswhen both churches adopt this Concordat. For the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America, the characteristics of the goal of full communion—defined in its 1991
policy statement, “Ecumenism: The Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America’ —will berealized at thistime. For The Episcopal Church, full communion, although
begun at the same time, will not be fully realized until both churches determine that in the
context of a common life and mission there is a shared ministry of bishops in the historic
episcopate. For both churches, lifein full communion entailsmorethan legislative decisions
and shared ministries. The people of both churches have to receive and share this
relationship as they grow together in full communion.
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B. Actionsof The Episcopal Church

15. The Episcopal Church by this Concordat recognizes the ministers ordained in the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America or its predecessor bodies as fully authentic. The
Episcopal Church acknowledges that the pastors and bishops of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America minister as pastors/priests within the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America and that the bishops of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America are
pastors/priests exercising aministry of oversight (episkope) within its synods. Further, The
Episcopal Church agreesthat all bishops of the Evangelical L utheran Churchin Americawho
are chosen after both churches pass this Concordat and installed within the ministry of the
historic episcopatewill be understood by The Episcopal Church ashaving been ordained into
this ministry (see paragraph 18 below).

16. Toenablethefull communion that iscominginto being by means of this Concordat,
The Episcopal Church pledgesto continue the process for enacting atemporary suspension,
in this case only, of the seventeenth-century restriction that “no persons are allowed to
exercise the offices of bishop, priest, or deacon in this Church unlessthey are so ordained,
or have already received such ordination with the laying-on-of-hands by bishops who are
themselves duly qualified to confer Holy Orders” (“Preface to the Ordination Rites,” The
Book of Common Prayer, p. 510). The purpose of this action, to declare this restriction
inapplicable to the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, will be to permit the full
interchangeability and reciprocity of all its pastors as priests or presbyters within The
Episcopal Church, without any further ordination orre-ordination or supplemental ordination
whatsoever, subject always to canonically or constitutionally approved invitation. The
purpose of temporarily suspending this restriction, which has been a constant requirement in
Anglican polity since the Ordinal of 1662, is precisely in order to secure the future
implementation of the ordinals same principle in the sharing of ordained ministries. Itis
for thisreason that The Episcopal Church can feel confident in taking thisunprecedented step
with regard to the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America.

17. The Episcopal Church acknowledges and seeks to receive the giftsof the Lutheran
traditionwhich has consistently emphasized theprimacy of the Word. The Episcopal Church
therefore endorses the Lutheran affirmation that the historic catholic episcopate under the
Word of God must always serve the Gospel, and that the ultimate authority under which
bishops preach and teach is the Gospel itself (see Augsburg Confession 28. 21-23). In
testimony and implementation thereof, The Episcopal Church agrees to establish and
welcome, either by itself or jointly with the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America,
structuresfor collegial and periodic review of the ministry exercised by bishops with aview
to evaluation, adaptation, improvement, and continual reform in the service of the Gospel.

C. Actions of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America

18. The Evangelical Lutheran ChurchinAmericaagreesthat all its bishops chosen after
both churches pass this Concordat will be installed for pastoral service of the Gospel with
this church’s intention to enter the ministry of the historic episcopate. They will be
understood by The Episcopal Church ashaving been ordai ned into thisministry, even though
tenure in office of the Presiding Bishop and synodica bishops may be terminated by
retirement, resignation, disciplinary action, or conclusion of term.  Any subsequent
ingtall ation of abishop so installed should not repeat the prayer for the gift of the Holy Spirit
and the laying-on-of-hands. The Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americafurther agreesto
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revise its rite for the “Installation of aBishop” to reflect this understanding. A distinction
between episcopal and pastora ministries within the one office of Word and Sacrament is
neither commanded nor forbidden by divine law (see Apology of the Augsburg Confession
14.1 and the Treatise on the Power and Primacy of the Pope 63). By thus freely accepting
the historic episcopate, the Evangelical L utheran Churchin Americadoes not thereby affirm
that it is necessary for the unity of the church (Augsburg Confession 7.3).

19. In order to receive the historic episcopate, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America pledges that, following the adoption of this Concordat and in keeping with the
collegiality and continuity of ordained ministry attested as early as Canon 4 of the First
Ecumenical Council (Nicaea |, A.D. 325), at least three bishops already sharing in the sign
of the episcopal succession will be invited to participate in the installation of its next
Presiding Bishop through prayer for the gift of the Holy Spirit and with the laying-on-of-
hands. These participating bishopswill beinvited from churches of the L utheran communion
which share in the historic episcopate. In addition, abishop or bishops will be invited from
The Episcopal Church to participateinthe sameway as a symbol of the full communion now
shared. Synodical bishops elected and awaiting installation may be similarly installed at the
same service, if they wish. Further, all other installations of bishops in the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Americawill be through prayer for the gift of the Holy Spirit and with
the laying-on-of-hands by other bishops, at least three of whom are to be in the historic
succession (see paragraph 12 above). Itsliturgical rites will reflect these provisions.

20. Inaccordwiththehistoric practice whereby the bishop isrepresentative of thewider
church, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America agrees to make constitutional and
liturgical provision that bishops shall preside and participatein the laying-on-of-hands at the
ordination of all clergy. Pastorsshall continueto participatewith the bishop in thelaying-on-
of-hands at all ordinations of pastors. Such offices are to be exercised as servant ministry,
and not for domination or arbitrary control. All the people of God have a true equality,
dignity, and authority for building up the body of Christ.

21. The Evangelical Lutheran Church in America by this Concordat recognizes the
bishops, priests, and deacons ordained in The Episcopal Church as fully authentic ministers
in their respective orders within The Episcopal Church and the bishops of The Episcopal
Church as chief pastors in the historic succession exercising a ministry of oversight
(episkope) within its dioceses.

D. Actions of Both Churches
Interchangeability of Clergy: Occasional Ministry, Extended Service, Transfer

22. Inthis Concordat, the two churches declare that each believes the other to hold all
the essentials of the Christian faith, although this does not require from either church
acceptance of all doctrinal formulations of the other. Ordained ministers serving
occasionally or for an extended period in the ministry of the other church will be expected
to undergo the appropriate acceptance procedures of that church respecting always the
internal discipline of each church. For the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, such
ministers will be expected to preach, teach, and administer the sacraments in a manner that
is consistent with its “Confession of Faith” as written in chapter two of the Constitution,
Bylaws, and Continuing Resolutions of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America. For
The Episcopal Church, such ministers will be expected to teach and act in a manner that is
consistent with the doctrine, discipline, and worship of The Episcopal Church. Ordained
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ministers from either church seeking long-term ministry with primary responsibility in the
other will be expected to apply for clergy transfer and to agree to the installation vow or
declaration of conformity in the church to which she or he is applying to minister
permanently.

Joint Commission

23. To assist in joint planning for mission, both churches authorize the establishment
of ajoint commission, fully accountable to the decision-making bodies of the two churches.
Its purpose will be consultative, to facilitate mutual support and advice as well as common
decison making through appropriate channelsin fundamental mattersthat the churches may
face together in the future. The joint commission will work with the appropriate boards,
committees, commissions, and staff of the two churches concerning such ecumenical,
doctrinal, pastoral, and liturgical matters as may arise, always subject to approval by the
appropriate decision-making bodies of the two churches.

Wider Context

24. Inthusmoving to establish, in geographically overlapping episcopates in collegial
consultation, one ordained ministry open to women as well asto men, to married persons as
well as to single persons, both churches agree that the historic catholic episcopate can be
locally adapted and reformed in the service of the Gospel. In this spirit they offer this
Concordat and growth toward full communionfor serious consideration among the churches
of the Reformation as well as among the Orthodox and Roman Catholic churches. They
pledge widespread consultation during the process at all stages. Each church promises to
issueno official commentary on this text that hasnot been accepted by the joint commission
as alegitimate interpretation thereof.

Existing Relationships

25. Each church agrees that the other church will continue to live in communion with
all the churches with whom the latter is now in communion. The Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America continues to be in full communion (pulpit and altar fellowship) with all
member churches of the Lutheran World Federation and with three of the Reformed family
of churches (Presbyterian Church[U.S.A.], Reformed Church in America, and United Church
of Christ). This Concordat does not imply or inaugurate any automatic communion between
The Episcopal Church and those churcheswith whom the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
Americaisin full communion. The Episcopal Church continues to be in full communion
with all the Provinces of the Anglican Communion, with the Old Catholic Churches of
Europe, with the united churches of the Indian subcontinent, with the Mar Thoma Church,
and with the Philippine Independent Church. This Concordat does not imply or inaugurate
any automatic communion between the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America and those
churches with whom The Episcopal Churchisin full communion.

Other Dialogues

26. Both churches agree that each will continue to engage in dialogue with other
churches and traditions. Both churches agree to take each other and this Concordat into
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account at every stage in their dialogues with other churches and traditions. Where
appropriate, both churches will seek to engage in joint dialogues. On the basis of this
Concordat, both churches pledge that they will not enter into formal agreements with other
churches and traditions without prior consultation with each other. At the same time both
churches pledge that they will not impede the development of relationships and agreements
with other churches and traditions with whom they have been in dialogue.

E. Conclusion

27. Recognizing each other as churches in which the Gospel is truly preached and the
holy sacraments duly administered, we receive with thanksgiving the gift of unity whichis
already given in Christ.

He is the image of the invisible God, the firstborn of all creation; for in him all
thingsin heaven and on earth were created, things visible and invisible, whether thrones
or dominionsor rulersor powers—all things have been created through him and for him.
He himself isbefore all things, and in him all things hold together. He is the head of
the body, the church; he is the beginning, the firstborn from the dead, so that he might
come to have first place in everything. For in him all the fullness of God was pleased
to dwell, and through him God was pleased to reconcile to himself all things, whether
on earth or in heaven, by making peace through the blood of his cross (Colossians 1:15-20).

28. Repeatedly Christians have echoed the scriptural confession that the unity of the
churchisboth Christ’s own work and hiscall tous. Itistherefore our task aswell as his gift.
We must “make every effort to maintain the unity of the Spirit in the bond of peace”
(Ephesians 4:3). We pray that we may rely upon, and willingly receive from one another, the
gifts Christ gives through his Spirit “for building up the body of Christ” in love (Ephesians
4:16).

29. We do not know to what new, recovered, or continuing tasks of mission this
Concordat will lead our churches, but we give thanksto God for leading usto thispoint. We
entrust ourselves to that leading in the future, confident that our full communion will be a
witness to the gift and goal already present in Christ, “so that God may be all in all”
(1 Corinthians 15:28). Entering full communion and thus removing limitations through
mutual recognition of faith, sacraments, and ministries will bring new opportunities and
levels of shared evangelism, witness, and service. It isthegift of Christ that we are sent as
he has been sent (John 17:17-26), that our unity will be received and perceived as we
participate together in the mission of the Son in obedience to the Father through the power
and presence of the Holy Spirit.

Now to him who by the power at work within usis able to accomplish abundantly
far more than all we can ask or imagine, to him be glory in the church and in Christ Jesus
to all generations, forever and ever. Amen (Ephesians 3:20-21).

Completed by the Drafting Team
October 15, 1998

The Lutheran Center

Chicago, Illinois
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Presentation of “Called to Common Mission”

Bishop Anderson directed the attention of the assembly to the introduction of “Called
to Common Mission,” the revised proposal for full communion that was called for by the
1997 Churchwide Assembly. “The main reference for you in your binder will be Section IV
of the material beginning on page one. Pages one through three contain abrief history of the
process to this point. The resolution that we are going to be voting on ison page three of
Section IV, and then that is followed by the full text of ‘Called to Common Mission: A
Lutheran Proposal for a Revision of the Concordat of Agreement.” There is additional
material elsewherein your book, but thisisthe main body to deal with. The other material
can be found in Section V, pages three through six—there is background material there—and
then synod memorials relating to ‘Called to Common Mission’ are printed in Section VI,
starting on page nine.

“Now coming to the podium are a number of resource people who will assist usin this
conversation. | invitethem up; | think we have enough chairs there. | am goingto ask them
just to stand as | read their names so you can see them and recognize them as we move
through the process.

“We had a drafting team consisting of EL CA members and Episcopal members.

“The ELCA members werethe Rev. Martin E. Marty, co-chair of the drafting team, the
Rev. Todd Nicol, professor at Luther Seminary—he is apparently not yet here-Dr. Michael
Root, professor at Trinity Seminary in Columbus.

“The Episcopal members of the drafting team: Bishop Christopher Epting, co-chair of
the drafting team, the Rev. David W. Perry, ecumenical staff, Ms. Midge Roof, ecumenical
staff.

“Other members of the team who are here, but not on the platform: the Rev. William
Norgren and the Rev. Robert W right of The Episcopal Church.

“And then, two speakers: Pastor Nancy Curtis and Pastor Norman Wahl. And our
ecumenical staff person, the Rev. Daniel F. Martensen, director of the EL CA Departmentfor
Ecumenical Affairs.

“Now | want to acknowledge the co-chairsof the drafting team and ask each of them to
say some words to us about the process. Dr. Martin Marty you know very well. Heisan
EL CA pastor, professor emeritus from the University of Chicago Divinity School. He will
be followed by Bishop Christopher Epting, bishop of the Episcopal Diocese of lowa. So |
now invite Dr. M arty to move us into this discussion.”

Address by the Rev. Martin E. Marty

Dr. Martin Marty thanked Bishop Anderson, greeted the assembly, then began his
address by quoting from 1 Corinthians 10:16-17, “ The cup of blessing that we bless, isit not
a sharing in the blood of Christ? The bread which we break, isit not asharingin the body
of Christ? Becausethere is one bread, we who are many are one body for we all partake of
that one bread.” Dr. Marty then said:

“To help realize our oneness in the body of Christ, this church, when very young in
1991, committed itself to move toward full communion with others. With such communion,
we said the goal of the involvement of this church in the ecumenical movement will have
been fully attained. Full communion, this church added, requires a mutual recognition and

58 I PLENARY SESSION TWO 1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES



availability of ordained ministers. Having in 1997 come to full communion, including
exchange of ministers, with the United Church of Christ, the Reformed Church in America,
and the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.), the Churchwide Assembly this week hasthe enviable
opportunity to approve full communion with both the Moravian Church and The Episcopal
Church. Such approval will enable usto show forth more Christian unity at the same time
as we demonstrate more Christian diversity. This unity will be evident in our further
uninhibited celebration of the one body of Christ around the one cup and the onebread. This
diversity will be manifest aswe cometo enjoy a variety of ways unmatched in Christendom
to arrange and order our own ministry. All the churches| just mentioned confessthemselves
asfaithful to the apostolic message, and thusthey are all in the apostolic successon with the
apostles of Jesus Christ. But they govern themselvesin different ways.

“In voting for these actions, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America would be
distinctive, as Bishop Anderson just reminded us-there wasalittl e bit of ‘ we’re number one’
clue there—as a bridge because we would celebrate full communion with churches whose
diverse polities are described as congregational, synodical, presbyterian, conferencial—I
learned that word last night from the Moravians—and episcopal, while we L utherans would
retain our full autonomy and freedom in Christ. What better demonstration could there be
that the liberating Gospel of Jesus Christ is this church’s consistent concern? Meanwhile,
the ways of governing and ordering the Church will remain matters of indifference—called
adiaphora, which means they can be adapted to the ages. Itis now my task and delight to
present ‘Called to Common Mission,” one of your two full communion proposals. Through
your vote, you can make history by helping this church accept greater blessings and larger
measuresof God's gift. Thesewill come withfull communion with two other churcheswith
whom we've long known kinship, but from whom we remain as of this day separated.

“Asyourecall, an earlier verson of thisinstrument, in respect to The Episcopal Church,
failed by six votesto carry atwo-thirds majority in the Churchwide Assembly in 1997. That
assembly, by a near unanimous vote, then asked the leadership of this church to return this
year with arevision of that proposal for final action and forwarding to The Episcopal Church.
Our drafting committee thus received its authority from that assembly vote, itsauthorization
by action of this church’s elected representatives-the Church Council—and its assignment
from Presiding Bishop H. George Anderson on November 24, 1997. The appointment
convoked asmall drafting team to be informed by a panel of advisors. The three of us were
to work with the appointees of The Episcopal Church to do thisrevising. Thiswe have done.
‘Called to Common Mission’ comes with thanks:

“1l. tothe1997 ChurchwideAssembly for votingthat therebethisrevised proposal for
full communion for this year, enabling usto bring to a conclusion, depending on
what you are measuring, 20 and even 30 years of intense Lutheran-Episcopal
efforts precisely toward thisend;

“2  tothe Church Council for their recommendation and request to our committee to
prepare this revision and for monitoring us along the way;

“3. to Presiding Bishop Anderson for our chartering letter;
“4. totherepresentative panel of advisors from this church with whom we twice met;
“5. to sundry members of the ELCA for their criticisms and suggestions;

“6. to the Conference of Bishops for their appropriate April 1999 Resolution of
Understanding and Expectation concerning ‘Called to Common Mission’;
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“7. to the Department for Ecumenical Affairs for untiring responses to our
committee’ s research requests;

“8. tothe committee to create L utheran-Episcopal educational opportunities to help
educate our church members during the seasons of deliberations;

“9. to the ELCA synods, which have studied these issues for years, and for a final
time, have revisited them this spring;

“10. tothe Episcopal team members, now friends, the committee headed by Bishop C.
Christopher Epting, from whom we will soon hear. With his colleagues, they will
represent here the Episcopal understandings of thisissue. They wereinformed and
consecrated partners, always sensitive to ELCA concerns. They consistently kept
in mind the simple goal of full communion, with exchangeability of ministers, and
finaly,

“11. totheparticipantsin Lutheran-Episcopal dialogues, who for ailmost 30 years have
worked to bring us to this week, this moment.

“Qur drafting committee responded carefully to the 1997 Churchwide Assembly’s call
for revision of the proposal so narrowly defeated that year. The revisers wereinstructed to
address concerns that emerged during consideration of the Concordat of Agreement, and we
have done so. Inthe course of our prolonged work, we al so chose to experiment beyond this
mandate. The Episcopal and Lutheran re-drafters alike explored alternatives which reached
usfrom some ELCA members. Itwasvery clear that whether or not some might have some
appeal among some L utherans, none of these could ever become acceptableto The Episcopal
Church. They, therefore, would be futile instruments for churches on the way to full
communion with exchange of ministry. In effect, wefound that support for them would mean
voting down any exchange of ministers with a sister church and full communion withit. We
also saw no prospects in following the urging of some ELCA members who counseled that
this church should pursue new interim Eucharist agreements that would succeed those with
which we have experimented since 1982. All alternatives would leave us short of full
communion and would not mean recognizing the interchangeability from both sides of
ordained ministers. We were particularly asked by the Church Council to accent the
priesthood of all believers—a Lutheran expression. This was no problem at all. The
Episcopalians have consistently stressed, and increasingly stress, the ministry of all the
baptized—their preferred term. They display this expansive ministry freely in their church
life; we say ‘look at the record.” Third, we were asked that the revised proposal demonstrate
a L utheran understanding of the one office of the ministry of Word and Sacrament. ‘Called
to Common Mission’ spells out this one office

“Our committee made eight changes and elaborated on them in the document you have
beforeyou. These dealt with all the contested issues of 1997, and with them we kept in mind
the bottom line: the recommendation of assembly action that our presiding bishop would
convey our action to the presiding bishop of The Episcopal Church, the church that would
take up these issues again in 2000.

“We revisers would like to have spoken in more detail about that mission to which
‘Called to Common Mission’ callsus. But do remember, please, dear friends, the basic: that
the first mission of the Church of Jesus Christ is to realize and display and act in all its
mission upon the reality of the Church, which is one, holy, catholic, and apostolic. The
Church faltersin this part of the mission whenever Christians fail to grasp new opportunities
giventhem for full communion. The stepsyou voting memberswill take thisweek will help
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this Church become evermore aware of our bond with Christians of times past through 20
centuries. We can henceforth also bemoreimaginatively and morefaithfully connected with
Christians of today in places everywhere toward the furtherance of the Gospel mission in
Africa, Asia, Latin America, among people of many races and classes and ages and more, in
the Anglican community and through the Lutheran World Federation. If passage of ‘ Called
to Common Mission’ may for the time being be unappealing to some among us, there are
reasons to be confident that generations to follow will not only experience healing, but be
grateful to the Churchwide Assembly of 1999 for this vote that can help us so enlarge our
vision and mission. Aschair of thedraft revison committee, | have learned and | have been
changed by our arduous, but enjoyable, task. | hope that any of you who still waver in
support will also be open to change along the way.

“For half a century as a Church historian, | have been privileged to tell the story of a
divided Christian Church that is at the same time now growing both more united and
exemplifying ever more diversity. Think of the part the ELCA, with its treasure of the
Gospel of forgiveness, can play in the unity part of this story aswe further diversify. Writing
Church history and taking partin revising this document can sometimes look likelittle more
than work of the head, but as we set about our task prayerfully, we have relished the reality
thatit also involvesthe Christian heart, so |et me close by speaking from such ahungry heart.

“In a warring world—Serbia, Northern Ireland, where Christians participate in armed
conflict, and all over the world—Christian bodies are divided from each other and within and
among each other. W e baptized Christians, through acts like this, could provide afresh and
startling sign to place over against theforces of conflict, and for communion. Through it, we
can have agreater potential for alivelier response on the part of our two suffering and frail,
but beautiful, churches, to the Gospel of Christ, if we now overcome any remaining
hesitations. You voting members, and through you, this church, can undertake a lively
adventure for the sake of that Gospel and for the mission of the Church of Jesus Christ. Our
timing is superb. These actions come at this concluding hour of this century which has seen
so many Christian moves and of a millennium that has seen so many diverse Chrigian
mission endeavors. This moment isrich in promise. Y our action can inspire a joy that can
come with full communion and exchange of ministers with two more bodies. | hope,
therefore, that ‘Called to Common Mission’ will also speak to the heads and hearts of all of
you so that this assembly will make two decisive moves to advance hope for a new century,
and then, through full communion, also new ways of making Christ known. Thank you for
the privilege.”

Bishop Anderson thanked Pastor Marty for his comments, then invited Bishop
Christopher Epting, of The Episcopal Church, to bring an Episcopalian point of view on
‘Called to Common Mission.’

Address by the Bishop C. Christopher Epting

Bishop C. Christopher Epting said, “Let me say what aprivilege and joy itisto be able
to stand before you today, the same privilege and joy that | have experienced over the past
months and yearswhile | served asa member of The Episcopal Church’swriting team, aswe
worked with our Lutheran colleaguesin their attempt to re-draft the Concor dat of Agreement
between our two churches in such a way that it could be accepted by both of us and lead to
the full communion we both so clearly desire. Y ou need to know, as M arty hinted at, that
those sessions were carried out with unfailing good will and mutual respect as we worked
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through some of the tough issues and some of the subtle nuances dealt with in the document
before you, and which is now entitled ‘Called to Common Mission.’

“Let me say that we know many of you approve of this document and believeitisa
perfectly adequate way forward to full communion between us. We also know that there are
still some among you with serious doubt that this isthe way forward, and othersamong you
who may yet have some reservations, but would still like to proceed. W e are also aware that
some of the issues our dialogues have raised for you are long-standing issues within
Lutheranism and particularly within this relatively new merger—the Evangelica Lutheran
Church in America. | have been told on more than one occasion by your theologians and
pastors, both lay and clergy, that in some sense, this debate has very little to do with The
Episcopal Church, but is a debate among Lutherans into which we have been invited to
participate because of our deepening relationship. That may be overstating the case, but |
think we can all see the truth of it. | would simply plead with you in all of thisto try and
keep the broader view ever before you-the kind of thing Marty referenced.

“I believe, too, that we are confronted with an historic opportunity in these days. For
two Christian communions, one of which has preserved apostolic successi on and apostolic
faith without the sign of the historic episcopate, and one which has done it, at least in part,
because of that sign, to be able fully to reconcile ministers and ministries without
unchurching one or the other in the process is no small accomplishment. For you to have
entered into full communion with the Protestant churches of the Reformed tradition in 1997,
clearly demonstrating your freedom in the Gospel to take that step, and now in that same
freedom, to embrace in an evangelical way the catholic sign of the historic succession, in
many ways would confirm you in that pivotal role as a bridge church. Worldwide, the
Anglican communion, of which The Episcopal Churchisa part, still occupies some of that
place as bridge church, given our close rel ationships with the Orthodox and Roman Catholic
churches on the one hand, and with many Protestant churches on the other.

“I know thisisalot to ask of those of you who still have reservations, especially when
emotions and passionate commitments can run so high among you. But | encourage you to
reflect at least asmuch onthese wordsfrom ‘ Caled to Common Mission’ as you do onsome
of the others. It comes from paragraphs 24 and 29. ‘In thus moving to establish in
geographically overlapping episcopatesin collegial consultation, oneordained ministry open
to women as well as to men, to married persons as well as to single persons, both churches
agreethat the historic catholic episcopate can be locally adapted and reformed in the service
of the Gospel. In thisspiritthey offer this Concordat and growth toward full communion for
serious consideration among the churches of the Reformation, as well asamong Orthodox
and Roman Catholic churches (paragraph 24). ‘Entering full communion and thusremoving
limitations through mutual recognition of faith, sacraments and ministries will bring new
opportunitiesand levels of shared evangelism service and witness. Itisthegift of Christ that
we are sent as He has been sent, that our unity will be received and perceived as we
participate together in the mission of the Son in obedience to the Father through the power
and presence of the Holy Spirit’ (paragraph 29).

“In closing, let me just add one personal note. In my role as chair of The Episcopal
Church’s delegation to the drafting team, | want to say how much | have come to appreciate
and in many ways, for thefirst time, the Lutheran confessional heritage and its witnessto the
Gospel. And | guesswhat | want to say is that | think, and have every expectation that many
others would have that same experience, werewe to enter into full communion together and
begin to grow in mission, including educational mission, and shared ministry together, dear
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friends, we may not have just this opportunity again. | pray that we will not missit. God
bless you in your deliberations.”

Bishop Anderson thanked Bishop Epting for his comments, then continued by
introducing two EL CA pastors, the Rev. Norman W. Wahl and the Rev. Nancy M. Curtis,
who were to bring the perspective of the parish pastor to both sides of this discussion.
“Pastor Wahl, who will speak first, is the pastor of Bethel Lutheran Church in Rochester,
Minnesota. He is a participant in the Ecumenical Lutheranism conversations [on
LutherLink], and al so attended the conferencesin Mahtomedi, Minnesota, that produced the
Mahtomedi resolution. Pastor Curtis is the pastor of St. James Lutheran Church in New
Haven, Indiana. Sheisthe convener of the Ecumenical L utheranism meeting on LutherLink,
and we look forward to hearing the perspectives of two respected parish pastors who share
both a strong commitment to our church and to the whole Church of Jesus Christ. | want to
thank both of you for agreeing to share with the assembly your reflections on ‘Called to
Common Mission.” Each of you will have 15 minutesfor your presentation, and | would ask
that we hold applause until after both speakers have made their presentations. Pastor Wahl,
would you begin?”

Address by the Rev. Norman W. Wahl

Pastor Norman W . Wahl said, “Itisboth aprivilege and aresponsibility to stand at this
microphone this morning, and | thank Bishop Anderson for the opportunity to speak to this
assembly about ‘Called to Common Mission’ [CCM]. Bishop Anderson and | had a
conference last May, spent an hour personally exploring each other’s positions on CCM.
And while we disagree about the best avenue for our church to take, we remain committed
to the ministry of Jesus Christ in and through the ELCA.

“I find myselfin adifficult position here thismorning, even asyou might find yoursel ves
in difficult positions, having read and heard much pro and con material on ‘Called to
Common Mission.” And so | thank you for listening this morning, even to alone dissenting
voice. Six daysago, | sat with ten other people around a coffeetable, enjoying an afternoon
together. A wonderful woman began to update us on the coming travels of her brother Herb.
Herb would be taking atrip, including a few days at the ELCA assembly. A Southern Baptist
among us, with a quick wit, said, * | hope that you Lutherans don’t do something silly like
us Southern B aptists and boycott Disney or something.” W e all chuckled, my dad laughed,
and then he said, ‘But, seriously, one of the major proposals to come before the assembly in
Denver will be the Episcopalian proposal,” as he called it, and then ever the proud father, he
said, ‘ And my son Norman here will be speaking to the assembly on theissue.” By theway,
| should tell you Herb’s last name—it is Chilstrom, asin Bishop Herbert Chilstrom. | was
sitting with the former bishop’s sister, Southern Baptists, and other Lutherans talking about
‘Called to Common Mission.’

“Now | don’t know where you are in terms of the CCM. Some of us have come here
with firm stances. Others are pulled in both directions. Othersyet may have no idea how
they will vote. There has been no shortage of materialsfor you to read or opinions for you
to hear. As| have studied thisissue carefully over the past years and months, | have found
good and faithful peopleon both sides of theissue. The Lutheran Confessionsand Scripture
can be appealed to persuasively on both sides.

“And so | have come here to denigrate no position or no person, | have come here to
speak to you from the heart as a parish pastor, and my heart istroubled. Heated and intense
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debate have led to an increasing divide within the Church. How ironic itisthat a proposal
intending to lead to greater Christian unity has led to even greater divisiveness within our
own church. When it became apparent that we would not be able to muster the wide
churchwide support so that this proposal could be successfully implemented across the
church, despite the great efforts that have been made to promote the Concordat and now
CCM, | had hoped that we might be able to have the wisdom to say, ‘ We just misjudged, and
we were not able to move with clarity at thispoint.” But we are here and a vote isimminent.
This vote will not be about ecumenical relations with our Episcopalian brothers and sisters,
itwill beavote about the historic episcopate. Thisvoteisnot about ministry or mission, but
it is about interchangeable bishops and interchangeabl e pastors.

“Generally speaking, those churches which hold to some sort of historic episcopate,
including Roman Catholics, Anglicans, Episcopalians, generally believethat to carry thefull
expression of legitimacy, unity, and faithfulnessto Christ’ steachings, they must be governed
by bishops, ordained a certain way into the historic episcopate. Episcopal means ‘of the
bishop,” so for The Episcopal Church, the office of bishop is an incremental mark of the
Church. Lutherans have never taught that the historic episcopate is necessary for the unity
of the Church. Itisforeign to us. We've never thought that bishops are necessary for our
unity or continuity. Instead, thereal genius of Lutheranismisthe priesthood of all believers.
We have agreed for centuries about that amazing discovery during the time of the
Reformation, grounded in Scripture, uncovered by L uther, that the priesthood belongsto all
of God’s baptized; not some believers, but all believers; not those with collars or titles, but
to young and old, rich and poor, to pastors and to people. We have never believed that
ministry flows out of an office or out of certain hands, but we believe it flows out of Word
and Sacrament.

“One of the certain changes to be brought about by the approval of CCM is the
restricting of ordaining to the office of bishop. Currently, bishopsfrequently ordain pastors,
but they are also authorized, they also can authorize other clergy to ordain pastors even as
others ordained in Luther’'s day. | have preached at a number of ordinations and have
participated in many others. Allow me to tell you about two of those most recent. In one,
amiddle-age man faced almost insurmountable odds to become a pastor in the church. | sat
with him, with his brother, and with other family members in the aftermath of their father’s
suicide. | visited him frequently in the hospital, due to alifelong debilitating illness. It was
aday of celebration when his seminary professor brother laid hands on hishead, praying for
theHoly Spirit. That seminary professor brother that day represented both the wider Church
and the intimacy of the Spirit far better than any bishop could have for that brother. More
recently, | witnessed the love of a father ordaining his son named Timothy—reminiscent of
Paul’s Letters to Timothy in the Bible, the advice of the experienced to the novice.

“Dowe want to restrict the privilege of ordaining to afew? Do we want to restrict it to
an office, or do we want to continue to open it up for the ministry to flow from Word and
Sacrament, which truly has united us as L utherans and Christians? The Anglican episcopacy
may have been effective for The Episcopal Church, even as the pope is effective for the
Roman Catholic Church. But in my study, | have found scant evidence that adopting the
historic episcopate will greatly broaden our mission opportunities, particularly when that is
taking a new step of mandating a structure. Our experience of Lutheranism in America has
been widely varied, and to this point, we have kept the tent wide enough that we are able to
embrace all the strands that have been our foundation as the ELCA. The document that we
have before us is sufficiently unclear that the bishops of our church have added their
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commentary to the written text. That commentary is fine. It deals with CCM, but it
obviously cannot and will not deal with actions or assemblies of the future.

“I believeitis naive if we believe that wewill not be spending untold sums of money in
the future fleshing out this agreement—studi es on the historic or apostolic episcopate, on the
threefold order of ministry, studies on the powers of bishops, funding the Joint Commission.
CCM isnot tryingto fool us. Itiswhatitis. But it cannot avoid traps of the future. One of
the traps of the present is making a requirement the historic episcopate for our church. Itis
presented in the form of a gift, but the plain fact remains that it is a requirement for full
communion with The Episcopal Church. There have been impassioned pleas to approve
CCM for the sake of unity itself; in fact, it has been attempted to place the burden of a
divided Church on those who have opposed CCM as aflawed document. The real problem
is that currently Episcopalian polity disallows Lutheran pastors from presiding at
Episcopalian altars. We have long been welcome, as Episcopalians and Lutherans, to dine
at each other’ stables. Wehave alwayshbeen ableto do social ministriestogether. One would
be hard pressed to find even one CCM opponent who does not earnestly desire greater
mission and ministry with Episcopalians and others. Thisissimply the wrong way to do the
right thing.

“Recently | sat down with a neighboring Episcopalian priest explicitly to discuss the
Concordat and CCM. We had an interesting time talking about episcopacy,
congregationalism, ministry, but our conversation soon veered to the real mission in
Rochester, Minnesota—how we could better serve those people who live in or come to
Rochester, how we could better supportlocal food shelves or somehow minister to the people
who come to the Mayo Clinic for hospitalization. Those are the ministries that fuel our
passion.

“The May 1999 issue of The Lutheran had someinteresting articles about ministriesthat
we already accomplish together as two churches. Since 1982, there has been a blended
congregation in Williams, Arizona. Since 1997, an Episcopalian priest has served Trinity
Lutheran Church in Stockholm, Maine. At Massachusetts Institute of Technology, there has
been a combined campus ministry for 25 years, far pre-dating any agreement between our
two churches. That is the ministry we should be talking about and expending our dollars
upon. That isthe ministry that we have been able to do to this point and if we have now, we
can find ways to do them in the future without jeopardizing the unity of our own church.

“Thisis not the only ecumenical discussion that has been stalled even in the past year
over the issue of the historic episcopate. In January, the Consultation on Church Unity
(COCU) decided not to attempt any more to bridge the gap of the historic episcopate. This
is awide-ranging group of Protestant churches, including the African Methodist Episcopal
Church, the African Methodist Episcopal Zion Church, the Christian Church (Disciples of
Christ), the Christian M ethodist Episcopal Church, the International Council of Community
Churches, the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.), the United Church of Christ, the United
M ethodist Church, and The Episcopal Church. In the end, the first eight churches could not
accede to the demand of the historic episcopate by The Episcopal Church, and at this point,
they have simply agreed to disagree about that issue and to claim what unity they have in
Jesus Christ.

“| pray the same for the ELCA and this assembly. We do not need to adopt the polity
or positions of other churchesin order to be onein Christ. The CCM document talks about
bishops being ‘a sign, though not a guarantee, of the unity and apostolic continuity of the
whole Church.” My own bishop, Glenn Nycklemoe, is afaithful, pastoral, and Spirit-filled
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leader of the Church. The bishops of our church have served with honor and distinction. But
they are not the sign of our unity and our continuity in the Church. We need to continue to
hold high Word and Sacrament—that which has guaranteed the unity of the Church for time
immemorial as we understand the Church.

“All of us know a variety of Christians—from quiet Lutherans to door-knocking
Lutherans—-well, maybe not as many of those. We know personally spiritual M oravians to
devout Roman Catholics to socially conscious Methodists, and many more. We don’t need
to be each other in order to be one, for we are branches growing out of that one vine that we
call Jesus Christ. | pray we celebrate that oneness in this assembly and in our church. The
truemiracle of the Church isthat 2,000 years after the birth of Christ and hisdeath on a dusty
hill outside of Jerusalem that millions of people like you and me still gather every week to
hear the word and to taste the Sacrament. | pray we do not go down the road of CCM. |
believeit isadiversion of our mission and ministry, but whatever path God |leads us upon,
may we walk there together in love and in peace. God bless us all.”

Bishop Anderson thanked Pastor Wahl, and asked the assembly to please hold its
applause until both speakers could be acknowl edged at the sametime. He then asked Pastor
Nancy Curtis to come to the podium for her presentation.

Address by the Rev. Nancy M. Curtis

Pastor Nancy M. Curtis said, “ As aparish pastor, it isagreat honor for meto be ableto
recommend to this assembly the document clarifying and expanding the proposal for a
concordat, or agreement, between Lutherans and Episcopalians in this country, entitled
‘Called to Common Mission.” I'm delighted with the prospects we have before us as two
churchesin full communion when we affirm that oneness in Christ at this assembly, which
we can do. The prayer of Jesus for usin John 17, ‘that they may be one,” has guided this
church far before the inception of the ELCA. It shows us not just our past, but our present
possibilities and the possibilitiesfor the future.

“From my little congregation, much smaller than Norm’s, in afactory town of northeast
Indiana, bordering the cornfields and the soybeans on one side, and the factories where the
people work on the other, | bring you reflections on this agreement both from people of our
congregationsand othersin the area, for congregations aretheheart of where mission begins.

“What we are to do here is to aid congregations by opening doors, increasing
possibilities to reach those who have not yet heard the Word of Christ. Agreementssuch as
we can enter into here this week with the Episcopa brothers and sisters do affect us in
northeast Indiana because we are connected with alarger world. In away, both Norm and
| are here with you because of the Internet, and my people are on the Internet, too. | got
1CQd last night a couple of times. And we all have relatives in places where there are
Episcopalians, and we might move somewhere like that someday. And looking at what full
communion with The Episcopal Church might mean began in our congregation because of
thelack of Episcopalians around with some shoulder-shrugging. Infact,in our townwehave
in 13 churches no congregationswith which we arein full communion. All of those are next
door in Fort Wayne.

“So the first question, after | brought to the congregation that there was going to be the
possibility of this agreement, was perhaps the first one asked in yours. ‘If a church says it
believes in Jesus Christ, why not just accept them? Then tell them so. What is all the fuss
about? But, you see, our congregation also liesin a place where large and growing churches
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of non-denominational bent and Assemblies of God and Baptistsare [located] and they do
not recognize our Baptism. Those in our community who do recognize our baptisms and
whose sacraments sometimes we can recognize completely, and sometimeswe believe may
be valid, do not receive us at the Table. So, our folks know only too well what it is like to
live without visible unity. We live in a very small town of 9,000 where there are four
Lutheran churches, three of whom do not welcome us at the Table of the Lord, and will not
join with usin any endeavor outsde AAL meetingsand broader-based community activities.
We do not, as aresult, even have alocal ecumenical ministerium with the congregationsin
this town, let alone pastoral exchange. W e cannot get to the point where we can even pray
together, let alone celebrate the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper. We might even wish for
a few Episcopalians to move in upon occasion. So, we looked together in our congregation
at what Episcopalians believe. Isour baptism valid to them? What do they believe? And
we read this proposal over. We listened to what they had to say about themselves, not what
othersthought they believed. We work hard in our congregation, asdo you in yours, to listen
to others who speak for church bodies asto what they believe, and we go with what they say,
rather than what we believe they ought to say. To doubt someone’ sword about who they are
is considered highly insulting in our community.

“We found that Episcopalians believe in the centrality of the Word alone, spoken in
liturgy and read in scripture, and preached and enacted in the two sacraments, just aswe do.
W e found that The Episcopal Church agrees on the Gospel which welove and pass on to our
little children. ‘Yes,” said the sheet metal worker once when we discussed this, ‘we should
be able to commune together in our churches.” When we looked at the Episcopal liturgy, we
noted that Lutherans are more loudly in bondage to sin than the Episcopalians, perhaps,
because we add that sentence. But what isused in their liturgy is more familiar to us than that
used in the local United Church of Christ and Presbyterian churches in Fort Wayne, with
whomwearealsoinfull communion. It would be easier to ask the assi stant rector of the Fort
W ayne Episcopal Church to serve assupply on a Communion Sunday for us than the equally
distant U CC pastor who is totally unfamiliar with our liturgy.

“So, the next question was, ‘ Will anything change in our liturgy, in our church, with this
agreement?’ And we read the document, and we found our liturgy remains what it is until
either the pastor or the worship and music committee get energetic again. And will we still
have Bishop Stuck, who is our synod’ s bishop, or do we somehow have to obey Episcopal
bishops? Some of them we're not so sure of, but we know Bishop Stuck. He came after
Easter to be with us. Welooked at the document, it is sure and certain. Agreeingto havefull
communion with The Episcopal Church still means we are stuck with Stuck, and that after
his six-year term, he will still have to stand for election, no matter what.

“What about synod assemblies? Will they belonger because of this agreement? That
was an actual question! Or will our worship be changed in any way? And we |looked
carefully at the document recommended so highly to you today, and discovered that unless
someone among us would attend the installation of a bishop, everything would be just aswe
would decide to have it. The actual change in the installation of one of our bishops would
be like the Seckler pickle factory in the cornfiel ds outside Fort Wayne, Indiana—if you blink,
you missit.

“So then we looked at ordinations. Our congregation has alonging—a great longing—to
send one of our young people into the public ministry of this church. Now, in our synod no
one can remember a bishop not ordaining, but we discovered through our study that being
ordained in a Lutheran church actually takes place in different ways. A son or daughter of
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our congregation can now still choose a beloved pastor to lay handsin the ordination rite on
their head in anurturing place, such asin thelocal congregation. Our people liked thatidea,
even though it isnot the custom in our synod. But we also discovered something about the
history of ordination. W e found that no pastor alone such as| could just decide to go out and
ordain someone.

“We heard worry that if a bishop were to ordain, that it would mean that bishop would
have an increase in his or her power. Now, our folks do worry about what peoplein positions
of leadership can or cannot do, and they worry about me a lot. They work on lines in
factories, you see, where they are very dependent for their work environment on the power
of their foremen and of the department managers at the grocery storeswhere they work. This
concerned them. We found that if we agree to full communion, the power of Lutheran
bishops would be decreased by the addition of the historic episcopate—a way of visibly
showing faithfulnessto the Word alone. How could that be? Remember that pastorsdo not
have the power to ordain on their own. That power isonly given to them and delegated by
bishops at thistime, and always has more power when one can delegate one’s own authority
to someone else. This would now be restricted.

“The one visible change, in afew cases, in thiscountry will be the addition of the hands
of abishopinall ordinations. Our people felt that unless someone was really worried about
heavy-handed bishops, that the problem was not one to worry about; that it would be a
wonderful sign of the presence of the people of God being there, evenif it did show that the
bishop had less power to delegate the authority of his or her office. So we can say ‘yes' to
the addition, not the removal, of the presence of another pastor of the church who happens
to be responsible for the office for six years.

“For Episcopal people, the historic episcopate is a sign of the unity of the Church under
the specific Word of the Gospel of Jesus Christ, as it has been handed down to us, and no
other word-no other Gospel is very important. Our folks were worried about this and they
were abit puzzled. What did it mean? So they went to the document again. And they found
it to be aterribly important sign to a group of Christians with whom we share the centrality
of the Word, and that Episcopalians, from theimportant people in the mission field, those in
the pews, all the way down to bishops, areinservice to the Word alone, and we can say ‘yes’
to that.

“And then, what about this agreement being American, my folks asked. Many in our
congregation have served in the Armed Forces in our country, not just by being drafted.
When we started three years ago to move from monthly Communion to weekly observance,
which will be accomplished this Advent, there was another question about whether that was
American too, since no Lutherans in our area within memory had ever done that. Is it
Lutheranif itisn't American? And do our customs, even small ones, even adiaphora, such
as proceduresin liturgy, need to remain the samefor usto betrue American Lutherans? We
looked at that, and found that so long as we are careful to realize what is necessary for
‘Church,” whichisthe Word alone set forth in the spoken and sacramentally enacted W ord
of God, we are free as few others to adopt practices which are signs of the presence of that
Word in our midst.

“We also, as a small congregation, feel for other small congregations. One such isin
Wamego, Kansas, where the Lutheran campus pastor, indirectly responsible for my being
here, attendsretired. 1nthe same building astheir little Lutheran congregation worships, also
a small Episcopal congregation. They occasionally have apriest come from Topeka. The
Lutheran congregation has recently been able to call a pastor. Each congregation wishesto
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maintain its own identity. By being able to call a priest or a pastor who could lead both
worship services, each congregation could be served withinits own tradition. They need not
merge or die, but hereis a perfect example of mission which will be furthered by our saying
‘yes’ in this church to this document.

“Full communion, when we say ‘yes to the proposal before us, will be aresult of years
of ecumenical dialogue. Such dialogue is a two-way street. The Episcopal Church has
changed much to enable full communion with us. They recognize our clergy as valid
now-right now—and what is before usis to be a chance for a bridge between those churches
without bishops with whom we are in full communion and those with whom we are. W e get
to do and be Church in away no other community can be—in full communion with different
kinds of polity. And thuswe are called, you and I, out of ourselvesin thisassembly. We are
called to be aware of being members of a body of Christ far larger than our own, to whom
we are responsible-the one, holy, catholic, and apostolic Church—not just our congregations
or the ELCA or even American Christianity.

“And thusit is that there are not at all two sides to the document before you, nor are
Norman Wahl and |, who have gotten to know one another at a ball field, on opposite sides,
nor are our congregations. There is but one side, and that is that we do desire visible unity
with our brothers and sistersin The Episcopal Church. We have listened to them, we have
worked with them, we have respected them, we have communed with them during this
process. We are to the point where the final step in full communion, the exchange of clergy
issought. Todo this, wewill adopt a sign whichisthoroughly Lutheran, by our heritagelong
before the Reformation, by our Confessions, and by the practice of Lutheran brothers and
sistersin theworld. ‘Yes' isthe answer to calls to step out in faith. ‘Yes' isthe answer to
the disciple who asks to be brought into fellowship with those with whom they might not
otherwise ever walk. ‘Yes' istheratification of our opennessin Christ and our faithfulness
to the Word alone of Jesus Christ and to no other. Yes! And Amen.”

Discussion with the Drafting Team

Bishop Anderson invited the assembly to offer its thanks for the presentations of both
speakers by its applause. He announced that Todd Nichol had arrived, and invited
Dr. Nichol to stand so that he might be recognized by the assembly. He then opened the floor
for questions by saying, “Well, | was very impressed with our speakers, and now we have
time for you to raise some questions. Some of you may wonder how The Episcopal Church
interprets provisions of thisproposal. Later wewill be in conversation with ourselves. This
is an opportunity to hear from the partners in the discussion, so please feel free to move to
microphonesif you hav e questions about this proposal that you would like Bishop Epting or
other representatives of The Episcopal Church to address. | would also say that this
afternoon in the hearings the folks you see here will be in various hearings, and so you will
have additional opportunities to ask questions at that time if you wish. | recognize
Microphone 11.”

Mr. Richard Peterson [MinneapolisArea Synod] asked, “ What the consequenceswould
be, in the opinion of the drafters and The Episcopal Church, of a second rejection of full
communion by the ELCA.”

Ms. Midge Roof responded, saying“| think it isalways dangerousto speculate and play
‘what if’ games, and | do not really like to do that, but | would like to take on this question.
The Episcopal Church, | think, would suffer a greater diminution of enthusiasm for full
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communion with the ELCA. | am sorry to report that, but | think it is a natural emotion.
Emotions ran so high going into Philadelphia for all of us. | think it would be hard to
generate that kind of enthusiasm once again in the face of a second rejection. One of the
things that | think hurt Episcopalians so badly after your rejection of full communion in
Philadelphia was we thought we were working on a relationship, and it felt as though the
Lutherans were just perfecting a document.”

Mr. Richard Nehring [Rocky Mountain Synod] said, “This is actually a neutral
guestion—not a comment in opposition—but thisis addressed to Bishop Epting. In paragraph
14 of CCM, it says, ‘ For the Episcopal Church, full communion, though begun at the same
time, will not be fully realized until both churchesdetermine that in the context of acommon
life and mission there is a shared ministry of bishops in the historic episcopate.” | have two
questions: One, just what specifically is expected of the ELCA to achieve that shared
ministry? And about how long in terms of amount of years do you expect the process to
take?”

Bishop Epting responded, saying “Thank you. There hasbeen some concern about this
sort of two-step process, which we really do not believe is the case, that we recognize that
immediately upon implementation by both communions of this proposal, that Lutheran
pastorsand Episcopal priestswill be mutually interchangeable. Aswe beginjoint and mutual
ordinations together, then we continue that process of full communion coming to its
completion. | do not know that it is possible to set atime table for that. Itisnot goingto be
something that is going to happen at some moment and did not happen in another. AsBill
Norgren pointed out, it is not a two-step process. In some ways, thiswhole processisa7.5
million member process as our two churches come closer and closer together, as thisis a
process of reception which takes place over time. So it beginsin full communion declared
instantaneously as this proposal is passed by both our communions, and then asweliveinto
the joint ordinations together, that process will at some point be at completion. | do not
believe there is a magic moment in which it will happen at one point and not at another.”

Mr. Nehring continued, “Does thisimply that once all-say, for example—do all bishops
of the ELCA haveto beinstalled into the historic episcopate before this occurs?”

Bishop Epting stated, “Before the process of full communion has occurred, that would
be the case.”

Mr. Nehring then asked, “Okay. And what about ordination of pastors? Do they all
have to be ordained by bishopsin the historic episcopate?”

Bishop Epting replied, “No. Pastors are immediately interchangeable.”

The Rev. Thomas A. Prinz [M etropolitan Washington, D.C., Synod] said, “A comment
and then aquestion. The comment issimply ‘thanksto the Episcopal representativesfor being
present with usnow late in this conversation for full communion. And thenaquestion: ‘ Asthis
conversation has rolled across the ELCA, there have been characterizations made of The
Episcopal Church and of the episcopacy in particular. To describe Episcopal bishops as
hierarchical, monarchical, medieval, European, patriarchal-and you need to know that these
are not compliments among L utherans—do you identify with any of these descriptions?”

Father David Perry responded, saying, “ | have been abaptized member of The Episcopal
Church for 58 years, and though in a private conversation | said to Dan Martensen, perhaps
unwisely, that | knew some bishopswho were ‘turkeys’'—| have doneit publicly again—I think
my experience and for most people in The Episcopal Church, our experience has been—I will
speak now as a clergy person, one primarily as a pastora relationship with my bishop—an
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enabling relationship for the people of God that | served in a local congregation. The
bishop’s ministrations, support, and encouragement have always been important in that
relationship, not only in terms of sacramental actsthat the bishop shared in our communities,
but al so the connection of our bishop interms of the wider family of the Church. So perhaps
there are from timeto time in our community bishops who act asthough they wereinfallible,
may have expressed in someways hierarchy, some are concerned about the miters that some
of our bishops wear—not all of our bishopswear. You may have seen recently in the press
at the Lambeth Conference, a number of our bishops threw their miters into the Thames at
the Lambeth Conference meeting. The bottom line for meiswe all probably have people
who evidence leadership stylesthat are not helpful. My experience in The Episcopal Church
with the majority of our bishops is that they are neither hierarchical nor monarchical, but, in
fact, in my experience, are people of servant leadership.”

The Rev. Wallace S. Kemp [Florida-Bahamas Synod] said, “* Following Our Shepherd
to Full Communion’ withtheM oraviansdoesnot require usto accept the historic episcopacy.
Full communion with The Episcopal Church does require us absolutely to accept the historic
episcopacy. The use of theword ‘full’ as an adjective for communion seemsto me to mean
two different things in these two agreements. Might | also add that...” Bishop Anderson
interrupted to ask, “Do you have a question? Thisisa period for questions.” Pastor Kemp
replied, “Can we distinguish between those words ‘full’ in those two different documents?
Is there a distinction?” Bishop Anderson asked the assembly to please try to focus its
questions for the Episcopalian resource persons, explaining, “We will have another
opportunity for us to share our own opinions on these matters.”

Dr. Michael Root responded to the question, “In the ecumenical policy statement of the
ELCA, full communion involvesinterchangeability of ministries. Now in both proposals,
they are equally ‘full,” they involve full interchangeability of ministries, although the way
inwhich one getsto that point is different in thetwo texts. So as| understand the ecumenism
policy of this church, both are full communion statements in the same sense.”

The Rev. Diane E. Wheatley [Upstate New Y ork Synod] said, “At our synod assembly,
new information rose to my attention that there are three Episcopalian bishops who at this
time do not and will not ordain women. And when | asked questions at the assembly, | was
unable to get an answer as to what is being done in the dialogue about that within The
Episcopal Church. And when we—if we adopt this proposal, when our women in those areas
come up for ordination, or should we elect awoman as bishop in those areas, what happens
then if the bishops refuse to participate?”

Bishop Epting responded, “That is an excellent question. And we do yet have three
remaining dioceses after 20 years and more that have not yet moved to ordain women. At
our last general convention in Philadel phia—you know, our conventions seem to meet in the
same cities at the same time; we were in Philadelphiathe last time, and will be here a year
from now in thisvery hall-at our last general convention, we placed canonical procedures
in place which will require all diocesesto make ordination of women possible, and we are
in the process this triennium of that being played out. Of course, you recognize thatitisnot
only the bishop that has this decision; in these three dioceses, the bishop has to have the
cooperation of his standing committee and commission on ministry and the various polities
that we have. During thistriennium, those dioceses are making the decisions and putting the
processes into place so that women can indeed access the ordination process. My belief is
at this point-and | cannot be absolutely held to this-but all but one of these dioceses
currently has processes in place by which women can go to seminary, and women could be
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called as rectors or pastors of congregations. | believe thisis finally, after along time, an
issue that will soon be behind usin The Episcopal Church. It has certainly been a painful
one, but my belief isthat we are moving in that direction. Perhaps our shared understanding
of ministry of both women and men in ordained ministry together would even be a more
powerful witness to that effect. We are getting there.”

The Rev. John H. P. Reumann [ Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod] said, “ A question that
could be asked from either microphone, which for the clarity of the assembly in the next few
days might be helpful. ‘What isthere that divides us, and how isit coming together on what
may be the basic issue, the historic episcopate? Anglican understanding suggests that there
issomething that bishops, not just any bishop, but thosein avalid historic episcopate, convey
at ordination that makes ministriesvalid. OnthelL utheranside, the counterpartisnot simply
the priesthood of all believers and the Spirit acting wherever the Spirit will, but that pastors,
confessionally subscribing, provide a sign of the unity of the Church, and something is
provided by pastors ordaining other pastors. In the proposal before us, if this is not an
inaccurate description of our several views, whereisit that L utherans would now be making
achange, an adaptation or an enrichment of their confessional stance? How, in other words,
do several members of the committee see themselves to have solved this key problem?”

Bishop Epting stated, “I wonder if | might ask Professor Wright to join us for this
discussion at the microphone down there, on Lutheran confessional identity and Episcopal
succession. | think that is a matter that he speaks to uniquely.”

Canon Robert Wright responded, “1 think the essential difference in the two was stated
well by the theologian Wolfhart Pannenberg when he raised the question himself as to
whether thereis in Lutheranism a reason for having a ministry of oversight beyond that of
thelocal pastor. And hesaidin hisview, there most certainly is, and that is the place of the
bishop-to exercise a ministry of episkope—or oversight—-beyond that of the local pastor. |
think the way he put it wasthat all local pastors exercise aministry of oversight within their
own congregations, but there is areason for having a ministry beyond that, and that he saw
that as the reason for the kind of ministry that is proposed in the CCM document.”

The Rev. Michael D. Wilker [Sierra Pacific Synod] asked, “Why do you want to have
Lutheran pastors preaching and teaching and presiding at the sacraments in Episcopal
congregations? Why are you so eager to have me and others be in your churches?”

Bishop Epting replied, “I think part of the—we have to remember that thisisthefruit of
and, hopefully, the last stage in the 30 years of ecumenical dialogue between our two
communions in which we have discovered the commonality of the faith that we share. The
CCM document lists a rather large block of theological material with which we have
convergence. Aswe move toward unity, it seemed to be a natural thing that our pastors and
priests would be able to move back and forth, serving one another’s congregations. | could
give you a practical example. In my case, | happen to serve as bishop of a rural upper
Midwestern diocese, the diocese of lowa, where The Episcopal Church is, aswe say, pretty
thin on the ground. Where we are numerous, we are more numerous on both coasts than in
the Sunbelt, and not so much inthe Midwest. | havetiny congregationsthat would relish and
welcome Lutheran pastorsto servein those contexts. | believethere are placesin the country
where perhaps the Episcopal strength could serve in that same way tiny Lutheran
congregations. | simply believe this is a kind of missionary strategy, and the fact that we
have come to common faith agreement in these ecumenical dialogues means that in many
ways, the person in the pew would not recogni ze the difference in preaching from a L utheran
pastor or Episcopal priest because the Gospel we proclaim is the same.”
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Ms. Cynthia A. Jurisson [M etropolitan Chicago Synod] said, “I am a professor at the
Lutheran seminary in Chicago. The question | want to ask isasimple one. | suspect itisa
question that is on the minds of many people here. | know it has been asked before, but |
have not heard an answer yet that | feel is convincing or adequately answers the question.
The question is simply this: ‘According to the ELCA constitution, we say about ourselves
as Lutherans, ‘The members of this church shall be the baptized members of its
congregations’ and this church ‘acknowledges itself to be in the historic continuity of the
community of saints.” We have all talked about how much we can work together, we
proclaim Jesus Christ as our Lord and Savior, we agree on Word and Sacrament. The
question is, ‘Why, then, cannot The Episcopal Church recognize immediately and
unqualifiedly our clergy and our bishopsas fully valid? The answer | have heard isusually
that thiswould be very difficult for Anglicans or for Episcopaliansto do because they would
be breaking communion with worldwide Anglicanism. But it appears that American
Episcopalians have been willing to do that already on a number of controversial issues,
including the ordination of women and the ordination of women as bishops. So | think the
question really still needs to be answered, ‘W hat is it about us and our bishops and our
ministry that you cannot quite fully recognize here and now?'”

Bishop Epting responded, “We really do not in our ecumenical dialogues today use the
term ‘validity’ anymore. It wasacommon term used in days gone by. W e recognize fully
the bishopsin the Lutheran church asfully bishops, and pastorsin their synodsin whichthey
function, and pastorsin their congregations. Now this s the opportunity for us to make one
step forward in this full communion proposal. We do indeed have ecumenical—full
communion relationships, obvioud y—with our sister and brother Anglicansaround theworld.
W e have full communion proposals with other congregations and communions which share
in the historic episcopate, and we need, obviously, to keep that in mind in our ecumenical
proposals. We have indeed from time to time, if you will, ‘pushed the envelope’ on such
matters as the ordination of women and the consecration of the first women bishops in the
Anglican communion. Wedid that in full consultation with our Anglican partnersaround the
world and others, and continuethat process. We moved quicker than some, and we continue
that process around the world with a somewhat uneven gait, but we are moving in that
direction fully. The ecumenical policies of that worldwide Anglican ecumenism includethe
historic episcopate asthefourth leginwhat we call the Chicago—Lambeth Quadrilateral, and,
therefore, that is the issue that we have to work with in order to remain in communion with
our own 75-million-member communion.”

The Rev. John K. Stendahl [New England Synod] said, “ Chris Epting already answered
a question in regard to full communion in paragraph 14, but | think there is still some
uncertainty about this and, therefore, this may be directed more to David Perry, and | am
inviting him to take a run at it. The proposed implementation of the document would
establish full communionand mutual recognition of ministries. For L utherans, what we mean
by full communion will then befully realized. But asthe document notes, for Episcopalians,
who have traditionally held that the way in which the Church isknit together in this garment,
asit were, in this fabric of hand-woven connection in this episcopate, the fullness of full
communion would be something that would come when both ministries have been morefully
woven together. And some of us see that as an interesting semantic point, but others among
usseem to seeit as an inequality or an implicit insult or denigration of our ministries, so | am
wondering if you might say something helpful in clarifying on paragraph 14.”

Father Perry responded, “If | could ask Dr. William Norgren to speak to that, and after
he speaks, | will make a comment. Bill was a consultant on the drafting team, and | would
like Bill to speak to that, if he would. Dr. Norgren.”
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Bishop Anderson added, “W hile he iscoming to the microphone—we are running out of
time on this phase, so | am going to suggest we take two more [questions], and then you will
have to decide whether you want to extend the time. There will be opportunities both in the
hearings for further conversation with the Episcopal representatives, so thisis not your last
chance, but we do want to get some of the other items before us this morning.”

Father Norgren responded to the question, saying, “As early as 1920, the Lambeth
Conference of Bishops acknowledged the spiritual reality of the ministries of those
communions which do not possess the [historic] episcopate, and that these ministries have
been manifestly blessed and owned by the Holy Spirit as effective means of grace. We
believe that actions to bring our ministries into full communion must include unambiguous
acknowledgment of the reality of God'’s gift of ministry in their separation, and also that the
sign of continuity of succession in ordinations with the ancient Church is, insofar as liesin
our power, visibly expressed. Now | think that both of our churches acknowledge that all
ordained ministries, the ordained ministriesof all churches, including The Episcopal Church
and the ELCA, are impoverished to the extent that our churches and ministries have been
separated. Put another way, the mutual interdependence of the churchesin the Church, as
God willsit to be, is necessary. We draw that from Scripture quite obviously, and that the
mutual recognition of ministries which is contained within CCM has to involve the
interaction and integration of ministries for purposes of common mission.”

The Rev. John M. Weber [Southeastern Synod] said, “I have a question for Bishop
Epting, please. | wish there was a microphone in the middle, neither opposed or in favor. |
have a question. The question is centering around the issue of the word ‘ process’—moving
into the ‘process’ of full communion. It is my understanding that in The Episcopal Church
there are three levels of relationship. One is as we are right now—communion and pulpit
fellowship. The other is a special category for the Roman Catholic Church, who are not in
total full communion. Full communion, if | understand, isthe acceptance of the ordinals;
those churches that accept the ordinals are in full communion with The Episcopal Church.
My understanding of this document for usis, if we accept this, our understanding of full
communion. Is it in The Episcopal Church the same understanding or is it, with your
acceptance, moving into the ‘process of full communion?”

Bishop Epting responded, “First of all, let me say that therereally are not sort of three
steps. We have no special relationship with the Roman Catholic Church; we are not in
communion with the Roman church, nor they with us. We have historical connections asyou
do, obviously, asall churches do prior to the Reformation. Inthegreat split between east and
west before that, we had one great Church out of which we all came. So there is not that
separate category. We have a full communion status which we share with a number of
churches around the world. W e have interim Eucharistic agreements, as we have with you
up to this point, where we can stand together at the table, but so far, cannot stand
interchangeably. And this proposal would move us toward that. | do not think there is any
distinction in our understanding of full communion. | think full communion is mutual
recognition of ministries and sacraments and full interchangeability of ministry. | do not
think there is any difference between usin what full communion means.”

Bishop Anderson said, “Microphone 9. And with your consent, we need to close this
discussion at that point. So at Microphone 9, this will be the last speaker.”

Ms. Mary-M argaret Ruth [Lower Susquehanna Synod] asked, “What does the role of
bishop mean in the life of The Episcopal Church; specifically, how do the Episcopalian
parishioners view the role of their bishops?”
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Ms. Roof replied, “I was privileged to speak to thispoint in Philadelphiaand | am happy
to address this once again. As a lay person sitting in the pews, when our bishop comes to
visit our congregation once a year, once every two years, depending on the size of your
diocese, it is the strongest icon and image of connectedness with the Church throughout
history all the way back to Jesus and his disciples. And the miters that some of our bishops
wear, that have given rise to so much hilarity, remind us of the visitation of the tongues of
flame at Pentecost on the heads of those apostles. So our bishops are asign of connectedness
through time, but also through space, across national boundaries. Our bishopsremind us that
we are connected with the entire Anglican communion around the world. | remember when
| was growing up there was avery strong feeling—and | am sure as L utherans, you feel it, too;
you meet someplace along the line aL utheran from Tanzania or the Caribbean, and you have
common cause—so our bishops are the sign that kind of pullsall this together for those of us
in The Episcopal Church.”

Bishop Anderson continued, “Thank you. | see a white card. Is this a procedural
question Microphone 4?"

The Rev. Paul K. Erbes [Rocky M ountain Synod] moved to have copies of the ELCA
document on ecumenism distributed to the assembly.

MOVED;

SECONDED: To have copies of “Ecumenism: The Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America” (1991) distributed to voting members of the 1999
Churchwide Assembly.

Pastor Erbes spoke to hismotion, saying, “Reverend Chair, | ask that the chair distribute
the 1991 ecumenical vision statement sinceit is so foundational to all that we are doing here,
and really set the vision for what the ministry of the church isdoing. Could you, further,
report to us what the vote was at that time in 1991 and give some information on that?”

Bishop Anderson answered, “In 19917 | think we could. | would like the assembly’s
permission—this is really a request to distribute material. If you are in favor of the
distribution of the 1991 statement on ecumenism for the information of the assembly, please
say ‘aye.” Opposed ‘no.’ Itiscarried and it will be distributed.”

MOVED;
SECONDED;

CARRIED: To have copies of “Ecumenism: The Vision of the Evangelical
LutheranChurchin America” (1991) distributed tovotingmember sof the
1999 Churchwide Assembly.

Bishop Anderson continued, “In regard to the vote [to adopt this document by the 1991
Churchwide Assembly], wewill haveto look inthe Archives, and we can announcethat later.
Microphone 3, are you still wishing to ask aquestion, or isthis aprocedural question?” The
speaker indicated adesireto ask aquestion. Bishop Anderson said, “I am afraid our timeis
out on this. | appreciate your waiting, but there will be time in the hearings. So | want to
thank the panel for coming up, and you will have more work to do this afternoon at the
hearings, but you are obviously very popular.”
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Report of the Treasurer
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section I, pages 25-49.

Bishop Anderson introduced Mr. Richard L. McAuliffe, treasurer of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America, who brought the report of the Office of the Treasurer.
Mr. McAuliffe used a visual presentation to illustrate thefinancial status of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church of America. He noted that this church completed fiscal years 1997 and
1998 with an excess of revenue over expensesin current budgeted operations. He called
special attention to a surplus approximating $4 million in both years. Refinancing of the
Lutheran Center in Chicago, made possible by the surplus, he said, made possible an
annualized saving of $700,000 to be used for new mission opportunities. He also called
attention to increased income from synods and expressed thanksfor growth in stewardship.

Not part of current operating revenues and expenses are gifts to the ELCA World
Hunger Appeal, which totaled $12.6 million in 1998, an increase of $759,000 over 1997.
Another $5.4 million was received in 1998 for ELCA Disaster Response, much of it in
response to Hurricane Mitch.

Another image reveal ed how the Church Council, at its April 1999 meeting, authorized
an additional $12 million in expenditures over the next threeto five yearsto support ministry
needs requiring special attention but that were not fully funded in the past. Of these funds
$3 million will go to projects with the poor, $4 million for ministry support (including
support for the Special Needs Retirement Fund, urban ministries, and the EL CA |dentity
Project) and $5 million to reduce the Lutheran Center mortgage further.

Mr. McAuliffe added that for 1999 this church also is doing well financially with
mission support for the first five months $1 million ahead of the same periodin 1998. Also
increased are ELCA World Hunger and Disaster Response income.

[Audit reports follow.]
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Report of the Mission Investment Fund
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section Il, pages 50-64.

Mr. McAuliffe introduced the Rev. Arnold O. Pierson, vice president for marketing of
the Mission Investment Fund, who presented a video highlighting two fund investors, Ada
and Albert Stasny, of Waller, Texas, and the impact of the fund on their congregation,
St. John’s Lutheran Church. Pastor Pierson said that stewardship isnot smply a matter of
wherewe direct gifts but al so afunction of how weinvest resources. Notingthat investments
have tripled since 1989, he said, “Our past has been richly blessed; our future holds great
possibilities.”

[Audit reports follow.]
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First Presentation: Social Statement on Economic Life

Proposed Text of “ Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All”

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section IV, pages 45-54;continued on Minutes, pages 391,416.
BACKGROUND

“Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All” was the title for the proposed socia
statement on economic life. It represents the seventh social statement of Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America.

The development and adoption of social statements by the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in Americais guided by “Policies and Procedures of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America for Addressing Social Concerns’ which was adopted by the 1997 ELCA
Churchwide Assembly. These policiesand proceduresgive responsibility to the board of the
Division for Churchin Society to: name an appropriate group to study the topic; encourage
broad participation by congregations and members of this church; and provide for a study
document or preliminary draft, designed for study and response, which will be available at
least 18 monthsprior to consideration by achurchwide assembly. Inaddition, synodsreceive
copiesof documentsfor review and counsel. The Conference of Bishopsservesasoneforum
for deliberation on preliminary documents.

Work on this social statement began in 1994 with appointment by the board of the
Division for Church in Society of atask force to oversee development of study materials, a
first draft, and afinal draft on the topic of economic life. Members of task force included:
Pr. Janet M. Corpus, Fairfield, Calif. (co-chair); Mr. David Krueger, Berea, Ohio (co-chair);
Mr. Timothy Calvin, M elbourne, Fla.; Mr. F. Paul Carlson, Tacoma, Wash.; Ms. Annette
Citzler, Seguin, Texas; Bp. Juan Cobrda, Niles, Ill.; Ms. Sandra G. Gustavson, Doraville,
Ga.; Pr. Donald M. Hallberg, Des Plaines, Ill.; Mr. Gregory Krohn, Lewisburg, Pa;
Pr. Robert J. Marshall, Chicago, Ill. (1994-1996); Ms. Mary Nelson, Chicago, Ill;
Pr. Winston D. Persaud, Dubuque, lowa; Pr. Harvey S. Peters, Madison, Wis. (1994-1995);
Mr. Kenneth Root, Eau Galle, Wis.; Ms. Teri Vautrin, Gate City, Va.; Ms. Helen Waller,
Circle, Mont. (1994-1996); Pr. A. David Anglada, Brooklyn, N.Y.; Mr. Jon Evert,
Moorhead, Minn.; Ms. Rebecca Judge, Middlebury, Vt.; and Pr. Gladys G. Moore, Jersey
City, N.J. Staff members included Pr. Karen L. Bloomquist, Ms. Kay A. Bengston,
Ms. Michelle Parson, Pr. John R. Stumme, Pr. Ronald W. Duty, and Mr. David A. Scott.

In 1994, the task force scheduled listening postsin 20 locations and prepared asynopsis
called “ Speaking of Economic Life.” A study document, “Give Us This Day our Daily
Bread: Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All,” was published in 1996. This document
was the basis for the study, discussion, and responses that helped to shape development of
the first draft of the social statement.

The first draft was widely distributed in the spring of 1998. Five hundred written
responsesto the first draft werereceived by December 1, 1998. In addition, 20 hearings on
the draft were held in various locations across this church.

Thefinal draft of the social statement, “ Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All,” was
reviewed by the board of the Division for Churchin Society in March 1999. The board voted
to recommend, through the EL CA Church Council, that the social statement be adopted by
the 1999 Churchwide Assembly.

In accordance with these policies and procedures, the ELCA Church Council received
“Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All” at its April 1999 meeting and voted to transmit
the document for consideration by the 1999 ELCA Churchwide Assembly:
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RECOMMENDATION OF THE
CHURCH CouNcCIL

1.

10.

To adopt “Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All” as a social statement of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, in accordance with “Policiesand Procedures
of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americafor Addressing Social Concerns” (1997);

To call upon members of this church to pray, work, and advocate that all might have a
sufficient, sustainable livelihood, and to draw upon this statement in forming their own
judgments and actions in their ministriesin daily life;

To call upon our bishops, pastors, and other rostered |eaders to give renewed attention
to how Scripture, liturgy, preaching, hymnody, and prayers may express God’ s will for
economic life and empower a faith active for justice, and to provide leadership in
seeking economic justice in their communities;

To challenge all congregations, synods, and churchwide unitsto carry out the substance
and spirit of this statement and intensify their work with various ecumenical, interfaith,
and secular groups in pursuit of its commitments;

To encourage the education, service, and outreach ministries of this churchintheir work
for economic justice;

To urge churchwide units and affiliated organizations (social ministry organizations,
schools, colleges and universities, and seminaries) to review and adjust their programs
and practicesin light of this social statement;

Todirect the Divisionfor Churchin Society, in cooperation with other churchwide units,
to provide leadership, consultation, and educational and worship resources on the basis
of this statement, particularly through the development of resources that interpret this
statement and develop its implications for different arenas of responsibility;

To direct the Division for Church in Society to expand its work in advocating for
corporate social responsibility, in assisting with community economic development, and
in public policy advocacy that furthersthe various commitments madein this statement;

To call uponthe membersof thischurch to give generously to the World Hunger Appeal
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, so that the Lutheran World Federation,
Lutheran World Relief, domestic hunger grants, and our partner ecumenical agencies
might do more in helping to alleviate the causes and consequences of hunger, poverty,
and injustice; and to call upon the members of this church to participate actively in
supporting these and similar ministries; and

To call upon the educational institutions of this church—schools, colleges and
universities, seminaries, continuing education centers, camps, and retreat centers—to
develop programs and educational resourcesin light of thisstatement so people can be
better prepared to respond to the challenges of economic life.

. “Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All” - prospering as never before. At the same time, others

10 continue to lack what they need for basic subsistence. Out

- A Social Statement on Economic Life = of deep concern for those affected adversely, we of the
:  Economic life pervades our lives—the work we do, the :: Evangelical Lutheran Church in America here assess
. income we receive, how much weconsumeand save, what 1= economic lifetoday in light of the moral imperative to seek
s we vaue, and how we view one another. An economy . sufficient, sustainable livelihood for all.

s (oikonomia or “management of thehousehold”) ismeantto ., To an unprecedented degree, today' s market economy

» meet people’s material needs. The current market-based
s economy does that to an amazing degree; many are

1« hasbecomeglobal in scope, intensity,and impact. Common
17 brand names appear throughout the world. Many
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companiesbased in the United States generate most of their
revenuesand profitsabroad. Daily foreign exchangetrading
has increased a hundredfol d over the past quarter century.
Billionsof dollarsof capital can flow out of one country and
into another with afew computer keystrokes. Thiseconomic
s globalization has brought new kinds of businesses,
. opportunities, and abetter life for many. It also has resulted
s inincreasing misery for others. Intensiveglobal competition
s canforceacompanytorelocateif itisto survive-generating
> jobs elsewhere, while leaving behind many workers who
s lose their jobs. Sudden shifts in globalized capital and
» financial marketscandramatically affect theeconomicwell-
» being of millions of people, for good or for ill.

Human beings are responsible and accountable for
economic life, but people often fed powerlessin the face of
what occurs. Market-based thought and practices dominate
our world today in ways that seem to eclipse other
economic, social, political, and religious perspectives. To
many people, the global market economy feels like a
free-running system that is reordering the world with few
external checks or little accountability to values other than
profit. Economic mandates often demand sacrifices from
those | east able to aff ord them. When any economic system
and its effects are accepted without question—when it
becomes a “god-like” power reigning over people,
communities, and creation—then we face a central issue of
faith.

2

8

The Church confesses

If the economic arena becomes areigning power for us,
thequestion arises: in what or whom shall weplace our trust
and hope? The First Commandment is clear: “Y ou shall
have no other gods before me” (Exodus 20:3). Or as Jesus
said, “Y ou cannot serve God and wealth” (Matthew 6:24c;
Luke 16:13). To place our trust in something other than
God isthe essence of sin. It disrupts our relationships with
God, one another, and the rest of creation, resulting in
injustices and exploitation: “For from the least to the
greatest of them, everyone is greedy for unjust gain”
(Jeremiah 6:13).

As achurch we confess that we are in bondage to sin
and submit too readily to the idols and injustices of
economic life. We often rely on wealth and material goods
more than God and close ourselves off from the needs of
others. Too uncritically we accept assumptions, policies,
and practices that do not serve the good of all.

3

-

Our primary and lasting identity, trust, and hope are
rooted in the God we know in Jesus Christ. Baptized into
Christ’s life, death, and resurrection, we receive a new
identity and freedom, rather than being defined and held
captive by economic success or failure. In the gathered
community of Christ’'sBody, the Church, we hear the Word
and partake of the Supper, a foretaste of the fullness of life
promised by Jesus, “the bread of life” (John 6:35). Through
the cross of Christ, God forgives our sin and frees usfrom
bondage to false gods. Faith in Christ fulfills the First
Commandment. We are called to love the neighbor and be
stewards in economic life, which, distorted by sin, is still
God's good creation.

God who “executes justicefor the oppressed, who gives
food to the hungry’ (Psalm 146:7) is revealed in Jesus,
s whose mission was “to bring good news to the poor . . .
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7o release to the captives and recovery of sight to the blind, to
s let the oppressed go free, to proclaim the year of the Lord's
o favor” (Luke4: 18-19). The kingdom of God he proclaimed
s> becamereal through concreteactsof justice: feeding people,
s freeing them from various forms of bondage, embracing
s« those excluded by the systems of his day, and calling his
ss followersto alife of faithfulness to God.

s«  God's reign is not a new system, a set of prescriptive
s laws, or a plan of action that dependson what we do. Nor
ss 1S it @ spiritual realm removed from this world. In Jesus
ss Christ, God's reign intersects earthly life, transforming us
« and how we view the systems of this world. Our faith in
. God provides a vantage point for critiquing any and every
. system of this world, all of which fall short of what God
ss intends. Human impoverishment, excessive accumulation
.« and consumerism driven by greed, gross economic
+s disparities, and the degradation of nature are incompatible
s With thisreign of God.

«»  Through human decisions and actions, God is at work
s in economic life. Economic life is intended to be a means
s through which God'’ s purposes for humankind and creation
100 @re to be served. When this does not occur, as a church we
101 CANNOL remain silent because of who and whose we are.

12 Our obligation and ongoing tensions

10s Based on this vantage point of faith, “sufficient,
104 SUStainable livelihoodfor all” isabenchmark for affirming,
10s OPPOSing, and seeking changesin economic life. Becauseof
106 SiN we fall short of these obligations in this world, but we
w07 livein light of God's promised futurethat ultimately there
10s Will be no hunger and injugtice. This promise makes us
100 restless with less than what God intends for the world. In
110 €CONOMic matters, this draws attention to:

1 @ the scopeof God's concern—“for all,”

12 @ themeansby whichlifeissustained—*“livelihood,”
15 4 what isneeded—*“sufficiency,” and

1 4 along-term perspective—“sustainability.”

us  These criteria often are in tension with one another.
11s What benefits people in one area, sector, or country may
117 harm those elsewhere. What is sufficient in one context is
usNOt in another. What is economically sufficient is not
s Necessarily sustainable There are difficult and complex
120 trade-offs and ambiguities in the dynamic processes of
11 economic life. Asbelievers, we are both impelled by God's
12 promises and confronted with the practical realities of
12seconomic life. We often must choose among competing
124 Claims, conscious of our incomplete knowledge, of thesin
12s that clouds all human judgments and actions, and of the
126 grace and forgiveness given by Christ.

127 Economic assumptions can conflict with what we as a
12 church confess. Who we are in Christ places us in tension
120 With priorities given to money, consumption, competition,
150 @nd profitin our economic system.

1 4 Whileautonomy and self-sufficiencyarehighly valued
152 iN our society, as people of faith we confess that we depend
1530n God and are interdependent with one another. Through
15« these relationships we are nurtured, sustained, and held
13s accountabl e.

1s 4 Whilesucceedingor making something of themselves
17 iISwhat mattersto many in economic life, we confessthat in
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15s Christ we are freely justified by grace through faith rather
s than by what we do.

1w 4 Whileamarket economy emphasizes what individuals
1.2 Want and are willing and able to buy, as people of faith we
1 realize that what human beings want is not necessarily what
15 they need for the sake of life.

s @ Whilea market economy assumes people will act to
1.5 Maximizetheir own interests, we acknowledge that what is
1s inour interes must be placed in the context of what is good
127 for the neighbor.

s 4 Whilecompetitivenessiskeyto economic success, we
1 recognize that intense competitiveness can destroy
150 relationships and work against the reconciliation and
151 cooperation God desires among people.

152 4 Whileeconomic reasoning assumesthat resourcesare
153 scarce relative to people’s wants, we affirm that God
154 promises a world where there is enough for everyone, if
155 only we would learn how to use and share what God has
156 given for the sake of all.

157 4 While economic growth often is considered an
15 unconditional good, we insist that such growth must be
150 evaluated by its direct, indirect, short-term, and long-term
10 effects on the well-being of all creation and people,
161 especially those who are poor.

12 WhenweprayintheLord's Prayer, “Give usthis day our
165 daily bread,” we place ourselves in tension with economic
16 @assumptions of our society. Rather than being self-sufficient,
16s We need and depend on what God gives or provides through
165 people, practices, and systems. “Daily bread” isnot earned by
167 efforts of individuals alone, but is made possible through a
15 Variety of relationships and ingtitutions.* God gives in ways
160 that expand our notions of who “us’ includes, from people
170 close at hand to those around the globe. In stark contrast to
111 those who seek unchecked accumulation and profit, our
attention is drawn to those who are desperate for what will
sustain their livesfor just this day.

1

17

17 For all: especially those living in poverty

i “Forall” refersto thewhole household of God—all people
17e and creation throughout the world. We should assess
177 economic activities in terms of how they affect “al,”
175 especially people living in poverty.

s We tend to view economic life by how it affects us
150 personally. Thecrossof Christchallenges Christiansto view
w2 this arena through the experience of those of us who are
12 impoverished, suffering, broken, betrayed, left out, without
s hope. Through those who are “despised” and “held of no
150 @ccount” (Isaiah 53:3) we seethe crucified Christ (Matthew
165 25:31-46), through whom God'’ s righteousness and justice
155 arerevealed. The power of God' ssuffering, self-giving love
- transformsand challenges the Church to stand with all who
155 are overlooked for the sake of economic progress or greed.
s Confession of faith ought to flow into acts of justice for the
100 Sake of the most vulnerable.

11 Outrage over the plight of people living in poverty isa
152 theme throughout the Bible. The poor are those who live
105 precariously between subsistence and utter deprivation. Itis
154 NOt poor people themselves who are the problem, but their
105 lack of access to the basic necessities of life. Without such,
106 they cannot maintain their human dignity. Strong themesin
17 Scripture indicate that people are poor because of
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108 Circumstances that have afflicted them (such as “aliens,
100 orphans, widows”), or because of the greed and unjust
200 Practices of those who “trample on the poor” (Amos 5:11).
> The basiccontrast is between the weak and the greedy. The
202 psalmist decries that “the wicked draw the sword and bend
20stheir bows to bring down the poor and needy” (Psam
204 37:14). The prophet rails against those “who write
20 OpPressive statutes to turn aside the needy from justice”
206 (Isaiah 10:1-2). Their moral problem is that they have
»0- followed greed rather than God. As aresult, the poor lose
208 their basic productive resource (their land), and fall into
200 Cycles of indebtedness. Poverty is a problem of the whole
210human community, not only of those who are poor or
2uvulnerable.

22 In relation to those who are poor, Martin Luther's
21sinsights into the meaning of the commandments against
21 killing, steaing, and coveting are sobering. Weviolate “you
21s shall not kill” when we do not help and support others to
21smeet their basic needs. As Luther explained, “If you see
217 anyone suffer hunger and do not feed [them], you have let
21 [them] starve.”?“Tosteal” caninclude “taking advantage of
210 0Ur neighbor in any sort of dealing that resultsinlossto him
220 [Or her] . . . wherever business is transacted and money is
22 exchanged for goods or labor.”* “You shall not covet”
222 means “ God does not wish you to deprive your neighbor of
22 @nything that is [theirs], letting [them] suffer loss while you
222 gratify your greed.”* Related Hebraic lawscalled for leaving
22 produce in the fields for the poor (Deuteronomy 24:21), a
226 periodic cancellation of debts (Deuteronomy 15:1), and a
227 jubilee year in which property was to be redistributed or
226 restored to those who had lost it, so that they might again
220 have a means of livelihood (Leviticus 25).

20 Today, well over a billion people in the world are
21 deprived of what they need to meet ther basic needs. Far
».2more lack clean water, adequate sanitation, housing, or
2ss health services. They use whatever limited options are
»ssavailable to them in their daily struggle to survive.
2ss Thousands die daily. Millions pursue economic activities
2ss that are part of the underground or informal economy, and
2e7 @re not counted in economic statistics. Children often have
255 N0 option but to labor under unjust conditions to provide
2o for themselves and their families. Political struggles,
2o militarism, and warfare add to this travesty, displacing
2 masses of people from their homes.® In many of the poorest
242 COUNtries, incomes continue to decline, and people subsist
205 0N less and less. Although most of the impoverished livein
24s devel oping countries, where their numbers continueto grow
205 @t alarming rates, many millions are in the industrialized
245 countries. Millions of poor people live in communities in
27 the United States and the Caribbean where the Evangelical
24s Lutheran Church in Americais present.

29 Developing countries that have opened their economies
250 10 global markets have generally reduced poverty over time
2s: more than those that have not, but the terms of trade often
22 Work to the disadvantage of developing countries Seeking
2ss more just exchanges “for all” throughinvestment and trade
»s« isasignificant challenge. The danger isthat less devel oped
255 parts of theworld, or lesspowerful groupswithin acountry,
256 Will be exploited or excluded from participation in global
2s» markets.

s When a developing country becomes heavily indebted, the
250 poorest are usually the most adversely affected. A huge share of
260 @ COUNtTY's income must be used to pay off debt, which may
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261 have been incurred unjustly or under corrupt rulers. Structural
262 adjustment programsto pay off debt typically divert fundsfrom
26s much needed educational, health, and environmental efforts, and
264 from infrastructures for economic development.

2 God stands in judgment of those in authority who fall
265 Short of their responsibility, and is moved with compassion
267 t0 deliver the impoverished from all that oppresses them:
26 “ Givejusticeto the weak and the orphan; maintain the right
260 Of the lowly and the destitute” (Psalm 82:3). The rich are
270 expected to use wealth to benefit their neighbors who live
271 in poverty here and throughout the world.

.2 In light of these realities, we commit ourselves as a
273 church ® and urge members to:

. @ address creatively and courageously the complex
275 causes of poverty;

26 4 provide opportunities for dialogue, learning, and
277 strategizing among people of different economic situations
27s and from different regions who are harmed by global
27s €conomic changes;

20 4 give more to relieve conditions of poverty, and invest
2s1 MoOre in initiativesto reduce poverty.

22 We call for:

s @ scrutiny of how specific policies and practices affect
250 people and nations that are the poorest, and changes to
255 make policies of economic growth, trade, and investment
255 more beneficial to those who are poor;

27 @ efforts to increase the participation of low-income
2ss people in political and civic life, and citizen vigilance and
200 @ction that challenges governmentsand other sectors when
200 they become captive to narrow economic interests that do
201 NOt represent the good of all;

22 4 shiftsthroughout theworld from military expenditures
205 tO purposes that serve the needs of low-income people;

20 4 support for family planning and enhanced opportunities
205 fOr women so that population pressures might be eased; ’

25 4 reductionof overwhelming international debt burdens
27 inwaysthat do not impose further deprivationson the poor,
2e and cancellation of some or all debt where severe
200 iNdebtedness immobilizes a country’s economy;

w0 @ investments, loan funds, hiring practices, skill training,
s00 and funding of micro-enterprises and other community
s02 development projects that can empower low-income people
305 economically.

204 Livelihood: vocation, work, and human dignity

s Vocation: Our calling from God begins in the waters of
s0s Baptism and is lived out in awide array of settings and
s07 relationships. Freed through the Gospel, we are to serve
30s Othersthrough arenasof responsibility such asfamily, work,
s0s and community life. Although we continueto be ensnared
10 1N the ambiguities and sin of this world, our vocation is to
11 seek what isgood for people and therest of creation in ways
s12 that glorify God and anticipate God' s promised future.

a1 “Livelihood” designates our means of subsistence or
a1 how we are supported economically. This occurs through
a5 paid jobs, self-employment, business ownership, and
a1s accumulated wealth, as well as through support of family,
s17 community networks, and government assistance.
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sis Strong families, neighborhoods, and schools should
s10 support and help prepare persons for livelihood. Churches,
s20 businesses, financial institutions, government, and civil
sz s0ciety also play key roles. Through these relationships
22 people can be enabled and obligated to pursue their
s2s livelihoods as they are able. When these infrastructures for
s2« livelihood are absent, weak, or threatened (as they are for
s2s many today), people are more likely to be impoverished
s2s materially, emotionally, or spiritualy.

s27 Through these relationships and structures, individuals
526 CaN learn important virtues, such as:

20 4 trust, accountability, and fidelity in relationships;

0 @ discipline, honesty, diligence, and responsibility in
st WOrk;

2 4 frugality, prudence, and temperance in the use of
533 [ESOUrCES;

s« 4 compassion and justice toward other people and the
sss rest of creation.

s These virtues, along with perspectives and skills
ss7acquired through education and training, make it more
s likely that individuals will be able to flourish in their
ss0 livelihood.

s.0 We commit ourselves as a church and urge members to:

s 4 develop God-given capacities and provide stable,
s«2 holistic, loving devel opment of children and youth through
s families, neighborhoods, congregations, and other
s institutions;

ss 4 support and encourage one another aswelive out our
sas VOCation in ways that serve the neighbor and contribute to
s family and community vitality;

s 4 pray and act to provide livedihood for ourselves and
ss0 Othersthrough theinstitutions of our day, trusting in God's
sso providential care for all.

ss1 We call for:

2 4 policiesthat promote stable families, strong schools,
sss and safe neighborhoods;

s« @ addressing the barriersindividuals face in preparing
sss for and sustaining a livelihood (such as lack of education,
sss transportation, child care, and health care).

ss7Work: In Genesis, work is to be a means through which
sss basic needs might be met, as human beings “till and keep”
sss the garden in which God has placed them (Genesis 2:15).
so WOrk is seen not as an end in itself, but as a means for
se1 SUStaining humans and the rest of creation. Dueto sin, the
s Work God gives to humans also becomes toil and anguish
s6s (Genesis 3:17,19). Injustice often deprives people of the
se« fruits of their work (Proverbs 13:23), which benefits others
ses iNstead.

s God calls peopleto usetheir freedom and responsibility,
567 their capacities and know-how to participateproductively in
s God's world. As stewards of what God has entrusted to us, we
360 should use availableresourcesto generatejobsfor thelivelihood
s70 Of more people, aswell asto create capital for thegrowth needed
s7: tomeet basic needs. Weslth should serve or benefit othersso that
s72 they also might live productively.
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What mattersin many jobs today, rather than a sense of
vocation, is the satisfaction of wants or desres that the pay
from work makes possible. Work becomes a means toward
increased consumerism. Many also feel a constant sense of
being judged, having to measure up according to an
unrelenting bottom line of productivity or profit. We are
freed from such economic captivity by the forgiveness, new
life, and dignity that is oursin Christ.

Competitive economic forces, as well as changing
technologiesand consumer demands, significantlyaffectthe
kinds of jobs available and the nature of work. Increased
productivity and technol ogical innovation continueto make
some jobs obsolete, while creating others. A growing
proportion of jobs are part-time, temporary, or contractual,
without the longevity and security assumed in the past.
Workersin the United States increasingly produce services
rather than tangible goods. Many people choose to be
self-employed. A large number lose their jobs when
companies merge, downsize, or move to areas with lower
labor costs.

Job transitions can be enriching, but also painful.
Feeling invested in one's job as a calling or being able to
count on a future livelihood can be difficult when work is
continually in flux. Many workers feel treated as if they are
dispensable. Amid these changes, our faith reminds us that
our security and livelihood rest ultimately on God. Our
hopeisgrounded in God' s promise—that people*“shall long
enjoy the work of their hands” (Isaiah 65:21). This givesus
courage to ask why changes are occurring, to challenge
forces of greed and injustice when they deny some people
what they need to live, and, when necessary, to seek new
possibilitiesfor livelihood.

Therefore, we commit ourselves as a church and urge
members to:

4 deliberatetogether about the challenges peoplefacein
their work;

4 counsel and support those who are unemployed,
underemployed, and undergoing job transitions;

4 provideskill andlanguage enhancement training that
will enable themost vulnerable(including new immigrants)
to become better prepared for jobs.

We call for:

4 public and private sector partnerships to create jobs
and job retention programs;

4 national economic policies that support and advance
the goal of low unemployment.

Human dignity: Human beings are created “in God's image’
(Genesis 1:27) as social beings whose dignity, worth, and
value are conferred by God. Although our identity does not
depend on what wedo, through our work weshould be able
to express this God-given dignity as persons of integrity,
worth, and meaning. Y et work doesnot constitutethewhole
of our life. When we are viewed and treated only as
workers, we tend to be exploited.

Employershave aresponsibility to treat employees with
dignity and respect. This should be reflected in employees’
remuneration, benefits, work conditions, job security, and
ongoing job training. Employees have a responsibility to
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awork to the best of ther potential in a reliable and
2 responsible manner. This includes work habits, attitudes
«stoward employers and co-workers, and a willingness to
s« adapt and prepare for new work situations. No one should
«ss be coerced to work under conditions that violate their
435 dignity or freedom, jeopardize their heath or safety, result
«7in neglect of their family’s well-being, or provide unjust
s cOmpensation for their labor.

Our God-given dignity in community means that we are
10t0 participate actively in decisions that impact our lives,
a1 rather than only passively accept decisions others make for
42 US. People should be involved in decison making that
s directly affects their work. They should also be free to
.. determinetheir livesindependent of particular jobs. Public
s policy can provide economic and other conditions that
16 protect human freedom and dignity in relation to work.

439

7 Power disparities and competinginterests are present in
15 MOSt employment situations. Employers need competent,
s committed workers, but this does not necessarily presume
sorespect for the personal lives and needs of individual
«s1 workers. Individual workers depend on the organi zation for
12 employment as their means of livelihood, but this does not
s Necessarily presume respect for the organization’ sinterest
s and goals. Management and employees move toward justice
155 as they seek cooperativeways of negotiating these interests
s When they conflict. Because employeesoften arevulnerable
«s7and lack power in such negotiations, they may need to
s Organize in their quest for human dignity and justice. When
sothis occurs, accurate information and fair tactics are
100 €Xpected of all parties involved.

1.1 We commit ourselves as a church to:

@ hire without discriminating on the basis of race,
s €thnicity, gender, age, disabilities, sexual orientation, or
s« genetic factors;

462

& compensate all people we call or employ at an amount
166 SUfficient for them to live in dignity;

465

@ provideadequate pensionand health benefits, safeand
s healthy work conditions, sufficient periods of rest, vacation,
s and sabbatical, and family-friendly work schedules;

a67

@ cultivate participatory workplaces, support the right of
semployees to organize for the sake of better working
.7 conditionsand to engagein collective bargaining, and refrain
s fromintentionally undercutting union organizing activities, or
2« from permanently replacing striking workers.

470

s We call for:

476

4 other employersto engage in similar practices;

a7 4 government enforcement of regulations against
s discrimination, exploitative work conditions and labor
470 practices (including child labor), and for the right of workers

150 10 Organi ze and bargain collecti vely;

4 public policiesthat ensure adequate social security,
s> unemployment insurance, and health care coverage;

481

4 aminimum wage|evel that balancesemployees’ need
«s4 fOr sufficient income with what would be significant negative
105 effects on overall employment;

483

@ tax credits and other means of supplementing the
o7 insufficient income of low-paid workersin order to move
s them out of poverty.

486
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Sufficiency: enough, but not too much

“Sufficiency” means adequate access to income and
other resourcesthat enable people to meet their basic needs,
includingnutrition, clothing, housing, health care, personal
development, and participationin community with dignity.
God has created aworld of sufficiency for all, providing us
daily and abundantly with all the necessities of life® In
many countries, the problemisnot thelack of resources, but
how they are shared, digributed, and made accessible
within society. Justiceseeksfairnessin how goods, services,
income, and wealth are allocated among people so that they
can acquire what they need to live.

Human need and the right to ownership often are in
tension with each other. The biblical undersanding of
stewardship isthat what wehave does not ultimately belong
to us. We are called to be stewards of what God has given
for the sake of all. This stewardship includes holding
economic, political, and social processes and institutions
responsible for producing and distributing what is needed
for sufficiency for all. Private property isaffirmed insofar as
it serves as a useful, yet imperfect means to meet the basic
needs of individuals, households, and communities.

Government is intended to serve God's purposes by
limiting or countering narrow economic interests and
promoting the common good. Paying taxes to enable
government to carry out these and other purposes is an
appropriate expression of our stewardship in society, rather
than something to be avoided. Government often falls short
of these responsibilities. Its policiescan harm the common
good and especially the most vulnerable in society.
Governing leaders are to be held accountable to God's
purposes: “May [they] judge your people with
righteousness, and your poor with justice. . . . May [they]
defend the cause of the poor of the people” (Psalm 72:2).

The lack of material sufficiency for some within the
human community is itself a spiritual problem. “How does
God's love abidein anyonewho hasthe world’s goods and
sees a brother or sister in need and yet refuses to help?’
(1 John 3:17). Sin disrupts our bonds with and our sense of
responsibility for one another. We live separated from
others on the basis of income and wealth, and resent what
othershave. Hugedisparitiesin income and wealth, such as
those we face in this country, threaten the integrity of the
human community.

Those who are rich and those who are poor are called
into rel ationshi ps of generosity fromwhich each can benefit.
Within the Church, those in need and those with abundance
are brought together in Christ. On this basis and in the face
of disparitiesin the church of hisday, Paul calls for “afair
bal ance between your present abundance and their need, so
that their abundance may be for your need.” In so doing,
“the one who had much did not have too much, and the one
who had little did not have too little.” (2 Corinthians 8:9,
13-15).

God's mandate is clear. “Is not this the fast that |
choose: to loose the bonds of injustice . . . and to break
every yoke? Is it not to share your bread with the hungry,
and bring the homeless poor into your house; when you see
the naked to cover them, and not to hide yourself from your
ownkin?' (Isaiah 58:6-7). God's lavish, justifying grace frees
us from self-serving preoccupations and calls us to alife of
mutual generosity aswerelateto all who are our neighbors.

122 1 PLENARY SESSION TWO

ss1 Faith becomesactive through personal relationships, direct
ss2 assistance, and wider policy changes in society.

sss Not enough: Inthe United States, tens of millionsof people
ss« livein poverty, although many refuseto think of themselves
sss as“poor.” Some make daily choicesasto which necessities
sss they will haveto live without. Many work part- or full-time,
ss» but on that basis, are still unable to lift their families out of
sss poverty. Others are physically or mentally unable to work.
sss Many lack the family, educational, and community support
sso important for making good choicesin their lives Although
s those living in poverty are particularly visiblein cities, their
ssmore hidden reality in suburban, small town, and rural
sss areas can be just as painful. A greater proportion of people
s« Of color live in conditions of poverty. The poor are
ses disproportionately women with their children.’ Systemic
sss Facism and sexism continue to be evident in the incidence
se» Of poverty.

In light of these realities, we commit ourselves as a
sso church and urge members to:

568

4 provide counsdl, food, clothing, shelter, and money for
s people in need, inways that respect their dignity;

570

s» 4 develop mutual, face-to-face, empowering relationships
s7s between people who have enough and people living in
s7 poverty, especially through congregational and synodical

s7s partnerships;

576

@ advocate for public and private policies that effectively
s77 address the causes of poverty;

4 generoudy support organizations and community-based

s7o efforts that enable low-income people to obtain more
ss0 SUfficient, sustainable livelihoods;

578

581

@ continueworking to eradicate racism and sexism.

ss2 We call for:

4 government to provide adequate income assistance and
ss« related services for citizens, documented immigrants, and
sss refugees who are unable to provide for their livelihood
sss through employment;

583

@ adequate, consistent public funding for the various
sss |OW-income services non-profit organizations provide for the
sso common good of all;

587

s0 @ scrutiny to ensure that new ways of providing
se1 low-income people with assstance and services (such as
s through the private sector) do not sacrifice the most

ses VUlnerable for the sake of economic efficiency and profit;

594

@ correction of regressivetax systems, so that peopleare
sos taxed progressively in relation to their ability to pay;

4 opposition to lotteries and other state-sponsored

se» gambling because of how these regressive means of raising
so0 State revenues adversely affect those who are poor.*°

596

sss TOO Much: Because most of usin the United Stateshave far
s0o more than we need, we can easily fall into bondage to what
1we have. We then become like the young man Jesus
s0 encountered, whose bondage to his possessions kept him
«0s from following Jesus (Matthew 19:16-22; Mark 10:17-22;
s0s LUke 18:18-25).

We consume goods and use services to meet our needs.
s TO iNncrease consumption and expand sales, businesses

605
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07 Stimulate ever new wants. Rather than human need shaping
s CONSUMption, advertising and media promotion both shape
«00 and expand wants. Our very being becomes expressed
«10 through what we have or desre to possess. When
s11 CONSUMinNgG to meet basic needs turns into consumerism as
2 an end in itself, we face a serious crisis of faith.

«s  Endless accumulation of possessions and pursuit of
«12 Wealth can become our god as we yearn for alife without
s1s limits. “Ah, you who join house to house, who add field to
16 field, until there is room for no one but you” (Isaiah 5:8).
«17 Many look to material possessionsand money asthe means
«1s for participating in the “fullness of life,” and thus become ever
s1s More dependent on economic transactions. But Jesus asks,
«0 “What doesit profit them if they gain the whole world, but
21 lose or forfeit themselves?” (Luke 9:25).

622 In the United States, people’s worth and value tend to
«s be measured by the size of their income and wealth. If
«4 judged by their multimillion dollar compensations, top
s2s corporate officers and sports superstars would seem to be
«2s themost highly valued in our society. Enormous disparities
7 between their compensations and the average wages of
s2s Workers are scandal ous.

«s  Theeconomic power of large transnational corporations
ss0 CONtinues to grow, making some of them larger than many
«1 National economies. Along with this financial strength
s cOmes an inordinate potential to influence political
s decisions, local and regional economies, and democratic
4 processes in society. The power they wield, enhanced
s through mergersand buyouts, can have positive effects, but
s it can also hold others captive to transnational corporate
ss7 interests. The global community must continue to seek
s effective ways to hold these and other powerful economic
s0 actors more accountable for the sake of sufficient,
s«0 Sustainable livelihood for all.

s In light of these realities, we commit ourselves as a
22 church and urge members to:

«s 4 examine how we are in bondage to our possessions
«:s and can befreed to befaithful stewards of them;

«s 4 seriousand ongoing considerationinour familiesand
s congregations of how to resist the allure of consumerism
7 and live lives less oriented toward the accumulation of
s goods and financial assets;

«s 4 educate one another, beginning with the young, on how
ss0 to deal responsibly with money, credit, and spending within
ss: ONE'S Means;

2 @ givegenerously of our wealth (for example, through
sss tithing and planned giving), especially for purposes that
ss4 Serve the needs of others.

«ss We call for:

«s @ corporate policiesthat lessen the disparities between
«s7 compensations of top corporate executives and that of the
sss Workers throughout an organization;

o 4@ corporate governance thatisaccountable for the effects
sso Of @ company’s practices on workers, communities, and the
1 environment here and throughout the world;

662 @ scrutiny of the tax breaks, subsidies, and incentives
ss Many companies receive, to assure that they serve the
ss COMMon good,;

1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES

«s 4 enforcement of laws to prevent the exercise of
sss inordinate market power by large corporations;

7 4 appropriate government regulatory reform so that
s gOVErNmMents can monitor private sector practices more
s effectively and efficiently in an ever-changing global
670 €CONOMY.

s Sustainability: oftheenvironment, agriculture, and
s2low-income communities

+7s “ Sustainability” isthe capacity of natural and social systems
¢ 10 survive and thrive together over the long term. What is
«7s sufficientin providing for people’ swantsoften isin tension
«7s With what can be sustained over time. Sustanability has
s implicationsfor how weevaluate economic activityinterms
«7s Of its ongoing effects on the well-being of both nature and
s7o human communities. Economic life should help sustain
sso humans and the rest of creation—now and in the future.

. Efforts to provide a sufficient livelihood must be
ss2 SUStainable economically. Individuals and families should
sssNOt borrow more than they are able to pay back and still
s« meet their future needs. Governments should not finance
sss their spending by excessive borrowing or money creation
sss that reduces national income and production, and threatens
«s7the livelihood of future generations. Tax rates and
sss gOvernment regulations must not be so burdensome as to
sso Stifle the production of the very goods and services people
sso need to live.

s1  “Theearthisthe Lord’s and al that isin it, the world,
s and those who live in it” (Psalm 24:1). As God created, so
ss God al so sustains: “When you send forth your spirit . .. you
se renew the face of the ground” (Psalm 104:30). God makes
s @ covenant with Noah, his descendants, and every living
sss Creaturethat they will not be destroyed (Genesis 9:8-17). In
7 God's promise of “new heavens and a new earth . . . they
s shall build houses and inhabit them; they shall plant
ses Vineyardsand eat their fruit” (Isaiah 65:17, 21). Thevantage
700 pOiNt of the kingdom of God motivates us to focus on more
o1 than short-term gains. Humans, called to be stewards of
702 God' s creation, are to respect the integrity and limits of the
70s €arth and its resources.

s SUstaining the environment: The growth of economic
nsactivity during the twentieth century, and the
7os industrialization and consumerism that fueled it, radically
o7 changed the relationship between humans and the earth.
705 TOO Often the earth has been treated as a waste receptacle
0o @nd alimitless storehouse of raw materialsto beused up for
710 the sake of economic growth, rather than as afinite, fragile
1 ecological system upon which human and all other life
71 depends.

ns  Ingead of being stewards who care for the long-term
naWell-being of creation, we confess that we have depleted
715 Non-renewabl e resources, eroded topsoil, and polluted the
s air, ground, and water. Without appropriate environmental
117 care, economic growth cannot be sustained. Caring for
71 Creation means that economic processes should respect
s environmental limits. “When we act interdependently and
720 1N solidarity with creation, we do justice. We serve and keep
1 the earth, trusting its bounty can be sufficient for all, and
722 Sustainable.” **
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s We commit ourselves as a church and urge members to:
724 @ useless, re-use, recycle, and restore natural resources;

s 4 planfor careful land use of church property, and receive
s and manage giftsof land and real estatein sustainableways.

7 We call for:

s 4 appropriate policies and regulationsthat help reverse
s environmental destruction;

0 4 planning that accounts for theimpact of regional growth
71 0N communities and ecosystems;

= 4 ending subsidiesfor economic activities that use up
223 non-renewable natural resources;

a4 companiesto pay more fully for the wider social and
s environmental costs of what they produce;

s @ the development and use of more energy-efficient
757 technologies.

s Sustaining agriculture: Agricultureisbasicto the survival
s and security of people throughout the world. Through the
o calling of agriculture, farmers produce the grain for our
1 daily bread and the rest of our food supply. Without a
42 bountiful and low-cost food supply, most Americanswould
s Not enjoy thelivelihood they do. Farmers face the challenge
=« Of producing this food in ways that contribute to the
s regeneration of the land and the vitality of rura
s communities. At the same time, society as a whole must
7 address the high leves of risk farmers face and the low
s pricesthey oftenreceive. Changingagricultural policiesand
0 thegrowing power of large agribusiness corporations make
50 this even more challenging.

51 We commit ourselves as a church and urge members to:
2 4 pray for and support those who farm the land;

s 4 pursuenew waysfor consumersto partner with small
s« farmersin sharing therisks and yields of farming.

s We call for:

s 4@ changes to assurethat farmers will receive a greater
757 proportion of the retail food dollar;

s @ adequate prices for agricultural products o that
s farmers can be compensated fairly for their labor and
0 production costs;

1 4 sustainable agricultural practices that protect and restore
2 theregenerative capacities of theland, rather than practices
s that deplete the land (for example, by measuring
74 productivity only by short-term agricultural yieds);

s 4 more just work conditionsfor farm workers, espedally
s immigrants, and opportunitiesfor them to acquiretheir own
67 land.

6s Sustainable development of low-income communities:

760 In many low-income communities, disinvestment and
70 neglect havetaken their toll. In contrast to this areexamples
11 Of sustainable community economic development that take
72 into account the overdl health and welfare of people, the
s environment, and the local economy. Such an approach
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s Creates jobs, prepares people for work, generates income
nsthat is re-circulated several times in the community, and
776 SUStaiNs and renews environmental resources, all for the
7 sake of acommunity’ slong-term viability.

s Ingead of a top-down approach focused on a
77ecOMMunity’s deprivation and its lack of economic growth,
750 €ffectivecommunity devel opment drawsuponitsassets and
semphasizes quality and diverse production. Effective
w2 policies build and enhance a community’s social
7ss relationships, values, and institutions, which together can
7s« further economic development. Local residents determine
7ss the future of their community by initiating, supporting, and
786 SUStAiNiNg New projects. Their capacities, skills, and assets
1s7 help shape the vision and plan for the community.

s Through broad-based community organizing people
78 caN be mobilized to address economic and other issues that
700 directly impact them. Government and the private sector
701 dlSO Must invest in health, education, and infrastructures
72 Necessary for sustainable development. When people and
705 FESOUrces are connected in ways that multiply their power
nsand effectiveness, this will help bring about productive
7es results and meaningful participation in community and
706 €CONOMIC life.

7 Therefore, we commit ourselves as a church and urge
7s Members to:

s 4 learn about, participate in, and provide financial
soo SUpPOrt for community economic development and
s010rganizing strategies that enhance the current and future
s0o Well-being of communities and the environment;

s 4 support community development corporations and
s0« locally-owned or producer-owned cooperatives;

w5 4 integrate social valuesinto our investment decisions,
ss@nd invest more in socially responsible companies and
50 fundsthat sustain businesses aswell asworkers, consumers,
«0s the environment, and low-income communities.

00 We call for:

s0 4 support of the above strategies by governments,
su financial ingtitutions, and the wider society;

«2 4 aternatives to gambling as a means of community
s13 @conomic development;

se @ grants and low-interest loans that enable small
s1s cOmpaniesand farms to get started, develop, and expand in
s16 Order to provide livelihood for more people in low-income
17 COMMunities.

«eIN conclusion, a vision renewed

ss  Pursuing policies and practices that will lead to
w20 “sUfficient, sustainable livelihood for all” is such a
s21 formidable challengethat to many it seemsunrealistic or not
s22worth the effort. The Church as an employer, property
s2s OWNEr, consumer, investor, and community of believerscan
s2¢ Deas caught up in the reigning economic assumptionsasthe
«2s rest of society. But despitethe Church’ sfailings, throughthe
s2s Word and the sacraments, we are forgiven, renewed, and
s27 nourished. At the Table, wetogether receive the same bread
s2s and drink of the same cup. Wha wereceiveis sufficient; it
s20 dOes sustain us. We are strengthened to persist in the struggle
sso fOr justice as we look forward to the coming of God's
ss1 kingdom in all its fullness.
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We are sent forth into the world to bear witnessto God's +:-5. Seethe EL CA Message, “Immigration” (1998) and the
promised reign. The world is the whole household of God s ELCA Social Statement, “For Peace in God's World”
that economic life is intended to serve. The Spirit of God s, (1995), available from the Division for Church in
expandsour visionand transformsour priorities. Werealize ., Society (Call 800-NET-EL CA, extension 2712, for this
that we do not eat alone; everyone needs to eat. The and other ELCA statements and studies).
multitudes present around God's global table become our

neighborsrather than competitors or strangers. Empowered 6. Inthisand subsequent “wecommit” sections, “church

by God, we continue to act, pray, and hope that through includ_es lcongregations, synods, thg churchwide
economic life there truly will be sufficient, sustainable ** organization, gnd _Where relevant, ,th's‘ calls upon
livelihood for all. 065 affiliated organizations such as seminaries, schools,
566 colleges and universities, and social ministry
067 organizations to adjust their policies and practices
End Notes: 068 accordingly.

All Scriptural references are from the New Revised .7 “Global population growth, for example, relates to the

Standard Version Bible, Division of Christian Educationof | lack of access by women to family planning and health
theNational Cqunml of the Churchesof ChristintheUnited | care, qudity education, fulfilling employment, and
States of America (1989). o2 equal rights” ELCA Social Statement, “Caring for

1. See Martin Luther’s discussion of thisin “The Large ¢ Creation: Vision, Hope, and Justice” (1993), 3-4.

_l(Eatechism," SIThe dB;;)k ;;.lgdorl“:gfdj FTheOdoLe G- .8, Seehow Luther explains the First Article of the Creed
appert, transl. and ed. (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, in the Small Catechism.

1959), 430-431. A - .
2. The Fifth Commandment as discussed in “The Large w9 See the Women and ledren Living in Pover_ty
077 Strategy of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in

Catechism,” BC, 391. . -
) _ 678 America (800-NET-ELCA extension 2863).
3. The Seventh Commandment as discussed in “The . . .
Large Catechism,” BC, 395. s79 10. See“Gambling: A Study for Congregations” (Division

] 880 for Church in Society, 1998), 20-22.
4. The Ninth and Tenth commandments, “The Large
Catechism,” BC, 406. 11. “Caring for Creation . .. " (1993).

Presentation of “Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All”

Bishop Anderson introduced the Rev. Charles S. Miller, executive director of the
Divisionfor Churchin Society (DCS), theRev. Karen L. Bloomquist, thedirector for studies
in the Division for Church in Society, Ms. Annette Citzler, chair of the task force preparing
the social statement, and the Rev. Winston D. Persaud, and the Rev. Gladys G. Moore,
members of the task force. He indicated that the social statement on economic life,
“Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All,” would be formally presented at this time, and
discussion was scheduled for later plenary sessions.

Pastor Miller explained that the development of a social statement requires several
processesto unfold simultaneously. “Thereis, first, the work of the task force, about which
you will hear much more later in our presentation. Second, thereisthe work of staff, who
accompany the task force in their journey; in this case, years of listening, studying, and
writing onthetopic. Andthenthereisthework of thedivison’sboard. The board isthe hub
around which the staff and task force’s work unfolds. It is the board that monitors the
ongoing work. Itreviews and, when appropriate, approves the documents produced by the
task force. In the end, the board’s work is essential to the integrity and quality of the final
statement.

“Inthat context, itismy privilege to introduce the chair of the board of the Division for
Church and Society. Ingrid Christiansen has served as the chair of the division board since
1992. Her tenure ends with this assembly. But during her tenure, she has overseen the
board’ swork on four social statements—the social statement ‘ Caring for Creation’; the social
statement ‘Race, Ethnicity, and Culture’; the social statement on peace-all adopted by
previous assemblies; and now, the proposed social statement on economic life. With my
personal deep thanksto Ingrid for her service tothischurch, | invite her to introduce our task
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force and staff speakers.

Ms. Christiansen said, “Our four speakers, who will introduce the socia statement on
economic life, are people who, like the other task force and staff members in this journey,
have poured their very hearts and minds into discerning the connections between our faith
and the complex world of economiclife. | am proud to be associated with themin presenting
this statement, which is the fruits of their labors.

“I will introduce them in the order in which they will speak. Our first speaker will be
the Rev. Winston D. Persaud, task force member and professor of systematic theology at
W artburg Theological Seminary. The second will bethe Rev. Karen L. Bloomquist, director
for studies in the Division for Church in Society, and the lead staff on this statement.
Following Pastor Bloomquist will be Ms. Annette Citzler, chair of the task force and
professor of economicsat Texas Lutheran University. And concluding our presentation will
be the Rev. Gladys G. Moore, task force and board member, and assistant to the bishop in
the New Jersey Synod.”

Address by the Rev. Winston D. Persaud

Pastor Winston D. Persaud asserted, “Welivein aworld of rich and poor, of havesand
have nots. It is God's intention that the goods of the world be used to provide the
wherewithal for all to live with dignity and that the well-being of all be promoted. We are
to order and structure our lives so that God'’ s intention be realized in as fundamental a way
as possible. In confessing that God is good, and that as Christians, we are cadled to be
stewards of God's goodness and God’'s goods, we are pointing to the unavoidable
responsibility—indeed vocation—which God has placed upon us to pursue the spiritual and
material well-being of all.

“Of course, we cannot, as the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, take care of
everyone's needs, but we are to join with others in pursuing and promoting the well-being
of all. No societal structureis so sacrosanct that it cannot be brought into question when the
common good is not being promoted, but hindered. At the same time, as Christians we
recognize that we act irresponsibly when we uncritically dismiss structures which conduce
to the good of many. Inthe provisional world of economic realities, wedo not come asif we
have a blueprint for the realization of God’ sreign on earth. Rather, we come to the task of
economic deliberation and action, convinced that what we do is provisional, and that within
that provisionality, we are to act that God’s justice be concrete and real in the lives of so
many that live without the basics for survival and livelihood.

“I remember very vividly when, in the fall of 1981, the government of Guyana banned
importation of wheat and flour. My wife, who wasborn and raised in the United States, said
at adinner table, ‘All my life | have prayed inthe L ord’s Prayer, “Give usthisday our daily
bread,” and never once did | wonder whether there would be, literally, bread on the table.
Now | do.” Those of us, and, | suspect, all of us here, who daily or regularly pray the Lord’s
Prayer, know that we are asking God for all that is necessary for our well-being, spiritual and
material.

“We are united with many who do not have sufficient, sustainable livelihood. We
engage the difficult and elusive question of sufficient, sustainable livelihood for all,
recognizing that it is God’'s commitment to the world which we seek to promote and
implement. For Jesus' sake, God has declared usjust. We know that pursuing the common
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good is not a matter of creating our worth before God. That is an impossibility. What is
possible isthe pursuit of sufficient, sustainable livelihood for all, however provisionally we
do so. That iswhat God's stewards are called to do: celebrate and delight in the incredible
gift of impossible grace in Jesus Christ, and relentlessly promote and pursue the common
good. Thisiswhat the document before you offers.”

Address by the Rev. Karen L. Bloomquist

Pastor Karen L. Bloomquist explained, “ This social statement has been in the process
of development for alonger time period of time than any other. When the ELCA came into
being, many theol ogians and other church leadersindicated that economic matters should be
among the first this church would formally address. But due to other pressing agendas, the
process of developing this statement did not actually begin until 1994.

“At that time, the board of the Division for Church in Society appointed a task force
who, at their first meeting, decided to spend the fall of 1994 going out to over 75 listening
postsin about 20 areas of this country, hearing from about 500 members of this church what
you were experiencing in economic life, and how God, and thus, the church, are involved.
W hat we heard, saw, and felt deeply through those experiences with people in rural, small
town, suburban, and urban settings decisively affect what the task force felt called to address,
and how, over the past five years. Excerpts from these listening posts were published in a
bookl et speaking of economic life. After that, when the task force gathered, we would recall
for one another what we had heard amid the tears of those farmers in the church basement
in South Dakota, or how candidly international business and finance leadersin New Jersey
expressed their sense of captivity to the globa economy, or the visible struggle of
impoverished immigrants near the M exican border, or despairing workers who found
themselves downsized out of their livelihood. And those people, and many, many otherswe
had interacted with, were very present asweworked together on the study booklet, ‘Give Us
ThisDay Our Daily Bread: Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All.” Thiswas sent to all
congregations near the end of 1996, and this study, available here at Augsburg Fortress,
continues to serve as helpful background to much of what is stated in far briefer fashion in
the actual statement.

“You sent us your responses to the study, based on what you had discussed in your
congregations. And in early 1998, the first draft of the statement was drafted and sent out
to all congregations. Atthat point, itwascalled, ‘' Towards Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood
for All." Hundreds attended over 20 hearings and sent us responses to the draft. A few felt
the church had no business speaking on economic matters because of how supremely
economic assumptions reign. But far more wanted anew draft that, on the basis of the faith
we share, would speak to and counter the power and influence of economic thinking and
actionstoday. Youtoldus, ‘Do not provide highly specific prescriptions, but give usgeneral
principles growing out of our faith so that using our heads, we can apply them to particular
questions and situations we face over time.” Y ou also said that we, asa church, individually
and corporately, must make serious commitments ourselves before we speak to the wider
society. Inthese and other ways, the statement you have before you responds to what you,
members of this church, communicated to us.

“Some might feel that such general principles are too bland and not provocative or
prophetic enough. They do not narrowly prescribe policies or solutions, but they point
to—they raise up—important values and norms that we share in common with much of the
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church ecumenical. And that must be taken into consideration as decisions are made
regarding economic life. It is not the words on paper, but the specific actions and follow-
through on these principles that will make a difference for the sake of sufficient, sustainable
livelihood for all.”

Address by Ms. Annette Citzler

Ms. Annette Citzler said, “I1 am grateful for this opportunity to share with you a little
about theeconomic lifetask forceand itswork. It hasbeen achallenging and quite gratifying
experience for me to serve on the task force since itsinception in 1994, and to have chaired
itsince 1997. | would liketo call your attention to one additional member of our task force,
whose name was inadvertently omitted from your list on page 45 of Section IV. She is
Sandra G. Gustavson, a Church Council member, from Doraville, Georgia, who has served
on our task force since 1997.

“Let me tell you alittle bit about our task force membership overall. We have come
fromquitediverselife experiences—clergy and lay people, men and women, both younger and
older people, from all over the country: Washington state to New Jersey and W isconsin to
Texas. A number of us have lived and studied or worked in international settings. Our
membership includes people of color and has included people of disadvantaged economic
circumstances. In career backgrounds, our membership hasincluded congregational pastors,
theologians, economists, social activists, a business ethicist and business professor, a
financier and international business consultant, a social ministry executive, bishop, farmer,
retired business owner, sociologist, county commissioner, and someone who has been a
recipient of government support through the welfare system. Some have worked in low
incomejobs or in low income communities. We are amixture of people who are single and
married, parents and grandparents, or without children of our own, of urban, suburban, and
rural backgrounds. Wevary in philosophy from those who arefree market supportersto those
who are strongly critical of markets and favor more government in our economy than we
have at present in the United States. The one thing we haveincommonisasolid faith in our
Lord Jesus Christ, and a belief that the Holy Spirit could bring us together to discuss
economic issues from the perspective of our faith—and that is exactly what we did.

“It was not easy. And there were serious disagreements along the way. Not all of our
task force members, in the end, could add their names to this document, two having
dissented, one on either side of the philosophical spectrum. | regret that, but | believe we
have brought to you adocument that is faithful to what we believe, that calls upon all of us
to think carefully about the economic decisions we make and that fulfills our mandate as a
task force. While originally therewere some expectations about the statement that could not
be met—for example, that it be focused mainly on agriculture and the land, or that it be a
primer on how capitalism works, or that it be a detail ed treatise on the causes and remedies
for poverty—we ultimately settled on an organization and themes for the statement that are
indicated in the next slide you will see.

“First, we recognized the pervasiveness of economic realities in our lives. We seem
always to be preoccupied by money, by our work, by buying things to satisfy our wants or
needs. Economic life can easily become our god. Rather than condemning it outright,
however, we recognized that the economic system is a means by which God’s intent for
God's people and the whole creation can be fulfilled. Since it is a means to God’s ends,
however, that means is subject to all the sinfulness that it is possible for humans to devise.
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And, thus, itis imperative for usto consider the economic outcomes of this system in light
of our faith. What is God's will for us and for the creation? In order to realize this
evaluative Christ-consideration—that is, is it faithful to God’ s will-there must be evaluative
criteria: sufficiency, sustainability, and with livelihood for all. These criteria seemed to us
asatask force to be both consistent with our faith and a prophetic challenge to our economic
reality. ‘Sufficiency’ impliesthat all should have enough. ‘Sustainability’ impliesthat we
should be future oriented on behalf of the creation for the sake of posterity and not just
ourselves. ‘Livelihood” meansthat there be meansto contribute to the economy and thereby
gain what is needed for life. ‘For all’ means that all people and all creation are involved
here, not just Americans and not only therich or middle class people.

“The statement is organized into six sections. What we believe comesfirst. Then there
follows a section pointing out the tensions between what we believe about the economy and
what our faith callsusto. Finally, there are four sectionsthat deal with each of the evaluative
criteria: ‘For all’ is concerned with those living in poverty—people for whom the economic
system often fails to meet needs. The ‘livelihood’ section deals with people and their work.
The ‘sufficiency’ section sets out the criteria that all should have enough, but that none
should have too much. And, finally, the ‘sustainability’ section addresses agricultural and
environmental concerns, as well as the vitality of our communities.

“Based on input we received in response to the first draft, the task force determined that
we would conclude each of the above sections with two types of statements: what we as a
church commit ourselves to, and then, what we call for in the wider society.

“ Asexampl esof what we commit ourselvesto, hereare five: investing moreininitiatives
to reduce poverty, living out our vocations in ways to serve the neighbor and strengthen our
families and our communities, counseling and supporting the unemployed, hiring without
discriminating, compensating at a sufficient wage so that workers can live in dignity.

“As examples of what we call for: reduction and cancellation of international debt for
the poorest nations of the world, for farmers to receive a greater share of the retail food
dollar, aminimum wage that assuressufficient income without significantly raising | evel sof
unemployment, adequate government assistance when people are unableto providefor their
livelihood through jobs, correction of regressive tax systems, and lessening compensation
disparities between the highest and |lowest salaries of corporate officers and line workers.

“These are only a sample of the commitments and calls for action in the document, and
| urgeyou, if you've not already done so, to review all of these again as you prepare for the
assembly’s consideration of this document.”

Address by the Rev. Gladys G. Moore

Pastor Gladys G. M oore continued, “In the 31st chapter of Jeremiah, we read these
words, which are traditionally heard on Reformation Sunday: ‘But thisis the covenant that
I will make with the house of Israel after those days, saysthe Lord: | will put my law within
them and | will writeit on their hearts....” What a powerful notionthat God’s Law iswritten
on our hearts. That Law, which isindeed Gospel, not only for usbut for the world, moves
us ever deeper into being the people that God would have us be, and living as God would
have us live.

“Far from being God’s Law, however, we of the Division for Church in Society know
that our church'’s social statements attempt to serve as guides—guides for our hearts, minds,
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and actions, aswe try to live faithfully in God’ sworld. But as with any statement, law, or
proclamation, itis only as good as the people who try to live it out. Many of the members
of our congregations have probably never even heard of our church’ssocial statements. That
certainly does not invalidate their content. Instead, it challenges us who are aware of them
to do abetter job of advertising them, reading them, discussing them, and putting them to use
in our daily lives.

“Last summer | spent six weeksin Mexico studying Spanish so that | might better relate
to the increasingly Spanish-speaking world in which | live and serve. Not a day went by
when | wasin Chiapasthat | did not think of thewords, ‘ sufficient, sustainablelivelihood for
all.” In part, this was because at the time | was still serving on the task force which was
charged with developing this social statement, but the greater reason for reflecting on the
phrase ‘ sufficient, sustainable livelihood for all' was the fact that | was daily faced with such
overwhelming poverty, as is often seen in too many parts of the two-thirds world and even
in our own country. For the entire time that | was there, the same question would ring over
and over again in my mind: So what? So what if we have a social statement which
encourages us to do what that old bumper sticker says, ‘Live simply so that others may
simply live?” So what if we have a social statement that says we must care about the
increasing gap between therich and the poor, because too many of God’ schildren arefalling
through that gap? So what if we encourage our people to be better advocates for the poor
and those who are oppressed in their communities and their congregations?

“What will any of this matter at all if no one reads this particular social statement and
no one uses it to encourage thoughtful discussion and faithful action? Then we will have
spent nearly five years doing what some people think we L utherans love to do—namely, what
Martin Luther King Jr. called the ‘paralysis of analysis’ Some people think that we
Lutherans love to study and write, debate, and rewrite words, while people are literally
hungering and thirsting for the Word. Jesus, theliving Word, not only preached, taught, and
healed. In many of the lessons that we have heard during these past weeks, Jesus fed and
cared for the multitudes because his compassion moved him to do so. ‘You give them
something to eat,” Jesus said to his disciples in our Gospel lesson a few weeks ago. He was
undoubtedly challenging his disciples to care for the physical and bodily needs of the
household of God, for all of God’ schildren with whom they happened to comeinto contact.
In other words, Jesus was talking about economics and about how to live faithfully within
God'’s household, given the resources we have, so that all might live the abundant life that
Christ Jesus came to offer. Perhaps Jesus is saying the same thing to ustoday. And what
better way of trying to discern what our Lord is saying about things economic than to risk
sitting down with other brothers and sisters, and wrestling with issues of sufficiency and
sustainability for all of God'’s children.

“We hope and pray that you will not only vote on this social statement while here, but
more so, that you will use this social statement in your congregations, communities, social
ministry committees, adult forums, Sunday schools, and in the privacy of your own homes
as you are struggling with what to do with the commercialism of Christmas this year. The
place in which you use the social statement matters much less than that you useit. So when
you vote, do not do so as much with your ballots as with your hearts. Then it won’'t matter
whether the particulars of this social statement are written on your hearts or not, for you can
always call the Division for Church and Society in Chicago and get another copy. Thank you
for your presence here at this assembly and for your ongoing partnership in the Gospel.”

Bishop Anderson thanked those on the platform for an excellent report, and for their
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detailed and careful work. He then repeated, “W e will have a chance to discuss it in detail
later in the assembly.”

Recess

Noting the time, Bishop Anderson said that the Report of the Memorials Committee
would be postponed until Plenary Session Four.

Bishop Anderson announced that the vote on the 1991 statement on ecumenism,
“Ecumenism: The Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America,” had been 919 in
favor and 67 opposed with 4 abstentions.

Ms. Susan A. Stewart [Northwestern Pennsylvania Synod] requested that copies of the
Chicago-Lambeth Quadrilateral from the Book of Common Prayer, the Episcopal statement
of ecumenical understandings, be distributed to the voting members. Bishop Anderson said
that the issue would be raised with Secretary Almen, who has responsibility for providing
documents.

Bishop Anderson called upon Secretary Almen, who made several announcements,
includinginstructionsregarding Wednesday’ sluncheonsfor review of churchwide units. He
called attentionto thedeadlineat 12:15 p.Mm. today for requests for separate consideration for
memorials now designated for en bloc consideration.

Bishop Anderson introduced the Rev. Karen S. Parker [Pacifica Synod] to lead the
closing worship. At 12:01 p.m., following devotions, Bishop Anderson stated that the
assembly was in recess until 1:30 p.M. Mountain Daylight Time.
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Plenary Session Three
Tuesday, August 17, 1999
1:30 .M. — 3:00 P.M.

The Rev. H. George Anderson, presiding bishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America, called Plenary Session Three to order at 1:33 P.M. Mountain Daylight Time on
Tuesday, August 17, 1999.

Report of the Credentials Committee
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section |, Pages 9, 28.

Bishop Anderson called upon the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical
Lutheran Churchin America, to provide the report of the Credentials Committee. Secretary
Almen reported that the number of voting members registered as of 1:15 p.M. on Tuesday,
August 17, 1999, was:

Voting Members:

Lay Members Female 331
Male 288
ToTAL 619

Ordained Ministers Female 105

Male 304

TOTAL 409

ToTAL 1,028

ELCA Officers: 4

TOTAL VOTING M EMBERSHIP 1,032

Of the 1,032 registered voting members, 105 were persons of color or persons whose
primary language is other than English.

Proposal on Full Communion with the Moravian Church

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section IV, pages 11-43 (Section |, pages 14-15); continued on
Minutes, pages 270, 299.

BACKGROUND

Reception of the dialogue report, “Following Our Shepherd to Full Communion,” was
facilitated by the Lutheran-Moravian Coordinating Committee. The Lutheran members of
the committee were appointed by the Church Council in April 1997.

The members of the Lutheran-Moravian Coordinating Committee were:
I For the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America:

The Rev. Walter W agner, co-chair
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The Rev. Ronald Rinn
The Rev. Martha Sheaffer
The Rev. Darlis J. Swan, staff
! For the Moravian Church in America:
The Rev. Otto Dreydoppel Jr., co-chair
The Rev. C. Daniel Crews
The Rev. Gary L. Harke, staff
The mandate of the Lutheran-Moravian Coordinating Committee was to:

e prepare the churchesto vote on the proposal at the Moravian Synods of 1998 and
the 1999 ELCA Churchwide Assembly;

e encourage and enable local dialogue and experimentation, which would
experientially prepare church representativesto vote on the proposal; and

e see to the printing, distribution, and study of “Following Our Shepherd to Full
Communion.”

The Lutheran Reformed-M oravian Coordinating Committee completed work on the text
of the “implementing resolution” that was considered and approved at the 1998 M oravian
Synods and that is being submitted to the 1999 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America.

In the study edition of “Following Our Shepherd to Full Communion” that was
distributed throughout the churches in 1997-1998, the Lutheran-Moravian Coordinating
Committee acknowledged that the report would be unfamiliar in some ways.

First, the dialogue papers were not published and distributed to clergy and others
prior to [the issuance of the report], with the exception of a number of Moravian and
EL CA congregations which used them in a guided study process. The key reason for
that procedure is the severe limits based on funding the dialogue; neither church could
afford the expensesinvolved in editing, printing, and distributing the materials. A grant
from the Elfrid L. and Marie F. Hine Fund of Augsburg Lutheran Church,
Winston-Salem, North Carolina, madethefirst four meetingspossible. Weacknowledge
with gratitude the generosity of the congregation in making the funds available.

Second, our respective church leaders and the [ participantsin the dialogue] felt that
the salient positions which emerged could be covered appropriately in the body of the
report....

Third, the report contains more explanatory and background material than others
because American M oravians and Lutherans know less about each other than we know
about other Christian bodies. Relative size and geographical distribution in the United
States account for some of our mutual non-communication. Other contributing factors
are denominational agendas, theological styles, and inertia. The report, therefore, also
serves to introduce M oravians to L utherans and Lutherans to M oravians.

In the study edition, the recommendations were included following the Preface. This
was done, according to the Lutheran-Moravian Coordinating Committee, to “alert readersto
areas, issues, and implications for the future of Moravian-Lutheran relations, to highlight
matters which will be presented for decisions at our respective assemblies, and to prompt
readers to consider the opportunities for ecumenica developments offered by this dialogue
as they join usin attempting to follow our Shepherd.”
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Geographical and fiscal factorsinfluenced the location meetings and the membership of
thedialogue. Giventhe size and concentration of the Moravian Churchin North Americaand
relevant historical as well asinstitutional resources of both churches, sessions were held in
the Allentown-Bethlehem, Pa., area.’ Facilities of the Moravian Theological Seminary
(Bethlehem), Muhlenberg College, and Christ Evangelical Lutheran Church (both in
Allentown) wereused for the meetings. The M oraviandialogue participantswere drawn from
the Bethlehem, Pa., and North Carolina areas. The Lutheran members included two from
Bethlehem-Allentown, Pa., and othersfrom beyond that area.

Record of Dialogue Process
The participants in the Lutheran-Moravian Dialogue were:

I For the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America:

The Rev. Walter H. Wagner, Ph.D ., co-chair
Allentown, Pennsylvania

The Rev. Thelma Megill Cobbler, Ph.D.
Columbus, Ohio

The Rev. Sarah Henrich, Ph.D.
Saint Paul, Minnesota

David Y eago, Ph.D.
Columbia, South Carolina

The Rev. Samuel Zeiser, S.T.M.
Johnsonville, Pennsylvania

The Rev. Daniel M artensen, Ph.D., staff
Chicago, Illinois

! For the Moravian Church in America

The Rev. Arthur Freeman, Ph.D., co-chair
Bethlehem, Pennsylvania

The Rev. Otto Dreydoppel Jr.
Bethlehem, Pennsylvania

The Rev. D. Wayne Burkette, Ph.D .*
Winston-Salem, North Carolina

The Rev. C. Daniel Crews, Ph.D.
Winston-Salem, North Carolina

Robert Helm, Ph.D.**
Winston-Salem, North Carolina

* member for thefirst three sessions
** member for the fina two sessions

1 The Moravian Church in North America is concertrated in Northeastern Pennsylvania and North Carolina. Clusters of congregations are aso in
Wisconsin, Minnesota, and on the West Coast. The Unity sonly seminary and one of itsfour-year collegesarel ocated in Bethlehem, acity which was settled
by Moraviansin 1741. The Northern Province' soffices and the Moravian Archivesare located on the Bethlehem campus. The Winston-Salem, N.C., area
asoisahistorica Moravian center and the site of its Sdem College. The Southern Province's headquarters and Archives dso are in Winston-Salem.
Lutheran and Moravian pastors and congregants have long been associated with each other inthese areas and cooperated in local discussions and study
groups, using material sderived from thedial ogue’ spapers. Thelibrary resourcesof the Lutheran Theological Seminary at Philadelphiawer ereadily available
and utilized in research.
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Participantsin the dialogue realized from the outset that the two churches had much in
common, yet were not identical. Through the dialogue, the churches wereinvited to listen to
the Savior’s call and to follow him in seeking to become more faithfully and fully one flock.

The following summary of the dialogue process was presented in the study edition of
“Following Our Shepherd to Full Communion”:

The Lutheran-Moravian Dialogue devel oped its agendaand character in light of the
theological, historical, and sociological realities of the two churches. While we have
been close to each other geographically, ethnically, and theologically, our churches in
North America proceeded on separate denominational tracks. Our European origins
indicate that we have been and still are in mutually enriching relationships. Jan Hus and
the Bohemian Brethren who organized themselves as the Unitas Fratrum prepared the
ground for the German Reformation led by Martin Luther. Thelatter and his colleagues
encouraged and recognized the Brethren as partners in the renewal of the Gospel.
Persecuted and driven from their Bohemian and M oravian homelandsin the seventeenth
and eighteenth centuries, some of the Unitas Fratrum were given refuge at Herrnhut, the
estate of the Lutheran pietist noble, NicholasLudwig, Count von Zinzendorf. While at
Herrnhut and ministered to by local Lutheran pastors as well as encouraged by
Zinzendorf, the Unity was renewed and re-invigorated. Zinzendorf's theological
credentials were recognized on several occasions by Lutheran officials, and he was
ordained to the ministry of Word and Sacrament.

Our two churchesdevel oped separate ecclesial organizationsand identitiesin N orth
America. The chief reasons for that separate development had much to do with the
patterns of immigration from Germany and the religious pluralism which came to
characterize English-speaking N orth America. Although M oravians were indefatigable
missionariesto Native Americans in the eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, they
did not attempt, on a consistent basis, to establish Moravian churches on the frontier.
The Unity resisted thedenominational ecclesial pattern and organizational identity which
emerged in the United States. Instead, they often chose to labor cooperatively with
Lutheran, Reformed, and Episcopal clergy and laity to advance the mission of thewhole
Church. The Unitas Fratrum, then and now, may provide a valuable precedent for
ecumenical experience and attitude. In Asia, Africa, and Europe, Moravians and
Lutherans have long enjoyed what is now termed “full communion,” including
eucharistic hospitality and the full interchangeability of members and clergy.

Our churches have never issued mutual or unilateral condemnations one of the
other. Aswill be shown in the Report, we both use the Scriptures as the source of our
faith and life, confess the historic creeds and consider the Unaltered Augsburg
Confession and Small Catechism to be true expressions of the Christian faith.
Justification by faith through grace holds the same vital place among Lutherans and
Moravians, and we acknowledge the real presence of Christ in the Eucharist. The
differencesbetween us have moreto do with how we manifest religious devotion (piety),
engage in theological reflection, and express ourselvesorganizationally. These are not
unsubstantial differences, but they are well within the circle of full communion. One
substantive incident, remembered chiefly by Lutherans, has given Moravian-Lutheran
relationships in the United States a negative cast: the 1742 meeting and argument in
Philadelphia between Henry Melchior Muhlenberg and Nicholasvon Zinzendorf. That
encounter and a few subsequent quarrels among our pastors reflect tensions within
Lutheran pietism and parish rivaries rather than critica doctrinal or confessional
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differences which are church-dividing. Indeed, neither the Ancient nor the Renewed
Moravian Church experienced anything like the controversies which engaged L utherans
in the latter half of the sixteenth through the eighteenth centuries. In place of a formal
emphasis on dogma, Moravians focus on the priority of personal commitment to Jesus
as Savior and the relationships among members of the community of believers.
Throughout the Dialogue, the participants learned to listen to each other, recognizing
that our theological methods have been shaped by our historical experiences. That
listening and recognizing shaped the subjects with whichwe dealt and the ways in which
we carried on our discussions.

The Lutheran participantswere led to examinetheir pietist traditions, theinfluences
of their immigrant heritages on their current outlooks, and their need to articulate more
clearly their understandings of personal faith, the roles of the Holy Spirit, and the unity
of the Church. Moravians, likewise, were moved to express themselves with greater
clarity on doctrinal concerns, biblical hermeneutics, their own historical traditions, and
churchorder. Together we searched for the meaningsand purposes of ecumenicity, “full
communion,” and following our Shepherd into God's future.

The Lutheran-Moravian Dialogue began with conversationsled by the Rev. Arthur
Freeman and the Rev. Daniel Martensen. Dr. Freeman is a bishop of the Moravian
Church and was professor of New Testament and Christian Spirituality at theMoravian
Theological Seminary. Dr. Martensen wasthen the associ ate director of the Department
for Ecumenical Affairs of the ELCA. The formulation of a preliminary set of goals,
subsequently endorsed by the respectivechurch bodies and thedialoguers, resulted from
the initial conversations. The goals were:

1. to be responsible to the ecumenical vision in harmony with the Bible and the
historical M oravian and Lutheran positions on ecumenicity, and to affirm the unity
of the Church which already existsin Christ;

2. to explore further the historical and international connections of the Lutheran and
M oravian churches;

3. to explore moving towards full communion with the L utheran Church, including
common recognition of each other’s Baptism, Eucharist, and Ministry;

4, to test and articulate Moravian and Lutheran theology and theological
methodologies; and

5. to share with our churches at all levels the ongoing results of the Dialogue and to
solicit reactions and counsel. This would also involve the sharing of information
on other bilateral dialoguesin which we were engaged.

The term “full communion” has atechnical meaning in the ecumenical discussions
in which the EL CA engages with other churches.? The characteristics denoted in that
term are:

1. acommon confessing of the Christian faith;

2. amutual recognition of Baptism and a sharing of the Lord’s Supper, allowing for
the exchangeability of members;

3. mutual recognition and availability of ordained ministers to the service of all
members of churchesin full communion, subject only but alwaysto the disciplinary
regulations of the other churches;

2 Ecumenism: The Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, 1991.
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a common commitment to evangelism, witness, and service;

a means of common decision making on critical common issues of faith and life;
and

6. amutual lifting of any condemnations that exist between the churches.

Movement toward full communion, therefore, is broad in scope, penetrating in
depth, and far-reachinginitsimplications. It caninvolveagradual processwith interim
stages of engagement, especially if the churches are significantly different from each
other in polity and practice, and if the churches pasts have been marked by
misunderstanding and hostility.®

The first formal meeting of the [Lutheran-Moravian] Dialogue was held at
Muhlenberg College in Allentown, Pa., from December 11-13, 1992. Severe storms
prevented Drs. Martensen, Wayne Burkette and C. Daniel Crews from attending
personally. The latter two participated through multi-party telephone conversations.
Dr. Walter Wagner presented a paper titled “Factors Which Have Shaped Lutheran
Theologies and Views of the Christian Life.” Dr. Crews responded to the paper. The
cognate paper, “What Has Shaped Moravian Theology and the Moravian View of the
Christian Life?” was jointly authored by Drs. Crews and Freeman, and Professor Otto
Dreydoppel Jr. Dr. Thelma Megill-Cobbler responded from the Lutheran side. Pastor
Samuel Zeiser's paper, “A History of Lutheran-M oravian Interaction In America: A
Lutheran Perspective,” elicited responses from Dr. Freeman.

The second meeting, June 13-15, 1993, took place at the Moravian Theological
Seminary in Bethlehem, Pa. Dr. Wagner presented and Dr. Freeman responded to a
paper, “How Our History Has Shaped Our Concept of Our Ministry: A Lutheran
Perspective.” Dr. Crews presented and Dr. Megill-Cobbler responded to “How Our
History Has Influenced Our Ministry: A Moravian Account.” Pr. Zeiser continued the
American historica account with “The Henry Melchior Muhlenberg Who M et Count
NicholasLudwigVon Zinzendorf in 1742.” Prof. Dreydoppel contributed “ The Incident
at Philadelphia: A Moravian Perspective On The M uhlenberg-Zinzendorf Encounter.”

The third meeting, December 3-4, 1993, was held at Christ Evangelical Lutheran
Church, Allentown, Pa. The general topic continued the subject of ministry with afocus
on church order. Dr. Freeman shared his paper, “The M oravian Church: Its Faith and
Order,” and Dr. Megill-Cobbler presented “Recent Readings of the Lutheran
Confessions and the Doctrine of Ministry.”

The fourth meeting returned to the Moravian Theologica Seminary, June 24-25,
1994. Dr. David Y eago joined the [Lutheran-Moravian] Dialogue at the fourth meeting

3 According to Ecumenism) the Vision of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, the suggested gagestoward full comnunion in circumstances
whichindicate that a gradual process is appropriate are:

1. ecumenica cooperation. Here the ELCA entersinto ecumenical relaions based on the evangelical and representative principles

2. bilateral and multilateral didogues. Herethe ELCA entersinto diaogues with varying mandates, with those who agree with the evangelical and
representative principles, confessthe Triune God, and shareacommitment to“ ecumenical conversion.” Thisconversion or repentanceincludesopenness
to new possibilities under the guidance of God's Spirit.

3. preliminary recognition. Herethe ELCA can beinvolved onachurch-to-churchbasisin eucharistic sharing and cooperation, without exchangeability
of ministers.

a onestage requires 1 and 2 above, plus partia, mutual recognition of church and sacraments with partial agreement in doctrine; and

b. asecond stagerequires 1, 2, and 3a, partial and mutual recognition of ordained ministers and of churches, fuller agreemert in doctrine, conmitments
towork for full communion, and preliminary agreement on lifting any mutual condemnations; and

4. full communion. At thisstage the goal of the ELCA'’sinvolvement inthe ecumenical movement has been fully attained. Here the question of the
shapeand form of full communion needs to be addressed and answered in termsof what will best further the mission of the Church inindividual cases.
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and Dr. Robert Helm replaced Dr. Wayne Burkette. Dr. Yeago offered a paper titled
“The Holy Spirit, Grace, and Growth in Lutheran Theology,” Dr. Freeman contributed
“The Nature of the Spirit as the On-Going Grace of God” and Dr. Crews presented
“Moravian Views of the Holy Spirit.” Prof. Dreydoppel and Dr. Wagner put forward
a preliminary outline for the Report [to the churches] and were instructed to prepare a
more detailed draft for consideration.

The dialoguers were active between the fourth and fifth meetings. Dr. Yeago
prepared a paper on the sacraments which he shared with Dr. Crews for response. The
paper (“ The Sacramentsin Lutheran Doctrine: Theses, Documentation, and Notes”) and
Dr. Crews' response were then circulated to the other members for consideration.

The fifth meeting, which had originally been scheduled for June 1995, was moved
to March 22-23, 1996. The Rev. Sarah Henrich from Luther Seminary [St. Paul, Minn.]
joined the [Lutheran-Moravian] Dialogue at this meeting. The meeting began with a
discussion of Y eago’s paper and Crews' response. Most of the meeting time was then
given to review of the Consensus statement that had been prepared by Walter W agner,
Arthur Freeman, and Otto Dreydoppel. Substantive and stylistic revisionswere largely
completed on March 23, 1996. The few items requiring clarification and editing, the
dialoguers agreed, were to be handled through correspondence prior to the circulation
of proposed final draft textsto the members. The vote to accept the revised Consensus
was unanimous and without reservation. A further vote recommended to our respective
bodies that Drs. Freeman and W agner be considered for inclusion on any subsequent
Coordinating Committee. The items designated for clarification, editorial and related
matters, and some ancillary higtorical information were included in the draft texts
circulated to the dialoguers during May-July 1996. The members concurred, explicitly
and implicitly, with the final text. The recommendations and the report were then
forwarded to our churches.

After the meeting the Consensus paper, as revised, was circulated to the members
of the bilateral teams and others. The suggestions received were then included in the
editingand it wasreturned to the members for their final approval. Final approval of the
document was attained on August 8, 1996, the date designated to receive final changes.

Transmission by the Church Council

To encourage discussion throughout the two churches on both the dialogue report and

the specific implementing resolution, the Church Council took action in November 1997.
The council voted (CC97.11.84):

To receive the request made by the Lutheran-M oravian Coordinating Committee that the following

resolution on full communion be considered in this form by the 1998 Synods of the Moravian Church and by
the 1999 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America; and

To transmit the following resolution to the 1999 Churchwide Assembly for action.

RECOMMENDATION OF THE
CHURCH CouNcIL

The Northern and Southern Provinces of the Moravian Church in America, hereinafter
termed the M oravian Church in America, and the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
hereby agree that in their respective assemblies there shall be one vote to accept or reject,
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without separate amendment, the resolutionswhich follow. | f adopted by both churches, each
church agrees to take these measures to establish full communion:

WHEREAS, Jesus our Shepherd calls us to unity so that theworld may believe; and

WHEREAS, Moravians and L utherans share common theological traditions and commitments to
mission; and

WHEREAS, in North America Lutherans and M oravians have developed distinct church bodies
while cooperating in serving our Lord; and

WHEREAS, “Following Our Shepherd to Full Communion,” the report of theL utheran-Moravian
dialogue, affirmedthat thereare no“ church-dividing differences’ precluding full communion between
the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America and the Moravian Church in America; therefore be it

RESOLVED that

1.

The Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americaand theMoravian Churchin America
hereby recognize in one another the one, holy, catholic, and apostolic faith asitis
expressed in the Scriptures, confessed in the Church’s historic creeds, attested to in
the Unaltered Augsburg Confession and Small Catechism, and the Ground of the
Unity of the Unitas Fratrum;

The Moravian Churchin Americaand the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
hereby

e recognize the authenticity of each other’s Baptisms and Eucharists, and
e extend sacramental hospitality to one another’s members;

The Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americaand the Moravian Church in America
hereby

e recognize each other’s ordinations of persons to the Ministry of Word and
Sacrament; and

e recognize each other’s polity and ministries of oversight (including the
interpretation of church doctrines, discipline of members, authorization of
persons for ordained and lay ministries, and provision for administrative
functions);

The Moravian Church in Americaand the Evangelical Lutheran ChurchinAmerica
hereby recognizethefull interchangeability and reciprocity of all ordained ministers
of Word and Sacrament, subject to the congtitutionally approved invitation for
ministry in each other’s churches;

The Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americaand the M oravian Churchin America
hereby authorize the establishment of ajoint commission by June 2000

e  to coordinate the implementation of these resolutions,
e toassistjoint planning for mission,

e to facilitate consultation and common decision-making through appropriate
channels in fundamental matters that the churches may face together in the
future, and

e toreport regularly and appropriately to each church;

The Moravian Church in Americaand the Evangelical L utheran Church in America
through the aforementioned joint commission shall
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¢ encourage the development of worship materialsto celebratethe churches’ full
communion,

e encourage on-going theological discussion,
e encourage joint formulation of educational materials, and

e encourage continuing education for church professionals regarding the
churches' full communion;

7. TheMoravian Churchin Americaand the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America
hereby affirm that neither will issue an official commentary on the text of these
resolutions that has not been approved by the joint commission as a legitimate
interpretation thereof;

8. TheEvangelical Lutheran Churchin Americaand theMoravian Churchin America
hereby agree that each will continue to be in communion with all the churches with
which each isin communion presently;

9. TheMoravian Churchin Americaand the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America
hereby

e pledge to take each other and these agreements into account at every stage of
their dialogues and agreements with other churches and faith traditions,

e pledgeto seek to engagein joint dialogue when appropriate, and pledge not to
enter into formal agreements with other churches and faith traditions without
prior consultation with the other.

Presentation of “Following our Shepherd to Full Communion”

Bishop Anderson welcomed to the platform the Rev. Robert E. Sawyer, president of the
Southern Province of the Moravian Church; the Rev. R. Burke Johnson, president of the
Northern Province of the Moravian Church; theRev. Martha B. Sheaffer, EL CA pastor from
Lititz, Pennsylvania; the Rev. Walter H. Wagner, ELCA pastor from Allentown,
Pennsylvania; theRev. Ronald A. Rinn, EL CA pastor from Winston-Salem, North Caroling;
the Rev. Otto Dreydoppel Jr., Moravian ecumenical officer; the Rev. Daniel F. Martensen,
director of the Department for Ecumenical Affairs; and the Rev. Darlis J. Swan, associate
director of the ELCA Department for Ecumenical Affairs.

Bishop Anderson then invited Pastor Rinn, a member of the Lutheran-Moravian
Coordinating Committee, to begin the discussion.

Address by the Rev. Ronald A. Rinn

Pastor Ronald A. Rinn said, “Bishop Anderson, Dr. Butler, members of the Church
Council, voting members, representatives of churchwide divisions and units, distinguished
visitorsand friends. Itisajoy and personal pleasureto join you this afternoon and introduce
the proposal, ‘ Following Our Shepherd to Full Communion.” As Dr. Anderson has pointed
out, the document and historical background is found in Section IV, beginning on page 11.

“These materialsrecount the dial ogueprocess between L utheransand M oravians, begun
on the front doorsteps of my parish, Augsburg Lutheran in Winston-Salem, North Carolina.
It wastherethat the Rev. D. Wayne Burkette, campus pastor for Salem Academy, said: 'Y ou
know, we really ought to do something together.” That brief remark was followed by a
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conversation| had with Dan Martensen at the 1991 ChurchwideAssembly, Orlando, Florida,
where it was indicated that the ELCA indeed would like to do something together with the
Moravians if we only had the financial resources to start the conversation. The Hine Fund
of Augsburg Lutheran Church provided seed money to begin the process, and has continued
to assist financially to move the dialogue forward. In 1997, the Church Council appointed
a coordinating committee and mandated, among other things, ‘...to encourage and enable
local dialogue and experimentation whichwould experientially prepare church representatives
to vote on the proposal.’

“The coordinating committee identified and prepared 60 cooperative congregations and
consulting congregations to conduct a six-week study of the agreement. This was
accomplished in the fall of 1998. In these gatherings, we discovered much of mutual
complement, particularly concerning our individual denominational history. Like Luther,
Count Nicholasvon Zinzendorf wasamoving forceinreligiouslifein Germany and beyond.
Hebefriended Brethren refugeesfrom Bohemiaand M oraviaafter many left their homelands
dueto religiouspersecution by the secular authorities and the Roman Catholic Church. Some
of these refugees established acommunity on Zinzendorf’ s estate, calling it Herrnhut. It was
here that Zinzendorf began his association with the Brethren and although he had been
ordained a Lutheran pastor in 1734, he was also consecrated a bishop for the Brethren in
1737.

“Inthiscountry, we can pointto ameeting in Philadel phiain December 1742, which was
a critical turning point in our life together. German-speaking congregations around
Philadelphiawere attracting L utheran, Reformed, and M ennonite Christians, who sometimes
cooperated with one another, and on other occasions, went their separate directions. For the
Lutherans, there was a controversy in Germany which affected theimmigrants. The strained
relationship between the pietists centered in Halle and the Orthodox centered in Wittenberg,
now spilled over into a suspiciousness toward the Moravian brethren in Herrnhut and
Zinzendorf himself.

“When the Lutheransin Pennsylvaniaasked for acertified pastor, theauthoritiesinHalle
demurred until it was known that Zinzendorf was coming for avisit to Pennsylvania. 1twas
then that Henry Melchior Muhlenberg was ordained and sent to Pennsylvania as the pastor
for those congregations. There followed an unpleasant meeting in Philadelphia in 1742
between M uhlenberg and Zinzendorf, according to M uhlenberg’s written account.

“When one viewsthe morerecent history of the Lutheransand Moraviansin this country
and in Europe, aswell as our workingtogether in Africaand the Caribbean, it islike looking
at afriend’ sfamily photo album and seeing your second cousins in some of the pictures. We
have much in common, asyou haveread in the materials. | quote from the report: ‘...but the
journey with the Savior did not endin 1742. Chronologicallylong overdue, yetin akairotic
time, Lutheransand Moravians are ableto see that we havecomefar together internationally.
We are now ready to recognize that the Savior is calling his Moravian and Lutheran flocks
to full communion and mission in the twenty-first century.” To that end, | present for your
consideration and vote the proposal: ‘Following our Shepherd to Full Communion,’ as
printed in your agenda.

Bishop Anderson said, “We will now hear remarks from the Rev. Robert Sawyer,
president of the Southern Province of the Moravian Church.”

Address by the Rev. Robert E. Sawyer

Pastor Robert E. Sawyer said, “Thank you, Ron. To my brothers and sisters of the
Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America, | extend greetingsin the name of Jesus Christ, our
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Lord. Both personally and on behalf of brother Burke Johnson, president of the Moravian
Church-Northern Province, | want to express my appreciation for the opportunity of being
with you, and especially to Bishop Anderson for the privilege that we have this week.

“I am sure that many of you know very little about the Moravians, so let me start on a
pretty fundamental level. AsRon hastold you, he and | both live in Winston-Salem. The
Moraviansfounded our town, and we have awonderful restoration of the eighteenth century
Moravian villagethere. Touristscomefrom all over theworld and asthey follow costumed
guides through museum buildings, they have been known to ask, ‘ Are there any Moravians
still living?' | am here, among other things, to assure you that thereare Moravians very much
alivetoday—actually, nearly 800,000 of us, the large majority of those being in the Caribbean
regionsand in Africa.

“By most standards, we are and always have been a small church since our foundingin
1457. Yes, that 1457, 60 years before the Lutheran Reformation began. Y our church and
ours were in touch with each other in those early years, and as our report points out, clearly
the contacts betweenthe Moraviansand the Lutheransduring Luther’ slifetime weremutually
helpful. Between 1732 and 1742, alittlevillage of 250 M oraviansin Germany showed that
their size in no way limited their vision. In that ten-year period, that village sent out
missionaries to Greenland, to the Caribbean Islands, to Surinam, to South Africa, to East
Africa, to Algeria, to Arctic Russia, and to what is now Sri Lanka. They came to this
continent as well, and their missionary visionary explains why the M oravian Church in
Americatoday is so small. Their purpose here, as most places they went, was to witness
among native or indigenous people, not to start churches among European settlers. In 1849,
there were only 23 Moravian churches in the United States and Canada, but the Moravian
Church was launching another new mission effort to Nicaragua. Today, there are about 180
Moravian churches in the United States and Canada.

“We have always believed in the importance of ties to other churches. The founders of
our church were uncomfortable in simply announcing that ‘we are a church.” And they
turned to aW aldensian bishop to ordain our first ministers. Our ministersare still ordained
by bishops. Administrative oversight, however, is by executive boards or conferences, to
which Burke and | have been el ected as presidentsfor four-year terms. The office of bishop
in our church is alifetime office, and bishops serve primarily as pastors to the pastors. The
board that Burke and | chair commissioned bishopsto do ordinations. We consult with them
and we seek their advice in matters of doctrine and practice, and, of course, Moravian
bishops have an important ministry of intercession for our church and for the whole church.
We treasure a rich musical heritage, including publication of the first Protestant hymnal in
1501 in Bohemia. Wehave many much-loved traditions, includingthe Love Feast, acurrent-
day practice of the New Testament agape meal. W e sometimes struggle to make sure our
many traditions are means and foundations for ministry, and not just inwardly focuses
nostalgia moments; maybe one or two of your congregations share that struggle with us.
Other elements of our heritage can equip us well to serve the Lord as the millennium turns.

“We are arelational church. The relationship with Christ Jesusas Lord and Savior is
absolutely central, but our relationships with each other are very important as well. The
eighteenth century Moravian communitiesin Europe and in Americawere highly organized
for the common good and the mission of the Church. In thiscountry, after awhile, we found
a real tension between that lifestyle and the American persona that emerged as highly
individualistic. We are arelational church—M oravians can talk to each other, even in deep
disagreement. We have a tradition that promotes communication and | believe that is an
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important tradition to give to a world where genuine dialogue is all too rare. Our
congregations are connected in a common statement of faith and life, and in many shared
ministries, but we are not a church with a strong hierarchical structure. Our decision making
isnormally by consensus. | admit, however, that for our synodsit is still Robert’s Rules and
majority vote. Themotto that we have cometo feature prominently during this century sums
up much of our identity and our life together since our very earliest days in Bohemia: ‘In
essentials unity, in non-essentials liberty, and in all things, love.” Our challenge, your
challenge, and our challenge together is to live up to the very best of heritages in a world
permeated with uncertainties, but permeated also with the hope of a Shepherd who hasled
usthisfar and will not abandon us ever. We have acommon Shepherd, and we look forward
to serving him with you.”

Discussion with the Drafting Team

Bishop Anderson said, “Thank you both. Now thisis our opportunity to find out more
about the Moravian Church, so please feel free to move to the microphones with any
questions that you would have ether about the church or about this proposal. | am sure that
President Sawyer, and the other representatives of the M oravian Church would be happy to
address them. Microphone 12.”

The Rev. Ronald E. Brooker [Central/Southern Illinois Synod] asked, “Will the last
speaker please identify the significance of the candle on the lectern?”

Pastor Sawyer responded, “1 was hoping you would ask, and that you could see it was
not a plant. The symbol is a much-loved and very common-if not universal-symbol in
Moravian churches on Christmas Eve. Itisabeeswax candle trimmed with ared trimming.
It was originally an object lesson by one of our bishopsto childreninthe 1740s. Thelighted
candleisto symbolize Jesus asthe Light of theworld, andthered trim around itis areminder
of the blood that Christ shed on the crossfor theforgiveness of sins. Wehold it up at the end
of every Christmas Eve service to affirm that Jesus is the light of our world and of the
[whole] world.”

Mr. R. Guy Erwin [New England Synod] said, “I teach church history and Lutheran
studies at the Y ale Divinity School. | have just started writing a book on Count Zinzendorf,
and | wonder if either Brother Sawyer or Brother Johnson would say something more to us
about how they feel theretention of the historic episcopacy in the unity of brethren hasserved
as asign of the unity of the Church in Christ, and how we can learn, as Lutherans, from the
M oravian example.”

Pastor Dreydoppel responded, “1 am neither Brother Sawyer nor Brother Johnson, but
| am prepared to address the question.

“Let me say that Moravians regard the historic episcopate as a gift from the ancient
church which we cherish, but for us, it is not the primary symbol of apostolicity and
continuity in ministry. For us, as for you, the Gospel, Word and Sacrament, teaching, and
the ministry of faithful pastorsand laity, subject to the discipline of the whole Church, is our
symbol of apostolicity and continuity. Within that understanding, we treasure the office of
bishop as one who symbolizes the unity of Moravians and of Christians worldwide.
Moravian bishops are elected by individual provinces, but in the episcopal office, they serve
as bishops of the whole unity worldwide, not restricted to a particular geographic area. In
our understanding, bishops are ordaining officers, are pastors to pastors and to the whole
Church, are custodians of doctrine and wise persons to be consulted on significant matters

1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES PLENARY SESSION THREE ! 143



inthelife of the Church, and are people with aspecial ministry for intercession for the whole
church of Christ worldwide.”

Mr. Richard L Bauer [Eastern Washington-ldaho Synod] asked, “Would we, as the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, have to change anything, adopt anything, subtract
anything, or do anything different than we are doing now to enter into common fellowship
with you? Or isthistruly the right time and the right place to do the right thing?”

Pastor Wagner responded, “| am notaMoravian. | am aLutheran. Simple answer-two
answers. To the first question: ‘No, there will not have to be any change in anything that
Lutherans have that we already have, regardless of whatever, what other ecumenical
agreements are made.” Simple answer to first part: ‘No.” The answer to the second part:
‘Yes, definitely. Thisistheright time and the right place.””

The Rev. Steven C. Berntsen [Eastern North D akota Synod] said, “I did my internship
in Nazareth, Pennsylvania, one of the communities settled by the Moravians, and had the
privilege of playing in a brass group on Easter morning, walking around town from threein
the morning until six in the morning, when we met at the M oravian cemetery for their sunrise
service. Just aneat tradition there. And | want to thank the committee who did the study and
wrote the proposal for this agreement. | thought it was so encouraging and so uplifting to
read that history, and | heartily endorse it, and..but my question. One thing that | wanted to
learn more about—as | read that study, what is the-tell me a little bit more about what
happened at the M oravian ‘Pentecost’ at Count Zinzendorf's place.”

Pastor Dreydoppel responded, “1 was introduced as the ecumenical officer of the
Moravian Church. That is true, insofar as we are a small denomination with no formal
ecumenical officer. My real job is to teach church history at Moravian Theological
Seminary, and so | treasure the historical questions.

“The Moravian ‘Pentecost,” August 13th, 1727, was a moment of renewal in our
communal life. When word got out that L utheran nobleman Count Zinzendorf was offering
religious refuge on his estate in Berthelsdorf, Germany, the community accumulated a
number from a wide variety of confessional traditions. As is not unusual in these
circumstances, diversity tended toward disunity, and in 1727, after five years of communal
life, the Moravians at Herrnhut were on the verge of breaking up their experiment in
communal fellowship. However, they gathered for Eucharist in the Lutheran parish church
at Berthelsdorf on aWednesday morning, A ugust 13th, 1727, and inthat moment, felt asense
of re-unity in the Holy Spirit—the outpouring of the Holy Spirit to bring them together in
Christian fellowship once again. This Pentecostal experience did not solve all of their
problems, but it did give them grace and strength to continue in addressing them, and in
addressing mission in the world. The immediate result of the Moravian ‘Pentecost’
experience of August 13 was the birth of a new worship tradition—the love feast—hearkening
back to the agape meals of the early church in which the people gathered there at
Berthelsdorf shared a meal in Christian fellowship in the context of their worship. The
longer-term effect was the Moravian mission movement, which took them from Lutheran
Saxony out into the Caribbean Islands and into the larger world to carry theword of Christ.”

Ms. Stephanie A. Olson [East-Central Synod of Wisconsin] said, “ Just two questions |
have. One, could you describe what the ‘Love Feast’ is? And secondly, could you define
the term Unitas Fratrum? | do not know what that means, and | was curious.”

Pastor Dreydoppel responded, “To answer your second question first: Unitas
Fratrum—Unity of the Brethren—which wasthe original name of thechurch in Germany prior
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to the popular name when they settled in Moravia. ‘Of M oravians' —Unitas Fratrum: Unity
of the Brethren.

“Now, going back to the first question: The‘Love Feast’ consistsof basically abun that
is served with—in most congregations within the United States—a sweetened coffee that is
served in amug by serversin a worship service, and all partake together. It has nothing to
do with the Sacraments, but is a fellowship meal to share in a joyous occasion among the
congregations. There are lots of variations of that, but | will not go into that.”

The Rev. JamesH. Hanson [Northern T exas-N orthern Louisiana Synod] said, “1 would
liketo ask someone to share with the assembly the importance of apersonal, spiritual trip that
isguided by their Daily Texts. | have been one who has used those [texts] for a number of
years and found them to be very helpful. | am curious to know if they are practiced as often
as some of the rest of us have been led to believe, and if indeed this has nourished their
strong dependency on our Lord Jesus Christ and the written Word.”

Pastor Dreydoppel replied, “It has indeed strengthened our fellowship with each other
and with our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ. Since 1728 M oravians have been guided in their
daily devotional discipline by a series of textsthat we share with each other worldwidein the
Moravian Unity and with ecumenical friends worldwide.

“The first text, chosen by random, by lot, is from the Hebrew Scriptures, and is called
the ‘watchword’ or the ‘ password’ of the Moravian Church, and then, the church leadersin
Herrnhut, after having drawn the text for each day, choose a text from the New T estament
to expand the meaning, and this is called the ‘teaching text’ or the ‘doctrinal text.” When
read with the heart of faith, Moravians are often struck by the aptness for us as individuals
or as a community of faith in using these texts. | had in my hand the Daily Texts book and
neglected to bring it up to the podium. The text for today is one that points us toward
glorifying God in all that we do or say.

“Let me be more specific with apersonal example. The Moravian Daily Text for the day
on which | received my Letter of Call and authorization for ordination was Isaiah 6:8:
‘Whom shall we send and who will go for us? And | said, ‘Here | am, Lord; send me!’
Moravianstreasure these texts asa gift to the ecumenical church. Almost every evangelical
church pastor in Europe uses the ‘ Losungen’—the daily devotions of the Moravian Church.
These were especially significant in the life of faith of Dietrich Bonhdffer, who, in hisletters
and papers, writes about how the guidance of the texts provoked him at particular pointsin
the German church struggle.”

Bishop Guy S. Edmiston [Lower Susquehanna Synod] said, “| was deeply impressed,
gentlemen, with your commitment to mission, in the earliest days of the Moravian Church,
and | am assuming that commitment continues into the life of your church today. | am
wondering how that commitment to mission is lived out in your present church body. How
do you structure your mission opportunities? Do you have anything comparable to the
EL CA’s Division for Outreach? | am just interested in how you do mission, and how that
commitment is fulfilled today.”

Pastor Sawyer responded, “In terms of world mission, there is a Board of World
Mission, which is a board representing both the Northern and Southern Provinces. There
also isaseparate province in Alaskathat ispart of that board, aswell asarelated, very small
denomination, in Texas. The Board of World Mission functions on behalf of all of usin our
worldwide outreach movement.

“One of the most difficult struggles we have is dealing with the issue of partnerships.
There are 19 provinces of the Moravian Church worldwide. Three of those are affiliated
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provinces, the other 16 are all on equal standing in the worldwide Unity, and so all have
equal representation and equal voice in theUnity. However, the economic resources among
the provinces vary dramatically, as you can well understand. And so we struggle. We
struggle with how to develop—how to meaningfully call as partnerswith such a disparity of
economic resources, even though spiritual vitality is probably greater in some of the more
economically poor provinces.

“Another level is outreach into new mission fields in a more or less organized way.
Most of that istaking place in Africa, including adventureinto Malawi and the Republic of
Congo, and some other areas. In my own feeling, one of the most exciting things that is
happening in the Moravian Church right now is our Asian ministry, in which Moravians are
spending time in A sia getting acquainted with the culture, meeting people. This has been
going on for a number of years now, but at this point, we cannot report any converts. This
isvery much in the Moravian tradition—aministry of presence in which we do not yet know
where the Lord is taking us.”

Ms. MyrnaAnderson [Northern Illinois Synod] asked, “| wonder if you could tell alittle
about the role of women in ministry in your church.”

Pastor Burke Johnson responded, “ T he role of women in ministry has taken place since
thefirst ordination—I am going from memory-I believein 1976 in Bethlehem, Pennsylvania.
About 60 percent of the students in our seminary today are female. We elected the first
femal e bishop of the Unity last August in Bethlehem, Pennsylvania, inthe Northern Province.
So, women have a major role in our polity, and the chair of our single seminary Board of
Trustees, at thistime, is afemale.”

Bishop George P. Mocko [Delaware-Maryland Synod] said, “When | traveled in
Estonia, | attended a Bible study and hymn sing dinner, led by laity, in arural areawherethe
pastor had been removed by the Russians and the church had been persecuted. On onewall
there was a picture of Zinzendorf, and in the corner one of those 12-pointed stars. Clearly,
the[Moravian] influence wasthere. Arethereany formal congregationsthroughout thisarea
or Germany still remaining?”

Pastor Dreydoppel explained, “The existence of the Moravian Church in Estoniais a
witness to the power of the Gospel and the endurance of the Gospel in the face of
persecution. The Moravian presence in Estonia goes back to one of Count Zinzendorf’s
unique ideas in the eighteenth century—that of the diasporamovement. Zinzendorf was not
seeking to erect an ecclesiastical body, but rather to find people who would be revivers of
spiritual life and the religion of the heart in a variety of places in the state churches of
Europe. And thistook particular root in Estonia. For 150 years, the Moravian diaspora
societies supported mission and were Bible study and prayer groups in Estonia, closely
related to the Lutheran church bodies. During the Nazi period and under the time of
communist domination, the Moravians in Estoniawere totally cut off from any contact with
Herrnhut, with the mother church. When the Wall fell in 1989, a number of Estonian
Moravianswho had kept the faith during thistime were able to re-establish communications
with Herrnhut and with other M oravians worldwide, and to begin to reestablish their
communities of faith in coordination with the Lutheran church in Estonia. This is perhaps
a foretaste of the feast to come, should full communion be realized, and that is that in
Estonia, Moravians and Lutherans are cooperating in common mission in difficult
circumstances. So could it be here also!”

The Rev. Leonard R. Klein [Lower Susquehanna Synod] asked, “Could we have a
description of Moravian Communion practices?”
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Pastor Johnson responded, “ Practices vary somewhat from one congregation to another.
The most typical Moravian practiceisin conjunction with aserviceof liturgy and Word, and,
of course, the elementsare consecrated by an ordained pastor. M ost typically, the elements
are distributed—first the bread and then later the cup—to the members in the congregation.
They stand to receive the elementsfrom the pastor. When all have been served—the members
of the congregation partake of the bread first, and then later the cup. During most of the
Communion service, including the serving of the elements, hymns are being sung. If you
want to know Moravian theology, become familiar with Moravian hymnody, and that isvery
evident in our Communion service. The right hand of fellowship, or passing of the peace, is
done twice during that service, again to indicate our common need of the Savior and our
unity in Christ. There are congregations where Moravians come forward to receive
Communion. Sometimes Communion is done by intinction, but the most typical practice is
as | have described it.”

The Rev. Robert V. Moberg [ South-Central Synod of Wisconsin] said, “Y ou mentioned
some cooperative work with Estonia Lutherans. Can you tell us about other formal
ecumenical relationships between Moravians and other Christian groups?”

Pastor Dreydoppel replied, “First of all, the M oravian cooperation worldwide. In the
continental province-the European continental province of the Moravian Church—-the
Moravian Church works closely in theological education and in mission outreach with the
Evangelical Churchin Germany. And so, M oravians and L utherans on the continent are part
of the same larger church fellowship. The Moravian province in Southern Africa is a
member of the Lutheran World Federation. Moravians and L utherans cooperatein Tanzania
in operating several seminaries, Moravian students attend the Lutheran Seminary at
Makumira, Lutherans will have an opportunity to attend the Moravian seminary at Kibara.

“In terms of larger ecumenical engagements, since the 1740s, Moravians have been
interested in Christian cooperation. One of the things that separated Zinzendorf and
Muhlenberg in their vision of the church was M uhlenberg’s commitment that the Church
should be planted here—that is to say, a church on the model of the European state
church—-where Count Zinzendorf had avision of the congregation of God in the spirit, as he
called it, which would unite German-speaking Protestants from a variety of confessional
traditions. Moravians, perhaps because we are so small, have alwaysreached outin Christian
cooperation with other groups. We were among the founding members of the Federal
Council of Churches, theWorld Council of Churches, and the National Council of Churches,
and although those ecumenica commitments are not at the center of our ecumenical activity
at this point, we still are strongly involved in conciliar ecumenism; likewise, in more
decentralized effortsin state councils and conferences of churchesand ecumenical activities.”

The Rev. Muriel N. Heichler [Delaware-M aryland Synod] asked, “I am interested to
know the importance of the Eucharist in your worship life, and | think the frequency of
celebration might be an indication of that.”

Pastor Dreydoppel said, “The Book of Order of the Moravian Church specifies seven
occasions when all M oravian congregations are expected to celebrate the Eucharist over the
course of the Church year—the high holy days. Inaddition to this, there are anumber of other
specific M oravian festivals—the August 13th festival being onein particular, which we find
acongenial moment to celebrate the Eucharist. Some Moravian congregations, recognizing
the centrality of Word and Sacrament in the Christian tradition, have moved toward a more
frequent celebration of the Eucharist. There are a significant number of Moravian
congregations which celebrate Eucharist at least monthly, and there is a movement toward
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weekly Communionin somecongregations, although thisis a development to which we look
to the future.

“Let me expand on the question and say something about M oravian understandings of
the nature of Christ’s presence in the Eucharist. Moravians have chosen not to engage
themselves in specific definition of the nature of Christ’spresence. We take seriously the
words, ‘This is my body; this is my blood.” Moravian theology indicates a strong
commitment to the Real Presence, that Christ is truly present in the Eucharist, but in our
theological definitions we have not found it possible to explain exactly how that presence
happens.”

Bishop Mark B. Herbener [Northern Texas-Northern Louisiana Synod] said, “In Texas
there are a number of congregations that are known as the Unity of the Brethren. |
understand that they are not connected to the Moravian Church. Isthat right, or what is the
difference between Unitas Fratrum and the Unity of the Brethren?”

Pastor Johnson explained, “ The Unity of the Brethren in Texas is a small denomination
coming from Czechoslovakia, thefollowers of John Husalso. The best way to describe our
relationship with the Unity of the Brethren in Texas isto say that we are partners, we work
with them. Both Bob and | attended their legislative body just last month, and we continue
to work with them. They do all of their world outreach mission work in and through our
inter-provincial Board of World Mission. So, we are first cousins.”

Ms. April Coyne [South Dakota Synod] said, “I would like to know how the adoption
of full communion would affect the youth of the twenty-first century.”

Pastor Wagner responded, “Not having a crystal ball in front of me at thispoint, let me
say this. 1 think there are some things that L utherans of all ages, and particularly for our
young people, to come to grips with. And that is as | have observed M oravian ways and
traditions, and also Otto Dreydoppel, when | teach at Moravian Seminary as my department
chair, so | get to see some of the young persons who are there.

“First, it seems to me that there is something about the spirituality, the sense of
commitment, of devotion, of the walk with the Savior, as Moravians would say, of the
personal relationship with Jesus Christ. That will be especially important in the twenty-first
century, in atime of secularization, and in the western world, of the marginalization of
religion, in a time when religion will become much more important in other areas of the
world. We may see that within the next century. Here for young people, that will be
critically important sincealot of thenon-U.S. and Northern European world isyoung —over
50 percent in Iran, for example, born after 1979. It will be important to develop a strong
spiritual base. | think M oravians can contribute to that for the Lutherans.

“Secondly, what the Lutherans might contribute—and that would be, as Brother Otto has
put it, the Moravians will need the Lutheran head if we need the M oravian heart. And that
is, it may very well be that where we cannot have a lot of heart feeling, we need to be able
to express that responsibly, biblically, in terms of what we really stand for that to happen
clearly and for that to be communicated. This will be a critical area for us: to be able to
communicate with clarity and integrity, and that, | think, can come from thisfull communion.
We will work together especially, not only on congregational levels, especially in the areas
of education and of mission.”

Ms. Katherine Kempe [ Southwest Washington Synod] said, “1 am interested to know if
the Moravian Church has any other ecumenical connections similar to the one we are
considering now, ecumenical connections within the United States.” Pastor Dreydoppel
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responded, “This may be a question about your question. Are you asking whether the
Moravians, likethe ELCA, areinvolvedin other full communion discussions?” Ms. Kempe
replied, “Yes.”

Pastor Dreydoppel answered, “The short answer is ‘not yet.” The M oravian Church is
in the preliminary stages of discussion with the Episcopal diocese of North Carolina. This
is a regional discussion which may be expanded to nationwide discusson. Moravians
traditionally have not placed a lot of emphasis on church body to church body ecumenical
dialogue and construction. This is something that we are from brethren and sisters. So, the
ELCA-Moraviandialogueisthe first formal full communion agreement that we are entering
into. There is another one possible with The Episcopal Church. | should say also that
Moraviansin England and Anglicansin England are at asomew hat further stagein their full-
communion discussions.”

Mr. Patrick M ansfield [ Southeastern M innesota Synod] said, “What | wantedtofindis:
on page 11, it was stated that ‘the dialogue papers were not published and distributed to
clergy and others prior to..with the exception of a number of Moravian and ELCA
congregations...” dueto funds. | wanted to find out how the financial statusof the Moravians
are at this point.” Pastor Johnson asked, “Am | correct that the question movesto a broader
context from the specific issue of distributing the copies?” Mr. Mansfield answered, “Y es.
What | was trying to find out is you had mentioned that certain ones are in more financial
problemsthan others, and | just wanted to find out as a whole how the Moravians are doing
at this point.”

Pastor Johnson responded, “ The two provinces of the Moravian Church in Americaare
in very solid shape financially. There are no financial problems within either of the
provinces. Some of our congregations struggle financially, but| am surethat is probably true
for most denominations.” Pastor Wagner continued, “Part of the question had to deal with
the distribution of the papers that were part of the ‘Following our Shepherd.” That had to do
with the constraints largely through the ELCA. As Pastor Rinn had indicated, the seed
money in most of the dialogue funding came through one congregation—an ELCA
congregation. We probably will-we have some of the papers available. They were not
distributed because of the financial constraints between thetwo church bodies, | et us say, that
were publishable, and there may be something, a booklet maybe [prepared] of some of the
key papers.”

The Rev. Michael R. Stadie [Western lowa Synod] asked, “It is obvious that this
agreement passed in the Moravian churches. Could we have a report of the votes and a
characterization of the debate and discussion?”

Pastor Johnson responded, “Both the Southern Province and the Northern Province, by
voicevote, approved overwhelmingly full communionwiththe ELCA. Thistook placeinthe
spring of last year with the Southern Province, and in August for the Northern Province.
Again [it was] almost unanimous. Therewasnot even adesire by the chair of either of those
synods to detail the vote.”

Ms. Valerie Sites [Nebraska Synod] asked, “What | was wondering isif one of your
representatives could tell us about baptism in the M oravian Church.”

Pastor Dreydoppel replied, “ The normal practice in the Moravian Church isto baptize
infants, symbolic of the primacy of grace in our understanding of the Sacrament. There are
Moravians who feel it appropriate to defer the baptism of their children until the children
themselves can make a decision on their own to present themselves for baptism. Moravian
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polity does not require or force to have their children baptized, but the expectation and the
clear force of tradition is that we do baptize infants.”

Mr. Christopher J. Billig [Northeastern Pennsylvania Synod] said, “Just a question as
to what the M oravian Church’s position isto ministry to and with gay and leshian persons.”

Pastor Johnson responded, “We struggle with that question as do most Protestant
denominations. Our synods of both provinces—well, actually, at our Southern Province’s
previous synod last year, that wasnot a significant issue at the synod at all. Atthe Northern
Province's synod last year, an evening was devoted to discussion in a non-legislative session
inthe hopesthat individual s could sit down around thetable and talk to one another, develop
some understanding, and, particularly, talk about their experienceswith individual s who are
gay and lesbian, in the hopes that it would increase understanding and communication
without the pressure of a legislative vote.

“The Southern Province’s previous synod in 1995 did deal extensively with the issue of
gay and leshian Christians, and we, as| am sure other denominations have done, listed in our
Resolution a number of things on which we could agree. We also recognized that we were
significantly divided on other things, and we did not feel the need to make a statement which
addressed every detailed part of the issue.

“The policy of the Moravian Church, with respect to ordination, is that ordained
ministers are to be either married or celibate.”

Hearing no other questions, Bishop A nderson thanked and dismissed the panel.

2000-2001 Budget Proposal: First Presentation

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section 1V, pages 65-105 (Section |, pages 16-17); continued on
Minutes, page 546.

BACKGROUND

One of the responsibilities of the Churchwide Assembly is to “adopt a budget for the
churchwide organization” (ELCA Constitution, Bylaws, and Continuing Resolutions,
12.21.e.). The following material contains background information that was designed to
assist voting members in fulfilling this responsibility. Included are the recommendations
from the Church Council to the Churchwide Assembly about the budget proposal for the
years 2000 and 2001. This material also provides commentary on process and strategy;
findings of abudget conference; and exhibits on income and expense trends and churchwide
unit budgets.

Budget Development: Processand Strategy
1. Who, What, Why, and When

Budget development in and by the churchwide organization is aninteractive process, the
purpose of whichisto allocate financial resourcesthat strengthen this church’s participation
in God’'s mission (4.02.) in ways appropriate to the role of the churchwide organization
(11.11. and 11.12.). Budget development is an exercise of stewardship: “As a steward of
the resources that God has provided, this church should organize itself to make the most
effective use of its resources to accomplish its mission” (5.01.i.).

The appropriate roles of the “players” in budget development are described in the
Constitutions, Bylaws, and Continuing Resolutions. They are:
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Presiding Bishop provides for preparation of the budget (13.21.f.)

e Executive for Administration, under the direction of the presiding bishop,
developsthe budget, reportsto the Church Council and Churchwide Assembly
through the B udget and Finance Committee (15.11.B91.d.)

Church Council, upon recommendation of the presiding bishop, submits budget
proposals to Churchwide Assembly and approves expenditure authorization
(14.21.04.)

¢ Budget and Finance Committee presents budget to Church Council for
consideration by Churchwide Assembly (14.41.A91.)

Churchwide Assembly adopts a budget for the churchwide organization (12.21.e.)

Unit Boards request budget support for programs and ensure operation within
expenditure authorization (16.11.31.)

Cabinet of Executives and Planning Team provide common counsel and
coordination (13.21.h.)

Office of the Treasurer estimates income and provides advice (11.41.03.)

Three Challenges

The major factor during the last four years is the substantial increase of income. Some
of those now engaged in budget development remember the not-so-long-ago time when the
opposite wastrue; similar processeswere used to determine waysto reduce programs, grants,
and staff.

But we have anew “happy problem,” namely, how to distribute increases for expanded
mission and ministry. Three challenges have emerged:

(a) toallocateincreased incomeinwaysthat do not create large permanent expensefor

which we might be sorry if increases do not continue at the same rate;

(b) tofund new opportunitiesfor mission and ministry or those important functions that

had been curtailed due to insufficient income;

(c) toredressweaknesses in infrastructure (support) areas created by past reductions

or the absence of increases over the years.

Strategies.

Five major strategieshave been employed to meet the threechallenges described above.

a.

Expanded Ministry Fund. This fund is a line item in the budget that is only
activated after some reasonabl e expectationthatincome estimates will be achieved.
Thisdecisionisusually made by mid- or late summer. Unitsidentify those projects
which meet certain criteria. Criteriainclude:

1) Must be “doable.”

2) Will not require an ongoing budgetary commitment of the churchwide
organization beyond atwo-year period.

3) Contract staff isapossibility.

4) Ways of publicizing the Expanded Ministry Fund as a source of funding for
this ministry should be included.
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5) Responsive to expressed needs of synods and congregations.
6) Inter-unit and multi-ingtitutional cooperation is encouraged.

b. Church Council Designated Funds. These are “set aside” funds not in the budget
of units (though related to unit responsibilities and activities) that tend to cut across
unit lines and/or represent new and emerging needs requiring substantial
churchwide response.

In the past this strategy has been used to earmark funds for implementing the
Initiatives for a New Century, a capital budget, and “special” projects, such as
public media evangelism, new urban ministries, Fund for Leadersin Mission, and
anti-racism training. Most recently a“Second Mile Ministry Fund” was approved
by the Church Council for working with the poor, the Special Needs Retirement
Fund, “In the City for Good,” ethnic leader development, and reduction of the
Lutheran Center mortgage.

c. Increaseexpenditureauthorizationsof unit budgets. Thefirst two strategiesprovide
flexible waysto allocate new funding withoutincreasing permanent costs, especially
staffing. If, however, increased income is persistent, then it becomes possible and
desirable to increase the amount of authorized spending for the churchwide units.
This step leads to more stability in planning and the possibility of increasing staff.
Using the information presented by the next strategy, these increases in spending
can be undertaken with sound rationale. Past budget priorities—global mission,
theological education, and support for new and existing congregations—continue
within the context of emerging needs.

d. Shared Information and Analysis. The Planning Team has been conducting a
processof review. First, those factorsthat would effect budgeting assumptions and
changes were identified by each unit and shared in a Planning Team meeting.
Second, each unit analyzed itsbudget, describing potential increases and decreases
including rationale for program changes. Third, aworksheet wasdeveloped for all
maj or program areasin the churchwide organization. Each member of the Planning
Team rated the major program areas according to desired increases, decreases, or
remaining the same. These results were discussed and used in the allocation
decisions by the Office of the Presiding Bishop.

e. Program Evaluation. Onelearning from the development of budgetsistheneed for
more effective program evaluation. A small staff group has developed ways to
conduct program evaluation appropriateto thework of thechurchwide organization
that will strengthen the capacity to examine existing programs and think new
thoughts. The Department for Research and Evaluation is providing theleadership
and coordination of this effort. Three major programs are currently being
evaluated: World Hunger appeal, providing demographic information, and the
performance management system.

Report on the Budget Conference

A conference on the churchwide organization budget was held at the Lutheran Center
on February 12-14, 1999. The conference was intended to expand and deepen the
participants’ understanding of the budget. It wasalso designed to provide recommendations
to the Office of the Presiding Bishop related to the budget. The participants werethe Budget
and Finance Committee of the Church Council, the advisory bishopsto the Church Council,
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and the Planning Team (executive directors, officers, and assistants to the bishop). In
addition to their role in formulating recommendations, the participants were asked to make
presentations designed to set out issues and concerns related to the budget. The presenters
were asked to speak from their point of view in this church. The presentations included a
wide variety of topics such as issues in Church and society, ELCA membership trends,
emerging needs of congregations, synods, and the churchwide organization, the budget
process, income trends, institutional and individual donor gifts, grants, Vision for Mission,
deferred giving, giftsfrom the Women of the ELCA, World Hunger Appeal, expense trends,
fixed expenses, human resource costs, ecumenical developments, and global mission.

The conference participants expressed considerable confidence in the viability of
Mission Support (undesignated giving) and in the current process used to determine the
budget of the churchwide organization. There were some who suggested that designated
giving will be an issue in the future, but there remained a widespread support for a unified
approach to the budget. As a result, the recommendations to the Office of the Presiding
Bishop focused on outcomes in this church that should be pursued to ensure that the current
practices will continue to work. To a significant extent, the participants in the budget
conference laid out an agenda for the future that, if achieved, would go a long way toward
assuring a uniquely Lutheran approach to mission and ministry well into the next century.
This agenda for the future can be summarized with six key words. The ELCA churchwide
organization must continue to improve its ability to help the church in leadership
development, in congregational renewal, in communication and in the use of technology, in
connecting with youth and young adults, in multicultural ministry and in addressing the needs
of the poor.

After listening to two days of presentation and discussion, Presiding Bishop Anderson
noted the close fit between these areas and the Initiatives for a New Century. He suggested
the following “lenses” for consideration in making budget decisions at the churchwide level
in the context of achieving the outcomes noted above. To what extent does the activity:

¢ Addressthe key issues identified?

« Help members see the connection between the past, the present, and where we are

going as a church?

« Affirm the gifts we have while also addressing new areas of ministry?

¢ Increase the connection between congregations, synods, and the churchwide

organization?

¢ Involve people-laity and especially youth—in a connection with the whole Church?

«  Employ the attributes of youth?

e Address public issues?

e Stimulate increased mission support?

Bishop Anderson called upon Mr. George E. Friedline, a member of the Church
Council’s Budget and Finance Committee, and the Rev. Robert N. Bacher, executive for
administration in the Office of the Presiding Bishop, to come forward for the first
presentation of the 2000-2001 budget proposal.

Mr. Friedline explained that the proposed budget would come before the assembly three
times: at the present plenary session, at a budget hearing held later Tuesday in Convention
Center A-101, and during Plenary Session Ten, when the proposal would be brought for a
vote. He noted that proposed amendments to the budget must be submitted to Secretary
Almen by 2:00 p.m. on Friday. He explained that the process of developing the budget is
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guided by Pastor Bacher under the direction of the presiding bishop. He then introduced
Pastor Bacher.

Referring to the question that members of his home congregation have for him about
“wheretheir offering money goes,” Pastor B acher said that he would spend his presentation
time answering that question.

The proposed budget for 2000 is $96.2 million and for 2001 is $97.6 million. Of this
church’sincome, 72 percent derivesfrom mission support money from congregations, while
13 percent comes from the World Hunger Appeal, and another 15 percent isreceived from
such sources as missionary sponsorships, endowment income, and Women of the ELCA.
If World Hunger funds are not considered, 83 percent of this church’s income derivesfrom
congregational mission support and 17 percent from other sources.

Pastor Bacher said that mission in this church is understood as God’s mission. This
church commitsitself to participatein God’ smissionin six ways: proclamation, reaching out,
service, worship, nurture, and unity. A video was shown to illustrate examples of themission
that is supported by the budget.

Pastor Bacher said that the answer to the question about “where offering money goes”
isthat it goes to mission. He presented the following summary of budget allocations:

$65.5 million to support the work of ELCA divisions;

$1.8 million for multicultural ministries and ministries with women;

$7.5 million for this church’s departments;

$6.2 million for the offices of the treasurer, secretary, and presiding bishop;
$5.9 million to subsidize the health care premiums of retired church workers;
$4.0 million for other expenses, including the churchwide assembly;

$3.1 million for buildings and rent;

$2.3 million for The Lutheran and the ELCA Foundation.

Pastor Bacher said that another way to see the budget proposal is “as an offering to a
loving and purposeful God.” Referring to both Jeremiah29:11-12 and Mark 16:6-7, he said
that this budget proposal is an offering with a plan for us, and that approval of it supports
God's mission to bring hope to a new century.

Bishop Anderson reminded voting members that the budget hearing would be at
3:30pP.M. Tuesday in Convention Center room A -101 and that discussion of the budget would
take place on Saturday afternoon, August 21, 1999.

Hearings

Bishop Anderson told the assembly that the plenary session would recess soon so that
voting members could attend two sets of hearings on agenda items. He said that these
hearings serve two purposes. The first is to orient voting members to proposals for
legislative action. The second purpose isto provide aless-formal setting to test responses
to these proposals.

He called upon Secretary Almen to make further comments about the hearings.
Secretary Almen announced the locations of the hearings and explained that hearings are
intended to be forums primarily for voting and advisory members and that these members
would have priority for admission should rooms become filled to capacity.
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Recess

Secretary Almen announced that the deadline for proposed amendments to the socid
statement on economic life, “ Sufficient, Sustainable Livelihood for All,” would be 8:30A.M.
on Wednesday, August 18, 1999, and that any proposed amendments should be filed in
writing with the secretary’s deputy.

The deadline for notifying the secretary of any removals from the en bloc motion
concerning the constitution or bylaws was 8:30 A.Mm., also on Wednesday. Such notice is
likewise to be filed with the secretary’s deputy.

Health kit preparation for Lutheran World Relief concludes Wednesday afternoon.
Contributions of money or items should be madein Hall B Tuesday or W ednesday morning.

Secretary Almen also announced that Evening Prayer would be held at 8:30 p.M. in the
Convention Center Ballroom and would be followed by various receptions at the Adam’s
Mark Hotel.

He added that on Wednesday morning assembly members and visitors would have
another opportunity to participate in the Board of Pensions “Run, Walk, 'n’ Roll” event on
the Cherry Creek path.

He concluded his announcements by saying that youth voting members were asked to
attend a brief meeting by the public telephones at the back of the plenary hall at the
conclusion of the plenary session.

Bishop Anderson called upon the Rev. David K. Johnson, a member of the Church
Council, to lead a closing hymn and prayer. Following Pastor Johnson’s prayer, Bishop
Anderson announced at 2:55P.M. that the assembly wasinrecessuntil 8:30 A.M. W ednesday,
August 18, 1999.
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Plenary Session Four
Wednesday, August 18, 1999
8:30 A.M.—12:00 NoON

The Rev. H. George Anderson, presiding bishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America, called Plenary Session Four to order at 8:32 A.M. Mountain Daylight Time. Bishop
Anderson asked the assembly to express gratitude to the Korean Glory Choir for singing
before the plenary session began. Bishop Anderson then called upon Ms. W. Jeanne Rapp,
a member of the Church Council, to lead the assembly in morning prayer and the hymn
“Lord, Y our Hands Have Formed the World.”

Bishop Anderson thanked the assembly for an excellent day on Tuesday. He reported
that many of the hearings were filled to overflowing.

Bishop Anderson announced achange in the day’ s agendato accommodate the children
who would participate in the Safe Haven report. The presentations of the Safe Haven report
and the report of Lutheran Services in America would be exchanged on the agenda.

Bible Study |

Bishop Anderson informed the assembly that, using the theme of “Making Christ
Known: Hopefor aNew Century,” theBiblestudy would focus on the book of Acts. Bishop
Anderson introduced the Rev. Wayne E. Weissenbuehler, pastor of Bethany Lutheran
Church, Englewood, Colorado, for the Bible study. Pastor Weissenbuehler’ sBible study was
titled “W here is the Spirit Taking Us? Promises and Challenges from Acts.”

Pastor Weissenbuehler began his study by saying, “Wherever the Spirit takes us, it is
going to be surprising—and life-giving.” Asking “Why Acts?” he suggested that the book of
Acts is the second volume of a projected three-volume series. The first, he said, was the
Gospel of Luke; thesecond thebook of Acts; and “thethird volume, now in process, is being
written and lived out by folkslike us.” He pointed to a pattern in the book of “promise and
fulfillment” with “repentance and forgiveness as basic themes.” He urged listeners to think
of Actsas “promise and challenge, possibility and direction.”

Thetext for theBible studyisActs1:6-11, and thethemeis God’ s making Christ known
and giving hope through witness. “In Acts,” Pastor Weissenbuehler said, “at each critical
juncturethe Lord through the Holy Spirit employsextraordinary meansto instruct the Church
in the universality and the unconditionality of the Gospel.” After reading the story from
Luke’s Gospel about Jesus' ascension, Pastor W eissenbuehler said that the ascension is the
prefaceto the Spirit's coming. “Jesusis going to work differently now—through witnesses.”
He asked, “ Guess who that is?”

Pastor Weissenbuehler gave the assembly the assignment of memorizing A cts 1:8 with
itsemphasison “you will be my witnesses.” He said, “If we know it and live it, we are going
to be well prepared for today and for the days that follow.” He noted that Jesus’ disciples
had asked “the millennial question” about the coming of God’s kingdom and that Jesus had
responded by saying, in effect, “thatisnot your issue.” Rather, what mattersisthat “you get
to be part of the kingdom's coming. That is why we are here.” Noting that the verb “will”
isasimplefuture indicative, he said that “it does not sound like achoice.” The Church will
receive power; the Church will be witnesses. He asked the assembly to affirm that “the Spirit
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has come; we havereceived power.” The declaration that “you will be witnesses” is not so
much a description of what we do but of who we are.

He turned attention to his favorite word in the verse: “my.” This can be a little
possessive pronoun, he said, reminding us that we belong to Jesus, but it can also be a
genitive object, meaning that we are “witnessesto me.”

The key to every decision the assembly makes, he said, is“will thisaction witnessto this
Jesus whom we have come to know through the Holy Scriptures? Does this witness to the
future of Jesus? How will it extend the grace and mercy of Jesus? Will the witness lead to
repentance?” He asked one final question of the assembly, whether “Acts 4:20 is true for
us.” Isit true, he asked, “that we cannot keep from speaking about what we have seen and
heard?”

Greetings: Lutheran Services in America

Bishop Anderson stated that just two yearsago the Churchwide Assembly had celebrated
the birth of Lutheran Services in America (LSA), an umbrella organization that brings
together the social ministry organizations of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
with those of The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod. Hesaid, “ Our Lutheran social ministry
system is one of the best-kept secretsin our society,” adding that LSA hasdone muchin the
past three years “to get the word out.” He introduced Ms. Joanne Negstad, president of
Lutheran Servicesin America. She pointed out that Lutheran social ministry organizations
go by avariety of names throughout the country and that L SA links them all together. She
asked the voting members to use their keypads as part of an exercise to inform them about
the scope of L SA ministries. Through this exercise they learned that L SA operatesin 50
statesand the Virgin Islands, isactivein over 3,000 communities, employs more than 97,000
persons (37 percent of whom are persons of color or whose primary language is other than
English), and receives nearly five million hours of volunteer service annually. Using the
keypads, voting members indicated that nearly 75 percent of them volunteer for an LSA
agency. Ms. Negstad reported that agencies provided 7.7 million mealsin 1998 and that a
total of $3.2 billion was spent on human services, including nursing homes, through L SA
agencies. She used abouquet of flowers to tell the stories of persons who have been helped
through adoption services, senior housing, shelters, children’ sresidentia centers, and other
agencies. She thanked Bishop Anderson and the assembly for their strong support of the
work of Lutheran Services in America.

Quasi-Committee of the Whole for General Discussion:
Full Communion with The Episcopal Church

Reference:1999 Pre-Assembly Reports, Section IV, pages 1-10.2;Section V,pages 1-6 (Section |, pages
14-15); continued on Minutes, pages 42, 349.

Bishop Anderson explained, “ Under the agenda that was adopted by the assembly,
we now move to atime of general discussion of ‘ Called to Common Mission,’ the proposal
for full communion between the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americaand The Episcopal
Church. Y esterday you had the opportunity to hear the perspectives of two parish pastorsand
to hear each other in the hearings in the afternoon.

“Now we are going into a form of committee of the whole discussion. Under Robert’s
Rules of Order, the assembly can go into a committee of the whole if it wishes to discuss
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somethinginformally. However, wewill still follow the rules of the assembly in termsof the
length of speeches-three minutes—alternating speakers pro and con, and no applause, so that
we can approach the discussionmoreinformally, getting out what ison our hearts and minds
without being bound-bound to have to speak to specific anendments. Now | mention
amendments—if you have anamendment, | would just suggest that you use your three minutes
to describeit and arguefor it rather than to read it, because you will need to submit it anyway
by 2:25 this afternoon. It will then be printed up and will be distributed so that everyone can
have the exact text. We used this procedure at the last assembly. It seemed to work pretty
well, so we are going to give you the opportunity to listen to each other again respectfully,
seeking to understand what other people are saying, where they’' re coming from, what their
concerns are, and also, we hope to discern what God would have us do as a church.

“Now, the text that you will need isin Section V. It isthe same section | referred to
yesterday, where you will find the proposed text of ‘Called to Common Mission,” pages 1
and following. There are also relevant materials back in Section VI on pages 9 and
following. | am now going to recognize the secretary of the church to move that we go into
session. Secretary Almen.”

Secretary Almen said, “Reverend Chair, as printed on page 6 of the Order of Business,
I move:

MOVED;

SECONDED: To proceed as a quasi-committee of the whole for 60 minutes for the
purpose of general discussion only of “Called to Common Mission,” the
proposal for establishment of a relationship of full communion with The
Episcopal Church.

The Rev. Leah K. Schafer [Metropolitan Washington, D.C., Synod] asked for a point
of personal privilege before the assembly began as a committee of the whole, reporting,
“Y esterday when we awoke, we heard news of a disastrous earthquake in Turkey. This
morning the Denver Post isreporting that 2,000 are dead and 10,000 missing. A request and
aquestion. Beforewe moveinto the discussion, Bishop, could you offer a prayer on behalf
of this body for the victims, the relatives, and the international relief workers already on the
scene? And arequest: isit possible for this assembly to make a financial offering toward
the ELCA international disaster relief fund?”

Bishop Anderson replied, “ The answer is that we are intending to find away, | believe,
to have an offering, a special offering. Thank you for bringing that up. And, | think the
assembly would certainly join with us in a moment of prayer.

“The Lord bewith you. (Response: And alsowithyou.) Let uspray. Oh, God, we who
sit here in comfort and safety, remember especially now those families, those people whose
lives have been forever changed by the natural disaster in Turkey. Blessthose who rush to
their aid, who seek survivors and who deal with grief in the enormous loss that so many are
experiencing. Help usin any way to understand how you would have us be a part of the
healing and the help. In Christ’s name we pray. Amen.

“Are there others—are there people wishing to speak on the motion to go into quasi-
committee of the whole? | see no one doing that. Okay. You are ready to vote, then, on
quasi-committee of thewhole. All favoring the motion now to consider the proposal for full
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communion with The Episcopal Church as a quasi-committee of the whole for purpose of
general discussion only for 60 minutes, please vote now. ‘Yes press 1; ‘no’ press2.”

MOVED;
SECONDED; Yes—895; No—37
CARRIED: To proceed as a quasi-committee of thewhole for 60 minutesfor the

purpose of general discussion only of “Called to Common Mission,” the
proposal for establishment of arelationship of full communion with The
Episcopal Church.

Bishop Anderson continued, “All right. We are constituted as a quasi-committee of the
whole. Now | will take personsin alternating order. Microphone 12.”

The Rev. John H. P. Reumann [ Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod] said, “I did not fare
very well yesterday in getting an answer to what | hoped was a helpful question on the heart
of the issue. Let me try with paragraph 12, about the middle of the document: ‘...Both
churchesvalue and maintain a ministry of episkopé asone of the waysin which the apostolic
succession of the church is visibly expressed and personally symbolized in fidelity to the
Gospel through the ages....” My question is, ‘What are some of the other ways? and
depending on the answer, | would like to make a comment.”

Bishop Anderson asked, “Do we have someone who can respond to that question?” An
unidentified speaker responded, “Bishop Anderson, asyesterday, we hope that the assembly
would be willing to hear voices of our resource people on these issueswho may not be here
on the stage, and we ask for permission for Michael Root to comment on this question by
John Reumann. Bishop Anderson said, “If there is no objection, wewill have Michael Root
comment on that.”

Mr. Michael Root, a Lutheran member of the drafting team, said, “A clearer statement,
Professor Reumann, would be in paragraph eight, toward theend. | read, ‘... Thissuccession
also ismanifest in the churches’ use of the apostolic scriptures, the confession of the ancient
creeds, and the celebration of the sacraments instituted by our Lord.” That would certainly
be the clearer statement.

Pastor Reumann responded, “The statement | quoted uses the phrase, ‘personally
symbolized.” | would hope that consideration might be given in accord with the Lutheran
heritage of the Confessions to speak of pastors and priests as doing this asa sign, though not
aguarantee, of the things that are mentioned. And | so submit anintervention that | hope the
committee will entertain.”

Mr. Richard Peterson [Minneapolis Area Synod] said, “I strongly affirm CCM. Atthe
worship service the other night when you spoketo fear, it resonated back to me 40 years ago
when | wrote a paper for areligion course, which | gave the somewhat contradictory title,
‘Professional Laymen’—or lay persons. The theme was simple. Lay personsin the Church
should take their responsibilities as seriously asthe professionals. The text | used for that
wasfrom Timothy: ‘Do your best to present yourselves unto God, aworkman that needs not
be ashamed, for God has not given us a spirit of fear, but of power and love and self-control.’

“About 15 years ago, a bishop in a predecessor synod asked me to serve on a small
group in Minnesota, with a history that goes back 25 years, called ‘L utheran-Episcopal
Dialogue in Minnesota,” a state in which ELCA Lutherans alone outnumber Episcopalians
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20to 1. Thishas been a very rich experience, but has also been a painful one, vicariously
experiencing their pain of being misrepresented by Lutherans. But from this experience, |
do not share many of the fearsthat have been expressed in this assembly. For example, this
experience has expanded and not contracted my understanding of the priesthood of all
believers. | do not remind my pastors that they are called just to do what | could otherwise
do. | want them to expand my horizons and challenge my faith, and | want our bishop to do
the same for our congregation, and thisishappening. Thissoundslikeamulti-level ministry.
Itis, and wepracticeit. But we should be mutually supportive of our different roles. Wejust
argue over what—the terms we prefer.

“And | view CCM as perfectly consistent with the Augsburg Confession. Every timethe
Confessions speak of the episcopate, they do so affirmatively. And five seminaries have
affirmed it, and none has affirmed M ahtomedi. Aswe step into the next millennium, | think
we should do so not in fear, but in the power God has given us in the Gospel, in God’s love
that gives us the courage to change for the sake of that Gospel, and the Gospel’s power to
give us self-control.”

The Rev. Thomas A. Lyberg [N orthwestern Ohio Synod] said, “| speak in opposition to
CCM, and | do it with great sadness. | have been disturbed in the year or so leading up to
this time—the way both sides have been treating each other. | think for those who have been
in favor of CCM, they have portrayed their opponents as being misinformed rural folks who
do not understand complexity. On the other hand, those who have been against CCM have
looked at those in favor of it quite often as being in charge of some grand conspiracy to
undermine the ELCA. | think in both cases it has been a great embarrassment to us in the
way we have treated each other.

“But | think the document itself missesthepoint if wefocusinon the historic episcopate.
Now for certain, that isthe bulk of the document, it does represent discussions of the historic
episcopate, but yet we call this a document called ‘ Called to Common Mission.” And that
ismy problem with the document. | do not see thisas being a mission document, but instead,
as really being a political ecclesiastical document. We have talked a good bit about new
paradigms for the 21st century, and what | see CCM as being is not a new paradigm, but a
failed paradigm that defines mission as something other than outreach and evangelism.
Mission, as | understand it in CCM, is defined as maintenance ministry to marginal
congregations; that is the typical argument that | have heard regarding mission—that these are
marginal congregations in both The Episcopal Church and in our church that require
assistance, that, for whatever reason, we are not willing to support on our own. So mission
becomes either doing maintenance ministry or mission becomes defined as agreements
between our leaders. W e change our upper level structure. And | do not see how this creates
mission opportunities, insights, or benefits for individual congregations. So in that regard,
I would ask that we reject CCM not as a rejection of our brothers and sisters from The
Episcopal Church, but [as an unsatisfactory document.]”

Ms. Cecelia Johnson [Florida-Bahamas Synod ] said, “Bishop Anderson, | rise in
support of ‘ Called to Common Mission.” My own personal ties with The Episcopal Church
go way back to my childhood. | remember the days of released-time religious education at
alocal Episcopal church. | worshiped in The Episcopal Church many timesin college. |
recall those Lutheran-Episcopal Dialoguesalso during thelate’ 60sand early ' 70s. My home
congregation in Florida, just 20 years old, was in part supported by The Episcopal Church.
My son attends an Episcopal day school.

“However, Floridais an area of tremendous growth at thistime. It is about 50 percent
unchurched in many areas, and upwards of that. We had five mission starts|ast year and are
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anticipating at least five new mission starts next year. We could have many, many more.
Our congregations welcome many new Christians as adults. We have many adults who are
being baptized. There are young families returning to the church, adults who have been
baptized, bringing not just their infantsto be baptized, but their school-age children, to hear
for the first time the Good News of Jesus Christ.

“I received, just prior to coming to Denver, a letter from a pastor in the Greater Tampa
area, and he described the relationship that his congregation has with a local Episcopal
church. The vestry of The Episcopal Church and his congregational council have come
together to seek opportunities for ministry in their own area, but even more exciting, they’re
looking at agrowth areajust afew miles away where they can do ministry together, possibly
anew mission start. | seethat in our hungry secular society, our fragmented society, ‘ Called
to Common Mission’ offers us an exciting visionary way of doing ministry and an
opportunity for a unified Christian witness in the new millennium. | urge the adoption of
‘Called to Common Mission.’”

The Rev. James H. Hanson [Northern Texas-Northern Louisiana Synod] said, “| speak
in opposition. My concern, sir, is the direction. | do not have a lot of quarrels with the
document, but | think it is a move in the wrong direction.

“According to Loren Mead, an Episcopalian, who has been very helpful to numbers of
us, from the Alban Ingtitute: ‘ Five Challengesfor the Once and Future Church,’ challenged,
number one, to transfer the ownership of the Church from the clergy to the laity. In
America, the Church is owned by the clergy. That is what clericalism means. Churches
spend their money on clergy, decisions are made primarily by the clergy, standards are
determined by the clergy, denominational decision making, skewed, often emphasizesclergy
voices; the clergy—not the laity—is trained in the language of the institution, education for
clergy is amajor financial investment, and the clergy controls how one changes the rules.
The task of this next generation will be to shift the power and ownership structures of the
churches to allow lay people to fulfill their apostolic ministries, and in so doing, free the
clergy from institutional power to be the catalyst of religious authority. | speak against the
CCM because | believeitisamove in the wrong direction.”

The Rev. Timothy F. Lull [president, Pacific Lutheran Theological Seminary] said,
“Bishop Anderson, your report had that wonderful visual picture of a Lutheran document
from 1901, with a picture of Martin Luther. And it got me to reflecting on the surprising
thing that the Lutherans do not have a very good reputation for being open to change. We
havereally just been through aremarkable century in which God hasled usin amazing ways.
W e have moved from the many different church bodies that we were part of a hundred years
ago into this ELCA. We have moved from a church that was described as ‘quiegtistic’ on
social ethicsto having avigorous public statement, aswe will again affirm at this assembly,
aswe work in the area of economic justice. We have been through atransformation in our
approach to global mission in which we now work as partners with other churches, rather
than asthosewho cometo bring not only the Gospel, but cultural imperialism. We have been
able to renew our worship and regain our sacramental heritage that we had partly lost in the
intervening centuries. We have been able to agree on the ordination of women, and what a
renewal to the life of our church has come from that! We have planted thousands of new
congregations, particularly in the west and in the Sunbelt, so that we could be a national
presence. W e have begun to make important commitmentsand some progressin the area of
multicultural ministry, turning away from seeing it as a duty or burden, and beginning to
understand that it isone of the greatest bl essings that God putsbefore us. And even, Bishop
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Anderson, in ecumenism, where no one a hundred years ago would have picked Lutherans
as likely to be leaders, we have emerged as a formidable and important church, and others
look to us for leadership in the ecumenical movement. We have done all this by the grace
of God, and because we had visionary leadership along the way, and because after all the
debates at assembly after assembly that went before us, people were willing to say, ‘Y es, all
right. There arerisks, but we can live with them. Let us go forward and do this.’

“And now, at thisassembly, wewritethefinal chapter, at least for thiscentury. And how
does it end? With a kind of wonderful big bang that propels us with energy into new
relationshipsand continuing | eadership into the new century, or with the kind of whimper and
squabbling that has been all too characteristic of the dark side of L utheranism for thelast 500
years? Mirror, mirror, on the wall, who is the most L utheran of us all?

“I have good friends and important colleagues who opposethis for profound theological
reasons and deep reasons of conscience. | have nothing but respect for them. We have to
be very careful for other issues that lie before us, how we speak when we have these
oppositions, but | urge you in light of this great cloud of witness that surrounds us, do not
vote against thisfor light or trivial reasons because of some technicality or because you hear
that the document does not really mean what it says.”

The Rev. PaulaJ. Gravelle [Upstate New York Synod] said, “I was a voting member
at the 1997 Churchwide Assembly in Philadel phia. When the Concordat was not approved
at that assembly, a resolution was passed that the ELCA seek conversations with The
Episcopal Church, addressing concernsthat emerged during consideration of the Concordat,
and then bring arevised proposal to this assembly.

“The document before usisrevised. However, it does not address the major concern
that emerged during discussions of the Concordat; that is, the Episcopalian version of the
historic episcopate. CCM does not clarify anything for me. Please understand. | am for
better relationships with my sisters and brothersin Christ. | am for making a more faithful
witness to Jesus. | am for encouraging all persons in their faith journeys. ‘Called to
Common Mission’ isnot adocument that addresses these important issues. Thus, | speak in
opposition to the document.”

Mr. Michael E. Niebauer [ Southwestern Washington Synod] said, “| stand here speaking
in favor of ‘Called to Common Mission,” not because | have any theol ogical framework for
it or a grand philosophical position, but because of a personal feeling about the historic
episcopate. Itistruly agift for us.

“I received a gift once, very much the same. In 1969, as ayoung sailor getting ready to
go to Vietnam, | was given a St. Christopher medal. | stand here today, wearing that
St. Christopher next to my heart. 1t was given to me by a Catholic woman who believed that
St. Christopher and her praying to him would keep me safe whilel wasin Vietham. | wore
that St. Christopher the entire time, at the radar sites and on therivers, and | came home safe.
She believes the prayers saved me. Do | believein St. Christopher? Not necessarily. Do |
pray to him? Again, not necessarily. | believethe historic episcopateis much the same. We
may not feel itis necessary. We may not feel that we haveto haveit, but every time we ook
at it, it will be atie to our Episcopalian brothers and sisters, just like my looking at my
St. Christopher is atie to my Catholic friends back home.”

The Rev. William E. Saunders [Southern Ohio Synod] said, “Many of us here today
embrace our Episcopal sistersand brothersin terms of Baptism and Eucharist. Werecognize
that in 1997 at the Episcopal General Convention, they accepted both the Augsburg
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Confession and L uther’s Small Catechism as containing the true essentials of the one, holy,
catholic, and apostolic faith. And we hope that above all, they did thisin truth and with no
feeling of hypocrisy. We feel aswe move forward in our unions toward—in our unions with
each other that it must be done so in truth and without feeling of hypocrisy. However, many
of us today cannot say the same in terms of our Episcopal brothers’ view of the historic
episcopate. Wewould feel hypocritical in accepting something that isnot atrue essential-the
one, holy, catholic, and apostolic faith—nor isit necessary or beneficial for the good order of
the Church.”

Bishop Steven L. Ullestad [Northeastern lowa Synod] said, “| am speaking on behal f of
‘Called to Common Mission.” | have had the opportunity to attend several district and
national conventions in a predecessor church body, and synod and churchwide assemblies
over theyears, and there is something that | have noticed—that frequently we have dealt with
strong disagreement and intense debate. Itisnot uniqueto thisparticular issue. | remember
the Nestle Boycott conversation, the South African divestment and the intensity of that
conversation, and the conversations before our merger in 1988 were quiteintense, and quite
strong disagreements. As uncomfortable as that is, it seems that is for us part of the
discernment process, that willingness to share with each other our deep and heartfelt
conviction.

“Until 1996, | opposed the Concordat. | have changed my mind for several reasons. |
have learned more about The Episcopal Church. For example, | have been taught that the
ministry of Christ isthe ministry of the whole Church—-thelaity—that iswhat the Episcopalians
believe. They believe that the laity is the foundational order of ministry. | have also been
changed by the conversations with peoplein the most pressing mission fieldsin our country.
They need the partnership with The Episcopal Church for the sake of effective mission. Yes,
they can sharefood closets and food banks, excuse me, and clothes closets, and all kinds of
ministries that are responses to the Gospel, but in the one place that is essential to the life of
the Church, namely, the ministry of Word and Sacrament, we arestill not able to share in that
ministry for the sake of mission.

“But the biggest reason | think that | have changed my mind is because the Concordat
has been changed. We have removed the material about bishops for life. We have decided
that we will enter the historic episcopate by means of the other international Lutheran
communions. Thisis a change from the time when Bishop Chilstrom was installed and the
other international Lutheran bishops who were inthe historic episcopate were told that they
could look, but not touch, when it came to laying on of hands, but those not in the historic
episcopate could participate. That will change if this is adopted. We have dealt with the
issue of the threefold ordering of ministry, and The Episcopal Church embraces the essential
nature of our Confessions, and invites usto review the ministry of their bishopsasin keeping
with the Gospel. And that, | think, isthe greatest gift that we can offer each other and to the
whole Church: thecreation of an episcopate thatis both evangelical and historic—evangelical
from the Lutheran perspective of the primacy of the Word, historic because of the
relationship between pastor, congregation, and the ministry of the whole Church, a
relationship that is of historic importance because the generations have handed on the faith
from one generation to the next.

“So | ask that you consider strongly supporting ‘ Called to CommonMission’ for the sake
not only of our relationship with The Episcopal Church, but for our witness to the world.”

The Rev. Mark M. Rydberg [Southeastern Minnesota Synod] said, “If ‘Called to
Common Mission” werereally about mission, | would indeed support it. But samenessis not
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oneness. | was not born into the Lutheran tradition; | am a Lutheran today by conversion
and, actually, | began to read Martin Luther while attending a M ethodi st seminary. One of
the thingsthat attracted me to a Lutheran confessional understanding of the Gospel was its
clarity and its simplicity: Word alone, faith alone, grace alone; Word and Sacrament; the
priesthood of all believers.

“I live in atown of about athousand people. There are five congregationsin thistown.
And we at the grassroots have grown to appreciate one another’ straditions so much that my
ecumenical partners in ministry in our community, without me initiating the conversation,
have asked me, ‘The ELCA is considering this major shift initspractice of ministry. Why
would you want to do that? And they asked me that question because for them it would also
be a great loss. We have grown to respect one another so much not through our sameness,
but through our oneness, and it has been a great witness to our community. Ecumenism at
the grassroots level grows very naturally and by the Spirit; | think we all know that. Itisnot
coerced. Ecumenism at the national level must also grow the same way, as we are here
experiencing even in this assembly with the Moravian-Lutheran full communion proposal.
This model is indeed the true spirit of ecumenism.”

The Rev. G. Scott Cady [New England Synod] said, “Thank you, Reverend Chair. I,
too, have come from a non-L utheran background from those very minimalist churches, and
| became a Lutheran largely because of the beauty and the majesty of its liturgy.

“The original Lutheran reformers had acompelling and lofty vision. Itwastoreturnthe
Gospel to centrality in the life of the Church that they had received. Unlike the more radical
reformers, the Lutherans did not see the richness of Christian tradition as unholy or satanic
or purely human folly. They embraced the ancient traditionsthey had received and intended
to preserve and pass on those traditions, refocused on God's grace in Christ. But thisvision
was not fulfilled. A series of political, personal, and historic pressures shattered the western
churchinto atragic and scandalous division. The opportunity now fallsto usto move closer
to that Reformer’svision. We can, and | believewe are called to, bring two Gospel-centered
fragments of the Church into fuller visible unity. Two traditions, both which embrace the
beauty of the great tradition—its creeds, itsliturgies, its hymns, its architecture, its prayers,
and its sense of order—have declared agreement in the Gospel. Let us not miss this truly
joyous and blessed opportunity to carry on the Reformers dream: the great Christian
tradition united under God’s mercy in Christ.”

The Rev. Darby J. Lawrence [Central-Southern Illinois Synod] said, “Thank you,
Reverend Chair. | want to thank you, Bishop. | think you are-l have heard great things
about how you handled thingsat the last biennial assembly, and | appreciate the pastoral way
that you are handling thisin allowing enough time for us to discuss this.

“Ithasoccurred to methat | will grieveeither way thisvote goes. | desperately wish that
| could votefor it, but my concern is not—my primary concern is not about our relationship
with the Episcopalians at this time, but about our church, about the Lutheran church. We
have been the ELCA for 11 years now and | do not feel that we know who we are at this
point. And until we reach that point, which could take a number of years yet, | cannot vote
for‘Called to Common Mission.” Thereareissuesthat we need to settle before weenter into
this agreement.”

Ms. Beth Shoffner [North Carolina Synod] said, “A couple of weeks ago | had an
experience during worship that | bet you havehad, too. The passage from Matthew’ sGospel
wasread—one | have heard ahundred times. But that morning, maybe because | was looking
toward this assembly, the words hit my ears and touched my heart in a new way.
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“Peter and some of the other followers were in a boat on the sea. As the waves grew
rough, the disciples became alarmed and cried out in fear. Jesus heard their voices and
immediately left his meditation to offer himself. ‘Itis|, do not be afraid.” Peter, | am sure,
asked, ‘If it is really you bid me come to you on the water.” Now, we know that Peter’'s
attempt, he faltered and Jesus immediately stretched forth his hand and caught him.

“Like Peter, we pray and sing for our Lord to call us, to use us, to stretch us into new
ministry for the sake of his Kingdom. In Christ’s call for us to be one body, especially in
relationship with our Episcopalian brothers and sisters, we have gotten our toes wet. God
knows we want to take steps in answer to his call to minister as one in the body, but we are
looking down and paying too much attention to the—verse 30—-boisterous wind of our doubts.
Christ is even now reaching out to us in our distress. It is time to stop clinging to the boat,
declaring we can communicate just fine from here. Thank you. Itistime to follow the will
of God, to clasp the outstretched hand of Christ, and to trust the power of the Holy Spirit.
It istime to walk toward Christ in faith and vote ‘yes' for ‘Called to Common Mission.’”

Ms. LindaDanielson [Southeastern lowa Synod] said, “Bishop Anderson, | would like
to use the analogy of a family that was used the other day to describe our ecumenical
relationswith other churches. | would like for the voting membersto think of your personal
families right now. | am sure many of you in this room are parents and if not, we are all
certainly sons and daughters. When God blesses us with children, he gifts them, and he
creates them as individuals. Our job as parents is not to change them, they are already
beautifully and wonderfully made. | believethat God has created the L utheran Church and
he has also created The Episcopal Church. He is present in both and he has gifted each.
Each has the ability to bring his children into a closer relationship with him, with the gifts
that he has given them, each asindividual and each as special. Neither should be changed.
But we can be members of the same family. We can join together in mission to make our
family stronger. Rituals made with human hands are dividing us.

“Y esterday when we discussed the M oravian full communion document, | felt God being
glorified. It was Jesus Christ as our Lord and Savior bringing us together, not aritual made
by human hands, like the historic episcopate. This document is not simple, it is confusing,
it is contradicting, and it is not the right way to make us one. W e need Christ to unify us.
W e need nothing else. Period. Jesus Christ alone.”

The Rev. Paul H. Summer [Florida-Bahamas Synod] said, “Bishop Chair. Following
my return home from Denver, | will be attending a dedication-open house celebration of a
new parish center at Grace Episcopal Church in Port Orange. My presence will be in
response to not only an invitation to the entire congregation of All Saints Lutheran Church,
where | serve, but to years of shared ministry. All Saints Lutheran Churchis 19 years old.
Grace Episcopal Church is 109 years old. When Pastor Jerry Vande M ark arrived in Port
Orange some 20 years ago to start a new Lutheran church, it was Grace Episcopal that
offered free use of spaceto a young congregation. M eetings were held at Grace, Vacation
Bible School was held at Grace, weddings were held at Grace, funerals were held at Grace,
special and seasonal joint worship services were held at Grace. As years went by, each
congregation began to take turns hosting Advent, Lent, and Ascension services. My hope
and prayer is that we recognize, affirm, and celebrate this gift from God anew by the
adoption of ‘Called to Common Mission.” All Saintswas not, and has never been, athreat
to Grace. Grace has never forced nor lorded over All Saints any higher authority by its
ecclesiastical structure or its understanding of the historical episcopate. In fact, quite the
opposite. They have proven themselves as humble servants of our Lord and Savior Jesus
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Christ. They were founders, with All Saints, of Project Reach, a community help outreach
project. They host our Port Orange ministerial association. Their priests have already been
on call and ready to serve membersin times of emergency and crisis at All Saintswhen our
pastors are not available. They have been even willing to copy bulletins and newsletters
when our copier is broken.

“I encourage this assembly, in the name of our Risen Lord and Savior, not to be afraid,
not to find ourselves locked in this room for fear of the Episcopalians, but to see them as
God's people, too.”

Bishop Kenneth R. Olsen [Metropolitan Chicago Synod], risingwith awhite card, said,
“Bishop Anderson, as we heard from a representative of the Moravian Church yesterday, |
would request an opportunity to hear from arepresentativeof our Reformed partners. | know
that | have seen Pastor John Thomas [president-elect of the United Church of Christ] in the
plenary hall, and | would request a perspective of our Reformed ecumenical partners’ view
of the issue we are discussing.”

Bishop Andersonresponded, “Isthere objection [from theassembly] to that? Otherwise,
wewill have John Thomas, if heishere. Yes. President[-elect] John Thomas, United Church
of Christ.”

An unidentified person rose to a point of order, asking, “Will that time add to the hour
so that these people at microphones can talk, or will we stay to the 60 minutes?” Bishop
Anderson replied, “Let us give [our hour of discussion] three more minutes.”

The Rev. John Thomas [United Church of Christ] said, “Thank you for the opportunity
to comment on this proposal. First, let me state the obvious. The Reformed tradition does
not look at thisissue with either indifference or neutrality. The obvious reason, perhaps, is
that we are now in full communion. We are near to you and your futureisindeed our future.
We also look at this issue with expectation and hope that all of us share in the ecumenical
movement for the unity of the Church, and if it were possible for you to move with integrity
into this new relationship, it would be asign, as we enter the next century, of the capacity to
bring evangelical and catholic dimensions of the Church together—something that has thus
far been one of the most difficult, vexing, and frustrating issuesin the ecumenical movement.

“Asyou may know, theReformed tradition traditionally has vested ministry of oversight
in corporate bodies—classes, presbyteries, associations, conferences, synods. And this
corporate understanding of oversight is cherished in our churchesand we see it as agift that
we bring to the ecumenical table and will continue to offer. However, in the midst of the
global ecumenical conversations in our own ecumenical, bilateral, and multilateral
discussions, we have aso been exploring ways in which to exercise the ministry of
oversight—episkopé-in more personal ways, ways in which the unity of the Church can be
both signified aswell as effected, waysin which the integrity of the faith can be guarded and
protected across the generations, ways in which the mission of the Church can be led by
energetic, courageous, and bold ministers of oversight, and particularly waysin which these
ministries of oversight of our various churches can be fully reconciled so they exercise their
ministry notin isolation or in competition, but together, for the glory of God.

“Now this brings us to the particular issue you are addressing: the issue of the historic
episcopate. Thisisa question that we have also been addressing in our own conversations
bilaterally and multilaterally. Contrary to what you may have heard, the Consultation on
Church Union [COCU] has addressed this issue for over 40 years and has not abandoned it.
We have simply said that we have not found the way forward yet. And, indeed, a new
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process is underway to begin to explore the ways in which our churches-Evangelical,
Catholic, and Reformed—can bring together their common understandings, can honor their
histories, but also reach into the future in ways that can fully reconcile our churches from
these three different traditions. In asense, you have anticipated many of the questionsthat
wearestruggling with. Lutheran fools, perhaps, have rushed in where Reformed angelshave
feared to tread, but you have, but you have offered us a sign of the strugglesthat we are also
anticipating beforeus. And if you move forward, you will also encourage and challenge us
to take up this continuing agenda in our own life. Finally, know that our prayers are with
you, have been, and more importantly, will be. And infull communion, let meremind you
that the quality and character of your deliberation, but also the quality and the character of
your life together, whatever your vote will be, is not something for which you are simply
accountableto yourselvesor even to God, but now you are also accountableto us. Know that
you are in our prayers. Thank you.”

Bishop Anderson continued, “Thank you. We will add four minutes to the schedule.
Microphone 8.”

Mr. Paul Hinderlie [Northwest Synod of Wisconsin] said, “ Thank you. My wife and |
for 20 years have owned arestaurant in Pepin, Wisconsin, and have to say over those years
we have supported an Episcopalian-Anglican weekly music program that glories in the
traditions of the Anglican-English hymnody. And contrary to the man from New England,
| still glory in that. Also, 30 years ago, one of the midwives of my conversion to aliving
Christianfaith wasDean Hancock of St. Mark’s Cathedral in Minneapolis. At thattimealso,
you may recall, the charismatic movement was flooding America. Those of us who were
given giftsof the Holy Spirit felt that somehow wehad aright to speak more than others; we
had a right to have more power than others. And avery wise person said to me, ‘ Paul, there
are no second story Christians.’

“And again, as | have been reading now about the historic episcopate in the last five
years, and contemplating it these last weeks, | realize again there are no second story
Christians. One of our—the members of our choir at Immanuel Lutheran—our ecumenical
choir is Jewish—-was quite incensed to find out that in the pre-assembly materials was a
statement that said that the historic episcopate had been a witness under fascism in
communism, and since his parents—-one of his parents had escaped form the camps—he turned
to me and said, ‘ How many bishops who have this great witness were witnesses against the
Nazis?' | said, ‘Well, | think there were two bishops who were martyred.” And he said,
‘Well, your Holy Spirit has got a lot to answer for, then, in the persons of those bishops.’ |
was rather taken aback when | realized again that after World War 11, two American
presidents of the Lutheran Confessionsin America—President Fry, who was not a bishop, and
President Aasgard, he was not a bishop—took apart the Lutheran World Federation in
Germany because it had been compromised, because it had not witnessed. And look back
through the history and find how many times the witnesswas through the pastors, the peopl e,
and where were the bishops? And | am confused about that.” Bishop Anderson indicated
that the speaker’ s time had elapsed, and invited the next speaker to begin.

Mr. Kenneth E. Walstrom [East-Central Synod of Wisconsin] said, “Bishop Anderson,
| want to say how much | appreciate your leadership in this very, very difficult situation. It
challenges usto re-evaluate what are the very important things that we need to be concerned
about as Christians.

“Jesus said, ‘Fear not, little flock, for it isyour Father’s good pleasure to give you the
Kingdom.” And we pray for the coming of the Kingdom of God every time we utter the
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wordsof the Lord’ s Prayer. And one of the visible signs of the Kingdom of God isthe unity
within the visible Church.

“One of my deep concerns about thiswhole process has been the tremendous amount of
money that has been expended both for and against this‘ Called to Common M ission’ and the
previous documents. | have tried to get off a couple of the mailing lists, but nobody seems
toreally want tolisten. And | keep hoping fervently and without cynicism that thereisafund
for world hunger that is matching dollar for dollar for this effort to convince us one way or
another on how to vote on this matter.

“The historic episcopacy is a gift. It is a gift that many of our Lutheran brethren
throughout the world enjoy, accept, and are not afraid of. It is a sign of the apostolic and
catholic nature of our church, and | do not believe that we need to fear this sign ourselves.
God will bewith usinthe future as he has been in the past, and as Jesus said, ‘ Fear not, little
flock, it is your Father’s good pleasure to give you the Kingdom.” And a sign of that
Kingdom may be, in our generation, a sign of the historic connection through the episcopacy
with the early Church.”

The Rev. Stephanie K. Frey [ Southwestern Minnesota Synod] said, “ Thank you, Bishop
Anderson. | speak in oppositionto ‘ Called to Common Mission.” Inreflecting on the events
of yesterday, | note that early in the afternoon we had a marvelous taste of the goodness of
ecumenical conversation in the time spent discussing the proposal for full communion with
the Moravian Church. Later in the afternoon, in the hearings on ‘Called to Common
Mission,” there was quickly evidenced the pain that deep division creates when we have so
obviously not yet gained widespread consensus among ourselves about the best way for us
to move forward with our Episcopalian brothers and sisters. In the Moravian-Lutheran
proposal, which | can only describe as ‘ elegantly evangelical,” we have a marvel ous model
of adocument that seemsto me capable of yieldingthe kind of relationship that we fervently
desire also to have with our Episcopalian friends.

“With regret, | urge that we reject CCM in order that we might do two things. On the
one hand, to acknowledge and attend to the division and the woundedness on both sides of
the matter within our own church body, that we might honor the diversity of theological
reflection on matters of episcopacy within our church, and on the other hand, that we might
really, truly start over to find some entirely new way that is creative, flexible, lean, mission-
minded, that truly upbuilds the body so that we can widely and joyfully accept partnership
in full communion with our Episcopalian friends.”

Bishop Juan Cobrda [Slovak-Zion Synod] said, “My family can trace our Lutheranism
to the Reformation. In Argentina, when | was young, as many of our young people there, 50
years ago, | was born into the ecumenical relation and cooperation. Thirty yearsago, when
the first North American was taking the first steps on the moon, we decided to merge the
Lutheran and the M ethodist seminary into aecumenical seminary under the auspicesof eight
churches: Reformed, Presbyterian, Anglican, M ethodist, Waldensian, Disciples of Christ,
Lutheran—two Lutheran churches. And since thattime, throughthree decades, this seminary
has produced not genetic pastors, but faithful pastorsto each church participating. Beside
this, we have established a publishing house for all these churches, we have founded a
Lutheran seminary, a hospital, and established a diaconic work which included the refugee
resettlement after the 1973 coup in Chile. Whenin 1965 | was elected bishop, | received the
apostolic historic succession. And in 1993, when | was elected bishop of the Slovak Zion
Synod in Muhlenberg College, for the second time | have received the apostolic historic
succession. It did not change my life. You can ask my wife Sofia. But you should ask my
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people in Argentina and in the Slovak-Zion Synod how | have carried out my business as
bishop. | have been always people-oriented, | have been mission-focused, and enthusiastic
about ecumenical cooperation and life. | love the Lutheran church with all the fervor and
good things, but | see my church, ELCA, as a branch among the other branches on the tree
of the Church of Jesus Christ. So | inviteyou, please, do not |ose this opportunity for what
the Lord has given us and go for it!”

The Rev. Jimalee Jones [Northern Great L akes Synod] said, “Like all who are speaking
and who will speak, | speak from the heart. After deep prayer, regretfully, | oppose ‘ Called
to Common Mission.’

“Last Sunday, the junior high youth group of our church, the other pastor and I, from the
Upper Peninsula of Michigan, worshiped at the Greater Friendship Baptist Church in
Minneapolis. The preaching was powerful. The music was marvelous. The prayers were
from the heart. | needed that worship. | needed to celebrate the Gospel in a voice different
than my own. | needed the fire of the Holy Spirit which is deeply experienced in the Baptist
Church. | needed, as asister in Christ, their differences to help me.

“Most Wednesday morningsin our town, my co-pastor and | receive the Lord’s Supper
in the local Episcopal church. We worship with two or three faithful Episcopalians and the
priest. In this quiet worship, we receive the whole Christ together. W e experience profound
communion. We need The Episcopal Church. We love the Book of Common Prayer. We
deeply appreciate our brother in Christ, the priest there in the local church. In these five
years of worshiping at The Episcopal Church, we have developed adeep friendship with the
priest. He has always maintained with us that we need each other precisely for our
differences so that we can witnessin alively and new way to one another. We celebrate our
diversity. We do not want or need the historic episcopate to give us unity. We have it
already in the body and blood of our same Lord, Jesus Christ.”

Mr. James D. Reyner [Sierra Pacific Synod] said, “ Thank you, Bishop Anderson, for
giving me this opportunity. | speak for CCM. I, like some of you, had some doubts about
accepting the historic episcopate. But, after studying all the information provided to me as
avoting member and listening to the last few days of arguments, | am becoming convinced
that Jesus would have wanted us to accept this small concession, this minor change, which
means so much to our Episcopalian partners, and which is already acceptabl e to two-thirds
of the Christianworld. | am hopeful that after our two mainline churcheshave spent over 30
years on thislong journey, our journey is near its end.

“ Finally, | ask for each voting member to vote for CCM so that we can go home as a
proud member of the Churchwide Assembly that listened to John 17:23, and established full
communion with our Episcopalian travelersin faith.”

The Rev. Norman W. Wahl [Southeastern M innesota Synod] said, “|1 sympathize with
you, Bishop Anderson. | found, particularly again through the hearings yesterday, that the
historic episcopate is yet the issue in CCM. That was affirmed by Bishop Epting in the
hearings, in which heindicated that was the remaining roadblock to what we would call full
communion between our two churches. | think that the term, ‘the’ historic episcopate, has
been used somewhat loosely by people who might be in favor of CCM in two ways.

“One, it has been suggested that we are returning to something that we have once had.
A second isthat thereis ‘the’ historic episcopate. Certainly, Lutheransin this country have
never had the historic episcopate—from a Henry Melchior Muhlenberg in the 1700s in
Pennsylvania, and ever since, the Lutherans have denied opportunities to become a part of
an historic episcopate.
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“Second, | do notthink thereis*the’ episcopate. What version of the historic episcopate
are we concerned about? The Roman Catholic historic episcopate? The Roman Catholics
do not recognize the Orthodox episcopate, who do not recognize the Anglican episcopate,
who do not recognize the Moravian episcopate. What episcopate do we want to be a part of
as American Lutherans? Do wewant to return to the Swedish L utheran episcopate in which,
| am told, about one percent of the Swedes attend worship weekly? That figure was given
to me; | do not know how accurate that is, maybe someone can correct that.

“We would like to continue to practice broad ecumenism, which does not narrow
ourselves. If weareto truly bethe bridge church of ecumenism, we do not want to narrow
ourselvesto one part of the church by which we cannot more fully connect with others. May
God blessthose of youwho find it beneficial to serve under somekind of historic episcopate,
and may God bless those who would choose rather to serve without the historic episcopate
and under the Gospel. We serve the same Christ, in whom we are one.”

Bishop Anderson asked the speakersto please stand closer to the microphones, as some
were having trouble hearing. He also explained, “1n my timekeeping, we will go to, by my
watch, 10:35 [A.M.]. So we have alittle over ten minutes left. Microphone 5.”

The Rev. John K. Stendahl [New England Synod] said, “Thank you, Bishop
Chilstro—Bishop Anderson.” Bishop Anderson interjected, “Y ou honor me.” Then Pastor
Stendahl continued, “ Some of us have been around alittletoo long, | think. But, like | guess
just about everybody here, | have been really saddened by the acrimony that has
characterized so much of thisdiscussion in our family herein thischurch. But also saddening
to me—and also angering—has been the way in which | have too often seen The Episcopal
Church characterized as hierarchal, medieval, undemocratic (or a least sometimes
undemocratic) with a mechanistic and superstitious view of ordination and ministry. If this
were The Episcopal Church that | have come to know, | find it hard to believe how some of
the opponents of this agreement can assure usthat they really love The Episcopal Church and
itstraditions, and then go on to describe it that way. | think, then, we should be in akind of
Christian enmity and either moving back from this agreement or rushing forward to give
whatever first aid that we could out of our evangelical kit.

“But thisis not The Episcopal Church that | have come to know—not generally, though
one certainly can always find examples on both sides of every fence. The Episcopal Church
that | know is one in which the preaching and pastoral care has often been resplendent with
the Gospel, and one in which so many members have a strong sense of their priestly identity
and dignity, in which bishops and priests, in spite of this threefold way of speaking about
ministry, have a more unitarian, unifying sense of the ministry of Word and Sacrament than
we often have. In fact, itisthat ministry of Word and Sacrament that is so important to them,
that very often they speak of it as having the same unifying function that we give to the
Confessions.

“But they do have this prized way of weaving the Church together, hand to hand, down
through the generations, and across the distances. And that stands as a barrier for them.
They are going away in thisCCM towards accepting that—the end of that barrier. But we are
the ones who can show how it is possible to have an evangelical.” Bishop Anderson
indicated that the speaker’s time had elapsed, and invited the next speaker to begin.

The Rev. Jaynan C. Clark Egland [Eastern W ashington-ldaho Synod] said, “I grew up
with the saying ‘ Anything worth doing is worth doing well.” And | think we can do a lot
better than this CCM document. | have heard people say that thisiskind of our last chance
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and if we do not approve this, it is 30 years wasted and we will all, like small children, pack
up our toys and walk away. | am the mother of four small children, and when my kids have
a dispute, they do not pack up their toys, first of all, and most of the time, they do not walk
away.

“Thisis not the end of the line. It isthe beginning of saying we have great theol ogians
in this church and a strong laity, and we can do better, and we can do thisin the united way.
And | trust that The Episcopal Church—and | won’t speak for them—but | trust they won't
walk away from useither. Thirty yearsto me seemslike one grain of sand in the perspective
of eternity or at least in the time of Christendom.

“So | speak in opposition now to the CCM document, not to full communion with The
Episcopal Church. | speak in opposition, not as a Lutheran, but as a Christian. | speak in
opposition not based on the Confessions, but on Scripture and on the freedom of the Gospel,
and | speak in opposition not as a follower of Martin Luther, but as a follower of Jesus
Christ. When Jesusdied, the curtainin the temple was ripped from the top to the bottom, and
there was no division left between those who should lead and those who should serve. We
are all in this together. The Holy Spirit is free and blows freely like the wind. We cannot
directit, nor assign it. It calls, gathers, enlightens, and sanctifies all of us. It doesnot call,
gather, enlighten, or sanctify bishops more purely than clergy, clergy more clearly than laity.
It calls, gathers, enlightens, and sanctifies all of us. It isworth doing, and it is worth doing
well.”

Mr. Gerhard H. Fisher [Greater Milwaukee Synod] said, “Reverend Speaker, | strongly
speak in favor of CCM. But | should also be honest. The episcopate will not necessarily
make my day. The episcopatewill have little effect on me asalay person strongly called to
issues of peace and justice in my church. There are thingsin the ELCA which | would like
changed, but | love my church. | have found our brothers and sisters who are present here
at this assembly from The Episcopal Church to be winsome and gentle, and | thank them for
that. | have astrong conviction that the Holy Spirit is calling meto witness that our unity is
paramount. | urge adoption.”

The Rev. Wallace S. Kemp [Florida-B ahamas Synod] said, “My concernwith CCM , and
| am not against episcopacy per se, isthat itis primarily concerned—and | know that is the
roadblock possibly between us and fuller union with other churches—is that it is throwing
things out of balance and we are becoming curved in upon ourselves toward the structure,
and not the mission of the Church. | do not believe there is anything wrong with our present
church structure that we cannot amend without getting into historic episcopacy, at least as
The Episcopal Church and others see that we need.

“I would like to just quote from Gustav Wingren, theologian of the Church of Sweden,
ordained in the historic episcopacy as that church has stated it and sees it. If the Word is
here, then an unbroken relation with Christ exists too-nothing is lacking. If doubting the
power of hisword, we begin to look around for an unbroken historical connection with the
Apostles, we cannot come closer to Christ who hasrisen fromthe dead. Itisnot the case that
the Christ of the past cut a channel through ages and that his power is lessened if any break
in historical continuity takes place. The message gives authority to the ministry.

“Twenty-three of 21 statements in the CCM deals with episcopacy, and a form of it
which, | do not believe, the Church of Sweden agrees with totally. | think we should put
aside CCM for a better document. Martin Luther, speaking to this grave and important
matter in 1523, in writing about the ministry in 1523, wrote: ‘In this view of the ministry,
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the so-called indelible character.” Bishop Anderson interrupted the speaker, saying, “I hate
to interrupt M artin Luther, but your time isup. We go to Microphone 9.”

Ms. Carla McGee [Florida-Bahamas Synod] said, “1 speak in favor of ‘Called to
Common Mission.” W e confess our faith with words of the Creed: ‘one, holy, catholic, and
apostolic Church.” These words need to resound in our hearts and our minds, and if we truly
believe what we say, then we must live what we believe. Bishop Anderson so very gently
and eloquently reminded us of these very issuesin our opening worship for this Churchwide
Assembly. ‘Called to Common Mission’ provides us with the opportunity to bring unity
among God'’s people. Entering this relationship with The Episcopal Church holds promise
and vision for our ministry and mission together. We have the freedom to say ‘yes to
‘Called to Common Mission’ and to uphold the joyful ness of the Kingdom, giving true hope
for anew century. Thisiswhat God callsusto do.”

Bishop Anderson drew the discussion to aclose, saying, “ Thank you. We have reached
our limit, and | want to thank all of those till at the microphone for their patience, but we do
need to observe our orders of the day. | want to—I think you all should give yourselves a
hand. This has been an excellent opportunity. | would suggest that we stand and-thereisa
white card. W hite card at Microphone 6.”

The Rev. Norman W. Wahl [Southeastern Minnesota Synod] said, “1 need to make an
apology. Bishop Isaksen has pointed out an egregious error | made in my little speech a
couple of minutes ago, in which I somehow put into opposition people who serve under the
historic episcopate and people who serve under the Gospel. | apologize for that to our
Episcopal friends, to anyone in the hall who was offended by that. | did not mean that. |
pray we are onein Christ.”

Resumption of Plenary Session Four

Bishop Anderson continued, saying, “Thank you. Please stand, and let us ssng Hymn
36, “Day by Day.” After the hymn was completed, Bishop Anderson expressed his thanks
to the assembly organist, Mr. Scott C. Weidler, and asked the assembly to be seated. “We
now proceed in plenary session of the Churchwide Assembly. Those of you who did not
have an opportunity to speak today will have another chance tomorrow morning. After
morning prayer and our Bible study, and our decision on full communion withthe Moravian
Church, we will return to this discussion.

“Atthistime, itismy privilegeto ask Dr. Addie Butler, the vice president of our church
and the chair of its Church Council, to assume the chair. Excuse me, Microphone 6.”

Bishop AndreaF. DeGroot-Nesdahl [ South Dakota Synod] said, “ Thank you. Question
about amendments to the ecumenical document we have just discussed. The deadline for
those, | understand, isthis afternoon. Could you remind usof when we would receive copies
of those amendments? None were mentioned in the course of the previous discussion as you
had invited them to be mentioned?”

Bishop Anderson responded, “Let us see if we can find out how many have comein.”
Looking to Secretary Almen, he asked how many proposed amendments had been received.
Secretary Almen indicated that none had been received, “But of course,” Bishop Anderson
continued, “the deadline has not yet arrived. Secretary Almen says they will be turned
around as quickly as possible and certainly by tomorrow morning, there will be written
copies—maybe sooner, but certainly by tomorrow morning. The lack of the numbers
certainly makes it easier to duplicate.”
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Report: Disabilities and Deaf Ministries
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section V, pages 37-48; continued in Minutes, Exhibit F.
Attheinvitation of Bishop Anderson, Vice President Addie J. Butler assumed the chair.
Chair pro tem Butler noted that part of the work of the Church Council isto carry out the
actions of the Churchwide Assembly. She referred to the report “Final Report on Ministry
With and Among Persons with Disabilities.”! She introduced the Rev. Charles S. Miller,
executive director of the Division for Church in Society (DCS), to comment on the report.
Pastor Miller said to Presiding Bishop Anderson, “Y our initiative was a gift to this church,”
because the action of the 1997 assembly and memorials from several synods moved this
church to study and to develop a plan of action in 1998. He introduced the Rev. Lisa
Thogmartin-Cleaver, director for disabilities ministries and director for deaf ministry, to
present highlights of the action plan. Pastor Cleaver identified areas of emphasis, which
included:

« lifting up the unique nature and language of deaf persons and deaf culture;

« striving to include persons with disabilities on the Church Council and on boards and
advisory committees;

« preparing a document incorporating this church’s current policies and practices
concerning persons with disabilities;

« forming a group to work with lay and ordained persons who have disabilities to assist
them in ministry and to encourage those persons with disabilities who would like
to prepare for ministry;

« raising issues of inclusiveness and providing resources for worship and education
related to this ministry;

« working with the Lutheran Y outh Organization and planning an event for youth who
are disabled prior to the coming year’ syouth gatherings in St. Louis, Missouri; and

« creating the position of director for disability ministries and deaf ministry.

Asthe newly-called director for disability ministries and deaf ministry, Pastor Cleaver
noted that she is working with an advisory committee that is assisting her in developing
synod teams that will be involved in this ministry.

Chair pro tem Butler invited questions from assembly members concerning the report
on disabilities and deaf ministries.

Mr. Robert Radtke | I [Metropolitan Chicago Synod] identified himself asa member of
the task force that developed the recommendations. He described thereport as “the end of
along and difficult journey.” Noting that heis often “frustrated,” heindicated that there is
still much discrimination against the deaf, reporting that, for example, hiswife, a college
graduate, has been unable to secure employment because she can sign but not speak.

Initiatives: Safe Haven for Children
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section IV, pages 59-63.
BACKGROUND
In 1997, Presiding Bishop H. George Anderson presented the Initiatives for a New

Century: A Call to Commitment to the 1997 Churchwide Assembly. The assembly received
the report and approved the following action with an enthusiastic vote [CA97.5.19]:

1 Thefull text of the “Final Report on Ministry With and Among Persons with Disabilities” has beenincluded in these minutes for ease of reference as
Exhibit F.
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WHEREAS, in 1993 this church began an Inquiry process to understand current trends and realities and to
examine the future mission of this church; and

WHEREAS, discussions from the Inquiry process have led, in this biennium, to the development of realistic,
focused, mission-oriented initiatives following significant listening and conversation throughout this church; and

WHEREAS, we now prepare for mission in a new century; and

WHEREAS, Presiding Bishop H. George Anderson, in his report to the 1997 Churchwide Assembly, calls the
initiatives a “churchwide call to action”; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the 1997 Churchwide Assembly affirm the “Initiatives for a New
Century: A Call to Commitment”; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the 1997 Churchwide Assembly encourage the individuals,
congregations, synods, churchwide organization, colleges, universities, seminaries, agencies,
and institutions of this church to bring these initiatives to life; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the Office of the Presiding Bishop oversee and coordinate the
implementation of these initiatives.

The Seven Initiatives

The seven initiativesfocus attention on critical areaswhere thischurch’saction now will
make the most difference for the future. The purpose of these initiativesisto strengthen the
whole ministry of our church in preparation for the challenges of the 21st century. The
initiatives do this by building on existing programs and anticipating new opportunities and
partnerships. The seven key initiatives are:

1 Deepen our worship life

I Teach the faith

T Witness to God's action in the world

I Strengthen one another in mission

T Help the children

I Connect with youth and young adults

I Develop leaders for the next century

Leadership Teams

In January 1998, Leadership Teams were organized to implement the seven Initiatives
for a New Century. Team memberswere selected from throughout this church, reflecting our
diversity and representing all three expressions of this church. Team membersresponded to
Bishop Anderson’s invitation, accepting his call to serve as catalysts to fulfill the
wide-ranging vision cast by the Initiatives document.

The bishop presented a twofold challenge to the L eadership Teams. First, each teamwas
asked to give attention to the specific “We will” action steps endorsed by the assembly.
Second, teams were asked to discover activities and projects that “bubble up” around the
Church related to their respective initiative. In addition, they were encouraged to consider
making small “seed money” grants or otherwise finding ways to support and enhance
grassroots effortson the part of congregations, clusters or conferences, synods, and related
agencies and institutions.

Staff of the churchwide organization serve as members of some of the teams.
Churchwide units provide support for the L eadership Team efforts and in some cases carry
out specific projects or emphases at the discretion of the unit executive director. Contract
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staff have been engaged for selected projects at the discretion of the L eadership Team in
consultation with the Office of the Presiding Bishop.

Inaddition to the L eadership Teamsworking in each of the seveninitiative areas, special
task forces were appointed to assist in communicating initiative-related work, providing
electronic networking support and undergirding the multi-cultural dimension of all projects
and emphases.

Budget Support

The ELCA Church Council approved a $1.5 million designated fund available for new
ministry efforts under the umbrella of the initiatives. Of that total, $150,000 or 10 percent
was allocated in 1998-99 to synods for initiative-related work in conjunction with the
Synodical Initiatives Grants program administered by the Department for Synodical
Relations. Each of the seven initiatives was funded at an initial level of $100,000. The
Office of the Presiding Bishop authorized additional allocations as Leadership Teams
developed programmatic emphases and identified specific projects. In addition, several of
the initiatives have received generous grant support from Aid Association for Lutherans
(AAL) and Lutheran Brotherhood, Inc. (LB).

Activities And Projects

Theinitial initiativesdocument as approved by the 1997 Churchwide Assembly included
a sample list of “We will” statements designed to stimulate specific activitiesin support of
each initiative. Each Leadership Team has responded to the “We will” statements with
specific plansand activities. The summary which follows of work in progressisbased on
the most recent meeting of initiative team leadersin February 1999. Many other activities,
already in place or yet to be defined, could also be added.

1. Deepen Our Worship Life

Members of thisteam seek to invite congregations, synod leaders, seminaries, and other
ministry partners to engage in conversation about worship in the Evangelical Lutheran
Churchin America. Congregationswill be encouraged to see worship as an important focus
of congregational life.

The “Deepen our worship life” team has:

1 provided a grant that helped produce Youth Can!, a leadership guide for young
people in congregations and camp settings;

provided funds for a two-year leadership program to help train ELCA and
Episcopalian musicians who serve in small congregations;

provided a grant for Chinese translations of Lutheran Book of Worship liturgies;

produced supplementary resources for sponsors and affirmers in Adult
Catechumenate programs; and

prepared printand video resourcesfor amajor proposed “ conversation on worship”
in all ELCA congregations during Lent 2000. These are to help congregations and
leadersto explore with each other what isimportant for them in worship and how
they can deepen the worship life of the congregation.
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If additional funding becomes available, a priority will be an event for worship leaders
and congregational committees to explore various aspects and varieties of worship in this
church.

Members of the Leadership Team: Paul R. Nelson, chair; Susan R. Briehl; Joseph A.
Donnella Il; Robert D. Hawkins; Marcus J. Miller; Normal Aamodt Nelson; Thomas H.
Schattauer; Richard A. Webb. Staff: Robert N. Bacher.

2. Teach theFaith

A major emphasis of thisinitiativeisto issue amultilevel, comprehensive call to ELCA
members, congregations, synods, seminaries, outdoor ministry settings, retreat and education
settings, and churchwide staff to embark on a period of focus on discipleship and faith
development.

The “Teach the faith” team has:

I designed resourcesto engage congregationsin a Call to Discipleship churchwide
emphasis that focuses on Bible study and prayer. Plansfor the emphasiswill be
reported at the 1999 Churchwide Assembly and introduced at synod assembliesin
2000. The emphasis will begin locally on rally day 2000;

embarked on major research to follow up the Search | nstitute research on practices,
attitudes, and behavior of members a decade ago;

produced a print resource, Honoring Our Neighbors' Faith; and

initiated a speakers bureau and program whereby congregations that provide
examples of effectiveteaching can become available to speak to and mentor others
(much like the current Partners in Evangelism program.)

Members of the L eadership Team: M. Wyvetta Bullock, chair; Paul J. Blom; Diane J.
Hymans; Paul E. Lutz; David Poling-Goldenne; Susan Niemi; Norene A. Smith; Richard H.
Summy; Theodore Schroeder; Carol Throntveit. Staff: Robert N. Bacher.

3. Witnessto God’s Action in the World
Thiswork for thisinitiative is divided into two parts:

A. Evangelism has been charged with linking congregationsto share new models and
strengthen evangelism skills for proclaiming the Gospel. The team haslaunched two pilot
projects and a “seeker friendly” Web page and has two additional projects under
consideration:

1 Sevensynodsareworking with aMid-sized Congregations Transfor mation Project
to help congregations of 100-300 that are “stalled” in a mid-size mode to set goals
for expanding vision and growth;

Five synods are involved in the Turn Around Congregation Project that seeks to
assist five-to-seven congregati onseach in moving from plateau or declineto growth
by focusing on being rooted in community and outreach;

Launched a new Web page described as a “ soft landing zone for people who are
seekers.” This page is outside of—but has links to—-the ELCA home page and may
be found through it at www.sharingfaith.org; and
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1 Discussed twotapeseries: acooperative project with Lutheran Menin Missionthat
focuseson men witnessing and another on evangelizing through English asasecond
language.

Members of the Leadership Team: Ronald B. Warren, chair; Richard A. M agnus; M arta

Poling-Goldenne. Staff: Michael L. Cooper-White.

B. Moral Deliberation and Public Witness. The L eadership Team for Initiative 3b also
works in two arenas: moral deliberation and public witness. The team brought together 12
consultants with experiencein facilitating moral deliberationin various settingsasafirst step
in a plan to publish and distribute (mid-1999) a congregational resource that can:

I respond to requests for assistance in dealing with tough issues,
1 help bring diverse people together to openly and respectfully deliberate, and
I provide leadership that enhances the witness of the Body of Christ in the world.

In early 2000 representatives of 20 congregations and 10 teaching theologians will be
invited to model a moral deliberation process. The team hopes that by 2001 there will be a
host of moral deliberation projects acrossthe country that have ELCA people working on a
variety of issues.

The Public Witness piece of this initiative is currently focusing on four community
renewal and job training pilot projects (Baltimore, Chicago, Los Angees, and Colton,
Oregon). These projects bring together congregations, synods, agencies, and communities.
The commitment is to work with these to their fruition and publish replicable parts of the
programs.

Members of the Leadership Team: Charles A. Miller, chair; Karen S. Parker; Paul R.
Swanson. Staff: MyrnaJ. Sheie.

4. Strengthen One Another in Mission
Initiative 4 also has two foci: asset mapping and electronic networking.

A. The Asset Mapping Leadership Team is committed to “designing a process and
methodsto assessthe resources and talents that the baptized bring to the mission and ministry
of the church.” Planning has focused around several pilot programs that will help
congregationslook at their assets and use these to strengthen ministry. Projectsin Portland,
Oregon; Milwaukee, Wisconsin; New Y ork, New Y ork; and California’s Santa ClaraValley
are currently underway. Asset mapping partnerships also are being forged for pilot projects
with ELCA Youth and Young Adult Ministries and the Division for Global Mission’s
Companion Synod Program. The L eadership Team also plansto provide support for training
churchwide staff in asset mapping techniques.

Members of the Leadership Team: Christine H. Grumm, chair; Sandra Holloway;
Hmong Ly; Glenn H. Schoonover; Kathryn Sime; Robert Sitze. Staff: MyrnaJ. Sheie.

B. The Leadership Team for Electronic Networking seeks “to create and strengthen
networkslinking congregations, synods, institutions, agencies, the churchwide organization,
and our ecumenical and global partners’ as well as to provide the support and technology
needs for the other initiative teams.

Electronic Networking has been working in three areas:

I Toolsfor electronic communication through Webforums, on line chats (e.g. Bible
studies), and including both the ELCA Web page and LutherLink service. Web
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entries began in March 1999 and a less expensive, more inviting LutherLink
transition is anticipated in early summer.

Electronically linking all ELCA congregations. During 1999 congregations will
have been provided information regarding which congregations are online (and who
usesthe connections) to move toward the goal of linking everyone in 2000.

Consideration of ways to electronically connect ELCA institutions, synods, and
agencies.

Membersof the Leadership Team: Paul Edison-Swift, chair; CharlesF. Ruthroff.; LaRue
Unglaube. Staff: Myrna J. Sheie.

5. Help the Children

The Leadership Team has created a“ Safe Haven for Children” campaign with the goal
that “all ELCA congregations will make commitments to be safe havens for all children in
their communities.”

This initiative team has focused in three primary areas and has:

I produced the Safe Haven for Children resource mailed to congregations in the
November-December 1998 Action Packet and now in its third printing. (This
resource also is available through the ELCA Web page at the address
init/safehaven/index.html); and

with Augsburg Fortress is expanding this piece as aresourceto be availablein July
1999 together with a logotype sign noting that a congregation is a Safe Haven for
Children;

In addition, this initiative called for expanding the network of ELCA schools, child
centers, and schools of this church. The EL CA exceeded its 1998 goal.

Members of the L eadership Team: Joanne Negstad, chair; Kay Bengtson; T erry Bowes;
Lori Claudio; Miriam Dumke; Mark S. Hanson; Loretta Horton; Vickie Johnson; Dan
Magnuson; Barbara Myers; John Scibilia; Shirley Teig. Staff: MyrnaJ. Sheie.

6. Connect with Youth and Y oung Adults
The youth and young adult initiative has:

I completed a successful ELCA Summit on Youth (February 5-8, 1999, in Atlanta)
which brought together nearly 800 youth and adults from avariety of networks. The
aim: to not only celebrate youth ministry in this church, but also to strengthen
partnershipsfor morefaithful and effectiveyouth ministry, increaseimpact of youth
ministry on this church's future, and foster inter-network conversation and
cooperation.

launched a separate W eb site online magazine for youth and young adults with
updates every six weeks (some daily or weekly) to include such things as Bible
study, live chats, perspectives on daily headlines, and a Names Data Base (e.g. a
person could find a servant eventin his or her areaby ZIP code, type, time, €etc. in
an information exchange)—each with links to the ELCA page through several sites.

Members of the Leadership Team: Desiree Quintana, chair; Brenda Auterman; Kelly
Chatman; Jonathan Reitz; Louise Thoreson. Staff: Myrna J. Sheie.
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7. Develop Leadersfor the Next Century

In order to encourage leadership development for church and society, the leadership
team has made available grantsto ELCA congregations, coalitions, synods, agencies, and
institutions. The projects receiving consideration are those that foster interdependence and
new partnerships; are new or expanded projects; encourage | eadership development in future
generations; and are replicable.

The Leadership Team for thisinitiative has:

! provided $57,900 for 34 projects in leadership mentoring, networking, and
immersion experiences from the 150 proposals received; and

gathered a group of leaders who “think out of the box” to discuss “What makes
good leaderstick?” It isafirst step in learning about how we can identify leaders
for the next century.

Members of the Leadership Team: Steven L. Ullestad, chair; Terry Baeder; Richard J.
Bruesehoff; Kathie Bender Schwich; Joanne Chadwick; Anthony Koppula; M ark Staples;
Gordon J. Straw. Staff: Michael J. Cooper-W hite

Adjunct Coordinating Teams

I The multicultural coordinating team assists all initiative teams in developing
multicultural projects, with membersassigned to each team. The committee seeksto support
initiative teams, working to fulfill ELCA multicultural strategies. Activities for the
multicultural coordinating team include: language translations; resource development;
community organizing; identification of ethnic community leaders; and planning for youth
and young adult cross-cultural experiences.

Members of the Multicultural Committee: Evelyn Soto, chair; Stephen P. Bouman,
consultant; Rosemary Dyson; Susan Niemi; Nelson Rivera-Garcia; Theodore Schroeder.
Staff: Robert N. Bacher.

I The communicationsteam facilitates communicating the plans, programs, strategies,
and events initiated by the initiative Leadership Teams. Members are assigned to each
initiative team and help to gather and disseminateinformation about the initiativesto ELCA
members and others through a variety of media, including press releases. The churchwide
staff person for this committee is Kurt Reichardt. The initiative communicators are:

1. Deepen our worship life: Kenneth L ongfield

2. Teach the faith: Richard Summy

3a. Witnessto God’s action in the world (Evangelism): Frederick H. Gonnerman
3b. Witnessto God’s Action in the world (Moral Deliberation): Kimberly Groninga

4. Strengthen one another in mission (Asset Mapping and Electronic Networking):
Kathleen Reed

5. Helpthechildren: BarbaraMyers
6. Connect with youth and young adults: Jonathan Reitz
7. Develop leaders for the next century: Mark Staples

In November 1998, the EL CA Church Council passed aresolution urging all bishopsto
encourage their synod newsletter and The Lutheran magazine supplement editorsto include
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grass-rootsinitiativestoriesand eventually perhapsaregular initiativescolumnin their synod
publications. Thecommitteedeveloped aninitiatives emblem available toall communicators
when highlighting the initiatives.

Activitiesin Synods and Congregations

The Initiatives are serving as areference point for planning in congregationsand synods
aswell asthe churchwide organization. Projectsand activitiesrelated to the Initiativeshave
begun in several synodsand many congregationsand will increase during the next biennium.

In 1998, the following synods received grantstotaling $75,000:

The Grand Canyon Synod received $15,000 to develop a Youth Ministry Certification
process on three interrelated levels (Director of Youth Ministry, Youth Minister, and
Y outh Peer Minister) for the synod and Region 2.

The Western North D akota, Eastern North D akota, and South Dakota Synods received
$20,000 for Hope For The Prairie, a transformational |eadership event and series of
workshopsintended to inspire and equip congregational |eadersto move churches from
institutional preservation to missional vision.

The South Dakota Synod received $3,000 to facilitate the transition from high school
to college and the integration of social, academic, and faith concerns in the lives of
college students through Lutheran Campus Ministry and Lutheran Student Movement
Ministry to High School Students.

The Southwestern Minnesota Synod received $6,000 in support of Child In Our Hands
Initiative. Two eventsand afollow-up event will be held to equip congregationsto more
effectively pass on the faith to new generations.

The Northern Great Lakes Synod received $3,800 to facilitate a process to recruit first
call candidatesto serveinthe synod’srural settings. Theyear-long processwill include
three Call to Discipleship conferences.

The Greater Milwaukee Synod received $4,000 to launch a Lay Worker Certification
Pilot project to encourage, train, and formally recognize emerging lay leaders in
Milwaukee's urban congregations.

The La Crosse Area Synod received $4,000 to conduct a week-long Youth Leadership
Lab for 30 high school students.

The West Virginia-Western Maryland Synod received $10,000 to explore and develop
appropriate models of cooperative ministry between and among Lutheran and
Presbyterian congregations in the Potomac Highlands of West Virginia. The Eastern
Panhandle Cooperative Parishes will explore possible working models for
implementation in 33 congregations.

The Caribbean Synod received $9,200 to facilitate a |eadership development process
that will address and involve Multicultural Leadersfor the Year 2000. The processwill
include an interchange and an immersion experience between Caribbean and mainland
Lutheran youth groups.

Additional grants for Initiatives-related projects and activities are scheduled to be
announced in May 1999.

In 1999, the following synods received grants totaling $89,300:
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The Northwest W ashington Synod received $4,000 to facilitate the development and
support of catechumenate ministries in congregations. This two-year process of
Growing a Catechumenal Synod will involve training of clergy and lay teams and
development of a liturgy for bringing together all the newly baptized throughout the
synod for celebration and instruction by the bishop.

The Grand Canyon Synod received $5,5000 to support Lutheran CampusMinistry Youth
Leadership Devel opmentwhich proposesto provide programsfor theyouth of the synod
with theintent of discovering youth|eadership candidates, train potential candidatesfor
youth ministry, and place them in youth ministry position in local congregations.

The synods of Region 3 received $20,000 for Mission 2000, Moving Off the Map, a
transformational |eadership event and series of workshopsintended to inspire and equip
congregational leaders to move churches from institutional preservation to missional
vision.

The Central States Synod received $10,000 to launch Resour cing for Reaching the NeXt
Generations through which the synod will create and nurture a virtual community of
evangelists to be in outreach to young adults (ages 18-32) in the synod. This virtual
community will include an interactive chat room, a resource page, and a bulletin board
of virtual open space.

The Northern Texas-Northern Louisiana Synod received $13,000 in support of
Leadership for the New Millennium. The goal of thisnew initiative isto develop leaders
for the next century through workshops and seminars for young adults and multi-ethnic
leaders.

The Northwest Synod of Wisconsin received $3,000 to host Youth Candidacy Dinners
for pastorsand high school age youth to encourage the youth to consider roster ministry.

The East-Central Synod of Wisconsin received $8,800 to facilitate cooperation and
coordination among congregationsin an overall effort to provide safe haven services for
children from birth through age 18. Among other activities, the Central City Appleton
Safe Haven for Children established an emergency fund for children.

The New England Synod received $1,000 in support of Call to Discipleship, Readiness
Phase, aretreat for 10-15 key leaders whose goal was to draft a synod-wide emphasis
in support of the “Teach the Faith” initiative.

The Slovak Zion Synod received $6,000 to provide scholarship assistance for
congregational members to participate in Evangelism Training for the purposes of
assisting members to identify more effectively and reach out to the unchurched and to
increase community awareness of Slovak Zion congregations.

The Allegheny Synod received $10,000 in support of athree-year process for equipping
leaders to transform congregationsinto effective missional communities of faith. The
Path to Missional Effectivenessprocesswill consist of teachingthe marks of amissional
community, providing toolsand resourcesto equip leadersin the use of information, and
providing ongoing support and encouragement for leaders in transforming
congregations.

The Florida-Bahamas Synod received $8,000 to institutionalize a Academy for
Congregational Leadership as a systemic intervention to empower rostered and
congregational leadership in dealing with challenges of ministry and missionin the 21st
century.
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RECOMMENDATION OF THE
CHURCH CouNcCIL

WHEREAS, Jesus modeled a concern for children when he said, “Let thelittle children come to me, and do not
stop them; for it is to such as these that the kingdom of God belongs” (M ark 10:14, NRSV);

WHEREAS, more than 14 million children under age 18 and five million under age six inthe U.S. live in poverty,
a deplorable condition made more severe by reductions in public assistance (U.S. Bureau of Census, unpublished
data, M arch 1998);

WHEREAS, 4.2 million children experience severe to moderate hunger (U.S. Department of Agriculture);

WHEREAS, 11.3 million children through age 18 have no health insurance (Children’s Defense Fund, 1997
census data);

WHEREAS, homelessness hasincreased disproportionately among children (study of the National Coalition for
the Homeless);

WHEREAS, every day more than three children die as aresult of abuse or neglect (Nationa Committeeto Prevent
Child Abuse, 1996 survey); and

WHEREAS, an average of 14 children die each day from gunfire (Children’s D efense Fund); therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the 1999 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in Americaurge congregationsto work toward a Christ-centered, positive environment for
children in families, congregations, and communities, and

1. pray for the well-being of all children, butin particular for the poorest and most at
risk;
declare our congregations as “ safe havens” for all children;

develop creative programs to meet the needs of children in the congregation and
community with special emphasis on those who are hungry, homeless, abused,
lonely, and subject to violence;

4. advocatein collaboration with advocacy offices of this church in support of public
policy that advances the well-being of children and their families and in opposition
to policies that harm them; and

5. work collaboratively with other congregations, Lutheran social ministry
organizations, and groups that strive to help children thrive.

Chair pro tem Butler announced that the assembly would hear reports from the two
Initiatives for a New Century that include a churchwide focus, and indicated that an update
on all the initiatives was printed in Section IV of the 1999 Pre-Assembly Report. She
introduced thefirst report, on Safe Havens for Children, saying that congregations would be
urged to become Safe Havens and seek to learn about the challenges facing childrenin their
own communities. “Itisnot just childrenthat need our help,” she asserted, “ but that children
help usto see God’ sdetermination to overcome all the evilsthat threaten or harm human life.
In the report that follows, we will learn more about the creative ways congregations are and
continue to be Safe Havens.”

Assembly members also were directed to an opportunity to see a Safe Haven in action
in Hall B throughout the assembly. At this exhibit, children created world hunger bowls,
participated in music, arts, and crafts, and heard stories read aloud by Church Council
members, bishops, and other volunteers.

Shewelcomed M s. Joanne Negstad, president of Lutheran Servicesin Americaand chair
of the “Help the Children ‘ Safe Haven’ Initiative,” who would present information on ways
that congregations are bringing theinitiativeto life. She also introduced members of the task
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force for thisinitiative, who were standing at floor microphones to help present the report.
They were Ms. Kay S. Bengston, Ms. Lori Claudio, Bishop Mark S. Hanson, Ms. Barbara
Myers, Mr. John J. Scibilia, and Ms. Lita Brusick Johnson.

Ms. Negstad addressed the assembly by first recalling recent newspaper headlines
reporting shootings at Columbine High School and a California Day Care facility. She
recalled Presiding Bishop H. George Andersonintroducing the“ Help the Children I nitiative”
to the 1997 Churchwide Assembly by saying, “ The social upheavals of our time and the
growing gap between rich and poor have been especially damaging to the lives of children
and families. Aswe preparefor anew millennium, we must assure the youngest and the most
vulnerable members of our world that they have a future.”

Here are just afew of the ways that ELCA congregations and synods are bringing “Help
the Children” Initiative to life, and are turning “We will” statements of the Initiative into
vibrant realities: “We will” call on every congregation of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in America to declare itself a Safe Haven for children and youth. “We will” help the
children. Then, with the task force members, she narrated a brief videotape with the
following information.

“We often hear the painful question, ‘There are so many problems facing so many
children and their familiestoday, what can just one person do?’ One caring adult just might
beall it takesto make a differencein achild’slife. A study by Search I nstitute demonstrates
that having even one positive relationship with a non-parent adult can make a amazing
differencein achild’s social, moral, and academic development and self-esteem. The power
of one tutoring program is a mission of St. James Lutheran Church in Crystal, Minnesota.
The program was developed in conjunction with the four-school arealearning center aspart
of the healthy community’ s-healthy youth initiative underway in the school district. Adult
volunteers are paired with second or third grade children who are struggling academically,
and who have been chosen to participate in the program. M embers of St. James are deeply
committed to this ministry in their community, connecting one adult with one child, and
helping children, one relationship at a time.

“‘We will” ask the 11,000 congregations Safe Havens to build upon their assets and
resources within the context of their local communities as they provide support and nurture
to children, their families, and caregivers. ‘Wewill’ help the children. There isa Safe Haven
inHarrisburg, Pennsylvania. The St. Barnabas Center for Ministry isajoint ministry venture
between the L ower Susquehanna Synod, the Episcopal Diocese of Central Pennsylvania, and
St. Paul Episcopal Church, apredominantly African-American congregation in the city of
Harrisburg. At the St. Barnabas Center, a Summer Rainbow program offers an eight-week
full day camp for children who have completed grades four, five, and six. Through
interviewswith neighborhood parentsand caregivers, atask force determinedtherewasarea
need for aprogram that would provide full day care for those children who were too old for
a babysitter, but too young to be alone. While counselors provide day-to-day supervision,
volunteers are a necessary link in the program. Volunteers from neighboring ELCA
congregations provide meals and snacks, and |lead activities, providing a Safe Haven for the
children who reside in the neighborhood around the St. Barnabas Center as an ongoing
process. As new programs emerge, the Center sees its ministry as a way of continually
reaching out to those children from broken streets and broken homes—children who livein
aworld torn by the social upheavals of poverty and change.

“*We will” redouble our efforts to aid children, youth, and young adults at risk for
racism, hunger, violence, and poverty, both at home and throughout the world. ‘We will’
help the children.
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“Over the last three decades, the United States has become a far richer nation, but its
children are remaining poor. Child poverty has risen rapidly, including among children in
working families. One in five children in this country livesin poverty.

“There is a Safe Haven for children in San Bernardino, California. Here is a story
written by an eight-year-old girl named Marissa. Marissa lives in the central city of San
Bernardino.

“*One day therewas alittle rat who did not have amom and dad. And he was very
sad because he was very hungry, and no one believed that he was hungry. He was
even more sad because he did not have money to buy cheese, and thatiswhy hewas
really, really sad. One day he died because of sadness, coldness, and hunger, and
also because he did not have his parents’ love.’

“Many children in the central city of San Bernardino go home to struggling
families—peoplewithout much money and food, peoplewith drug problems, peoplewith gang
tiesand prisonrecords. Seeing the need, five congregationsin the SanBernardino areacame
together to revivethe presence of the Lutheran church in the central city. With support from
the Pacifica Synod and the EL CA Division for Outreach, Central City Lutheran Mission was
developed. The parishiscommitted to creating aleadership development program for youth
and to providing a Safe Haven for children in an area that has been impacted by poverty. In
cooperation with a Jobs for Y outh program, teenage youth receivetraining and pay to tutor
younger children at the mission. M any of the teenagers are homeless and most can barely
read or write. Yet, when they are entrusted to teach young children, the teens are highly
motivated toimprovetheir ownbasic skills. Asaresult, teenagers have meaningful work and
a sense of responsibility while helping to educate the little ones. All of the children receive
hot meals, snacks, help, love, and caring.

“*‘We will' expand by at least 50 per year our network of pre-schools and day schools
which often serve asislands of hope. ‘We will’ help the children.

“Since the adoption of the Help the Children Initiative at the 1997 Churchwide
Assembly, 113 congregations have opened new early childhood education centers, pre-
schools, and child care centers, as well as elementary schools. That brings the total of
Lutheran schools to ailmost 2,300. Everyone of these Safe Havens for childrenis an island
of hope in the community.

“*Wewill" advocatewith the government for public measuresthat support thewell-being
of children. ‘We will’ help the children. There is a Safe Haven for children in Truckee,
California. Once amonth, the members of Truckee L utheran-Presbyterian Church taketime
out from their coffee hour conversations to write letters to Senator Diane Feinstein
concerning WIC funding. WIC isthe special supplementary nutrition program for women,
infants, and children. Advocacy letter writing for poor and hungry people, especially
children, is avital part of the life of thisjoint L utheran-Presbyterian mission congregation
inthe Sierra Pacific Synod. Using the gift of their citizenship for those who may not beable
to help themselves has been something that this congregation has embraced and does with
excitement and enthusiasm. One 88-year-old member writes regularly.

“‘“We will” advocate for and support our church’s efforts to meet the basic needs of
children through social ministry organizations as they provide adoption, counseling, and
caring services for children, and through the World Hunger program, which carries our
concerns for children throughout the world. ‘We will’ help the children.
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“Thereis aSafe Haven for childrenin Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. The commitment to
be a Safe Haven for children has generated new energy, fresh ideas for the mission of Christ
AscensionLutheran Church, which hasworship communitiesinthe Mount Airy and Chestnut
Hill sections of Philadelphia. The congregation took formal action at its 1999 annual
meeting, affirming the congregation’s covenant with children. Inter-generationa relationships,
and education activities have been stepped up. The child care center, which already provides
care for 65 children, is expanding to accommodate six more infants. Children in the global
scene have not been forgotten. Members of the congregation are advocating that the United
States sign the Ottawa T reaty to ban land mines that kill and maim children as they play in
fields and open areas which have been mined in Asia, Africa, and Europe. During Lent,
children and adults collected funds for the World Hunger Appeal, engaging in advocacy
effortswith public representatives at all levels of government to urge that laws be enacted,
resources expanded, and other public measuresimplemented. To support the well-being of
children has been an important part of this congregation's Safe Haven project. The
congregation membersreactto the Safe Haven project enthusiastically, saying, ‘ Thisisaway
for the congregation to make a commitment to the needs of children in the community. We
are able to communicate with them about what is safe and what feels safe.’” Itis good to let
children know that God cares for their safety.

“There is much work for us to do as we strive to provide programs and places where
children can flourish. There are many more stories to tell. The signs of hope are clear and
bright. Children are not just the future in the world; children are very much the present.
They do not just receive from us; they give to us.

“Children at the model Safe Haven at this assembly are decorating hunger bowlsasthey
learn about hunger at home and throughout the world. And they will be inviting you to give
by rolling the Board of Pensions’ pink W orld Hunger piggy bank among us today.

“We invite you to come to the Safe Haven—thanks to those wonderful Colorado
volunteers. | invite the Safe Haven children to join me on this corner of the stage. At the
Safe Haven, you will experience the joy of children. Y ou can exchange your coupons for a
Puffkin®. You can receive a packet that will help your congregation in its journey with
children.

“Y ou may have met Terry Bowes at the Safe Haven—our coordinator for the Safe Haven
project. | want to thank Terry Bowesfor her creative, passionate, energetic leadershipinthis
Initiative. These children are very patient because they thought they’ d be on stage about half
an hour ago. Little Eric and Andrew are three years old, and they’re looking for Mom, |
believe.

“Bishop Anderson, we ask you to join us with the children. Y ou gave this church and
theworld a great gift when you proposed this I nitiative. Now thechildren have a gift for you
in response. Amy Jean, here in the blue; Justin in the yellow shirt, and his little sister,
Rachel; their hands are on this stole for Bishop Anderson. Now the children want to thank
Bishop A nderson.”

Bishop Anderson returned to the platform so the children could place their stole around
his neck.

Chair pro tem Butler thanked the task force members for their report, and asked
Secretary Almen to introduce the text of the recommended action. Seeing no one at the
microphones for discussion, Ms. Butler instructed the assembly to cast its vote.
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ASSEMBLY

ACTION Yes-902; No-4

CA99.03.03 W HEREAS, Jesusmodeled a concern for children when he said, “Let the
little children come to me, and do not stop them; for it isto such asthese that
the kingdom of God belongs” (Mark 10:14, NRSV);

W HEREAS, more than 14 million children under age 18 and five million
under age six in the U.S. live in poverty, a deplorable condition made more
severeby reductionsin public assistance (U.S. Bureau of Census, unpublished
data, M arch 1998);

W HEREAS, 4.2 million children experience severe to moderate hunger
(U.S. Department of Agriculture);

WHEREAS, 11.3 million children through age 18 have no health insurance
(Children’s Defense Fund, 1997 census data);

WHEREAS homelessnesshasincreased disproportionately amongchildren
(study of the National Coalition for the Homeless);

W HEREAS, every day morethan threechildren dieasaresult of abuse or
neglect (National Committee to Prevent Child Abuse, 1996 survey); and

WHEREAS, an average of 14 children die each day from gunfire
(Children’s Defense Fund); therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the 1999 Churchwide Assembly of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America urge congregations
to work toward a Christ-centered, positive environment for
children in families, congregations, and communities, and

1. prayfor thewell-being of all children, but in particular for
the poorest and most at risk;

2. declareour congregationsas” safehavens’ for all children;

3. develop creative programsto meet the needsof childrenin
thecongr egation and community with special emphasison
those who are hungry, homeless, abused, lonely, and
subject to violence;

4. advocate in collaboration with advocacy offices of this
church in support of public policy that advances the well-
being of children and their families and in opposition to
policiesthat harm them; and

5. work collaboratively with other congregations, Lutheran
social ministry organizations, and groups that strive to
help children thrive.

2000 Congregations Program
References: Additional discussion on Minutes, page 483.

Chair pro tem Butler told assembly members they had an opportunity to peer into the
new millennium and catch a vision of starting new congregations. “The Division for
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Outreach has some exciting new ideas, based on historical patterns that will be familiar to
each of us, she said beforeintroducing theRev. Richard A. M agnus, executive director of the
Division for Outreach, and two members of his staff, the Rev. Robert S. Hoyt, director for
program and new congregations, and the Rev. Kathie Bender Schwich, director for leadership
for outreach ministries, to report on the “2000 Congregations’ program.

The report was preceded by a short videotape overview of the program, after which
Pastor Magnus described the program asan incredible opportunity. He described theUnited
Statesas one of the world’ s largest mission fields, with as many as 120 million people “who
are not actively involved in a relationship with Jesus Christ.” He asserted that the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America has been gifted with the process of developing
congregationsthat work, and with staff that coach and mentor new congregati ons to become
significant centersfor God’s mission. “We also have arich history of congregations, which
have, over their histories, started many new congregations. Now we have the opportunity to
put these two gifts together,” to strengthen and multiply the number of new congregations
that are developed, and the number of people who will become disciples of Jesus Christ.

“Staff in the Division for Outreach believe that, over a short period of time and with the
cooperation of synods and congregations, the number of new congregation starts can be more
than doubled than has been possible thus far in the life of this church. Itis hoped that this
will move this church to one that is both growing in numbers and involvement in God’s
mission each year.” Pastor M agnus described how the program will work, saying, “As we
have done in the past, we will work with our field staff, synod mission or outreach
committees, and now increasingly with congregations, to increase thiswork. Through the
field staff and synod committees, we will invite congregations to identify the field that they
would like to reach out to, whether nearby or far away across the country; identify the best
timing for that outreach; identify the process for raising the funds to do the outreach, and the
process to identify support and encourage one of their own members to moveinto ministry.
Only with increased recruitment of ministry leadership, both lay and ordained, will we be
able to meet the goals of this program.”

Pastor M agnus expressed confidence that congregations will want to do thiswork, and
that as congregations become more directly involved in the work, more members of the
Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americawill want to be involved in ministry. “We believe
we are called to thiswork,” he said, “and we believe that, as a church, we have the capacity
to raise our new congregational development activity so that over the next 20 years, we can
begin 2,000 new congregations.” With the churchwide partners described above, the
Division for Outreach will train staff and synod committees for this work during the next
several months. He invited voting members to prayerfully consider how they, their
congregations, and their synods, can work with the division as partners, deeply committed
to extending what has already been done, “so that we enter the new millennium committed
and prepared to provide through new and growing congregations the gift of the Gospel of
Jesus Christin diverse, colorful mission communities of Jesus Christ. Thanksin advancefor
your prayers and your partnership.”

Chair pro temButler expressed her thanks to Pastor Magnus. Shethenreturned the chair
back to Bishop Anderson. Bishop Anderson expressed his support for the “2000
Congregations” program, saying, “| think thisideaof wedding local congregational initiative
with the experience of the Division for Outreach is areally powerful combination.”
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Report of the Memorials Committee

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section VI, pages 1-65 (Section |, pages 7,17-18,28); continued
on Minutes, pages 274, 285, 492, 553.

Bishop Anderson called upon Mr. Carlos Pefia and M s. Beverly A. Peterson, co-chairs
of the M emorials Committee, to introduce a number of the memorials forwarded from the
1998 and 1999 synodical assembliesand to note how these memorials would be presented.
Mr. Pefiasaid that the MemorialsCommittee had grouped similar memorialsinto categories.
He called attention to the 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section VI, page 1, and indicated
which categories would be considered separately and which would be considered en bloc.
Healso identified four categories of memorialsthat members of the assembly had requested
be removed from en bloc consideration. These are Category 1a on “Called to Common
Mission,” Category 9 on abortion, Category 18a on non-rostered clergy, and Category 20
on the ordination of non-celibate gay and leshian persons. He announced that there also was
an additional synodical memorial for Category 13 printed in the 1999 Pre-Assembly Report,
Section VIII, on page 32. He noted that this memorial was inadvertently omitted from the
published report of the committee’s work.

Bishop Anderson indicated that there was time available to deal with several
recommendations from the committee.

Category 24: Use of Lutheran World Relief Coffee
Reference: 1999 Pre -Assembly Report, Section VI, page 65.
A. La Crosse Area Synod (5L) [1999 Mem orial]
WHEREAS, Lutheran congregations practice ministries of hospitality and carein agreat variety of waysandwith
many people, and these ministries often include the sharing of food and coffee fellowship; and

WHEREAS, coffee purchased through traditional sources is marketed through trade structures which do not
adequately reimburse the grower, or provide sufficient protection to the natural environment; and

WHEREAS, Lutheran World Relief/Equal Exchange coffee guaranteesafair pricetothe coffeegrower, isahigh-
quality, delicious beverage that coffee drinkers enjoy, and returns a percentage of the purchase price to support the
hunger relief work of LW R, therefore be it

RESOLVED, that the La Crosse Area Synod of the ELCA encourage its 80 member
congregations to make the change from purchasing publicly traded coffee to purchasing
Lutheran World Relief coffee, both for congregational use and for purchase by church
members; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the voting members of the La Crosse Area Synod’s 1999 assembly
memorialize the EL CA to adopt this resolution when it meetsin its Churchwide Assembly
in 1999.

BACKGROUND

Coffeeisone of the most heavily traded commaoditiesin the world. Y et coffee growers,
estimated to be some 20 million peoplein countries near the equator, often struggle to make
asimple living.

Lutheran World Relief’s coffee project is one effort to address the poverty of coffee
growers. This project is undertaken through partnership with Equal Exchange, a worker-
owned fair trade organization. Theproject isan opportunity for consumersto makeapositive
difference for small farmersin aglobal economy.
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Congregationsthat participateinthe L utheran World Relief Equal Exchange project may
build awareness of the global economy, the challenges faced by small farmers, and the
complex issues entailed in economic justice. They also provided to support small farmers
in building a sustainable future.

The Evangelical Lutheran Church in America's commitment to corporate social
responsibility also beckonstheindividual members of this churchto seek ways as consumers
and sharehol dersto encourage and advocate for just practicesin corporationswhich own and
manage coffee production and trade worldwide.

Mr. Pefia directed the assembly to page 65 of Section VI in the 1999 Pre-Assembly
Report to review the original memorial of the La Crosse Area Synod, the background
information, and the recommendation of the Memorials Committee. He then introduced the
recommendation of the Memorials Committee.

MOVED;

SECONDED: To affirm the concern of the La Crosse Area Synod for small coffee
farmers and support fair trade practices that provide a just return for their
labor; and

To encourage ELCA congregations and individuals to learn about the
Lutheran World Relief Coffee Project, support it by purchasing Equal
Exchange Coffee for use in churches and homes, and use the participation in
this project to discuss issues of economic life.

The Rev. Natanael F. Lizarazo [ Southeastern Minnesota Synod] rose to speak in support
of the motion, saying, “I come from the country of Colombia, and | know from experience
the [impact the] Lutheran church hasin the areawhere the earthquake hit last January. That
was the coffee region of Colombia, so | strongly support this project because it will benefit
people from all over the world where the coffee isbeing produced, so | also strongly support
that, besides enjoying good coffee from whatever place in thisworld. The opportunity will
be used to really discuss theissuesthat lie behind the injusti ces for my country of Colombia,
and | know that Lutheran World Relief is connected to some places in Colombia. It will
bring livelihood and sustainability for those small farmers.”

Ms. Clare I ntress[ Rocky M ountain Synod] spokeinfavor of the motion, saying, “| think
thisisawonderful resolution. And for environmental awareness, | hope and encourage these
farmers that we are getting their Equal Exchange Coffee from, that they consider growing
shade-grown coffee, which is much gentler on the environment of the tropical areas.”

Ms. Shirley Gangstad [Southeastern Minnesota Synod] asked, “How do we in a small
town in southeastern M innesota get this coffee?” Bishop Anderson invited aresponse from
the Division for Church in Society. The Rev. William E. Saunders[Southern Ohio Synod]
responded, “1 assume you can do it with this paper that is available over at the Augsburg
Fortress display. Take some of these home and we can all share these with our
congregations.”
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ASSEMBLY
ACTION Yes-934; No-22

CA99.03.04 To affirm the concern of the La Crosse Area Synod for
small coffee farmers and support fair trade practices that
provideajust return for their labor; and

ToencourageEL CA congregationsandindividualstolearn
about theLutheran World Relief CoffeeProject, support it by
purchasing Equal Exchange Coffee for use in churches and
homes, and use the participation in this project to discuss
issues of economic life.

Category 2b: Youth Violence
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section VI, pages 29-30.
A. Northwestern Pennsylvania Synod (8A) [1999 Memorial]

WHEREAS Jesus Himself showed us theimportance of children to the Kingdom of God when He said, “L et the
little children come to me; do not stop them; for it is to such as these that the kingdom of God belongs” (Mark 10:14
NRSV); and

WHEREAS Old Testament scriptures attest to the wisdom of proper instruction for children for it is written,
“Train children in the right way, and when old, they will not stray” (Proverbs 22:6 NRSV); and

WHEREAS the Lutheran Church has historically stood up for truth in spite of official disagreement starting with
the Reformation itself; therefore be it

RESOLVED, that the Northwestern Pennsylvania Synod memorialize the 1999
Churchwide Assembly to establish a commission composed of both clergy and laity for the
purpose of studying and reporting, no later than the churchwide assembly in 2001, on
positivewaysthatwe asindividual s, congregations, and society at |arge may effectively work
to eliminate youth violence.

BACKGROUND

In the wider society, as well as within the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America,
much attention and study has already been given to what can be done to eliminateviolence,
especially among youth. In 1994 an EL CA Message on “Community Violence” was adopted,
which among other things called for initiatives that “stem the proliferation of guns in our
streets, schools, and homes; counter the ‘culture of violence' that pervades our national
culture and media; build strong anti-violence coalitions in our neighborhoods and
communities; develop peer mediation skills in the schools, and protect our youth from the
epidemic of violence through equitable law enforcement, and the promotion of education,
social programs, anti-drug programs, and real job opportunities.”

In 1997 ELCA Youth Ministries produced a retreat planning resource, “Beyond
Violence: Empowering Y outh to Make a Difference.”

A commission to study and report on how we may effectively work to eliminate youth
violence would likely repeat what hasalready been done through EL CA auspices, aswell as
the many studies this issue is currently generating in the wider society. Furthermore,
establishing such a commission would require the churchwide assembly to authorize new
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spending for such a purpose. Therefore, rather than such a commission, members and
congregations could be encouraged to draw upon the resources that have already been
developed, and to work with othersto address causal factorsin their own localities, including
the economic factors addressed in the proposed ELCA social statement, “Sufficient,
Sustainable Livelihood for All” and in the background study, “Give Us This Day Our Daily
Bread.”

Mr. Pefiaintroduced therecommendation of the M emorials Committee concerning youth
violence.

MOVED;

SECONDED: To thank the Northwestern Pennsylvania Synod for raising before us the
grave social concern of youth violence;

To express the deep concern of this Churchwide Assembly of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America for the youth of our world,
“especially those at risk from racism, sexism, hunger, violence, drugs, and
poverty, including those who are in prison” (Initiatives For a New Century,
“Youth and Y oung Adults”);

To acknowledge the ongoing work of ELCA churchwide units, synods,
congregations, agencies and institutions, and parachurch organizationswhich
support young people, promote healthy asset-building activities and
relationships, address those issues which place youth at risk, and advocate for
young people;

To refer this request to the Division for Congregational Ministries, the
Division for Church in Society, the Lutheran Y outh Organization, and other
units, to assess current resources available and develop other appropriate
responses that deal with the core issues of violence; and

To encourage individuals, families, Lutheran youth organizations, and
congregations of this church to utilize existing ELCA resources to support a
study leading to local initiatives.

Bishop Paull E. Spring [Northwestern Pennsylvania Synod] indicated that the original
memorial had been adopted by his synodical assembly. He spoke in favor of the
recommended action before the house, saying that it fulfills the intent of the synodical
memorial in an appropriate way.

The Rev. Darlene B. Muschett [Upstate New York Synod] moved to amend the
resolution by adding the word “abuse” in linefour. Mr. Pefia indicated that this would be
considered by the Memorials Committee to be a friendly amendment. Bishop Anderson
noted that, if the word “abuse” was added, the reference to “Initiatives For a New Century,
‘Youth and Young Adults” should be deleted since this clause would no longer be a
quotation from that source.
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MOVED;
SECONDED; Yes - 887, No - 91

CARRIED: To insert the word “abuse” in line four between “violence” and
“drugs’ and to delete the reference to Initiatives for a New Century,
“Youth and Young Adults.”

The Rev. Peter A. Pettit [PacificaSynod] roseto speak in favor of the amended motion,
“especialy in light of the renewed appearance of symbols of hatred and separatism at
Columbine High School asthe high school reopened thisweek. | would hope that those who
are directed among our churchwide agencies to explore resources for combating violence
that, in addition to therootsof violence which are mentioned in the motion, they also would
give very specific attention to those groups within our society which teach and promulgate
and encourage violence among and by our young people. | do not propose an amendment,
but ask that those who work under thisresolution give specific attention to those groups and
ways in which we can oppose them.”

Mr. Wesley R. Johnson [Eastern Washington-ldaho Synod] spoke in favor of the
amended motion, and expressed concern about the time element. The memorial of the
Northeastern Pennsylvania Synod called for areport on possible responses, to be presented
to the 2001 Churchwide Assembly. He indicated that congregations should be encouraged
to immediately implement ideas to combat violence and not wait until a study has been
completed. Bishop Anderson reassured him that the action before the house, if adopted,
would be implemented immediately.

ASSEMBLY
AcTION Yes - 976; No - 6
CA99.03.05 Tothank theNorthwester n PennsylvaniaSynod for raising

before us the grave social concern of youth violence

Toexpressthedeep concern of this Chur chwide Assembly
of the Evangelical L utheran Churchin Americafor theyouth
of our world, especially those at risk from racism, sexism,
hunger, violence, abuse, drugs, and poverty, including those
who arein prison;

To acknowledge the ongoing wor k of EL CA churchwide
units, synods, congregations, agencies and institutions, and
parachurch organizations which support young people,
promote healthy asset-building activities and relationships,
addressthose issues which place youth at risk;

To refer this request to the Division for Congregational
Ministries, the Division for Church in Society, the Lutheran
Youth Organization, and other units, to assess current
resour ces available and develop other appropriate responses
that deal with the coreissuesof violence; and
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To encourage individuals, families, Lutheran youth
organizations, and congregations of this church to utilize
existing EL CA resources to support a study leading to local
initiatives.

Category 6a: Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign
Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section VI, pages 37-40; continued on Minutes, page 274.
A. Eastern North Dakota Synod (3B) [1999 Memorial]

WHEREAS, at the 1998 Eastern North Dakota Synod Assembly in Jamestown a resolution was passed
encouraging all congregations of the Synod to study the issues involved in the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign, which
is part of aworldwide movement to cancel the crushing international debt of the poorest countries by theyear 2000;
and

WHEREAS, Jubilee 2000: USA Education Packets were distributed last September to all pastors of the Eastern
North Dakota Synod; and

WHEREAS, the congregations of the Eastern North Dakota Synod have had several months to study this issue;
and

WHEREAS, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americathrough actions by the board of the Division for Church
in Society and by the ELCA Church Council, is now a participant in and supporter of the Jubilee 2000 Campaign;
and

WHEREAS, the concept of ajubilee cancellation of debt i s supported by many other churches and church leaders,
such asthe Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.), The Episcopal Church, the Lutheran World Federation, and Pope John Paul
I1; and

WHEREAS, Bread forthe World’ s 1999 Offering of Lettersis*“Proclaim Jubilee: Break theChainsof Debt,” and
the M ost Reverend A rchbishop D esmond Tutu has asked that we support this effort of Bread for the W orld; therefore
be it

RESOLVED, that the 1999 Eastern North Dakota Synod Assembly encourage
congregations and individuals to write their congressional representatives and other key
leaders (such as the heads of the International Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the
Secretary of the Treasury) in order to demonstrate support of this monumental effort to
remove one of the key obstacles to alleviating poverty and hunger in poor nations; and be it
further

RESOLVED, that the 1999 Eastern North Dakota Synod Assembly urges the 1999
Churchwide Assembly to support, by resolution, the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign.

B. Northern Texas-Northern Louisiana Synod (4D) [1999 Memorial]

WHEREAS, the year 2000, the last year of this millennium, has been designated as ayear of thanksgiving by the
United Nations and is also a Y ear of Jubilee; and

WHEREAS, theintent of a Y ear of Jubileeisto forgive the debts of the poor and “to proclaim liberty throughout
the land” (Leviticus 25:10); and

WHEREAS, enormous and burdensome debts are being borne by many, many nations of the Third W orld to the
nations of the First World, particularly the United States; and

WHEREAS, there has been raised again and again by church and religious|eaders that something be done for the
poor and that the debts of the Third World be forgiven; therefore be it

RESOLVED, thattheNorthern Texas-Northern Louisianasynod petitionthe Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Americato formally join the call for this Y ear of Jubilee and call for the
elimination of all debts of Third World nationsto the United States who have had elections
in the preceding three years.
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C. Western lowa Synod (5E) [1999 Memorial]
WHEREAS, the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign is part of aworld wide movement, active in over 60 countries,
seeking to cancel the crushing debt of impoverished countries by the new millennium; and

WHEREASthedebtserviceby poorcountriessuchasTanzaniais divertingresources from education and medical
services; and

WHEREAS the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America Division for Global Mission has endorsed the Jubilee
2000: USA Campaign; therefore be it

RESOLVED, that members of the Western lowa Synod, in keeping with the biblical
concept of the Jubilee, be alerted to the issuesinvolved and encourage the President of the
United States and members of Congress to push for dramatic action on debt cancellation for
the most impoverished countries; and

RESOLVED, that the Western lowa Synod in assembly memorialize the ELCA
Churchwide Assembly, in keeping with the biblical concept of the Jubilee, alert this Church
to the issues involved and encourage dramatic action on debt cancellation for the most
impoverished countries.

D. Northwest Synod of Wisconsin (5H) [1999 Memorial]

WHEREAS, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americajoined the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign in 1998, the
world-wide movement of faith groups and other concerned people seeking to cancel the international debts of the
poorest nations by the Year 2000, which is based on the Priestly Code of Leviticus that describes a model of
restoration in the community in which slaves are freed, land is returned to original owners, and debts are cancel ed;
and

WHEREAS, debt is a problem for the 41 most heavily indebted countries who are forced to divert scarce
government resources from basic heal th care and education to debt repayment, so that in Nicaragua, with an average
annual income of $390, each child born owes $2,000, and in the 33 poorest African nations which owe $220 billion,
debt cancellation could save the lives of 21 million children by 2000 (per Jubilee 2000: USA, 222 East Capitol St.,
NE, Washington, D.C., 20003-1036); and

WHEREAS, in previous decades, Western governments often |oaned money for political reasons to undemocratic
or corrupt governments whose |leaders squandered money on badly designed projects, military spending or personal
corruption, resulting in reschedul ed debts of unpaid principle and compounded interest far beyond their market val ue;
and

WHEREAS, the debt burden inflames social conflicts, and motivates poor countriesto lower labor standards, and
weaken enforcement of environmental standards, which are costly to the U. S. because of needed humanitarian
interventions, and by the loss of jobs and markets for U.S. goods and investments; therefore be it

RESOLVED, that the Northwest Synod of Wisconsin, ELCA, participate inthe Jubilee
2000: USA Campaign by encouraging congregations to use the resources available from the
Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign, from Bread for the World, and from the Wisconsin Council
of Churches Jubilee 2000: USA project, “Jesus, Jubilee and the Reign of God,” to study
about and pray for the needs of highly indebted countries; and be it further

RESOLVED, that congregations and members of the Northwest Synod of Wisconsin,
ELCA, be encouraged to urge membersof Congressto pass debt cancellation | egislation that
includes mechanisms to prevent recurrence of such debt, allows ordinary citizens to
participate in determining thedirection and priorities of their national economics, and ensures
that debt relief does not perpetuate poverty or environmental degradation; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the Northwest Synod of Wisconsin, ELCA, memorialize the voting
members of The Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America Churchwide Assembly, meeting
in August, 1999, to adopt and implement this resolution on a churchwide basis.

E. La Crosse Area Synod (5L) [1999 Memorial]

WHEREAS, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americajoined the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign in 1998, the
worldwide movement of faith groups and other concerned people seeking to cancel the international debts of the
poorest nations by the Y ear 2000; and
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WHEREAS the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign isbased on the Priestly Code of Leviticus 25 that describes amodel
of restoration in the community in which slaves are freed, land isreturned to original owners and debts are canceled;
and

WHEREAS, in the 41 most heavily indebted countries, such asin Nicaragua where theannual per capitaincome
is$390 and in the 33 poorest African nationswhich have atotal debt of $220 billion, governments are forced to divert
scarce resources from basic health care and education to debt repayment; and

WHEREAS, in previous decades W ester n governm ents often loaned money for political reasons to undemocratic
or corrupt governments whose leaders squandered money on badly designed projects, military spending or personal
corruption, resulting in rescheduled debtsof unpaid principal and compounded interest far beyond their market value;
and

WHEREAS, the debt burden inflames social conflicts, motivates poor countries to lower labor standards, and
weakens enforcement of environmental standards; therefore be it

RESOLVED, that the La Crosse Area Synod, participate in the Jubilee 2000: USA
Campaign by encouraging congregations to use the resources available from the Jubilee
2000: USA Campaign and from Bread for the World to study about and pray for the needs
of highly indebted countries; and be it further

RESOLVED, that congregations and members of the La Crosse Area Synod, be
encouraged to urge members of Congress to passdebt cancellation legislation that includes
mechani smsto promote social, political, and economic reform, including measuresto prevent
recurrence of such debt, to allow ordinary citizensto participatein determining thedirection
and priorities of their national economies and to ensurethat debt relief does not perpetuate
poverty or environmental degradation, and be it further

RESOLVED, that the La Crosse Area Synod, memorialize the voting members of the
Evangelical Lutheran Churchin AmericaChurchwide Assembly, in August 1999, to support
the Jubilee 2000 campaign.

F. Lower Susquehanna Synod (8D) [1999 Memorial]

WHEREAS, hundreds of millions of people live in poverty in Africa, Latin America, and Asia and continue to
struggle under a crushing burden of debt now totaling over $200 billion, debt accrued often by corrupt governments
that are no longer in power; and

WHEREAS, this debt prevents the people of the developing world from enjoying an equal share of the fruits of
the earth, prevents them from living in dignity and meeting their families’ basic needs, by siphoning away funds
needed to strengthen human capacity, weakening civil society, and inducing adownw ard spiral of economic, social,
and political decline; and

WHEREAS, many poor countries spend more on debt repayment to bilateral government creditors, multilateral
agencies such as the International Monetary Fund, and others than they do on education and health care; and

WHEREAS, repayment of the annual interest doneis often more than the country earns in export saes; and

WHEREAS, “ Jubilee” isabiblical concept for forgiving debtsand freeing slavesevery 50 years (L eviticus 25-27);
and

WHEREAS, Jubilee 2000, aworldw ide grassrootsmovement, including the Lutheran World Federation, L utheran
World Relief, and the National Council of Churches, calls for canceling the poorest countries’ debt by the year 2000,
in order to create a debt-free start for a billion people; and

WHEREAS, the Jubilee 2000 Campaign is consonant with the ELCA’s commitment as expressed in its 1999
social statement calling upon ELCA mem ber churchesto “...work with and on behalf of the poor, the powerless, and
those who suffer, using its power and influence with political and economic decision-making bodies to develop and
advocate policies that seek to advance justice, peace, and the care of creation”; and

WHEREAS, 33 of these highly indebted countries are in Africawith one of them being Tanzania, in which our
companion K onde Diocese is located; therefore be it

RESOLVED, that members of the Lower Susquehanna Synod and other synods
increasingly be informed about debt cancellation as proposed by Jubilee 2000 and include
this effort in their daily prayers; and be it further
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RESOLVED, that congregations and members of the Lower Susquehanna Synod and
other synods be encouraged to urge members of Congressto support House bill HR 1095 and
itscompanion bill inthe Senate; and be it further

RESOLVED, that petitionsbe made availableduring the 1999 Synod Assembly, in order
to allow voting members and visitorsto sign their names in support of Jubilee 2000; and be
it further

RESOLVED, that the Lower Susquehanna Synod memorialize the voting members of
the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America Churchwide Assembly, meeting in August
1999, to adopt and implement this resolution.

G. Caribbean Synod (9F) [1999 Memorial]
WHEREAS, 41 countries are defined by the World Bank as “Heavily Indebted Poor Countries” and owe over
$220 billion in foreign debts; and

WHEREAS, the main creditors are the world’ s weal thiest nations, such as theU.S., Britain, Japan, France, and
Germany. Other important creditors include the large international financial institutions like the International
Monetary Fund, the World Bank, and the InterAmerican Bank for Development which are controlled primarily by
the world’ s wealthiest nations; and

WHEREAS, each year, devel oping countries pay the West nine times morein serviceto the debt than they receive
in grants; and

WHEREAS, each person in developing countries owes about $400 to the West—much more than ayear’s wage
for many; and

WHEREAS, in order to pay foreign debts, many poor countries are being forced to direct government resources
away from health-care, education, and other vital services; and

Whereas, in 1960, theincome of the wealthiest 20 percent of the world’ s population was 30 times greater than
that of the poorest 20 percent. Today it is over 60 times greater; and

WHEREAS, Jubilee 2000 calls for the cancellation of the backlog of unpayable debt of the poorest countries.
Such a cancellation will not eradicate poverty but will remove a barrier to progress and justice; and

WHEREAS, the year 2000 could signal the beginning of dramatic improvements in health-care, education,
employment, and development for countries crippled by debt; therefore be it

RESOLVED, that the Caribbean Synod of the Evangelical L utheran Churchin America
affirm the campaign Jubilee 2000 proposal and memorialize the ELCA assembly to
encourage the 206th congress to pass specific measures to:

« write off bilateral debt owed to the U. S. government by the poorest developing
countries;

« require greater disclosure and accountability by leaders, especially multilateral
development banks such as the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund,;

« reform the official debt relief program for the “Heavily Indebted Poor Countries”
initiated by the World Bank, the InterAmerican Bank for Development, and
International Monetary Fund in 1996, so as to provide faster and deeper debt relief on
easier and more economically sustainable terms to more poor countries.

BACKGROUND

The Jubilee2000: U SA Campaign, part of aworldwidemovement to cancel the crushing
international debt of impoverished countries by the new millennium, addresses a crucial
matter that has been the focus of education and deliberationin society and in the Church. The
campaign’ sbasic orientationisconsistent withthe ELCA’s commitment, as expressed in The
Church in Society: A Lutheran Perspective:
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...this church shall...work with and on behalf of the poor, the powerless, and those
who suffer, using its power and influence with political and economic decision-
making bodies to devel op and advocate policiesthat seek to advance justice, peace,
and the care of creation.

Theinternational, ecumenical, and interfaith scope of thiscampaigniscompelling; many
of our Lutheran partner churches in impoverished countries have provided first-hand
accounts of the devastating human and environmental toll that further repayment of
overwhelming debt would involve. Furthermore, the communio understanding of the
Lutheran World Federation calls us as partner churches to stand in solidarity with them as
they struggle with issues of poverty and underdevelopment.

African countries now spend twice as much on average repaying foreign debt as on
providing health care. TheUnited Nations D evelopment Program in 1997 stated, “ Relieved
of their annual debt repayments, the severely indebted countries could use the funds for
investments that in Africa alone would save thelives of about 21 million children by 2000
and provide 90 million girls and women with access to basic education.”

The 1999 social statement on economic life expresses concern about i nternational debt
burdens:

W hen adeveloping country becomes heavily indebted, the poorest are usually
the most adversely affected. A huge share of a country’sincome must be used to
pay off debt, which may have been incurred unjustly or under corrupt rulers.
Structural adjustment programs to pay off debt typically divert funds from much
needed educational, health, and environmental efforts, and from infrastructuresfor
economic development.... We call for...reduction of overwhelming international
debt burdens in ways that do not impose further deprivations on the poor, and
cancellation of some or all debt where severeindebtednessimmobilizesa country’s
economy....

A recommendation of the Memorials Committee adopted at the 1997 Churchwide
Assembly affirmed the concern expressed in the 1996 memorial of the Minneapolis Area
Synod about the crushing debt burdens of many developing countries and the need for
comprehensive international action to assist them to move to a position of sound economic
growth and stability. At its November 1997 meeting, the ELCA Church Council approved
ELCA participation in the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign.

At its March 12-14, 1998, meeting, the board of the Division for Church in Society
affirmed the Jubilee 2000: USA Platform and further acted to receive, affirm, and transmit
to the EL CA Church Council thedivision’sreport on findings and conclusions regarding the
this church’s ongoing participation in the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign.

These actions are judged to be in accordance with the tradition established by the
predecessor church bodies of linking peace, justice, and development. Thesocial statement,
“For Peace in God’'s World” (ELCA, 1995) reminds us that we must “insist that peace and
economic justice belong together. Massive hunger and poverty, alongside abundance and
wealth, violate the bonds of our common humanity. Such economic disparities are a cause
of conflict and war and spur our effortsto build just economic relationships necessary for
peace. Justice points toward an economy ordered in ways that: respect human dignity;
provide the necessities of life; distribute goods and burdens fairly and equitably; and are
compatible with alife-sustaining ecosystem.” Although the ELCA statement, “For Peacein
God’'s World,” does not take a position on debt cancellation, it does advocate providing
“assistance with debt management” and protection for “poor nations.”

1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES PLENARY SESSION FOUR T 197



In an effort to respond faithfully to the concern expressed by the 1997 ELCA
Churchwide Assembly about the crushing debt burdens of many developing countries, the
Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Americajoined in partnership with Bread for theWorld, The
Episcopal Church, Lutheran World Relief, the U.S. Catholic Conference, the Presbyterian
Church (U.S.A.), and other members of the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign in supporting
House of Representatives (H.R.) 1095, “The Debt Relief for Poverty Reduction Act of
1999.”

Mr. Pefia introduced the recommendation of the Memorials Committee regarding the
memorial concerning the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign.

MOVED;

SECONDED: To affirm the concern for international debt reduction and the alleviation
of poverty and hunger in poor nations raised by the Eastern North Dakota
Synod, Northern Texas-Northern Louisiana Synod, Northwest Synod of
Wisconsin, LaCrosse Area Synod, Lower Susquehanna Synod, Western lowa
Synod, and the Caribbean Synod;

To express support for the work of the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign
promoting education and advocacy on international debt issues and to affirm
continued ELCA participation in the Jubilee 2000: USA Campaign; and

To transmit this action as information to the synods.

Bishop Mark B. Herbener [Northern Texas-Northern Louisiana Synod] spoke in favor
of this resolution by calling attention to the situation of his synod’s Companion Synod.
“Sierra Leone has suffered mightily. It isthe poorest nation in our world. It has suffered
terribly under civil war, asituation in which the United Nations Commissioner on Refugees
has called a situation far worse than anything in Kosovo. Y et it gains amost no attention
because itisin West Africa. Our church has acompanion church there, and we know the
suffering of those people. We have learned of the maiming of children. We have pleaded
fromour synod for a‘Marshall Plan’ for West Africa. Werecently received word from W est
Africa saying [Jubilee 2000] is probably the most commendable thing that could happen to
that world. | want to urge the passage of this resolution. | want to urge the passage of
support also for a‘Marshall Plan’ for West Africa.”

Ms. Judy Wagner St. Pierre[VirginiaSynod] said, “1 want all congregationsto be aware
that Jubilee 2000 material should have beenreceived, which outlinesHR 1095. Many people
are concerned that we are forgiving the debt without making sure that these countriesrealize
that they need to make changes in some of their economic and political processes. The
Women of the ELCA, at itstriennial convention last month, approved this plan and support
Jubilee 2000. | urge all of the voting membersto go back to your congregations and discuss
this and be advocates on behalf of therest of theworld. Thisisvery much biblically based.”

Ms. BarbaraA. Miller [Southeast Michigan Synod] rose to speak in favor of the motion,
saying, “To piggyback on what an earlier speaker said, | think this movement is really the
underpinning for development and progress in probably all of our companion synods. We
have agreed to be a companion with them. Thisisbiblically based. And it will cost useach
perhaps 33 cents, the amount of money that some people earn in a day in some of the
countries which need this relief.”
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Ms. Bonita O. Karr [Northwestern Pennsylvania] urged the assembly to adopt this
resolution. “1 am from West Africa. | was not there when the civil war broke out, but | had
to go back and get my kids. It was very bad out there. So, | know what everybody is going
through and | urge people to vote on this and make it pass.”

The Rev. John K. Stendahl [New England Synod], in addition to urging adoption of the
motion, exhorted strong follow-up action from congregations and individuals “for the sake
of our identity and calling as achurch.” Adoption of this resolution would be “a‘no’ to the
demonic sense that we are powerless against the forces and economics and markets and
finance-that we have a choice. Itisalso, importantly, a sign that we who have shown that
we can be concerned about what hands are laid on the heads of our pastors and candidates
for ordination, also care yet more passionately about theforces that pressdown on the heads
and lives of our sisters and brothers in this world.”

The Rev. Lucy A. Kolin[SierraPacific Synod] said, “I come here standing with asmall
cloud of witnesses from my own congregation, and from othersin the Sierra Pacific Synod,
who are persons who have come here from various parts of Africa. And they want you to
know that not only would passage of this memorial make a difference in their homelands, it
also would make adifferenceintheir own lives, intheir ability to have ajust and sustainable
life here, because what they are doing isto work many hours at many different jobs to send
money home-money that cannot come from anywhere else. So | urge you to vote ‘yes.””

Bishop Anderson observed that the assembly was quickly approaching the order of the
day, and that there were only apparently two more speakers at microphones. He suggested
that the assembly might, therefore, be ready to vote, but added that if others wished to speak
they should make that desire clear.

Bishop George P. Mocko [Delaware-Maryland Synod] said, “ Several of our congregations
have relationships with the congregations of Nicaragua. Itisinteresting to note how many
of these debts were incurred. Nicaragua, in 1972, suffered a devastating earthquake. The
government received loans and grantsfrom other countries for the repair of the devastation.
Many of theseloans and grantswere stuffed into the pockets of corrupt government officials,
and the people revolted against them. Many of those corrupt government officials—that
money stuffed in their pockets—fled to America where they were received as political
refugees. Now the poor of the land are required to repay the money that was stolen from
them.”

Bishop Howard E. Wennes[Grand Canyon Synod] reported, “ This spring, during Holy
Week, | had the privilege, on behalf of Lutheran World Relief, to make a pastoral visit to
Central America. We have, asachurch, learned over the yearsto do emergency relief. Then
we became quite good at doing development. The third arm of this now is what we call
advocacy, where welearn also to influence governmentsand the ways by which we can bring
the political will to help people of other nationsthat are under the great burden of debt. We
witnessed families that had lost their loved ones. They had lost their homes. They had lost
their crops, and they have the great challenge of just trying to make it through thisyear. Our
relief has been of great assistance to them, but the possibility of going back and paying debts
from the 1970s and 1980s is a burden they cannot even begin to take on. | have to say that
theU.S. ambassadorsto Nicaragua and to other Central American states have said the United
Stateshas a ready taken some tremendous|eadershipinthe encouragement of theforgiveness
of thisdebt. | am grateful for that good start, and | think our voting for thisresolution will
be a great education for us as we try to help lift this burden in other parts of the world.”
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Bishop Anderson announced that additional speakers had cometo the microphones, so
he recommended not taking a vote at this time, and continuing this discussion at the next
session, beginning with those speakers at microphones at that time.

Recess

Secretary Almen explained procedures for the day’s unit lunches and urged voting
members to attend their assigned luncheon to learn more about one of the church’s units.

Heannounced al so that the deadlinefor submitting floor nominationswould be 2:25p.m.
this day.

He said that the offering at Wednesday evening’ sserviceof Holy Communionwould be
for relief efforts on behalf of the victims of the earthquake in Turkey. He reported that
$75,000 in this church’s disaster response funds were released W ednesday morning. Funds
will be used for tents, medical supplies, clothing, and food. This church isworking through
ACT (Action by Churches Together). Baskets for offerings also would be available at the
close of Plenary Session Five.

Bishop Anderson called upon the Rev. Mario C. Miranda, a member of the Church
Council, for the closing hymn and prayer. Bishop Anderson announced at 12:05 p.Mm. that
the assembly would be in recess after worship until 2:30 p.m.
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Plenary Session Five
Wednesday, August 18, 1999
2:30 P.M. - 6:00 P.M.

The Rev. H. George Anderson, presiding bishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America, called Plenary Session Five to order at 2:32 p.M. Mountain Daylight Time,
Wednesday, August 18, 1999. He assured voting membersthat, as afollow up to the action
at the morning session, the coffee being served at meals and coffee breaks is “Equal
Exchange Coffee,” and he said that “if the usual amount of coffee is consumed during this
assembly, there will be 45,000 cups of support” for this effort.

Theme Focus: Signs of Hope

Bishop Anderson called M s. Addie J. Butler, vice president of the Evangelical L utheran
Church in America, to come forward to present another “ Sign of Hope,” this one focusing
on this church as a “gifted” church.

Report of the Secretary

Reference: 1999 Pre-Assembly Report, Section Il, pages 7-24 (Section |, page 13); Minutes Exhibit D.
Bishop Anderson stated that the first order of businessthis afternoon wasto receive the

Report of the Secretary from the Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary of the Evangelical

Lutheran Church in America, referring voting members to the appropriate pagesin the 1999

Pre-Assembly Report.

Bishop Anderson continued, “In the secretary of our churchwe have an individual who
is not smply a person who keeps track of statistics and constitutional changes. In my
working with Secretary Almen he is an invaluable resource in terms of the people of this
church. He knowsthis church, | think, better than anyone else. And if any of youarelooking
for a good way to understand this church and to know about it, | want to recommend
specifically hisbook, One Great Cloud of Witnesses. Itisagreat introduction to our church.
Secretary Almen.” The complete text of Secretary Almen's report to the Churchwide
Assembly is printed in Exhibit D.

Beginning hisreport by quoting the song of Miriam as sung in the animated movie, “The
Prince of Egypt,” Secretary Almen told of writing down the linesof that song, “ Though hope
isfrail, itishard tokill.... There can be miracleswhen you believe.” The experience caused
him to reflect deeply on this retelling of the story of the Exodus, quoting again Miriam’s
wordsfrom “The Prince of Egypt”: “We were moving mountains/Long before we knew we
could.... There can be miracles when you believe.”

While pointing out that the miraculous work of God does not depend on our faith,
Secretary Almen said, “In believing, our eyes may be opened to the miraclesthat are before
us.” He said that we see this fact demonstrated and practiced throughout the history of this
church. While shaped by our heritage, we are led forward in hope, embarking with courage
into thethird Christian millennium. “Both the past and the future shape our lifeasachurch,”
he continued. “And | can report to youthat both the past and the future also give form to my
work as secretary of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America.”
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One of the duties of the secretary is to care for the archives and official records of this
church and its predecessor church bodies, which truly are a warehouse and record of
miracles, including talesof vision, stories of courage, thehistory of |eadership, signsof hope,
and the pilgrimage of faith recounted in minutes, tapes, reports, correspondence, films, and
artifacts. Inthese stories and accounts, we find “the record of prayer and hope and courage,
and, most significant of all, we find a spirit of churchliness for the sake of the Gospel—-that
guided people in witness to Christ and in service in Christ’s name-that motivated them to
treasure and seek to understand the past, even asthey walked with confidence and hopeinto
the future.”

As an example, he pointed to the decision 25 years ago to establish the World Hunger
Appeal—an act of “vision and courage” —that has received some $200 million to fight hunger
in the world.

The archives, Secretary Almen noted, also reveal examples of shortsightedness and
selfishness, vindictiveness and vicious characterizations of people with whom other people
disagreed. The archivestell the truth, revealing “missed miracles in the grand drama of the
pilgrimage of faith.”

Because the ELCA Archives and Records Center were moved from Rosemont, Illinois,
to Elk Grove Village, lllinais, Secretary Almen said that he hasdevoted significant attention
inthelast two yearsto the archives. The new center isa 17,000-square-foot building located
20 minutes northwest of the Lutheran Center in Chicago.

At this point, a video showed a more detailed story of the archival collections of this
church as well as of the predecessor bodies of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America.

Following the video, Secretary Almen reminded the assembly that the archives are a
warehouse full of miracles, documenting the healthy and vibrant heritage of Lutheransin
North America. The collection will be simply a source of historical fascination, however,
if we refuse to learn from our experience as Lutherans in North America, for our “heritage
is broad and deep and long.” This “vibrant heritage,” he continued, is calling usto stretch
and grow, “to venture forth in mission and outreach in anew era—for the sake of the salvation
of theworld.”

Secretary Almen concluded: “There are miracles to be seen when we believe—
possibilities for faithful witnessin a new century. Will we listen? Will we learn? Will we
venture forth? Will we go with courage? Will we journey with marveloushope into anew
century? God iscalling. There are mountains yet to be moved.”

The assembly responded with applause and a standing ovation, prompting Bishop
Anderson to comment, “When | was a secretary, | never got that!”

Responsibilities

The duties and responsibilities of the secretary of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America(ELCA) arediverse and numerous (see 13.41., 13.41.01-13.42.02.,and 11.33.). A
brief summary, however, may be expressed in this way.

The Office of the Secretary shall:

1. Preparerecordsfor thischurchinasaccurate, thorough, up-to-date, useable, and
prompt a way as possible;

2. Preserve the records of this church; and
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3. Provide service and assistance to this church and others in a punctual, friendly,
and courteous manner.

That summary wasprepared by staff members of the Office of the Secretary afew years
ago as a helpful reminder of the duties and responsibilities that the constitution and bylaws
of this church assign to the secretary as an officer of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America.

In connection with each Churchwide Assembly, staff members of the Office of the
Secretary and other units must devote untiring attention to planning. In accord with the
bylaws of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, the secretary is responsible for all
arrangementsfor theassembly. Infulfilling that task, the efforts of many people arerequired.
For the gracious ways in which staff and volunteers carry out their duties to help ensure a
productive assembly, we all can be grateful.

Membership Trends

Aswelook back over the past 12 years since the constituting of the Evangelical L utheran
Churchin America, wefind that the membership statisticsfor thischurch havebeen generally
stable. That fact contrasts with the dire predictions of some church “experts’ who warned
of gigantic lossesin membership upon the formation of this church in 1987 and 1988.

In 1990, EL CA baptized membership was 5,240,739. By 1997, the most recent year
available at this point, baptized membership was 5,185,055, a decrease of 55,684 or slightly
more than one percent in that seven-year period.

We also can take alonger look to see a picture of comparable numbers over a 30-year
period from 1967 to 1997.

Although ELCA membership has remained high, some decline has been experienced.?
The decline has not been as steep as that experienced by some church bodies.®> The ELCA
record also is unlike the experience of other church bodies that report significant increases.

In 1967, the number of congregations in the ELCA’s predecessor bodies was 10,993.
In 1997) 30 years later)the ELCA had 10,889 congregations, only 104 fewer than in 1967.
The decrease was primarily the result of mergers and dissolutions.

2 In 1967, the number of congregations and members of the ELCA’s predecessor bodies were:

Congregations: 10,993
Baptized members: 5,832,392
Confirmed: 4,006,135

The numbersfor Canadaat that time have been removed from thistabulation. To account for the later Association of Evangelical Lutheran Churches 200
congregations and 91,000 baptized members and 68,000 confirmed members have been added to the combined figures for The American Lutheran Church
and the Lutheran Churchin Americain1967.

In 1997, the number of ELCA congregations and members were:

Congregations: 10,889
Baptized members: 5,185,055
Confirmed: 3,844,169

3 Inthe Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.), 1967 membership was reported at 4,229,537 and 1996 membership at 3,637,375) a decrease of 592,162, or 14
percert. The membership of The Episcopal Church decreased from 3,420,297 in 1967 to 2,536,550in 1996, adecrease of 883,747, or 25.75 percent.
That membership has stabilized inrecent years. T he United Methodig Church reported menbership in1967 & 10,289,214, while 1996 membership sood
at 8,495,378) a decreaseof 1,793,836 or 17.4 percent.

Numbers for the Assemblies of God are difficult to evaluate between 1967 and 1997 because that denomination’s definition of “member” changed.
Two comparablemembership figuresare 595,231 for 1967 and 1,419,717 for 1997) anincrease of 824,486 or 135.5percent. |n 1967, the Southern Baptist
Convention reported 11,140,486 members; in 1996, that total was 15,691,904) an increase of 40.9 percent.
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Baptized membership in 1967 was 5.8 million; in 1997, baptized membership stood at
5.2 million) a decrease of 647,337 in 30 years or about 11.1 percent.

Confirmed membership in 1967 was about four million; in 1997, ELCA congregations
reported 3.8 million confirmed members) adecline of 162,000 or 4.04 percent.* The number
of confirmed members reflects an aging trend and a decreased L utheran birth rate.

Animportant figure to bear in mind when considering offeringincomeis the communing
and contributing category. In 1997, that was reported at 2.5 million members (2,516,006).

By comparison, we note that, in 1967, The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod reported
a baptized membership of 2,847,425; in 1997, that number was 2,601,144, a decrease of
246,281, or 8.6 percent. Confirmed membership inthe LCM S, however, increased during
that 30-year period from 1,901,339 to 1,951,391, an increase of 50,052)a sign of aging
membership. |If one added the numbers lost from the LCM S as a result of the formation of
the Association of Evangelical Lutheran Churches in 1976, the LCMS confirmed
membership growth for the 30-year period would have amounted to 118,052.

Regional changesin ELCA membership are noteworthy. The heaviest concentrations
of ELCA members are found in a half moon stretching from the Dakotas and Minnesota, at
one point, around the Great Lakes into Pennsylvania and adjacent states, at the other point.
The state with the largest number of ELCA membersis Minnesota (847,348). The statewith
the greatest number of ELCA congregations is Pennsylvania (1,345).

Since 1990, EL CA membership in Minnesota increased 3.2 percent or 26,400 people.
The rate of growth, however, was less than half the percentage of increase in population of
Minnesotaduring the sameperiod (7.7%). In Pennsylvania, meanwhile, EL CA membership
decreased by seven percent or nearly 50,000 people (47,906).

The second greatest loss of membership since 1990 in numbers by state, after
Pennsylvania, was California, a state of overall population growth of more than nine percent
(9.3%). The total ELCA membership loss in California amounted to nearly nine percent
(-8.7% or a decrease of 16,821 baptized members).®

In Ohio, ELCA membership since 1990 decreased by about three percent (-2.8%) or
8,902 people, while the population of Ohio grew more than three percent (3.3%).

Although there are many communities experiencing a decrease in population, growth
also persists, including growth in areas of the Upper Midwest. The rate of that growth may
be somewhat dower than el sewhere, especially inthe W est and South. A key factor to keep
in mind in assessing the implications of population growth is the number of congregations
and members in a given area. In regions of high growth, we do not have as heavy a
concentration of ELCA congregations as in the Upper Midwest, the Midwest, and the
Northeast.

The median age of ELCA membersisestimated at 47. Compared to the U.S. population,
ELCA congregations have fewer members below 35 years of age but about the same

4 Communing membership, another indicator of active membership, in 1967 was 3,254,703 (including an alocation of 59,034 to account for the
Asociaionof Evangelical Lutheran Churches). In 1997, that number for communing membership was 2,818,308, representing adecrease of 436,395 or
13.4 percent. One needsto bear inmindthat thepatternin 1967 was pog-confirmationcommnunion. The 1997 figure, therefore, isnot directly comparable
to the 1967 number.

5 This anaysis prepared by the Department for Research and Evaluation on the basis of parochia statistics gathered by the Office of the Secretary and
population data from Claritas, Inc.
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proportions between the ages from 35 to 55 as the general population.® One-third of the
members of ELCA congregations are 55 or older. For the general population, only one-
fourth are 55 or older.” Overall in percentages, there are twice asmany EL CA members over
age 75 as in the general population.® Congregations in the ELCA have 11 percent of their
membership at age 75 or above. The percentagein the general population is almost half that
percentage at about six percent (5.8%).

Developments in the Archives

The most all-encompassing activity that an archives can undergo, moving to a new
location, took place for the ELCA Archivesin May 1999. W hile moving causes temporary
inconvenience for researchers and staff, the results for this project include a better storage
environment for the historical records and improved work arrangement for both staff and
researchers.

The need to relocate the archives, from Rosemont, Illinois, was due to the decision of
the Village of Rosemont to embark on a development project involving the entire areain
whichthearchivesresided. The search for anew site located abuilding at 321 Bonnie Lane,
Elk Grove Village, Illinois, approximately eight miles from the Lutheran Center office. The
building required extensive renovations in order to meet the needs of the program,
particularly to allow for temperature and humidity controlsin the archival storage area, as
well as adequate space for researchers, staff, exhibits, records center storage, and general
storage of materials and equipment for the Lutheran Center. The project moved on a tight
time line; a highly functional facility has emerged for the preservation and use of this
church’s archival records.

*Knubel Archives Grant and Microfilming

Among the major projects completed in the 1997-1999 biennium are the conclusion of
afederal grant project on historical records, planning for microfilmingrelated to that project,
ajoint project with the Division for Global M ission, another synodical and regional archives
meeting, and coping with and planning for the ever increasing amount of reference inquiries
received and materials transferred or donated to archival custody.

Through a grant, awarded by the U.S. National Archives, National Historical
Publications and Records Commission, a highly significant project was undertaken in July
1996 and concluded in July 1998. T hat project, to organize the significant collections of the
Helen M. Knubel Archives of Cooperative Lutheranism, addressed the organizing and
preservation of a precious collection of records from the 20th century. All of the original
650+ cubic feet of records were organized and cataloged. Further, additional materialswere
located and donated to the archives during the last year of the project.

The Knubel collection, originally founded and managed by its namesake under the
auspices of the National Lutheran Council (1918-1966), contains many of the records that

6 “A Profileof Membersof the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America,” ca. 1993, Department for Researchand Eval uation of the Evangelical L utheran
Church in America.

7 “Research Tidbits,” Department for Research and Evaluation of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Ameica

8 “Trends Affecting the Evangdicd Lutheran Church in America” Department for Research and Evauation of the Evangelicd Lutheran Churchin
America, Chicago, Illinois December 27, 1996.
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relate to the overall history and direction of Lutheranism in North America during this
century, includinginter-L utheranactivities, ecumenical dialogue, and expanded social action
both at home and abroad.

One of the goals of the Knubel Archives project was to prepare materials not only for
research, but also for selected microfilming. Fundswere set aside in 1987 at the close of the
Lutheran Council in the U.S.A. (LCUSA), former custodian of the collection, in order to
complete such filming. Of particular note, records related to Lutheran World Ministries,
whichwasthe U.S.A. National Committee of the Lutheran World Federation, are among the
records to be filmed, along with those of the LCUSA and other records of the National
Lutheran Council (1918-1966) not already filmed.

*Global Mission History Research Project

This project began October 1, 1997, with the appointment of Joyce Bowers from the
Division for Global Mission to carry out what became known as Phase 1 of the project. In
that part of the project, bibliographic information related to the history of ELCA global
missions was assembled, along with lists of missionaries. T hisinformation was released in
a preliminary paper version and will eventually be added to the ELCA World Wide Web
page in order to be accessible throughout the world and to be updated regularly. Other
activities during thisfirst year included issuing of a brochure and presentations at various
gatherings about the project as well as investigation of funding sources and some work
related to encouraging additional global mission archival materials to be donated to the
churchwide or another archives of the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin America.

Phase 2 of the project began after the board of the Division for Global Mission and the
Church Council designated and approved $150,000 from division sources for continuation
of the project. In addition to completing the remaining tasksfrom Phase 1, the other major
activity undertaken thus far was to hire a project archivist to organize and catalog the global
mission records within the churchwide archives. This work will allow the records to be
understood morefully and accessible for research and will aid inidentifying further materials
that need to be collected due to gaps in the collection or that would complement current
holdings.

sActivities and Services

In 1998, the ELCA Archives hosted a meeting of the Steering Committee of the
International Council on Archives—Religious Archives Section. The five archivists on the
committee from throughout the U.S. participated, along with one each from Germany,
Hungary, and The Netherlands. Elisabeth Wittman, archives director, is part of this
committee.

The archives continues to place a high priority on providing accurate, timely, and
courteous reference and research services. Beginning in the Summer of 1997 the staff
noticed and the annual statistics confirmed that, the archives received an increase in the
amount of electronic mail requests due to the general increases in use of the Internet. In
former years, the number of requests by phone had been the largest percentage, whereby by
the end of 1998, the requests by letter, which includes e-mail, were even with those received
by phone. Each year since the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americabegan, the demand
for reference service has increased.
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Donationsto the Archival Collections

During an average year in the first decade of the ELCA's life, donations were received
at therate of 164 cubic feet per year. In 1997 the amount was220.6 cubic feet of recordsand
papers, and 78 miscellaneous audiovisual items. In 1998, that amount increased most
dramatically to 419.7 cubic feet of records and papers, and 87 audiovisual items.

An important document related to L utheran-Roman Catholic dial ogue was donated by
the former bishop of the Lutheran Church in America, Pr. James R. Crumley Jr. That
document wasthe original letter, sent as part of an official exchange of letters, by Pope John
Paul I, on July 22, 1985.

Another unusual donation of 15 artifactswasreceived in 1997 from Augsburg Fortress,
Publishers. Asthe publishing unit’spreviousbuilding in Minneapoliswassold, variousitems
including the cornerstone, chapel altar, lectern, and wood panels, all were retained. The
building had originally been not only occupied by church’s publishing unit, but it was built
in 1953 asthe headquartersof the Evangelical Lutheran Church. Then, from 1960-1987, the
building served as the office of The American Lutheran Church. Several of these artifacts
are on display in the new archives building in Elk Grove Village.

As part of the responsibility of serving as the repository of the Knubel Archives, the
EL CA Archivescontinuesto serve several inter-L utheran organizations. Thus, whentwo of
those continuing organizations themselves began the process of relocating, significant
amounts of records were sent to the archives. Both Lutheran World Relief and Lutheran
Immigration and Refugee Service, who share offices, are relocating to Baltimore from New
Y ork City. Materialsno longer needed for current admini stration weretransferred, including
from LWR records dating from 1946-1997 and from LIRS, 1992-1995. In both cases the
bulk of the records date from the 1970s forward.

Other transfers, donations to the Knubel Archives, included records of the National
Lutheran Council’s Divison of American Missions, ¢c. 1940-1966. These records were
transferred from the manuscript collection of the University of Illinois at Chicago, and were
included in the processing of the Knubel Archivesgrant project. The offices of that division
had been located in Chicago.

Another significant component of the Knubel collection are the records of the Inter-
Lutheran Commission on Worship, which created Lutheran Book of Worship (1978). Two
participants, including the executive director of the project, Pr. Eugene Brand, donated
records. The other donor was Pr. Hans Boehringer, who served on the Liturgical Texts
Subcommittee on Initiatory Rites. The records date from the 1960s-1982.

Other inter-Lutheran records donated came from the National L utheran Association of
Scouters, 1980-1996; film production elementsfrom Lutheran Film Associates’s major film
projects, “M artin Luther” and “Joy of Bach;” the Lutheran Women's Caucus, ¢.1980s-1990s;
and files from two presidents of the Lutheran Historical Conference, ¢.1960-1971.

There also were donations of valuable personal papers. Among them were those of the
late Pr. E. Theodore Bachmann (1911-1995). The donation of his papers, completed by his
wife Mercia Brenne Bachmann, spanned his entire career, ¢.1930s-1997. In collaboration
with his wife, his last major publications were: Lutheran Churches of the World: A
Handbook (1989) and The History of the United Lutheran Church in America: 1918-1962
(1997).

Also among the personal papers received in this biennium, were those of the Rev. William
F. Schmidt Sr. (1894-1981, Papers, ¢.1910s-1960s). Pastor Schmidt had been a missionary
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pastor in the Pacific Northwest and taught at colleges and seminaries in the State of
Washington and in St. Paul and M oorhead, Minnesota. His son, Pr. William F. Schmidt Jr.,
made this donation. The 1920 diary of Pr. Michael J. Stolee (1871-1946) was transcribed
and donated by his grandson, Michael J. Stolee. The diary covers Stolee’s work as
Commissioner in France for the National Lutheran Commission for Soldiers' and Sailors'
Welfare and National Lutheran Council.

Fascinating and precious aspects of the history of Lutherans in North America are
preserved for future generations in the Archives of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
America.

Lutheran Center Library
During this biennium, the focus for the Library at the Lutheran Center has been on:

¢ responding to increased demand for research services from Lutheran Center staff and
outside patrons who reach us via e-mail or telephone;

e finding the most economical ways to access the information needed in an ever
changing arena, while eliminating our dependence on grant support; and

¢ upgrading or replacing the electronic systems needed for research and the library’s
operation.

Use of the Internet by the Lutheran Center library initially focused on gaining
information to assist churchwide office staff. That remains an important function. A home
page on the World Wide Web, however, now includes the library’s catalog in a format
appropriate for searching with aweb browser, and an e-mail address to which anyone may
direct inquiries. As a convenience to both internal and external patrons, an electronic
bookshelf is maintained, which is an extensive collection of links to full-text resources
available at http://www.elca.org/os/library.html.

The ELCA library belongs to the American Theological Library Association and the
Chicago Library System. Like most full-servicelibraries, the ELCA library isa member of
the Online Computer Library Center (OCLC) through which we share our holdings with
33,614 librariesin 67 countries, using 45 language groups, and their 684 million holdings are
made available.

The collection of books and videotapes in the Lutheran Center library has reached
12,642 through judicious purchases, giftsfrom Augsburg Fortress, Publishers, subscriptions
to all of the publications of the Lutheran World Federation, World Council of Churches, and
the Alban Institute, among others, and through gifts from individuals and units who wish to
make their material more available to themselves and to others.

In order to encourage sharing of resources and economizing on periodical subscriptions
in the churchwide office, the union list of all periodicals coming into the Lutheran Center is
posted on the Intranet, and the library subscribes to about 100 of the most commonly used
journals.

Thelibrary hasprovenitsvalueto the L utheran Center staff—saving them both time and
money—as they seek the information necessary to make decisions, develop their programs,
and maintain their level of expertisein their appointed areas. Itisproviding the same time
and cost effective service to those outside the Lutheran Center, who now have equal access
to its services.
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Records Management

Information is one of the key resources necessary for the efficient operation of any
organization. The goals of records management are rapid retrieval of accurate information,
appropriate and economical storage of information, compliance with legal or administrative
requirements for retention of data, consistency in policy governing similar kinds of records,
protection of this church’svital records, and prompt and cost effective disposal of obsolete
or extraneous records.

In keeping with the ELCA bylaws and action of the Church Council, the secretary has
responsibility for developing and administering a records management program in the
churchwide office. The Records Retention Schedule, asapproved by the Church Council in
November 1989 and revised in 1991, defines the operational, legal, fiscal, and historical
value of records, in all formats, in the churchwide office. Thisschedule chartsthelifecycle
of the records—directing the length of time each needs to be kept in the primary filing area
and defining whenand for how long they may betransferred to semi-active storagein the off-
site records center—and identifies those which should be admitted to the Archives of this
church. Supplementing the RecordsRetention Schedule, the RecordsManagement Manual,
revised in 1995, instructs staff in the appropriate procedures for handling various types of
records—financial, programmatic, personnel, legal, and electronic, to name only a few.
These manuals have been shared with several other denominations and with ingtitutions of
this church.

A database system monitors the accession, circulation, and fina disposition of records
intheLutheran Center’ soff-site Records Center. Records, which have passed their retention
date, are purged from the Records Center at the end of each fiscal year. At the end of 1997,
280 cubic feet of records were destroyed, 124 cubic feet of records were transferred to the
Archives, and 36 cubic feet were returned to active use in the unit. At the end of fiscal year
1998, 343 cubic feet of records were destroyed, 97 cubic feet were transferred to the
Archivesand 15 cubic feet of files were returned to active use.

InMarch 1996, Active Records Management: Guidelinesfor Synodsand Congregations
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America was prepared and distributed by the Office
of the Secretary. Documents produced by several departments were gathered under one
cover, including new or revised guidelines for the care of records in synodical offices and
congregations. Topics that have received attention include: the care of cash funds and
financial records, personnel records, electronic records and databases, official minutes and
reports, vital and legal records, the parish register, records related to pastora care of
parishioners, fileson persons rostered in the ELCA, and the care of archival materials. This
document wasdistributed to synodical offices, regional archivists, regional resource centers,
and—in electronic form—on the ELCA World Wide Web site and on LutherLink.

The electronic distribution of this material has generated an ongoing conversation by
e-mail with pastors and lay persons concerning these policies and the issues they raise.
Synodical offices have been encouraged to duplicate and distribute this document to
congregations. Copies also have been mailed to anyone who calls the director for records
management for that document.

Minutes and Official Documentation

The secretary is responsible for documenting and preserving the legidative history of
this church. Minutes are prepared by the secretary and staff related to the Office of the
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Secretary for: the Churchwide Assembly; the Church Council and its Executive Committee;
the Cabinet of Executives; and the Conference of Bishops. Protocol copies of the minutes
of all boards, steering committees, and advisory committees also are collected and
maintained as a permanent record, as required by churchwide bylaw 13.41.02.a.

In accord with action of the 1993 Churchwide Assembly [CA93.07.61], copies of the
published minutesof the 1997 Churchwide Assembly were distributed to itsvoting members,
synodica and regional offices, units of the churchwide organization, and libraries of the
seminaries, colleges, and universities of this church. Congregations and individuals may
order copies from Augsburg Fortress, Publishers.

Publication of the 1997 assembly minutes, 1216 pages in length, began with the
submission of the camera-ready manuscript to the printer on Ash Wednesday, February 17,
1999. Copieswere posted inthe mail during the Second W eek of Easter. Thelength of time
necessary for publication can be attributed to turnover of a staff position since the 1997
assembly, and a commitment to ensuring that a complete historical record of that assembly
would be produced.

The 1999 Y earbook of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America represented the
eleventh churchwide directory to be printed since theinception of this church. Published in
December 1998, the current edition contains 742 pages—222 pages more than the initial
1988 volume, due in part to the increasing number of congregations and rostered persons
who now have e-mail addresses to be included.

The secretary provides for the publication of the governing documents of this church.
Following adoption of various amendments by the 1997 Churchwide Assembly, a new
edition of the Constitutions, Bylaws, and Continuing Resolutions of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America was produced.

To simplify review and adaptation, the English text of the Model Constitution for
Congregationsis available not only as a booklet but also in an ASCI| text file on a3.5 inch
floppy diskette in either IBM or M acintosh formats that can be opened by most word
processors. Both the booklet and diskette can be ordered through Augsburg Fortress,
Publishers. The text of the Model Constitution for Congregations also can be downloaded
directly fromthe EL CA’sW eb site at www.elca.org/os/modelcon.html. A Spanish-language
translation of the Model Constitution for Congregations has been prepared and is available
upon request from the Office of the Secretary.

Travel and Meeting Planning

In 1998, staff helped to research sites, negotiate rates and contracts, and assist
churchwide units, regions, and other groups to coordinate the details of more than 150
meetings.

By agreement with a travel management firm, three on-site reservation agents handle
requests of travelers for the churchwide organization, always seeking the lowest available
fares at the time a reservation is made. The firm also is responsible for reviewing tickets
after they have been issued to assure that a lower fare has not become available.

The churchwide organization continues to maintain the lowest average air-ticket cost of
any organization participating in amonthly national survey of travel managers. The average
ticket price for 8,563 tickets purchased in 1998 was $291, while the national average price
was $560. T hese figuresdo not include missionary travel booked through another agency by
the Division for Global Mission.
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The chart bel ow showsthe dollar amountsfor airline tickets for Church Council, board,
committee, task force, and staff members since 1988.

Total Airfare Number of Average Savings from
Expended Tickets I ssued Ticket Cost Coach Fare

1988 $2,380,103 8,772 $288 52%

1989 $2,870,164 9,548 $301 52%

1990 $2,602,891 8,028 $325 54%

1991 $2,460,662 7,601 $324 53%

1992 $2,256,917 7,514 $301 66%

1993 $2,268,572 7,540 $301 73%

1994 $2,114,122 7,644 $276 76%

1995 $2,383,933 8,067 $295 74%

1996 $2,414,320 8,434 $286 65%

1997 $2,314,912 7,882 $294 68%

1998 $2,552,481 8,563 $291 68%
Appendix A to the
Report of the Secretary
Additions to the Roster of
Ordained Ministers 1997-1998
1997 Region/
Name City/State Admitted Date Synod
Abts, Howard E. Toledo, Ohio Received 02/01/1997 6D

from the United Methodist Church

Aden, Charles R. Lake Elsinore, Calif. Ordained 06/29/1997 2C
Albers, Dwight D. Mott, N.D. Ordained 06/01/1997 3A
Albers, Joel D. Naperville, I11. Ordained 08/31/1997 5B
Anderson, Eugene A. Sherwood, N.D. Ordained 06/27/1997 3A
Anderson, Karri L. Maple Grove, Minn. Ordained 03/16/1997 3G
Anderson, Kristen K. Jeffersonville, N.Y. Ordained 11/23/1997 7C
Anderson-Hurdle, SuzannelL.  Romeoville, 111 Ordained 07/13/1997 5B
Andres, Carde M. Warren, IlI. Ordained 09/26/1997 5B
Andriamihaja, Lalahery Minneapadlis, Minn. Ordained 11/02/1997 3G
Apgar, Terri L. Aberdeen, S.D. Ordained 03/09/1997 3C
Arbaugh-Patmon, Virginia K.  Jackson, Ohio Ordained 08/30/1997 6F
Bailey, Joseph W. Sr. Box Elder, Mont. Ordained 06/14/1997 1F
Baker, CurtisW. Portage, Ind. Ordained 07/15/1997 6C
Ballard, Brian N. Harrisburg, N.C. Ordained 09/21/1997 9B
Barrington, Jean M. Point Roberts, Wash. Ordained 03/01/1997 1B
Bauer, Norman L. Ostrander, Minn. Ordained 10/12/1997 3l
Baumann, R. Curtis Underhill, Vt. Ordained 09/14/1997 7B
Beckham, J. Steven Orange, Calif. Ordained 03/16/1997 2C
Bergquist, Jeri J. Reynolds, N.D. Ordained 06/15/1997 3B

1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES

PLENARY SESSION FIVE T 211



Bernth, Erik R.
Bertani, Douglas T.
Biegner, Stephen C.

Bjorn von Letzendorf, Carine E.

Blanton, Robert M.
Bly, Paul A.
Bohot, Paul M.

Borseth, Mark D.
Braden, Paul D.

Bradford, John C.
Brandt, Terry A.
Braxton, Donald M.
Brill, Allen H.

Brock, John H.
Brooks, Julie AM.
Brundage, Victoria C.
Burkholder, Joel D.

Burroughs, Catherine A.

CaleneHasseries, TeresiaM.

Carpenter, Jeffery L.
Carter, Richard T.
Chapman, Robert B.
Chenoweth, Gary C.
Cheung, Sai Wa Paul

Chudd, Donald
Cirillo, Doris M.
Clay, Cheri L.

Claybaker, Richard W.

Cobb, Judith Ann
Cochran, Robert C.
Comer, Michad C.
Cone, CynthiaG.
Cox, Jefferson F.
Creswell, Paulette A.
Cromack, Gail W.
Current, Amy L.

Daher, Gregory S.
Dahl, David F.

Dahl, David G.

Dahl, JeanneL.
Dahlvang, Jay M.
Dahlvang, TamaraR.

de Oliveira, Fred H. Jr.

DeBlock, Danid G.

Debner, Susan K.
Deckinger, Keith A.
Denison, Barbara J.

DePhillips Jacqudyn M.

Derrick, David C.

Gas City, Ind.

Auburn, Calif.

South Glens Falls, N.Y.
Anchorage, Alaska

Jackson, Miss.
Philip, S.D.
Carmine, Texas

Beloit, Wis
Bethlehem, Pa.

Plainfield, I11.
Alberta, Minn.
Lockbourne Ohio
Newberry, S.C.

Elysburg, Pa.
Westminster, Colo.
Mulvane Kan.
Georgetown, Texas
Johnson, Neb.

Trimont, Minn.
Leonardville, Kan.
Shanksville, Pa.
Pleasant City, Ohio
Stanley, Va.
Seattle, Wash.

Bell Vernon, Pa.
Elmhurst, N.Y.
Sandusky, Ohio

St. Louis Park, Minn.

Norfolk, Va.
Fruitport, Mich.
Elloreg, S.C.
Griswold, lowa
Jacsonville Fla.
Hutchinson, Minn.
Berkeley, Calif.
Fargo, N.D.

New Lisbon, Wis.
Cupertino, Calif.

Nekoosa, Wis.
Homer, Neb.

Iron Mountan, Mich.
Crygal Falls Mich.
Houston, Texas
Dover, N.J.

Northfield, Minn.
Vandergrift, Pa.
Meade, Neb.
Windber, Pa.
Fredericksburg, Va.
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Ordained 07/27/1997 6C
Ordained 07/12/1997 2A
Ordained 06/29/1997 7D
Received 01/05/1997 1A
from the Church of Sweden

Ordained 07/27/1997 9D
Ordained 06/22/1997 3C
Received 09/01/1997 4F
from The Lutheran Church-Mi ssouri Synod
Ordained 08/27/1997 5K
Received 07/15/1997 7E
from The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod
Ordained 02/22/1997 5B
Ordained 06/01/1997 3F
Ordained 10/26/1997 6F
Received 11/10/1997 a9C
from The Lutheran Church-Mi ssouri Synod
Ordained 10/11/1997 8E
Ordained 12/20/1997 2E
Ordained 06/22/1997 4B
Reinstated 09/07/1997 4E
Ordained 11/02/1997 4A
Ordained 04/27/1997 3F
Ordained 06/21/1997 4B
Ordained 07/11/1997 8C
Ordained 06/11/1997 6F
Ordained 09/14/1997 9A
Received 02/01/1997 1B
from the Lutheran Church in Taiwan

Ordained 02/15/1997 8B
Ordained 11/22/1997 7C
Ordained 09/21/1997 6D
Received 09/15/1997 3G
from The Lutheran Church-Mi ssouri Synod
Ordained 09/13/1997 9A
Ordained 07/06/1997 6B
Ordained 06/30/1997 a9C
Ordained 06/20/1997 5E
Ordained 11/20/1997 9E
Ordained 03/08/1997 3F
Ordained 12/28/1997 2A
Ordained 07/13/1997 3B
Ordained 06/01/1997 5L
Received 05/01/1997 2A
fromtheEvangelical Lutheran Churchin Canada
Ordained 09/07/1997 5L
Ordained 07/28/1997 4A
Ordained 07/27/1997 5G
Ordained 08/03/1997 5G
Ordained 11/15/1997 4F
Received 07/31/1997 3H
from The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod
Ordained 11/22/1997 3l
Ordained 06/24/1997 8B
Ordained 12/22/1997 4A
Ordained 07/20/1997 8C
Ordained 07/20/1997 9A
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Derushia, Kathleen G.
DeStephano, Douglas L.
Dietz, Dianne E.
Dietzler, Stephen W.
Dougherty, Andrew F., 111
Dowling, Douglas J.
Dragseth, David B.
Dressel, Mark D.
Dwiggins, AnneD.

East, Braxton C.
Ebersole, Edward W. Jr.
Eckblad, Todd A.
Edmister, Gary M.
Eidson, David J.
Eilert, Jonathan L.
Elkin, Eric W.

Elmer, Lyndal.

Enge brecht, Barbaral.
Erickson, Darren R.
Erisman, Laura Ziehl
Espeland, Leif J.
Evans, Carl E.

Fabac, Joan E.
Farrera, Elizabeth O.

Fernandez-Bocangel, Juan C.

Ferne-Johnson, Elizabeth A.
Fickenscher, PamdaR.
Fiechter, Sephen M.
Firle, Sharon L.

Fisher, William G.L.
Fisher-Broin, Cynthia A.
Fiske JulieM.

Fitch, Andrew S.
Fitzgerald, Joanne S.
Fore, James T.

Foreman, Larry M.
Fournier, Ronald J.
Friese Robert E.

Frye, Christopher A.
Frye, Deborah L.
Frygak, Janet E.
Funk-Pihl, Marjorie A.

Gatzke, Sylvialnman
Gedsdottir, Deborah R.
Gehring, Martin P.
Gerber, BonnielL.
Giere, Samuel D.
Gilbertson, Richard J.
Glander, JamesK.
Glesne David J.
Gomez, Ralph O.
Greenlund, David J.
Grimm, Eckhard H.
Gubrud, Kent C.
Gwin, Alice J.

North Tonawanda, N.Y.
Etters, Pa.

Bethune, Colo.

New Hdlstein, Wis.
Scottdale, Pa.

Craig, lowa
Milwaukee, Wis.
Sharon, Wis.

Silver Spring, Md.

Mount Horeb, Wis.
Somerset, Pa.
Matteson, Ill.
Richmondville, N.Y.
Joneshoro, III.
Wooster, Ohio
Hegins, Pa.
Mohrsvillg, Pa.
Elberton, Ga.
Connell, Wash.
Marysville, Wash.
Gays Mills, Wis.
Numidia, Pa.

Elgin, Texas
Westville, N.J.

St. Paul, Minn.
Detroit, Mich.
Minneapadlis, Minn.
Whittier, Calif.
Bessamer, Mich.
Waxhaw, N.C.
Cannon Falls Minn.
Rapid River, Mich.
Claysburg, Pa.
VillaPark, I11.
Brookville, Pa.

Eau Claire, Wis
Rindge, N.H.
Galesburg, Ill.

Grosse Pointe Farms, Mich.

Mayport, Pa.
Northfield, IlI.
Shordine, Wash.

Houston, Texas
Hecla, S.D.

Carmd, Ind.

Paris, Ohio

Fargo, N.D.

Weg Carrdlton, Ohio
North Auguda, S.C.
Paynesville, Minn.
Phoenix, Ariz.

Hill City, S.D.
Midland, Texas
WhiteBear Lake, Minn.
Washington, III.
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Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Reinstated
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained

Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained

Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Reinstated
Reinstated
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained

Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Ordained
Reinstated
Ordained
Ordained

08/23/1997
09/19/1997
06/22/1997
08/31/1997
08/01/1997
07/27/1997
08/24/1997
08/31/1997
10/19/1997

07/06/1997
07/20/1997
11/30/1997
10/18/1997
06/22/1997
08/23/1997
08/03/1997
08/03/1997
07/06/1997
08/24/1997
08/30/1997
08/10/1997
07/20/1997

10/12/1997
06/29/1997
02/02/1997
10/12/1997
08/24/1997
06/22/1997
03/21/1997
05/30/1997
07/06/1997
07/27/1997
06/01/1997
11/30/1997
06/27/1997
04/26/1997
09/13/1997
09/07/1997
03/09/1997
06/29/1997
06/14/1997
03/23/1997

08/09/1997
11/15/1997
07/13/1997
08/03/1997
11/01/1997
10/24/1997
07/08/1997
10/19/1997
06/01/1997
06/22/1997
08/12/1997
08/23/1997
02/22/1997

7D
8D
2E

5l
8B
5E

5]
5K
8G

5K
8C
5A
7D
5C
6E
TE
7E
9D
1D
1B
5L
8E

4E
A
3H
6A
3G
2C
5G
9B

3l
5G
8C
5A
8A
3H
7B
5B
6A
8A
5A
1B

aF
3C
6C
6E
3B
6F
9C
3F
2D
3C
4D
3H
5C
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Hahn, David C.
Handschin, Richard E.

Hanlon', Amy E.
Hanson, Deborah A.
Hardy, David E.

Hassler, John P.
Hatcher, LindaN.
Hawkins, Naomi M.

Haynes-Kniseley, Carol J.

Heaton, Gary G.
Heide, Peter T.

Hendrickson, Solveig Larson

Hess, Elizabeth A.

Heuiser-Hill, Melanie A.

Hewes, Elaine C.
Higgins, PatriciaM.
Hilfiger, Sharon A.
Hiortdahl, Brian W.
Hoffmeyer, R. William
Hohlt, Glenn E.
Holleck, Christian G.
Holm, Ruthann M.
Hutson?, Cindy L.

Irmer, Hans J. R.
Iverson, Kenneth C.
lverson, Todd J.

Jacobson, Ann M.
Jacobson, Michael J.

Jaramillo, Kristie A.
Jaramillo, Mark E.
Jefferies, Jerry R.
Jelinek, Erik P.
Jesse, Duane A.
Johns, Danette E.
Johnson, Darin N.
Johnson, Karl E.
Johnson, M. Luther
Johnson, Regina
Jones, Douglas P.
Jones, Laurie A.
Jorgensen, Karen M.

Jorgenson, Barbara A.

Kane, Jack P.
Kapsch, Sharon G.
Kehler, Carol B.
Kelly, Bernard R.
Kemp, Larry E.

Tempe, Ariz.
Charlotte, N.C.

St. Paul, Minn.
Orlando, Fla.
Atlanta, Ga.

Jim Thorpe, Pa.
North Branch, Minn.
Arlington Heights, Ill.
La Canada, Calif.
Columbus, N.D.
Everest, Kan.

Lake Preston, S.D.
Hollidaysburg, Pa.
Eden Prairie, Minn.
Bangor, Maine
Reeder, N.D.

Knox, Pa

Chico, Calif.
Harrisonburg, Va.
Oregon, Ohio
Pontiac, Mich.
Ladysmith, Wis.
LaCros, Wis.

Oneonta, N.Y.
Devils Lake, N.D.
Cadott, Wis.

Chisago City, Minn.
Leola S.D.

Mukwonago, Wis.
Milwaukee, Wis.
Tillamook, Ore.
Savage, Mont.
Cortland, Ohio
Red Oak, lowa
Windsor, Colo.
La Grange, Texas
Mount Prospect, 111
Detroit, Mich.
Burtonsville, Md.
Watertown, S.D.
Grand Forks, N.D.

Tomahawk, Wis.

Lombard, I11.
Steele, N.D.
Reading, Pa.
Richlandtown, Pa.
Manorville Pa.

1 Namelater changed to Amy E. Hessel.

2 Name later changed to Cindy L. Arndt.
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Ordained 08/24/1997 2D
Received 12/14/1997 9B
from The Lutheran Church-Mi ssouri Synod
Ordained 04/13/1997 3H
Ordained 02/08/1997 9E
Received 05/18/1997 9D
fromthe Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Canada
Ordained 08/03/1997 7E
Ordained 07/20/1997 3H
Ordained 08/24/1997 5A
Ordained 07/27/1997 2B
Ordained 06/15/1997 3A
Ordained 05/03/1997 4B
Ordained 05/04/1997 3C
Ordained 06/01/1997 8C
Ordained 09/28/1997 3G
Ordained 06/06/1997 7B
Ordained 02/16/1997 3A
Reinstated 05/04/1997 8A
Ordained 07/19/1997 2A
Ordained 09/14/1997 9A
Ordained 09/07/1997 6D
Ordained 12/06/1997 6A
Ordained 09/13/1997 5H
Ordained 11/02/1997 5L
Reinstated 10/25/1997 7D
Ordained 10/05/1997 3B
Ordained 06/15/1997 5H
Ordained 09/07/1997 3H
Received 09/01/1997 3C
fromtheEvangelical Lutheran Churchin Canada
Ordained 11/09/1997 5J
Ordained 08/24/1997 5J
Reinstated 08/30/1997 1E
Ordained 06/08/1997 1F
Ordained 07/19/1997 6E
Ordained 08/23/1997 5E
Ordained 11/22/1997 2E
Ordained 08/09/1997 4F
Ordained 12/14/1997 5A
Ordained 07/20/1997 6A
Ordained 08/03/1997 8G
Ordained 06/15/1997 3C
Received 11/01/1997 3B
fromtheEvangelical Lutheran Churchin Canada
Ordained 07/20/1997 5l
Ordained 06/14/1997 5A
Ordained 03/23/1997 3A
Ordained 08/03/1997 7E
Ordained 10/18/1997 TF
Ordained 06/21/1997 8B
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Kennett, Cynthia S.
Kessdring, Tom E.
Kim?, Seok-Yon

Kirsh-Carr, William F.
Kirg, Dean M.
Knutson-Kdler, DouglasM.
Knutson-Keller, Molly O.
Kontz, Janna M.

Kosky, Robert W. Jr.
Krueger, Nancy A.

Kutzke, Janez M.

Kwiecien, Stanley D.

Lantz, Leland M.
Laugaland, Ingebjorg Vik

Lee, Michad K.
Lee Rebecca J.
Lervik, Bjorn
Leske, Natalie K.

Douglassville, Pa.
Pflugerville, Texas
Los Angeles, Cdlif.

Staten Island, N.Y.

Sun Prairie, Wis.
Oceanside, Calif.
Encinitas, Calif.

Neche, N.D.

Bagley, Wis.

Baraboo, Wis.
Colorado Springs, Colo.
Pender, Neb.

Laguna Hills, Calif.
Lenore, Idaho

Plymouth, Minn.
Enderlin, N.D.

Sioux Falls, S.D.
Eau Claire, Wis

Lichtenberg-Schueler*, Melanie S. Sioux Falls, S.D.

Lichtenberger, Walter H.
Lindgren, Lance R.
Little, wdter C.
Livingston, Linda R.
Loberger, DianeK.
Lodd, Sheri B.
Lofsvold, Laurel A.
Lopez, Roberto

Luecke, Carol M.
Lund, John E.
Lynch, Susan P.

Madson, Susan A.
March, Donald L.
Marsh, Stacy U.
Marshall, AnitalL.
Martin, Joel P.

May, Phillip A.
Maybee, Timothy J.
Mbise, Denise H.
McAllister, Michael J.
McEwen, Lindal.
McGuire, Judy Ann
Mclnnis, Joseph E.
McMullan, J. Christian
Metz, Richard G.
Michaels, Deborah M.
Middendorf, Wayland W. Sr.
Miller, Congance M.
Miller, Janet C.

Miller, MarcilleL.

New Providence, N.J
Ashland, Neb.
Greenville, Miss.
Marion, lowa

Vero Beach, Ha
Pierce, Neb.

Salem, Ore.

Omaha, Neb.

Binford, N.D.
Dodgeville, Wis.
Newtown, Pa.

Anoka, Minn.
Palmyra, Pa.
Wedminster, Md.
Albion, Ind.
Granby, Colo.
Avonmore, Pa.
Cedar Rapids, lowa
Milwaukee, Wis.
Beaverton, Ore.

St. Paul, Minn.
Burkina Faso, West Africa
Hoagland, Ind.
Midland, Mich.
Heppner, Ore.
Ashland, Ohio
Shumway, Ill.
Dubuque, lowa
Fort Worth, Texas
Kentwood, Mich.

3 Namelater changed to Sion Kim.

4 Name later changed to Melanie S. Lichtenberg.
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Ordained 08/03/1997 TE
Ordained 08/31/1997 4E
Received 02/01/1997 2B
from the M ethodi st Church of Seoul, Korea
Ordained 10/04/1997 7C
Ordained 06/08/1997 5K
Ordained 02/16/1997 2C
Ordained 02/16/1997 2C
Ordained 05/31/1997 3B
Ordained 06/28/1997 5K
Ordained 08/30/1997 5K
Ordained 06/22/1997 2E
Reinstated 06/23/1997 4A
Ordained 06/01/1997 2C
Received 10/01/1997 1D
from the Church of Norway

Ordained 01/12/1997 3G
Ordained 06/08/1997 3B
Ordained 06/01/1997 3C
Ordained 02/01/1997 5H
Ordained 06/29/1997 3C
Ordained 06/29/1997 7A
Ordained 04/13/1997 4A
Ordained 03/16/1997 9D
Ordained 09/06/1997 5D
Ordained 07/27/1997 9E
Ordained 06/22/1997 4A
Reinstated 03/01/1997 1E
Received 07/01/1997 4A
from the Roman Cathdlic Church

Ordained 03/23/1997 3B
Ordained 02/15/1997 5K
Ordained 08/24/1997 TF
Ordained 05/25/1997 3G
Ordained 09/19/1997 8D
Ordained 01/19/1997 8F
Ordained 10/19/1997 6C
Ordained 06/15/1997 2E
Ordained 06/28/1997 8A
Ordained 07/06/1997 5D
Ordained 03/16/1997 5J
Ordained 01/12/1997 1E
Reinstated 07/02/1997 3D
Ordained 08/03/1997 a9C
Ordained 11/15/1997 6C
Ordained 09/07/1997 6B
Ordained 10/18/1997 1E
Ordained 08/24/1997 6E
Ordained 04/12/1997 5C
Ordained 01/26/1997 5F
Ordained 09/28/1997 4D
Ordained 05/24/1997 6B
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Miller, Sarah J.

Miyamato, Ruthann

Morck, Frederick L.

Mork, Douglas J.

Mossman, James A.
Mullins, Paul E.

Munker, Cynthi a Rasschaert
Murphy, Edward F.

Nauschultz, JamesL.
Negeri, Melkamu

Nelson®, Shelley J.
Nemitz, Douglas E.
Neshem, Kdvin B.
Nielsen, William F.
Nod, Roy A.
Norquist, John C.

Qas, Paul C.

O'Brien, Shawn K.
Olivier, Delwyn L.
Olson, Jared A.

Olson, Linda Salmonson
Olson, Shelley K.

Orris, Glenn W.
Oslovich, Timothy R.

Parham, James C. 111
Paulson, Daniel J.
Paulson, Darren L.
Paulson®, Gail N.
Paulus, Lorna L.
Peltomaa, Bonnie J.
Percy, David E.
Perger, Dennis G.
Perry, Peter S.
Peterson, Barbara J.
Peterson, Scott C.
Petkovich, CynthiaL.
Pflibsen, Troy P.
Phoenix, David P.
Pipho, Steven L.
Plummer, Jeffrey S.
Polanzke, Elizabeth C.
Polanzke, James D.
Poole, Patrick W.
Popp, Wendy S.
Poston, Timothy L.
Pretzer, Michael J.
Price James M.

Randall, Joan R.
Rauscher, Todd A.

Green Bay, Wis.
LaCross, Wis.
Oslo, Minn.

St. Paul, Minn.
Jefferson, lowa
Louisville, Ky.
Oak Park, IlI.
Pittsburgh, Pa.

Belview, Minn.
Minneapadlis, Minn.

Wind Lake, Wis.
Kalispell, Mont.
Concord, Calif.
Chariton, lowa
Pekin, N.D.
Toledo, Ohio

Del Mar, Calif.
Crestview Hills, Ky.
Watertown, S.D.
Naples, Ha
Ferndale, Calif.
LakePark, Minn.
Chicago, IIl.
Shishmaref, Alaska

Irmo, S.C.
Alexander, N.D.
Great Falls, Mont.
North Oaks, Minn.
Phillipsburg, Kan.
Mansfidd, Ohio
Springfield, Pa.
South Wayne, Wis.
Mesa, Ariz.

Bock, Minn.
Galaa, Mont.
Oklahoma City, Okla.
Hawkeye, lowa
Berlin Center, Ohio
Charlotte, N.C.
Bealeton, Va.
Capac, Mich.
Brown City, Mich.
Seminole Fla.
Highmore, S.D.
Philadelphia, Pa.
Benedict, N.D.

Elk River, Minn.

Cupertino, Calif.
Taylorsville, N.C.

5 Namelater changed to Shelley J. Nelson Olson.

6 Name later changed to Gail D. Nord.
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Ordained 03/02/1997
Ordained 06/28/1997
Ordained 09/14/1997
Ordained 10/05/1997
Ordained 04/20/1997
Ordained 09/15/1997
Ordained 03/01/1997
Ordained 02/01/1997
Ordained 11/08/1997
Received 01/01/1997
from the Ethiopian Evangelical Church
Mekane Y esus

Ordained 06/29/1997
Ordained 11/23/1997
Ordained 03/23/1997
Ordained 06/07/1997
Ordained 06/22/1997
Ordained 06/08/1997
Reinstated 09/06/1997
Ordained 10/10/1997
Ordained 09/07/1997
Ordained 09/13/1997
Ordained 08/09/1997
Ordained 05/11/1997
Ordained 06/14/1997
Ordained 10/04/1997
Ordained 06/22/1997
Ordained 02/09/1997
Ordained 05/31/1997
Ordained 12/20/1997
Ordained 06/22/1997
Ordained 06/22/1997
Ordained 11/01/1997
Ordained 06/29/1997
Ordained 02/23/1997
Ordained 08/03/1997
Ordained 03/22/1997
Ordained 07/12/1997
Ordained 02/23/1997
Ordained 12/06/1997
Ordained 05/30/1997
Ordained 05/31/1997
Ordained 06/22/1997
Ordained 06/14/1997
Ordained 06/08/1997
Ordained 07/26/1997
Ordained 08/10/1997
Ordained 06/29/1997
Ordained 07/20/1997
Ordained 06/15/1997
Ordained 05/30/1997

5l
5L
3D
3H
5E
6C
5A
8B

3F
3G

5]
1F
2A
5D
3B
6D

2C
6C
3C
9E
2A
3D
5A
1A

9C
3A
1F
3H
4B
6E
7F
5K
2D
3E
1F
4C
5F
6E
9B
9A
6A
6A
9E
3C
7F
3A
3G

2A
9B
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Reeves. Nancie R.
Reiter, Donad A.

Reuss, Peter W.

Rice, Daniel E.
Ridenhour, William C.
Rigney, Ildiko’
Rittmann, Mark D.

Rivera Olgal.
Robb, Robert R.

Rogness, JulieL.
Rohland, Curtis E.

Rohrer, BlakeE.

Rosenholtz, Cathy E.
Rosenwald, William P.

Rosholt Bianchi, Theresa
Rothfusz, John M. Eklund
Rothfusz, M. Elise Eklund
Ryneiwicz, Douglas A.

Sachs, Robert E. Jr.
Sanderson, Christopher E.
Saraka, John P.
Sauerberg, Susan D.
Schara, Jerald W.
Scherer, dulie L. Reuning
Scherer, Karen E.
Schmidt, Paul W.
Schroeder, David K.
Schroeder, Kristine D.
Schubert, Staciel.
Sdboe, Sonjal.
Sgarioto, Mary N.
Shackelford, Michad T.
Shank, Elizabeth D.
Shannon, Angelal.
Shaw, Lais S.

Shealy, Wallace H.
Shores, Samud W. Il
Simonson, MichdlelL.
Spaulding, Barbara J.
Springer, Stephen A.
Sprowls, Susan F.
Stabe, Matthew C.
Stevenson, TarjaK.
Steward, Vera Guebert
Stewart, Benjamin M.
Straiton, John C.

Strang, Lori A.
Swan, Darlis J.
Swander, Joan L.
Swanson, Danid T.

Broken Arrow, Okla.
Port Charlotte Fla.

Benson, 111

Long Beach, Miss.
Wheeling, W.Va.
Y oakum, Texas
Broomfield, Colo.

Elizabeth, N.J.
Laconia, N.H.

Rocheger, Minn.
ChippewaFalls, Wis.

Rancho Santa Margarita,
Calif.

Jamaica, N.Y.

Houston, Texas

Manchester, N.H.
Arenzville, Il

Bluff Springs, IlI.
Weg Hatfield, Maine

Cozad, Neb.

Fort Wayne, Ind.
Buffalo, N.Y.
Tucson, Ariz.
Mazomanie, Wis
Manchester, Conn.
Lititz, Pa.
Wooster, Ohio
Columbus, Ohio
Monona, lowa
ChippewaFalls, Wis.
Nagaunee, Mich.
Palatine, I11.
Clearwater, Fla.
Saginaw, Mich.
Houston, Texas
High Paint, N.C.
Prattville Ala.
Liberty, N.C.
Wahpeton, N.D.
Sloan, lowa
Angleton, Texas
Phoenix, Ariz.
Fairview, Pa.
Woodbridge, Va.
Wheat Ridge, Colo.
Hillsboro, Ohio
Mahtomedi, Minn.

Luckey, Ohio
Chicago, IIl.
Weatherford, Okla.
Kingshill, St. Croix,
Virgin Idands
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Ordained 11/22/1997 lles
Received 11/23/1997 9E
from The Lutheran Church-Mi ssouri Synod
Ordained 06/14/1997 5C
Ordained 03/16/1997 9D
Ordained 05/03/1997 8H
Ordained 05/03/1997 4E
Received 12/01/1997 2E
from The Lutheran Church-Mi ssouri Synod
Ordained 06/29/1997 7A
Received 07/01/1997 7B
fromtheEvangdical Lutheran Churchin Canada
Ordained 04/13/1997 3l
Received 09/14/1997 5H
from The Lutheran Church-Mi ssouri Synod
Ordained 08/03/1997 2C
Ordained 08/31/1997 7C
Received 10/01/1997 4F
from The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod
Reinstated 04/20/1997 7B
Ordained 07/25/1997 5C
Ordained 07/25/1997 5C
Ordained 06/06/1997 7B
Reinstated 09/07/1997 4A
Ordained 06/29/1997 6C
Ordained 07/06/1997 7D
Ordained 07/13/1997 2D
Ordained 10/11/1997 5K
Ordained 01/19/1997 7B
Ordained 03/01/1997 8D
Ordained 08/03/1997 6E
Reinstated 03/01/1997 6F
Ordained 11/09/1997 5F
Ordained 06/28/1997 5H
Ordained 02/21/1997 5G
Ordained 01/19/1997 5A
Ordained 06/09/1997 9E
Ordained 07/19/1997 6B
Ordained 01/12/1997 aF
Ordained 10/24/1997 9B
Ordained 08/09/1997 9D
Ordained 09/07/1997 9B
Ordained 08/17/1997 3B
Ordained 08/17/1997 5E
Ordained 01/12/1997 aF
Ordained 12/20/1997 2D
Ordained 07/20/1997 8A
Ordained 06/22/1997 8G
Ordained 05/25/1997 2E
Ordained 07/23/1997 6F
Received 04/13/1997 3H
from the Evangelical Church Alliance
Ordained 10/11/1997 6D
Ordained 06/13/1997 8D
Ordained 03/15/1997 lles
Ordained 06/08/1997 9F
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Sweet, Stephen E.

Tdley, Gene A.
Talsness, Jason W.
Taylor, Karen R.
Teeples, Jeffrey D.
Terry, Bill J. Jr.
Thomas, Gerald P. Jr.
Tiede, Connie Forsberg
Tiede, Mark A.

Trout, Gwenn L.
Turner, Patricia J.

Uecker, Timothy J.
Van Haneghan, John H.

Venne, Kristen A.
Vieker, Nancy L.
Villemaire, Claude L.
Voelker, LindaP.
Vodker, Robert A.
Vogt, Myron P.

Vogt, Wayne F.
von Schlichten, David P.

Wallace, Pamela J. Carnes

Walters Michael E.
Walters Paul E.

Wanner-Schaunaman, Robin R.

Ward, Michael R.
Warn, Kathryn L.
Warp,” Mark D.

Wehb, Christopher D.
Weber, Kristina C.
Weber, Rondd R.
Weimer, Clifford R.
Wendland, Chrigtina L.
Wenzdl, Chrigtine A.
Wertz, John E. Jr.
White, Richard A.
White, Robert J.
Wilcox, BonnielL.
Wildermuth, Deanna M.
Willadsen, Carol S.
Williams, Betsy M.
Witkop, David S.
Wolf, Judy Heinrich
Woods, PatriciaR.

Y ates, Kathleen W.
Y atta, Susan Haas
Yoak, Russel T.

Y oung, David N.
Young, JamesF.

River Edge, N.J.

West Boyiston, Mass.
Aitkin, Minn.
Pittsburgh, Pa.
Whitefish, Mont.
Stuttgart, Kan.
Marshall, Texas
Vining, Minn.
Vining, Minn.
Columbia, Pa
Madison, Minn.

Glendale, Ariz.
Hamburg, N.Y.

Manchester, lowa
Greene, lowa
Parrattsville, Tenn.
Granite Quarry, N.C.
Granite Quarry, N.C.
Fort Lauderdale, Ha.

Grand Meadow, Minn.
Y oungstown, Pa.

Penryn, Pa.
Pickerington, Ohio
Churchville, Va.
Milbank, S.D.
Charlotte, N.C.
Grand Prairig, Texas
Missouri City, Texas
Gainesville, Fla.
Meadowlands, Minn.
La Grange, Texas
Cathlamet, Wash.
Columbia, S.C.
Kenosha, Wis.
Walterboro, S.C.

Vadnais Heights Minn.

Toledo, Ohio
AppleValley, Minn.
Wyndmere, N.D.
Scandia, Kan.

New Lexington, Ohio
Bellevue, Neb.
Andover, lowa
Oswego, I

Orange City, Fla.
Emmitsburg, Md.
Baker, W.Va.
Cincinnati, Ohio
Hanover, Pa.

7 Namelater changed to Mak D. Warpmaeker.
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Ordained 10/19/1997 7A
Ordained 11/22/1997 7B
Ordained 09/07/1997 3E
Ordained 08/10/1997 8B
Ordained 06/28/1997 1F
Ordained 06/29/1997 4B
Ordained 06/29/1997 4D
Ordained 06/22/1997 3D
Ordained 06/01/1997 3D
Ordained 09/19/1997 8D
Ordained 07/13/1997 3F
Reinstated 02/23/1997 2D
Received 06/01/1997 7D
from the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.)
Ordained 06/29/1997 5F
Ordained 10/11/1997 5F
Ordained 07/13/1997 9D
Ordained 05/30/1997 9B
Ordained 05/30/1997 9B
Received 04/14/1997 9E
from The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod
Ordained 10/05/1997 3l
Ordained 05/24/1997 8B
Ordained 09/19/1997 8D
Ordained 10/11/1997 6F
Ordained 09/14/1997 9A
Ordained 04/13/1997 3C
Ordained 05/30/1997 9B
Ordained 11/02/1997 4D
Ordained 08/24/1997 4F
Ordained 06/22/1997 9E
Ordained 10/26/1997 3E
Ordained 05/17/1997 4F
Ordained 04/06/1997 1C
Ordained 12/03/1997 9C
Ordained 07/27/1997 5J
Ordained 08/25/1997 9C
Ordained 03/02/1997 3H
Ordained 01/12/1997 6D
Ordained 09/27/1997 3H
Ordained 06/08/1997 3B
Ordained 09/17/1997 4B
Ordained 01/19/1997 6F
Ordained 05/11/1997 4A
Ordained 10/11/1997 5D
Ordained 06/21/1997 5B
Ordained 09/08/1997 9E
Ordained 07/13/1997 8F
Ordained 04/12/1997 8H
Ordained 08/01/1997 6F
Ordained 09/19/1997 8D

1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES



Young, Karen Kay
Zeiders, Joel L.

Ziegler, August G.
Zorn, Henry E.

1998

Aldrich-Dale, Janelle D.

Alle, Robert V.
Allison, D. Elinor
Anderson, Judith A.
Anderson, Kirk E.
Anderson, LisaC.
Arnold, Andrew H.
Ashley, Mary K.
Authier, James B.

Baardseth, Katherine E.

Bailey, Pari R.
Bailey, Trevor A.
Baldus, Benjamin M.

Barnett, Edward G.
Barrantes, Paricio
Baumann, Richard W.
Beecher, Miriam E.
Bell, Michael J.
Bence, Nancy Nord

Benninghove, David M.

Berg, John C.
Bergerson, Marilee J.
Bergren, Benjamin B.
Bielfeldt, Dennis D.

Bjerke-Ulliman, KrisA.

Blum, Julie M.
Bocko, Joseph M.

Boedecker, Matthew A.

Bolz-Weber, Matthew E.

Boschee, Gary M.
Botten, Gaylon G.
Brady, Stacey L.
Brandenburg, Gary L.
Brauner, Steven A.
Brendefur, Kari A.S.
Breyley, Loranell R.
Britton, Seth A.
Brooks, William D. Jr.
Brucklacher, Chad E.
Bruning, Jonathan T.
Bummer, Krigti G.
Burch, Henry A.
Burgdorf, C. Ann
Burgess, Richard M.
Burkhalter, Scottie J.
Burnette, Catherine M.
Bustard, Jon S.

Butler, Roy M.

Weg Columbia, S.C.

Biglerville, Pa.
Pelican Rapids, Minn.
Cincinnati, Ohio

Sadlem, Ore.
Outing, Minn.
Lewisburg, Pa

West Collingswood, N.J.

Prescott Valley, Ariz.
Winston-Salem, N.C.
Wasilla, Alaska
Mounds View, Minn.
Wheeling, W.Va.

Huntington Beach, Calif.

Benson, Minn.
Murdock, Minn.
Lansng, Mich.

Dublin, Ohio
Houston, Texas
Minneapadlis, Minn.
Peachtree City, Ga.
Bakersfield, Calif.
Minneapadlis, Minn.
Sellersvillg, Pa.
Trevorton, Pa.

Eau Claire, Wis
Las Vegas, Nev.
White, S.D.
Windom, Kan.
Boiseg, Idaho
Chicago, IIl.

Ceylon, Minn.
Ephrata, Wash.
Cuba City, Wis.
Dodge City, Kan.
Frederick, Md.
Lessville, S.C.
Renovo, Pa.
Madison, Wis.
Perrysville, Ohio
Tustin, Calif.
Madison, Va.
Beresford, S.D.

Mount Pleasant, Mich.

Davenport, lowa
Monroeville, Ohio
Worcester, Mass.
Weg Haven, Conn.
New Sweden, Maine
Woodhull, 111.
Pittsburgh, Pa.
Woodstock, Va.

1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES

Ordained 06/16/1997 9C
Ordained 06/13/1997 8D
Reinstated 11/19/1997 3D
Ordained 01/05/1997 6F
Ordained 09/27/1998 1E
Ordained 08/16/1998 3E
Ordained 06/13/1998 8E
Ordained 09/19/1998 7A
Reinstated 12/01/1998 2D
Ordained 06/06/1998 9B
Ordained 06/21/1998 1A
Ordained 08/23/1998 3H
Ordained 06/14/1998 8H
Ordained 07/19/1998 2C
Ordained 05/09/1998 3F
Ordained 05/09/1998 3F
Received 09/12/1998 6B
from the Presbyterian Church (U.S.A.)

Ordained 03/13/1998 6F
Ordained 07/12/1998 4F
Ordained 07/05/1998 3G
Ordained 05/31/1998 9D
Ordained 07/24/1998 2B
Ordained 09/12/1998 3G
Ordained 11/14/1998 TF
Ordained 09/06/1998 8E
Ordained 05/29/1998 5H
Ordained 05/24/1998 2D
Ordained 11/01/1998 3C
Ordained 12/11/1998 4B
Ordained 06/28/1998 1D
Received 07/01/1998 5A
fromtheEvangelical Lutheran Churchin Tanzania
Ordained 06/27/1998 3F
Ordained 07/18/1998 1D
Ordained 01/11/1998 5K
Ordained 11/07/1998 4B
Ordained 06/21/1998 8F
Ordained 06/05/1998 9C
Ordained 05/16/1998 8E
Ordained 08/29/1998 5K
Ordained 08/22/1998 6E
Ordained 02/08/1998 2C
Ordained 07/12/1998 9A
Ordained 06/14/1998 3C
Ordained 06/13/1998 6B
Ordained 10/24/1998 5D
Ordained 11/14/1998 6D
Ordained 11/15/1998 7B
Ordained 09/13/1998 7B
Ordained 06/24/1998 7B
Ordained 11/14/1998 5B
Ordained 07/18/1998 8B
Ordained 05/17/1998 9A
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Caiazzo, Janice C.
Campbell, Russell T.
Carey, dulieL.
Casper, Margaret C.
Castro, Robert C.
Catalano, Audree
Christensen, David A.
Christianson, Carol J.
Church, RonnieL. Jr.
Cline, Laurie B.
Cole, BruceA.

Collinsworth, Beverly A.

Coltvet, Timothy J.
Combs, Mark A.
Conner, Frank J.
Cosmas, Robert L.
Costa, Gary E.
Crocker, Brian J.
Cruson, David E.

Dager, SandraD.
Dahlberg, William T.
Dale, Luther P.

Deal, Norman L. Jr.

Delkeskamp, Timathy C.

Dent, Elaine M.
Deye, Harold A.

Dietrich, Lisa A.
Doherty, Jll P. Witte
Donmoyer, Daniel O.
Drum, Margaret L.
DuMond, James X.
Dunbar, Jesse L.
Dusso, Anthony L.

Dziadik-Willingham, Bryan C.

Edwards, Robert L.
Edwardson, Nancy A.
Eidahl, Susan M.
Ekern, LaDonna J.
Emgarten, Randy P.
Erb, Sharon C.
Erickson, Jonathan O.
Erickson, Peter F.
Erskine Karen R.

Fatzinger, Robert E. Jr.
Fong, M. Timothy

Fritz, Donald C. Sr.
Fugate, Daniel W.
Fuhrman, Corey P.

Gackle, Jason R.
Gahagen, Patrick P.
GebbenGreen, Julie M.
Gentry, LauraE.
Gipson, Ralph E.

Amsterdam, N.Y.
San Antonio, Texas
Hillsdale, Mich.
Pomeroy, lowa
Platteville, Wis.
Canton, Minn.
Hutchinson, Minn.
Dubuque, lowa
Fremont, Neb.
Bellmore, N.Y.
Mundelein, Ill.
Santa Fe, Texas
Stillwater, Minn.
Greensburg, Pa.
Appleton, Wis.
Vero Beach, Ha.
Aberdeen, N.J.
Lebanon Church, Va.
Albuquerque, N.M.

North Hollywood, Calif.

Oregon, Il1.

North Oaks, Minn.
Lone Star, SC.
Mission Vigjo, Calif.
Hummelstown, Pa.
Rocheger, Minn.

lowa City, lowa
Hartford, Conn.
Felton, Pa.
Altoona, Pa.
Gastonia, N.C.
North Canton, Ohio
Ashtabula, Ohio
Hobart, Okla.

Almira, Wash.
Kenyon, Minn.
Stratford, Wis.

East Grand Forks, N.D.
Turtle Lake, N.D.
Roaring Spring, Pa.
Center, N.D.

Chester, Mont.
Aaronsburg, Pa.

Wyomissing, Pa.
Alhambra, Calif.

Pomery, Ohio
Wapakoneta, Ohio
Milan, Minn.

Comanche, Texas
Detroit, Mich.
Gresham, Ore.
Burbank, Calif.
Dallas, Texas
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Ordained 07/12/1998 7D
Ordained 11/14/1998 4E
Ordained 06/26/1998 6B
Ordained 05/08/1998 5E
Ordained 06/28/1998 5K
Ordained 06/07/1998 3l
Ordained 07/12/1998 3F
Ordained 07/26/1998 5F
Ordained 06/06/1998 4A
Ordained 06/12/1998 7C
Ordained 04/04/1998 5A
Ordained 11/14/1998 4F
Ordained 07/12/1998 3H
Ordained 11/14/1998 8B
Ordained 07/12/1998 51
Ordained 06/04/1998 9E
Ordained 06/14/1998 7A
Ordained 08/16/1998 9A
Ordained 07/25/1998 2E
Ordained 09/20/1998 2B
Ordained 06/20/1998 5B
Ordained 08/16/1998 3H
Ordained 10/14/1998 9C
Ordained 08/09/1998 2C
Ordained 01/24/1998 8D
Received 01/02/1998 3l
from The Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod
Ordained 03/29/1998 5D
Ordained 09/13/1998 7B
Ordained 06/12/1998 8D
Ordained 07/11/1998 8C
Ordained 08/09/1998 9B
Ordained 08/22/1998 6E
Ordained 11/15/1998 6E
Ordained 08/09/1998 4C
Ordained 06/14/1998 1D
Ordained 04/19/1998 3l
Ordained 06/28/1998 5H
Ordained 06/21/1998 3D
Ordained 07/19/1998 3A
Ordained 03/22/1998 8C
Ordained 06/28/1998 3A
Ordained 07/11/1998 1F
Ordained 07/12/1998 8C
Ordained 03/29/1998 7E
Received 03/08/1998 2B
from the Lutheran Church of Hong Kong
Ordained 06/25/1998 6F
Ordained 06/28/1998 6D
Ordained 06/21/1998 3F
Ordained 07/12/1998 4D
Ordained 08/01/1998 6A
Ordained 03/01/1998 1E
Ordained 12/20/1998 2B
Ordained 10/25/1998 4D

1999 CHURCHWIDE ASSEMBLY MINUTES



Glaeske, Larry C.

Gordon, Wendi C.
Gramza, Jeffery G.
Greenwald, Timathy J.
Grimm, Frederick A.
Groenke, M atthew W.
Gruen, William C. Jr.

Hall, Tiffany Jeske
Hamrin, Jaci A. Meade
Haney, Eileen M.
Hannan, Shauna K.
Hansen, Carl J.

Harber, Shelly Cunningham

Hart, John A.

Hasty, Mark D.

Haug, Joan E.
Haugerud, Clifford P.
Haxton, CecdiaC.
Hedrick, Keth E.
Heinecke, Timothy J.
Hellwig, Mary Z.
Hesterberg, Kathleen M.
Hildahl, RonnieR.
Hinojosa, Amold R.
Hlavin, William A.
Hoadley, David E.
Hoffmann, Leonard A.
Holck, Philip C.
Holdsworth, Daryn A.
Holliday, John C.
Holmes, Lawrence F.
Holmquist, Peter A.M.
Horlacher, Va erie G.
Horman, Jean M.
Houck, Mary A.
Hower, Elaine M.
Hulme, Dale A.
Huntley, Michad J.

lacobazz, Jeffrey M.
1zzo, DanaK.

Jackson, Jill N.
Jarrell, Jane E.
Jaskiewicz, Tricia A.
Jeffers, Doreen F.
Jerpseth, James G.
Johannes, Nicholas A.

Johnson, Felice A.
Johnson, Mark E.
Johnson, Mark K.
Johnson, Peter C.
Johnson, Peter E.
Johnson, Stacy K.
Jorstad, Larry R.

Noonan, N.D.

Williamsport, Pa.

Wessington Springs, S.D.

Wausau, Wis.
Jefferson, Ohio
Sterling Heights, Mich.
Princeton, Ind.

Fargo, N.D.
Bottineau, N.D.
Easton, Pa.
Moorhead, Minn.
Goldendale, Wash.
Bloomington, Minn.
Hellertown, Pa.
Verdon, Neb.
Spragueville, lowa
Max, N.D.
Buchanan, Va.
Fayettevillg Ga.
Memphis, Tenn.

St. Louis, Mo.
Waverly, lowa
Springtown, Texas
San Antonio, Texas
Sandusky, Ohio
Plymouth, Minn.
Baldwin, Wis.

San Antonio, Texas

Colorado Springs, Colo.

Old Tappan, N.J.
Raleigh, N.C.
Richmond Hill, N.Y.
Ridgefield, N.J.
Howard, Pa.
Bradford, Pa
Natrona Heights Pa.
Minneapalis, Minn.
Philo, 111

Indianapolis, Ind.
Johnson City, N.Y.

Florence, S.D.
Belevue, Ky.
Bethlehem, Pa.
Beulah, N.D.
San Diego, Calif.
Seymour, Wis.

Fort Lauderdale, Ha.
Kasson, Minn.

San Bernardino, Calif.
Webster, N.Y.
Cedarvillg Mich.
Minneapalis, Minn.
New Richmond, Wis.
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Received 04/01/1998 3A
fromthe Evangelical Lutheran Churchin Canada
Ordained 05/16/1998 8E
Ordained 06/20/1998 3C
Ordained 07/12/1998 51
Ordained 06/29/1998 6E
Ordained 07/26/1998 6A
Ordained 02/01/1998 6C
Ordained 05/31/1998 3B
Ordained 03/15/1998 3A
Ordained 10/11/1998 7E
Ordained 07/19/1998 3D
Ordained 06/21/1998 1D
Ordained 11/22/1998 3G
Ordained 08/30/1998 7E
Ordained 08/07/1998 4A
Ordained 03/22/1998 5D
Ordained 07/12/1998 3A
Ordained 09/26/1998 9A
Ordained 06/14/1998 9D
Ordained 08/02/1998 9D
Ordained 05/10/1998 4B
Ordained 06/28/1998 5F
Ordained 08/30/1998 4D
Ordained 06/26/1998 4E
Ordained 06/13/1998 6D
Ordained 11/09/1998 3G
Reinstated 09/26/1998 5H
Ordained 06/27/1998 4E
Ordained 06/28/1998 2E
Ordained 06/14/1998 7A
Ordained 06/06/1998 9B
Ordained 09/12/1998 7C
Ordain