
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Action:  Yes-754; No-38

CA95.7.64  Toamend C13.04. inthe Model Constitution for Congregations as follows:
C13.04. A Staff Support Mutual Ministry Committee (in the absence of a staff

support mutual ministry committee, their duties shall be fulfilled by the executive committee)

shall be gppointed jointly by the president and the pastor. Term of office shall be two years, with

three members to be appointed each successive year. Committee members will hold no other

officein the congregation during their term.

Consideration then resumed of the motion previously offered by the Rev. George E. Keck
[ Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod]. Secretary Almen offered the following introductory
comments, stating, “As amatter of information to the assembly, Pastor Keck’s amendment to
C13.04. was presented before the deadline for such amendments on Friday, August 18, and was
referred to the Committee of Reference and Counsel. At that time its only defect was the lack of
15 sgnatures. Two persons have certified, including our generd counsel, Mr. David J. Hardy,
that the required 15 signatures are now present and are available for the record of this assembly.
When the Reference and Counsel Committee reports on this matter, there will be a
recommendation. This background is germane to what is before us.”

Report of the Reference and Counsel Committee
Motion K: Amendment to Model Constitution for Congregations, Provision C13.04.
Reference: Continued from Minutes, pages 616-617; continued on Minutes, pages 660-695.

Ms. Lorraine G. Bergquist, co-chair of the Committee of Reference and Counsel, introduced
the committee’ s recommendation with respect to Motion K, submitted by the Rev. George E.
Keck [Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod]. She reported that the committee recommended the
following:

Moved;

Seconded: To refer the following, Motion K, to the Legal and Constitutional Review
Committee of the Church Council for review and consideration:

Whereas, the change in title to “Mutual Ministry” brings C13.04. into paralld wording with
S11.04., so both synodical bishop and rostered persons in congregations have the same
committees for mutual conversation and consolation; and

Whereas, the Mutual Ministry Committee for a synodical bishop does not have the limitation or
confusing sentence stating that committee members can “hold no other office. . . during their
term;” and

Whereas, there has been considerabl e confusion regarding what the words, “no other office,”
mean (Does it mean council president, treasurer, WEL CA president, WEL CA treasurer, church
school superintendent?); therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that C13.04. be amended by deleting the find sentence, “* Committee members will
hold no other office in the congregation during their term.”

Pastor Keck then moved:

Moved;
Seconded: To substitute the Resolved paragraph in Motion K, “that C13.04. be amended by



deleting the final sentence, ‘ Committee members will hold no other officein the congregation
during their term,’” for the recommendation to refer.

Pastor Keck spoketo his motion stating, “As | shared with the assembly, it is quite
inconsistent to have such a sentence limiting congregations, rather than allowing them to select
those most qualified persons. | would urge the adoption of this substitution.”

Bishop Jon S. Endlin [South-Central Synod of Wisconsin] spoke against the substitute. He
said, “It is the strong recommendation within our synod that people who are on the Staff Support
or Mutual Ministry Committee not be people who have positions of great responsibility, because
in the context of that, they may be the very people that the rostered people have some difficulties
with. You need to have someone who is not in that area of responsibility to whom you can
speak. If the person isthe president of the congregation—where do you go if you have problems
with the president of the congregation? Thefact is, it is essentid for this committeg, if it doesits
proper function, to have people who are not in responsible positions in the congregation.”

The Rev. Peter A. Pettit [Pacifica Synod] spoke against the substitution and for referral for
further study and said, “It seemsto me that there is considerable confusion. The previous
speaker just indicated one possible interpretation of this sentence in the Model Constitution of
Congregations. There are other possibleinterpretations. Before we make adecision as to how to
change that, it is appropriate for us to have clarity about wha it is that the sentence was first
intended to give us in this church and then come to clear wording about how to provide for that.”

The Rev. Larry V. Smoose [ Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod] spoke in favor of the
substitution. He said, “First of al, by deleting that sentence, it does not mean that you must have
officers that will then be a part of [the Mutual Ministry Committee]. | aso would point out that
the Model Constitution for Congregations provision already has aredundancy. It says, ‘(in the
absence of a mutual ministry committee, their duties shall be fulfilled by the executive
committee),” which are all officers of the congregation. | see an inconsistency there.”

The Rev. Eric C. Kutzli [Western lowa Synod] concurred with the previous speaker, stating,
“It is not forbidding the possibility that committee members would have to be officers, it is
allowing them to choose the people who are best suited for the job. | think some of these things
can be | eft to the discretion of the people in our congregations who may be able to make
decisions on their own behalf.”

Ms. Barbara Bernstengel [New Jersey Synod] spoke in favor of the substitute, stating, “Asa
member of arather small congregation, | redly think this substitute would be helpful. We do not
even have very forma committeesin our congregation—everything is rather on an ad hoc basis
and we need to just call upon our leaders in our congregation to perform certain duties.”

An unidentified voting member called the question:

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote

Carried: To move the previous question.

Moved,

Seconded; Y es-599; No-240

Carried: To substitute the ResolveD paragraph in Motion K, “that C13.04. be amended by

deleting the final sentence, ‘ Committee members will hold no other officein the congregation



during their term,’” for the recommendation to refer.

Assembly

Action  Yes-693; No-167

CA95.7.65 Toamend provision C13.04. by deleting the final sentence, “Committee members
will hold no other office in the congregation during their term.”

Bishop Chilstrom observed that the previous action completed all matters related to the
amendment of the governing documents of this church.

Mr. Carlos Pefia, co-chair of the Committee of Reference and Counsel, then stated that he
and co-chair, Ms. Lorraine G. Bergquist would like to thank the committee, the members of
which were listed in 1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, page 580 [See dso page 711 of these
minutes.]. He clarified that when the committee “moved to refer aresolution to a particular unit
of the churchwide organization, it was so that the idea mentioned in the resolution can be
thoroughly researched by the appropriate unit and then brought back for possible action at a
future assembly.” He also indicated that, because of the limited time remaining prior to
adjournment, only the “Resolved” paragraphs of the remaining motions submitted by assembly
members and the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel would be read.

Prior to presentation of the next motion, Mr. Douglas Reeves [Rocky Mountain Synod]
moved the following:

Moved;
Seconded: To consider en bloc the following motionsto refer: D, E, N, O, P, and R; and the
following motions to approve: A, I, L, and Q.

Bishop Chilstrom stated that the motion was appropriate, but cautioned assembly members
that by voting to act upon the motions in question en bloc, the motions subsequently could not be
debated.

An unidentified voting member asked why Motion B was not included in the author’s
motion, since approva of Motion B also was recommended by the Committee of Reference and
Counsal. Bishop Chilstrom confirmed that not all motions recommended for referral or gpproval
had been included in the motion now before the assembly.

Ms. Christine Davis [New England Synod] spoke against the motion, stating, “ These items
contain too many diverseissues, things that we really need to talk about, things we started talking
about, and we really need the time to consider them individually.”

Mr. John Crofts [Indiana-Kentucky Synod] concurred, stating, “| speak against the motion
for the same reasons.”

The Rev. Carol A. Jensen [Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod] commented, “| also speak
against the motion and particularly related to Motion N.”

Mr. Terry Speese [North/West Lower Michigan Synod] spoke against the motion, “because
of the diversity of each of these recommendations.”

An unidentified voting member said, “| aso take exception, because of Motion I.”

The Rev. Amandus J. Derr [New Jersey Synod] called the question.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote



Carried: To move the previous question.

Moved,

Seconded; Y es-262; No-603

Defeated: To consider en bloc the following motionsto refer, D, E, N, O, P, and R; and the
following motions to approve, A, |, L, and Q.

Motion A: African Development Foundation and
Development Fund for Africa

Bishop Chilstrom called upon Ms. Bergquist to continue the report of the committee. She
then introduced Motion A submitted by the Rev. Gail A. Brodersen-Heins [ South-Central Synod
of Wisconsn] and the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel.

Moved;

Seconded: Whereas, the old economic order of aparthed, colonialism, and slavery helped
devastate Africa, leaving it the poorest of all continents of the world; and

Wheresas, the United States Congress created the African Devel opment Foundation and the
Development Fund for Africa as away to protect necessary development aid to Africawhere
one-eighth of the world’s people live; and

Wheresas, the United States Senate, through arecision bill, reduced 1995 funding for the African
Development Foundation from $17 million to $10 million and the Development Fund for Africa
from $802 million to $780 million; and

Whereas, the United States Senate proposes 1996 funding for the Development Fund for Africa
be reduced to $528 million out of atotal of $12.1 hillion for the entire Foreign Aid Bill; and
Whereas, African countries critically need U.S. development assistance to build schools and
roads, purify drinking water, pay for immunization medicine, and fight childhood diseases;
therefore be it

RESOLVED, tha members of the Evangelical L utheran Church in America be encouraged to
contact their United States senators and urge restoration of the 1995 funding level of $17 million
for the African Development Foundation and $802 million for the Development Fund for Africa
and continuance of that development aid amount for 1996.

REFERENCE AND COUNSEL
RECOMMENDATION

The committee notes the urgency required on legislation currently beforethe U.S. Senate
and the present advocacy on behalf of African development funding by the Lutheran Office for
Governmental Affairs. Further noted is the possible necessity of ongoing advocacy on similar
legislation related to African development. The committee recommends approval and
encourages immedi ate action by voting members, if possible, during thisassembly.

Ms. Bergquist explained, “At the point that the Reference and Counsel Committee handled
this recommendation, the Service and Justice ‘wedge’ in the ‘Display Hall’ had electronic
equipment, . . . [permitting voting members to send] a message either to the president or to their
senator. That isthe reason for the final wording of our recommendation.”

The Rev. Gail Brodersen-Heins [ South-Central Synod of Wisconsin], author of the motion,



spoke to it, stating, “| did not write this. It was written by the Southern Africa Committee of my
synod. | thank the [Reference and Counsel] Committee for the urgent responseto it and whether
it is passed or not, | urge dl voting members and othersto not forget our brothers and sistersin
Africa. Aswe know, many of the peoples of Africaare livingin terrible crises. | thank dl voting
members for voting in favor of the peace statement and for Bishop Chilstrom’s commendation of
the peace statement and our working for peace. Thisisaconcrete way in which we can do that.

| hope that you will go home and write letters or call your legislator on this urgent issue.”

Mr. John Crofts [Indiana-Kentucky Synod] spoke against the motion. He said, “I applaud
the intent of the motion. Infact, I lived for 11 yearsin Central Africaand | understand very well
the distress of that continent. | have serious reservations about the mechanism proposed. This
assembly has heard some vivid personal testimony on the falure of government-to-government
funding to achieve its objectives. Thisisthefirst issuel have.

“But, the main issue is agan, one more time, rading Uncle Sam’s pockets. | would submit
there is nothing left in Uncle Sam’ s pockets but a massive debt now approaching five trillions of
dollars, which no one seems to know how we are ever going to pay back, except leave it for our
children and grandchildren. | find the proposal irresponsible in thisregard. What kind of people
are we that will save 10 cents on a plastic card holder but at atouch of abutton or stroke of a
pen, we are happy to add hundreds of millions of dollars to a debt that we do not know how to
pay back. If we approvethis proposal, | believeit will make some of usfed good for a moment.
It will put all of usthat much deeper into debt, most of the funds will end up in Swiss bank
accounts, and very little will go to our brothers and sistersin Africawho desperately need it.”

The Rev. Bruce E. A. Booher [ Texas-Louisiana Gulf Coast Synod] inquired whether other
business items remained in addition to the recommendations of the Committee of Reference and
Counsel. Bishop Chilstrom indicated that only the matters presented by Reference and Counsel
Committee remained on the assembly’s agenda.

Ms. Betty Olson [Nebraska Synod] spoke in favor of the motion, stating, “ The intent of this
resolution is to emphasize aid that goes toward humanitarian relief, and much of thisis directed
to non-governmental organizations. At the sametime, if you are talking about tax dollars, the
humanitarian aid has decreased each year, while military support hasincreased. The military
support contributes to the crises we are trying to take care of with humanitarian aid. Thisisone
areathat Bread for the World has worked very hard on this year. Remember that the emphasis
here is humanitarian relief, and that it does not always go through the governmentda agencies of
the country that receivesit.”

Mr. Terry Speese [North/West Lower Michigan Synod] spoke against the recommendation,
stating, “In the amount of time | have spent at this assembly, | have heard words used, like
‘resources’ and ‘programs,” but | have also heard, ‘How will we pay for this? Asistruefor this
church, it is easy to say to the government, ‘We will just let them pay for it; we can print more
money and we can send it,” but . . . we need to be realistic now, and we need to understand that
we are no longer an untapped resource.

“One of the problemsthat | have with thisis the fact that | am not sure that the Reference
and Counsel Committee can assure us that this money is going where it is needed. We know we
send aid continually that does not go where it is supposed to go. We are talking about building
roads and schools, and | do not know if thisis unique to Michigan or not, but you should come
and travel on some of our roads, because they arein disrepair. Asked why they cannot be fixed,
[we aretold] it is because thereis no funding for that. We talk about building schools, but we



also have inner-city schools, we have rural schools that cannot provide the technical education
that we need in this technical age, because they simply do not have the funding. | am not against
helping others, whether it be here in the United States or in foreign countries, but | think that, as
good stewards, we need to hold those people accountable. | would recommend that . . . instead
of ... [sending] more money, wha we should do is encourage each of us to contact our
representatives and make them accountable. We need to hold them accountable. | wanted to end
this by stating that ‘thewell isrunning dry.” But, that isincorrect: ‘ The well isdry; thewell is
getting drier.” We need to be aware that we can no longer just continue to print and send money
wherever it is needed.”

The Rev. Amandus J. Derr [New Jersey Synod] called the question.
Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote
Carried: To move the previous question.

Assembly

Action  Yes-514; No-322

CA95.7.66  Whereas, the old economic order of aparthed, colonialism, and slavery helped
devastate Africa, leaving it the poorest of all continents of the world; and

Wheresas, the United States Congress created the African Devel opment Foundation and the
Development Fund for Africa as away to protect necessary development aid to Africawhere
one-eighth of the world’s people live; and

Wheresas, the United States Senate, through arecision bill, reduced 1995 funding for the African
Development Foundation from $17 million to $10 million and the Development Fund for Africa
from $802 million to $780 million; and

Whereas, the United States Senate proposes 1996 funding for the Development Fund for Africa
be reduced to $528 million out of atotal of $12.1 hillion for the entire Foreign Aid Bill; and
Whereas, African countries critically need U.S. development assistance to build schools and
roads, purify drinking water, pay for immunization medicine, and fight childhood diseases;
therefore, be it

RESOLVED, tha members of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America be encouraged to
contact their United States senators and urge restoration of the 1995 funding level of $17 million
for the African Development Foundation and $802 million for the Development Fund for Africa
and continuance of that development aid amount for 1996.

The Rev. Mark W. Holmerud [ Sierra Pacific Synod] moved to limit debate:

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Yes-637; No-195
Carried: To suspend the rules and to limit debate on each of the items to come before the
assembly for the remainder of this plenary session to atotal of eight minutes.
Motion B: U.S. Election Campaign Finance Reform

Co-Chair Pefia presented Motion B, submitted by Mr. Ron Brasgalla [ Southern California
(West) Synod], and the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel.

Moved:;



Seconded: To refer the following motion, submitted by Mr. Ron Brasgalla [ Southern
California (West) Synod], to the Division for Church in Society:

Whereas, successful election campaigns in our society are almost totally dependent upon the
expenditure of |arge sums of money for various forms of political advertising and other campaign
expenses; and

Whereas, the vast mgjority of our citizens do not have access to the large sums of money required
to conduct a successful election campaign; and

Whereas, elected officids become primarily responsiveto those who financially support their
elections; and

Whereas, in most instances, less wealthy citizens are not able to be elected to public office, or
even to elect candidates who will be responsive to their needs for dignity and justice; and
Wheresas, the constitution of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America states that, the Church
shall “servein response to God’ s love to meet human needs, . . . advocating dignity and justice
for all people, . . . and standing with the poor and the powerless, and committing itsdf to their
needs’ (4.02.c.); and

Whereas, the Lutheran Office for Governmentd Affairs provides direct advocacy on public
policy issues that may affect the members of our church; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America call upon its members and the
Lutheran Officefor Governmental Affairsto advocate for the enactment of campaign finance
reform legidation at the local, state, and national levels, so that an equal opportunity may be
provided for all candidates for elected office, regardless of their personal wealth or the wealth of
their supporters.

Reference and Counsel
Recommendation

In consultation with the Lutheran Office for Governmentd Affairs, the committee
determines that the resolution as proposed is too vague to establish policy and give direction for
advocacy. Accordingly, the committee recommendsreferral to the Division for Church in
Society.

Ms. Barbara L. Bauer [ Eastern Washington-ldaho Synod] identified herself as a county
treasurer, tax collector, and administrator. She moved the following:
Moved;
Seconded: To delete the following from Motion B:

Whereas, elected officids become primarily responsive to those who financially support their
elections; and.

Bishop Chilstrom, after discussion with the parliamentarian, said, “We do not have that
before us at the present time. What we have is the recommendation of the Reference and
Counsel Committee to refer.” He advised that the voting member could move to substitute the
entire proposal, in order to bring it onto the floor, in which case the motion could be amended.

Ms. Bauer then moved substitution of the resolution, submitted by Mr. Brasgalla, without
the “Whereas’ paragraph previoudly cited.

Moved:;



Seconded: To substitute the following for the recommendation of the Committee on
Reference and Counsel.

Whereas, successful election campaigns in our society are almost totally dependent upon the
expenditure of |arge sums of money for various forms of political advertising and other campaign
expenses; and

Whereas, the vast mgjority of our citizens do not have access to the large sums of money required
to conduct a successful election campaign; and

Whereas, in most instances, less wealthy citizens are not able to be elected to public office, or
even to elect candidates who will be responsive to their needs for dignity and justice; and
Wheresas, the Constitution of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America states that, the Church
shall “servein response to God’ s love to meet human needs, . . . advocating dignity and justice
for all people, . . . and standing with the poor and the powerless, and committing itsdf to their
needs’ (4.02.c.); and

Whereas, the Lutheran Office for Governmentd Affairs provides direct advocacy on public
policy issues that may affect the members of our church; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America call upon its members and the
Lutheran Officefor Governmental Affairsto advocate for the enactment of campaign finance
reform legidation at the local, state, and national levels, so that an equal opportunity may be
provided for all candidates for elected office, regardless of their personal wealth or the wealth of
their supporters.

Ms. Bauer spoke to the motion, stating, “Asaloca governmental and elected official and an
honest Lutheran Christian who triesto serve all members of my growing community, | find this
sweeping, judgmental sentence unfair, untrue, and offensive. Romans 13:4 reminds us that
elected officids and government employees, like al others, are God’ s servants subject to his
authority. Despite popular sereotypes, as those exhibited in the language | seek to delete, | did
not abandon my faith, principles, or honesty when | took my oath of office. | support the goal of
campai gn-spending reform and the recommendation of the Reference and Counsel Committee,
but | ask you to accept this substitute and in addition to encourage Lutherans, especially our
youth, to consider careersin public service and politics, so that, in the words of Romans 13:6,
‘our authorities are God' s servants who give their full time to governing.””

Bishop Chilstrom advised the assembly that there were now two motions on the floor: the
recommendation of the Reference and Counsel Committee and the motion to substitute.

The Rev. Amandus J. Derr [New Jersey Synod] moved the question on this and all matters
before the assembly.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Y es-664; No-133

Carried: To call the question on all matters before the house.

Moved;

Seconded; Y es-664; No-133

Carried: To substitute the following for the recommendation of the Committee of
Reference and Counsel.

Whereas, successful election campaignsin our society are almost totally dependent upon the



expenditure of |arge sums of money for various forms of political advertising and other campaign
expenses; and

Whereas, the vast mgjority of our citizens do not have access to the large sums of money required
to conduct a successful election campaign; and

Whereas, in most instances, less wealthy citizens are not able to be elected to public office, or
even to elect candidates who will be responsive to their needs for dignity and justice; and
Wheresas, the Constitution of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America states that, the Church
shall “servein response to God’ s love to meet human needs, . . . advocating dignity and justice
for all people, . . . and standing with the poor and the powerless, and committing itsdf to their
needs’ (4.02.c.); and

Whereas, the Lutheran Office for Governmentd Affairs provides direct advocacy on public
policy issues that may affect the members of our church; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America call upon its members and the
Lutheran Officefor Governmental Affairsto advocate for the enactment of campaign finance
reform legidation at the local, state, and national levels, so that an equal opportunity may be
provided for all candidates for elected office, regardless of their personal wealth or the wealth of
their supporters.

Assembly

Action  Yes-625; No-190

CA95.7.67  Whereas, successful election campaignsin our society are amost totally
dependent upon the expenditure of large sums of money for various forms of political advertising
and other campaign expenses; and

Whereas, the vast mgjority of our citizens do not have access to the large sums of money required
to conduct a successful election campaign; and

Whereas, in most instances, less wealthy citizens are not able to be elected to public office, or
even to elect candidates who will be responsive to their needs for dignity and justice; and
Wheresas, the Constitution of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America states that, the Church
shall “servein response to God’ s love to meet human needs, . . . advocating dignity and justice
for all people, . . . and standing with the poor and the powerless, and committing itsdf to their
needs (4.02.c.); and

Whereas, the Lutheran Office for Governmentd Affairs provides direct advocacy on public
policy issues that may affect the members of our church; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America call upon its members and the
Lutheran Officefor Governmental Affairsto advocate for the enactment of campaign finance
reform legidation at the local, state, and national levels, so that an equal opportunity may be
provided for all candidates for elected office, regardless of their personal wealth or the wealth of
their supporters.

The Rev. Robert T. Voss [South-Central Synod of Wisconsin] moved the following in the
interest of time:

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Y es-756; No-69
Carried: To limit each speaker to one minute.



Mr. Dart Westphal [Metropolitan New Y ork Synod] moved to waive thereading of the
motions, recognizing that the texts had been distributed to voting membersin print:
Moved;
Seconded; Y es-538; No-286
Carried: To dispense with the reading of the “resolved” paragraphs of each motion.

Bishop George P. Mocko [ Delaware/Maryland Synod] moved the following:

Moved;

Seconded; Voice Vote

Defeated: To refer to the Church Council all remaining resolutions to be presented by the
Reference and Counsel Committee.

Motion C: Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice
Reference: Continued on Minutes, page 765.

Mr. Pefia presented the following recommendation of the Committee of Reference and
Counsel with respect to Motion C on ELCA participation in the Religious Coalition for
Reproductive Choice, submitted by Mr. Ron Brasgalla [ Southern California (West) Synod]:

Moved;

Seconded: To not adopt the following motion:

Whereas, in 1991 the Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
(ELCA) adopted by a more than two-thirds mgjority votea* Social Statement on Abortion,”
which “recognizes that there can be sound reasons for ending a pregnancy through induced
abortion” (Section 4-b); and

Wheresas, “The position of this church is that government has a legitimate role in regul ating
abortion”; however, “this church opposes legislation that would outlaw abortion in all
circumstances, prevent access to safe and affordable services for morally justified abortions, or
are primarily intended to harass those contemplating or deciding for an abortion” (Section 5-c);
and

Wheresas, in January 1993, ELCA Lord of Love Lutheran Church, Omaha, Neb., suffered acts of
large-scale civil disobedience by Operation Rescue solely because one of its members performs
abortions at an Omaha clinic, and whose spouse was deve opment director of Planned
Parenthood of Omaha-Council Bluffs; and

Wheresas, the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice is anational nonprofit, nonpartisan
coalition of 37 mainline Chrigtian, Jewish, and other religious organizationsthat works to create
apublic climate that is conducive to policy-making that affirms women as moral decision-makers
in regard to abortion; and

Whereas, “Christians as citizens and this church as an institution should join with othersto
advocate for and support just laws and to work to change those which are unjust” (Section
5-Introduction); and

Wheresas, laws passed to restrict abortion would impose areligious view held by some citizens
and, in effect, prevent all other citizens from freely practicing their own religions. Thiswould
include members of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America choosing to make mord
decisions as outlined in the “ Social Statement on Abortion”; and



Whereas, the Southeast Michigan Synod and the Commission for Church in Society of the
Southern California (West) Synod have joined other faith groups as members of local affiliates of
the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice, to advocate for and support just laws and to
work to change those which are unjust; therefore, beit

RESOLVED, that the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America become a member organization
in the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice, to uplift the ELCA’s “Social Statement on
Abortion,” and to advocate for and support just laws regarding abortion, and to work to change
those which are unjust; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the synods of the Evangdical Lutheran Church in Americabe encouraged to
become member organizationsin local affiliates of the Rdigious Coalition for Reproductive
Choice, to uplift the ELCA’s*A Socid Statement on Abortion,” on the local level, and to
advocate for and support just laws regarding abortion, and to work to change those which are
unjust; and be it further

RESOLVED, tha whenever appropriate the Lutheran Officefor Governmentd Affairsjoin with
the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice, on both the national and local level, to uplift
the ELCA’s* Socia Statement on Abortion,” and to advocate for and support just laws regarding
abortion, and to work to change those which are unjust.

Reference and Counsel
Recommendation

Following review of the ELCA “Social Statement on Abortion” adopted by the 1991
Churchwide Assembly and the mission statement of the Religious Coalition for Reproductive
Choice, in consultation with the Lutheran Office for Governmental Affairs, the committee
determined that the organization’ s exclusively “pro-choice’ objectives are not congruent with the
position of this church. The committee noted that while the ELCA statement alows for
individual participation in such a coalition, it would be inappropriate for this assembly to direct
an official agency of this church to become a member. Accordingly, the committee
recommended disapproval of the resolution.

Ms. Oliane Sharp-Anderson [Northwestern Minnesota Synod] spoke in favor of the
recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel. She said, “Having looked at this
recommendation, | find that thisis not something that | personally could accept. Being told by
my church that | must support a particular pro-choice agendais not acceptable. | am not adamant
pro-life, but | am not adamant pro-choice ether. | find that there are many issues here that | must
deal with in my own conscience and | could not readily accept an approval of [the resolution as
presented by Mr. Brasgalla]. It is recommending far too much that we look at a pro-choice
agenda and approve of it. | cannot do that in al good conscience dealing also with the pro-life
issues. | speak as someone who has not been closely associated with either particular
movement.”

Mr. Ron Brasgalla [Southern California (West) Synod] spoke against the recommendation to
disapprove, stating, “Asthe writer of thisresolution, | wish to share that the Religious Coalition
[for Reproductive Choice] currently has the Episcopal Church, Presbyterian Church (USA), and
United Church of Christ as member organizations. Aswe know, we are currently in dialogue
with these churches to move towards full communion. Thelr statements on abortion arevery
similar to ours, but at the same time a socia statement is not gospel—we have discussed that
often before. The main point of the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choiceisan



ecumenical organization to uplift the religious view on abortion that is opposite to those held by
thereligious right. Itisalso the only ecumenical organization that works to protect our churches,
Synagogues, and worship spaces and services from acts of civil disobedience like those that were
experienced at Lord of Love Lutheran Church in Omaha”

Bishop Donald J. McCoid [ Southwestern Pennsylvania Synod] commented, “ Our ELCA
‘Social Statement on Abortion’ is agood statement. It is carefully developed and strongly
affirmed. The concern | have seen develop is a misreading or mis-stating of the basic position
and policy of this church. For example, the statement about exceptions for abortionsin limited
situations has become the rule on some quotes from the abortion statement by pulling issues out
of context and advocating amuch broader support of abortion than our statement intends. Thisis
what we have in thisinstance. | support the ELCA abortion statement and the recommendation
of the Reference and Counsel Committee.”

An unidentified voting member said, “I would concur with the last speaker. We must be
very careful how we dlow our names to be used when we givethis kind of endorsement with
such groups. We find our names publically used and attached to all kinds of things that we do
not really support.”

The Rev. Daniel M. Schaefer Sr. [Northeastern Ohio Synod] requested clarification, “ It says
in [the resolution submitted by Mr. Brasgalla] that there are just and unjust laws regarding
abortion. | wonder if there could be an example of those?’ Bishop Chilstrom responded, “I do
not think we have anyone on the platform now who is prepared to respond to your question.
Perhaps you could seek out persons from the Division for Church in Society.”

The Rev. Jerad L. Folk [ South-Central Synod of Wisconsin] spoke in favor of the motion,
saying, “I support the conclusion to which [the Reference and Counsel Committee] came, that
the action requested in this resolution would be inconsistent with the abortion statement that was
adopted in 1991.”

Bishop Harold S. Weiss [Northeastern Pennsylvania Synod] called question:

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required

Seconded; Voice Vote

Carried: To move the previous question.

Assembly

Action  Yes-778; No-101

CA95.7.68  To not adopt the following motion:

Whereas, in 1991 the Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
(ELCA) adopted by a more than two-thirds mgjority votea* Social Statement on Abortion,”
which “recognizes that there can be sound reasons for ending a pregnancy through induced
abortion” (Section 4-b); and

Wheresas, “The position of this church is that government has a legitimate role in regul ating
abortion”; however, “this church opposes legislation that would outlaw abortion in all
circumstances, prevent access to safe and affordable services for morally justified abortions, or
are primarily intended to harass those contemplating or deciding for an abortion” (Section 5-c);
and

Wheresas, in January 1993, ELCA Lord of Love Lutheran Church, Omaha, Neb., suffered acts of
large-scale civil disobedience by Operation Rescue solely because one of its members performs
abortions at an Omaha clinic, and whose spouse was deve opment director of Planned



Parenthood of Omaha-Council Bluffs; and

Wheresas, the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice is anational nonprofit, nonpartisan
coalition of 37 mainline Chrigian, Jewish, and other religious organizationsthat works to creae
apublic climate that is conducive to policy-making that affirms women as moral decision-makers
in regard to abortion; and

Whereas, “Christians as citizens and this church as an institution should join with othersto
advocate for and support just laws and to work to change those which are unjust” (Section
5-Introduction); and

Whereas, laws passed to restrict abortion would impose areligious view held by some citizens
and, in effect, prevent all other citizens from freely practicing their own religions. Thiswould
include members of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America choosing to make mord
decisions as outlined in the “ Social Statement on Abortion”; and

Whereas, the Southeast Michigan Synod and the Commission for Church in Society of the
Southern California (West) Synod have joined other faith groups as members of local affiliates of
the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice, to advocate for and support just laws and to
work to change those which are unjust; therefore, beit

RESOLVED, that the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America become a member organization
in the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice, to uplift the ELCA’s “Socia Statement on
Abortion,” and to advocate for and support just laws regarding abortion, and to work to change
those which are unjust; and be it further

RESOLVED, that the synods of the Evangdical Lutheran Church in Americabe encouraged to
become member organizationsin local affiliates of the Rdigious Coalition for Reproductive
Choice, to uplift the ELCA’s* Social Statement on Abortion,” on the local level, and to advocate
for and support just laws regarding abortion, and to work to change those which are unjust; and
be it further

RESOLVED, tha whenever appropriate the Lutheran Officefor Governmentd Affairsjoin with
the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice, on both the national and local level, to uplift
the ELCA’s*“ Socia Statement on Abortion,” and to advocate for and support just laws regarding
abortion, and to work to change those which are unjust.

Report of the Memorials Committee (continued)

Reference: 1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 3, pages 881-954; continued from Minutes,
pages 65-90, 139-157, 250-251, 374-427, 452-463, 586-616, 637-644.

Category 5: Social Statement on Human Sexuality (continued)

Reference: 1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 3, pages 899-904; continued from Minutes,
pages 600-616.

Ms. Katharyn L. Wilson [Metropolitan Chicago Synod] moved reconsideration of the
assembly’ s previous action in adopting the Memorials Committee’ s recommendation for
disposition of memorials presented in Category 5: Social Statement on Human Sexuality (1995
Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 3, page 904). She sought to amend the recommendation as
follows:

To renumber item 3. asitem 3.a.; and to add the following as a new paragraph, to be numbered
3.b.:
3.b. “To call on members of the Church Council and the Dividgon for Church in Society to



evaluate the composition of future task forces, ad hoc groups, and consulting panels, and
structure each with positions for youth, people of color, and gay and lesbian persons.”

Moved,

Seconded; Yes-178; No-687

Defeated: To reconsider the previous action (CA95.6.36) of this Churchwide Assembly with
respect to the synodical memorials on the development of socia statements and a possible social
gaement on human sexudity.

Report of the Reference and Counsel Committee
(continued)
Reference: Continued from Minutes, pages 616-617, 645-660.
Motions D-W

The presentation of the report of the Committee of Reference and Counsel resumed. The
Rev. John B. Mawhirter [Northwestern Ohio Synod] moved to refer the remaining motions
contained in the report of the Reference and Counsel Committee to the Church Council:

Moved:;
Seconded: To refer en bloc Motions D through W in the report of the Committee of
Reference and Counsel to the Church Council for consideration.

Pastor Mawhirter spoke to the motion, stating, “ One of the things that this assembly has
taken very seriously is the debate. Aswe move along today, we lose our numbers and we also
lose our patience. | would like to move these very important motions for the consideration of the
Church Council, so that they are prayerfully, patiently considered instead of rushing through a
motion that could make a big change in our church.”

Bishop Harold S. Weiss [Northeastern Pennsylvania Synod] spoke in opposition to the
motion, stating, “We have a program that calls for us to be in plenary session until about 11:30
am., [and] we have arule now that there is eight minutes for each of these, which | believeis
sufficient. We may need to come to amotion at some point to refer other matters to the Church
Council, but I think that is premature.”

Ms. Christine Davis [New England Synod] agreed with the previous speaker and observed,
“We have too many diverse issues to move them en bloc.”

Ms. Meredith Lovell [Delaware-Maryland Synod] spoke against the motion and said, “1 am
prepared to debate some of these issues and | think they are very important.”

The Rev. Amandus J. Derr [New Jersey Synod] called the question:

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote
Carried: To move the previous question.

Moved;

Seconded; Yes-133; No-780

Defeated: To refer en bloc Motions D through W in the report of the Committee of Reference
and Counsel to the Church Council for consideration.

Motion D: Use of Inclusive Geographical Maps



Mr. Pefaintroduced Motion D, submitted by Ms. Jamie L. Berge [Alaska Synod], and
presented the following recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel:

Moved;

Seconded: To refer the following motion D, submitted by Ms. Jamie L. Berge [Alaska
Synaod] to the ELCA Cabinet of Executives.

RESOLVED, that the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America, when using geographical maps
for visual presentations, place synods (or parts of synods) that are not in the contiguous United
States, in their general location in relation to that map.

Ms. Berge commented, “1 am the author of this resolution and | have severa reasons for
proposing this. Thefirst is as ageography lesson. | am referring to a map included in our
materids indicating new mission startsin 1995. | caution that, if you take these home, please
use them with adult supervision and let your children know that, in fact, Alaska and Hawaii are
not neighbors to Texas or located in the Gulf of Mexico. Second, | would like to affirm Bishop
Chilstrom’ s statement earlier in the assembly that Christ truly is the web that weaves us together.
However, being on the geographical fringe of this church and also being human, sometimes we
feel out-of-place or, asin the example of amap used previously in avideo presentation,
completely left out. Thisisasymbolic resolution asking for awareness.”

An anonymous voting member moved the previous question.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote
Carried: To move the previous question.

Assembly

Action  VoiceVote

CA95.7.69  To refer the following motion D, submitted by Ms. Jamie L. Berge [Alaska
Synaod] to the ELCA Cabinet of Executives.

RESOLVED, that the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America, when using geographical maps
for visual presentations, place synods (or parts of synods) that are not in the contiguous United
States, in their general location in relation to that map.

Motion E: Association of Lutherans of Arab and
Middle Eastern Heritage

Ms. Bergquist introduced Motion E, submitted by Ms. Carol LaHurd [Minneapolis Area
Synod] and the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel. Ms. Bergquist
noted that the following “Whereas” paragraph, which inadvertently had been omitted from the
motion as printed in the report of the Committee of Reference and Counsel, should follow the
second “Whereas.”

Whereas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americais working to end growing prejudice,
racism, and hostility towards Arab/Middle Eastern personsin this country; and”

Ms. Bergquist then presented the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and



Counse!:

Reference and Counsel
Recommendation

The committee notes in the report of the Commission for Multicultural Ministries to this
assembly that in fulfillment of the multicultural mission strategy adopted by the 1991
Churchwide Assembly, the commission is already working with the Association of Lutherans of
Arab and Middle Eastern Heritage (1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 1, page 108). The
committee recommends referral to the Commission for Multicultural Ministries.

Moved;

Seconded: To refer the following Mation E, submitted by Ms. Carol LaHurd [Minneapolis
Area Synod], to the Commission for Multicultural Ministries:

Wheresas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America continues to be active in mission and
ministry in the Middle East; and

Whereas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americathroughits Division for Outreach is
developing new ministries among a growing and culturally rich Arab Middle Eastern population
of approximately nine million in the United States; and

Whereas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americais working to end growing prejudice,
racism, and hostility towards Arab/Middle Eastern persons in this country; and

Wheresas, the Association of Lutherans of Arab Middle Eastern Heritage (ALAMEH) was
organized for the purposes of outreach among Arab Middle Eastern persons; for enhancing and
supporting the contributions of Arab Middle Eastern persons in the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in America; and for assisting the Evangdical Lutheran Church in Americain developing its Arab
Middle Eastern ministries; and

Whereas, the Association of Lutherans of Arab Middle Eastern Heritage now seeksto be a
related organization of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America; therefore, be it
RESOLVED, that the Association of Lutherans of Arab and Middle Eastern Heritage be related
to the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americathrough the Commission for Multicultural
Ministries and that an appropriate relationship be negotiated and maintained by the commission.

Ms. LaHurd spoke to the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel,
stating, “ Asthe original submitter of this resolution, | support the referral to the Commission for
Multicultural Ministries.”

The Rev. John K. Stendahl [New England Synod] inquired, “Is it our procedure that it is the
recommendation of the Reference and Counsel Committee that is on the floor and we are voting
on?’ Bishop Chilstrom responded, “That is correct.”

Mr. Mark Hel mke [ Southwestern Texas Synod] raised a parliamentary inquiry, stating,
“Under the rules of the assembly as | understand them (I am referring to page 593), in the
instance where the Committee [of Reference and Counsel] reports disapprova of a motion, the
rules read that the memorial or resolution recommended for rejection shall be the main motion.
In those instances, it would seem to me that it would be the original [resolution] that would be
before the assembly.” After consultation with the parliamentarian, Bishop Chilstrom agreed that
Mr. Helmke' s advice was correct. The recommendation of the Committee of Reference and
Counsel regarding Motion E wastto refer; therefore, according to the Rules of Organization



Procedure, the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel was the man
motion.
An anonymous voting member called the question.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote

Carried: To move the previous question.
Assembly
Action Yes-894; No-14

CA95.7.70  To refer the following Mation E, submitted by Ms. Carol LaHurd [Minneapolis
Area Synod], to the Commission for Multicultural Ministries:

Wheresas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America continues to be active in mission and
ministry in the Middle East; and

Whereas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americathroughits Division for Outreach is
developing new ministries among a growing and culturally rich Arab Middle Eastern population
of approximately nine million in the United States; and

Whereas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americais working to end growing prejudice,
racism, and hostility towards Arab/Middle Eastern persons in this country; and

Wheresas, the Association of Lutherans of Arab Middle Eastern Heritage (ALAMEH) was
organized for the purposes of outreach among Arab Middle Eastern persons; for enhancing and
supporting the contributions of Arab Middle Eastern persons in the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in America; and for assisting the Evangdical Lutheran Church in Americain developing its Arab
Middle Eastern ministries; and

Whereas, the Association of Lutherans of Arab Middle Eastern Heritage now seeksto be a
related organization of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America; therefore, be it
RESOLVED, that the Association of Lutheran of Arab and Middle Eastern Heritage be related to
the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America through the Commission for Multicultural
Ministries and that an appropriate relationship be negotiated and maintained by the commission.

Motion F. Study of Human Sexuality (continued)
Reference: Continued from Minutes, pages 616-617).

Co-Chair Bergquist introduced Motion F, submitted by Bishop J. Philip Wahl [Southeast
Michigan Synod] and the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel. Since
the recommendation of the Reference and Counsel Committee was for disapproval, the
resolution as submitted became the main motion before the assembly, as provided in the Rules of
Organization and Procedure (1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, page 593), and the
recommendation of the committee was received as information.

MOVED;

SECONDED: Whereas, this church has been engaged for a number of yearsin astudy leading to
aproposed social statement on human sexuality; and

Whereas, the Church Council at its meeting immediately preceding the 1995 Churchwide
Assembly decided to postpone indefinitely the further development of any proposed socidl
statement on human sexuality; and



Wheress, it is unlikely that this church will continue the process of moral deliberation without
the process being tied to the development of a social statement on human sexuality; therefore, be
it
RESOLVED, that the 1995 Churchwide Assembly direct the Church Council, through the
Division for Church in Society, to continue the process of developing asocia statement on
human sexuality to be presented at the 1997 Churchwide Assembly.
Reference and Counsel
Recommendation

In view of the plans for ongoing moral deliberation and the positive strategies for study and
pastord care outlined in the Church Council’s report on the Study on Human Sexudlity,
including advice of the consulting panel (1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, pages
810A-810G),1 the committee recommends disapproval of this resolution.

1 Thefollowing resolution was adopted by the Church Council & its meeting immediately
prior to this assembly (August 15-16, 1995) and was presented by the council to the Churchwide
Assembly as information:

To receive as information the progress report of the Division for Church in Society on the
Study of Human Sexuality;

To acknowledge that, while broad areas of clarity and agreement within the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Americawere evidenced on many matters addressed during this church’s
study of human sexuality, responses during this study dso indicated the existence of substantial
differences on other biblical and theological issues,

To express the commitment of this church to address the foundationa and practical issues
identified thus far in this study and to urge continued examination and discussion of those issues
within the congregations and other settings of this church;

To encourage continued exploration by the Division for Church in Society of theseissues
including further development of study resources in cooperation with other churchwide units,

EL CA-related seminaries, colleges and universties, and social ministry organizations;

To continue a strong public ethical witness by this church in those areas for which thereis
clarity and wide agreement within the Evangelica Lutheran Church in America;

To underscore the importance of the efforts of the work group on socid statements,
convened by the Division for Church in Society, as that group explores the purposes, forms, and
role of social statements and other resources on socid issues for consideration and use by
members of this church;

To inform the members of this church that a proposed socid statement on human sexuality
will not be available for consideration by the 1997 Churchwide Assembly and that any decision
related to the scheduling of a possible socid statement on human sexuality will not be made until
after the 1997 Churchwide Assembly, following further churchwide study and discussion;

To note particularly the contributions to this process by the board of the Division for Church
in Society, the task force, the consulting panel, and the writing team;

To express deep appreciation to all those in this church who participated in the deve opment
and critique of the draft statements on human sexuality and to all those who studied and
responded to these drafts; and

To encourage al persons in this church to continue to deepen the dialogue and prayerful



reflection on thisimportant issue.

The Rev. Carl A. Jensen [ Southwestern Pennsylvania Synod] then questioned whether
consideration of the recommendation was appropriatein view of the assembly’s previous action
with respect to the report of the Memorials Committee (1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 3,
page 904). He said, “We already adopted amemorial in Category 5, and item 3. of that on page
904, affirming the existing plan approved by the Church Council to review the process for the
development of social statements, and so forth. That refers to page 810-A where it states that
there will not be consideration of a sexuality statement in 1997. Since we have aready settled
thisissue, | would think this Motion F and Motion G would be out of order.”

Bishop Chilstrom responded, “ It was discussed overnight, since you raised the question in
the last plenary session. It isagood and legitimate question. My conclusion isthat it istrue that
the background material suggests that we should not do thisin 1997. However, the substance of
that memorial itself does not limit usto 1997. The other problem that | haveisthat by
happenstance (or whatever) the report of the Memorials Committee was called first and we gave
that consideration and took appropriate action. Had | done the opposite [taken the report of the
Reference and Counsel Committee first] it would not have closed the door for the proposal that
comesin Motion F. The judgment of the chair is that we ought to test this—that we ought to
bring Motion F up for consideration—and if, in fact, you approve Motion F, it would mean that
the message would be very clear and that we must move with dispatch and come up with a social
statement by 1997.”

Bishop J. Philip Wahl [Southeast Michigan Synod] spoke in favor of the resolution, stating,
“1 am proud of our church and the good start that we have had. At times, it has been stormy and
obviously we do not al agree, but | believe it has been a teaching and learning opportunity.
Without a specific date, | do not think we are going to keep the issue before us. Without a
specific date, | think we are going to be doing a disservice to this church. The recommendation
[of the Committee of Reference and Counsel] will be interpreted as putting it on the back burner
and avoidance—adisservice to this church that allows for procrastination. We have much to
give and we need to support a statement to our church.”

The Rev. Derek J. Engfelt [ South Dakota Synod] moved to amend the motion:

Moved;

Seconded: To amend Motion F by adding an additional “ Resolved” paragraph:

Resolved, that in theinterim, we in assembly affirm the following statement:

“God created people male and female, and provided for the marriage relationship in which two
may becomeone. A publicly dedared, legally binding marriage between one women and one
man remains the one appropriate place for genital sexual relations. Heterosexual marriage,
faithfulness within marriage, abstinence outside of marriage—these constitute the Christian
standard. When we fall short, we are invited to repent, receive the forgiveness of God, and
amend our lives.”

Pastor Engfelt spoke to the motion, stating, “1 think that at thistime, as a church, we are
clearly not uniform in our understanding and in our response to thisissue, but at this time during
the interim period, we can stand someplace and this [amendment] is consistent with the
Scriptures and also with the predecessor statements [social statements of the Lutheran Church in



Americaand The American Lutheran Church]. Quoting the Rev. James E. Andrews of the
Presbyterian Church (USA) who spoke earlier, he said that his church would study anything, if it
means putting off making adecision. | think we have been doing that for too long. This
statement, | believe, affirms faithfulness within marriage, abstinence outside of marriage, the
good news for all that when we fall short, we are invited to repent and receive the forgiveness of
God.”

Ms. Kathryn F. Kees [Northeastern Pennsylvania Synod] stated, “With al due respect to the
mover [of Motion F, Bishop J. Philip Wahl], | do not think the motion makes a lot of sense.
Essentially what it saysis that, because we cannot make a decision on this particular issue, we
should make this decision. We should make that statement, because we cannot agree with any
other statement. | think it is better that we stick with what we have said, which is basically an
agreement to struggle on with this as a whole church until we can come to much more consensus
than we have now.”

Mr. Craig Lubinsky [Northwest Synod of Wisconsin] called the question.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote
Carried: To move the previous question.

Moved;

Seconded; Y es-384; No-518

Defeated: To amend Motion F by adding the foll owing:

Resolved, that in theinterim, we in assembly affirm the following statement:

God created people male and femde, and provided for the marriage relationship in which two
may becomeone. A publicly dedared, legally binding marriage between one women and one
man remains the one appropriate place for genital sexual relations. Heterosexual marriage,
faithfulness within marriage, abstinence outside of marriage—these constitute the Christian
standard. When we fall short, we are invited to repent, receive the forgiveness of God, and
amend our lives.

Bishop Harold S. Weiss [Northeastern Pennsylvania Synod] sought to offer a substitute for
the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel:

To amend the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel by substitution of the
following:

That the response of the 1995 Churchwide Assembly to the motion offered by Bishop J. Philip
Wahl [ Southeast Michigan Synod] be the previous action of this assembly on the Church

Council’ s report on the Study of Human Sexuality, including plans for ongoing moral
deliberation and positive strategies for study and pastoral care (CA95.6.59).

Bishop Weiss stated: “The reason for the motion is to get us out of a parliamentary dilemma
of having to deal with the recommendation [of the Committee of Reference and Counsel] to
disapprove.” Bishop Chilstrom responded, “1 think we have cleared that up by stating that the
motion on the floor is the resolution submitted by Bishop J. Philip Wahl.” Bishop Weiss stated,
“1 understand that, but this would get us back to a motion to reaffirm that which the assembly has



already said in different ways.” Since the motion on the floor was the resolution from Bishop
Wahl, with the advice from the Committee of Reference and Counsel not to approve, Bishop
Chilstrom ruled Bishop Weiss's motion out of order.

Bishop Wei ss then restated his motion as a substitute for Motion F:

Moved;

Seconded: To substitute the following for the motion before the assembly:

That the response of the 1995 Churchwide Assembly to the motion offered by Bishop J. Philip
Wahl [ Southeast Michigan Synod] be the previous action of this assembly on the Church
Council’ s report on the Study of Human Sexuality, including plans for ongoing moral
deliberation and positive strategies for study and pastoral care (CA95.6.59).

Editor’ snote:

The action [CA95.6.36] previously taken by the assembly was the recommendation of the
Memorials Committee to several synodicd resolutions. Item 2.a. of that action indicates
acceptance of the action by the Church Council [ 1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, page
810A], which includes the statement: “ To inform the members of this church that a proposed
socia statement on human sexuality will not be available for consideration by the 1997
Churchwide Assembly and that any decision related to the scheduling of a possible social
gaement on human sexudity will not be made until after the 1997 Churchwide Assembly,
following further churchwide study and discussion.”

Bishop Chilstrom stated, “I will treat that then as a substitute for what was proposed by
Bishop Wahl.”
The Rev. Jerald L. Folk [South-Central Synod of Wisconsin] moved the following:

Moved;
Seconded: To refer both the resolution (Motion F) and the substitute to the Division for
Church in Society as advice as the division continues to explore how to proceed in this process.

Speaking to the motion, Pastor Folk said, “I beieve that even as this assembly has unfolded,
we have received further wisdom and further guidance as to how we should address this topic of
human sexudity. Therefore, | think the most appropriate way to act on these resolutions is to
pass them on to the Division [for Church in Society] asit continues to develop that process.”

The Rev. Robin J. McCullough [Northeastern Ohio Synod] spoke against the referral. She
stated, “I think we need to get on with thisissue. If we keep referring and referring, itisjust
procrastination. The people of this church are wanting to know what we have to say about this
statement and we need atimeline. At that point, the assembly can decide what we can say and,
if there are things that we are not in agreement with, then we can certainly deal with it at that
point.”

The Rev. John K. Stendahl [New England Synod] spoke in favor of referral. He said, “1 am
strongly infavor of the intent of the original mation. | am in support of referral. It seemsto me
that we have alot of reasons to be disappointed, alot of reasons to be ashamed—ashamed of
how brittle the bonds of Christian charity have been in our church.”



Bishop Chilstrom noted that the eight-minute limit for consideration of a motion had passed.
He called, therefore, for avote on all matters before the house.

Assembly

Action  Yes-506; No-402

CA95.7.71  To refer both the resolution (Motion F) and the substitute to the Division for
Church in Society as advice as the division continues to explore how to proceed in this process.

Motion F

Whereas, this church has been engaged for a number of yearsin a study leading to a proposed
social statement on human sexuality; and

Whereas, the Church Council at its meeting immediately preceding the 1995 Churchwide
Assembly decided to postpone indefinitely the further development of any proposed socidl
statement on human sexuality; and

Wheress, it is unlikely that this church will continue the process of moral deliberation without
the process being tied to the development of a social statement on human sexuality; therefore be
it

RESOLVED, that the 1995 Churchwide Assembly direct the Church Council, through the
Division for Church in Society, to continue the process of developing asocia statement on
human sexuality to be presented at the 1997 Churchwide Assembly.

Substitute Motion

That the response of the 1995 Churchwide Assembly to the following motion, offered by Bishop
J. Philip Wahl [Southeast Michigan Synod], be the previous action of this assembly on the
Church Council’ s report on the Study of Human Sexuality, including plans for ongoing moral
deliberation and positive strategies for study and pastoral care (CA95.6.59):

1. Toaffirmthe cal of the synods:

a.  for commendation of al of those who participated in the devel opment and who
commented on the draft statements on human sexudity;

b.  for our leaders and members to practice and teach biblical and confessional guidance
for spesking thetruth in love in matters of faith and life, as this church continues to discuss
matters of human sexudity;

c. for mutual repentance and forgiveness for those instances in which our actionsin our
debate on human sexuality may have harmed members of the body of Christ;

2. a  Toconvey tothe Sierra Pacific, Western North Dakota, Eastern North Dakota, South
Dakota, Central States, Metropolitan Chicago, Northeastern lowa, Indiana-K entucky, and
Southwestern Pennsylvania synods the August 1995 report of the Division for Church in Society
and the Church Council on the process for the development of a possible socid statement on
human sexudity as a reponse to their memorials;

b. To refer the memorials of these synods to the Division for Church in Society asit
continues its work related to human sexuality and to the review and possible revision of the
ELCA'’s process for the development of all social statements;

c.  To affirm the existing deliberative process for a continuing discussion of human
sexuality and thus to decline to consider Churchwide A ssembly action on the specific language
proposed for statements, which is contained in the memorials from various synods;



3. To affirm the existing plan approved by the Church Council to review the process for the
development of socia statementsin the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, including the
issues of the future development of any social statements and the appropriate roles of task forces,
boards, Church Council, Conference of Bishops, theological faculties, and congregationsin this
process.

Motion G: Study of Human Sexuality

Ms. Bergquist presented Motion G, submitted by Ms. Christine L. Davis [New England
Synod], and the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel. Since the
recommendation of the committee was rejection, the resolution as submitted became the main
motion before the assembly as provided in the Rules of Organization and Procedure (1995
Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, page 593) and the recommendation of the committee was
received as information.

Reference and Counsel
Recommendation

In view of the plans for ongoing moral deliberation and the positive strategies for study and
pastord care outlined in the Church Council’s report on the Study on Human Sexudlity,
including advice of the consulting panel (1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, pages 810 A-G),
the committee recommended disapproval of this resolution.

Ms. Bergquist noted a correction to line 29 of the committee’ s printed report, which would
correct “ paragraphs 48-62” to read: “ paragraphs 48-63.”

Moved;

Seconded: Whereas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America has been struggling with
the issue of human sexuality for eight years; and

Whereas, the Church Council, Conference of Bishops, Division for Church in Society, the task
force, the consulting team, the writing team, and others have devoted countless hours and endless
energy to the Spirit-led deliberating that produced the working draft (10/94); and

Wheress, this draft was shared throughout the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America and
produced many areas of agreement; and

Whereas, some few sections produced unprecedented dissension and divisveness throughout this
church; and

Wheresas, there are many in our church, many who have left the church and many standing
outside the church, all who are in desperate need of aword of affirmation, of hope, of support,
and of guidance from the churchin al areas of human sexuality; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that this assembly urge the Church Council to place on the agenda of the 1997
Churchwide Assembly, for consideration, a Statement on Human Sexuality, except the topics
covered in paragraphs 48-63 of the draft (October 1994); and be it further

RESOLVED, that this assembly urge that work continue unabated on resolving the church’s
position on homosexuality, now covered in paragraphs 48-63 of the working draft (October
1994).

Ms. Christine L. Davis [New England Synod] spoke to the motion, stating, “As the maker of
the resolution, | would liketo speak to it, although we have heard the sense. | believe, asit



stands now, there are no plans to continue work, no time commitment to finish this work; we are
just referring it to further study. It isan amazing document. We have said alot of positive things
about family, concerns about prostitution, and how we feel about pornography. We need to get
onwithit. My motion isto excise the section on homosexuality and ask that the rest of it be
brought to the 1997 Churchwide Assembly, since that is the area that is causing most of the
problem. We need get on with making positive social statements that this church needs to hear
on al of the other issues of human sexuality.”

The Rev. Steven R. P. Weston [Northwestern Minnesota Synod] moved the following:
Moved;
Seconded: To substitute the following for the two resolves in the motion before the
assembly:
RESOLVED, that the Conference of Bishops be authorized by this assembly to issue on behalf of
this church an interim social statement on human sexuality, contingent upon a two-thirds
majority vote of that body, with this authority expiring upon the adoption of asocial statement on
human sexuality by afuture Churchwide Assembly.

Pastor Weston spoke to the motion, stating, “I believe that this recommendation answers the
concerns of thisassembly, first of al, to decide not to decide at this time; and also the very strong
desire to say something pastord about theissue of human sexudity. This motion would entrust
those pastoral words to the chief pastors [synodical bishops| of our church. If they happen to say
something objectionable, then that would give a prod to the process of producing areal socia
statement.”

Bishop Chilstrom then ruled the motion to substitute to be out of order, stating, “The
Conference of Bishops, by our governing documents, cannot develop a social statement such as
you are cdling for in your motion.” He then advised that Motion G as submitted by Ms. Davis
was again before the assembly.

Mr. Trevis Butcher [Montana Synod] spoke in favor of the motion. He said, “1 would like to
support this resolution strongly in just the simple fact that | see, across our state and through our
synod, that there is strong support for much of the document. We have spent a great deal of time
and a quarter of amillion dollarson this. Let us put what is agreeable to work. . . .”

Ms. Stacy Walker [New Jersey Synod] moved thefollowing:

Moved;

Seconded: To amend the first “Resolved” paragraph of Motion G by deleting the words,
“except the topics covered in paragraphs 48-63,” and by adding the words, “reflecting the areas
in which there is substantial agreement within this church.”

Ms. Walker spoke to the motion, stating, “Basically, | agree with what [Mr. Butcher] said.
There are many parts of this statement that this church agrees upon. | would like to suggest that
we present a statement in 1997 on what we agree upon. Everyonein thisroom is crying out for
this church to say something, so why do not we present what we know and continue to study the
areas where we do not know [the mind of this church].”

Mr. Blake C. Marles [Northeastern Pennsylvania Synod] called the quegtion:

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required



Seconded:; Voice Vote

Carried: To move the previous question on al matters before the house.

Moved,

Seconded; Y es-526; No-362

Carried: To amend the first “Resolved” paragraph of Motion G by deleting the words,

“except the topics covered in paragraphs 48-63,” and by adding the words, “reflecting the areas
in which there is substantial agreement within this church.”

Mr. William C. Phillippi [Florida-Bahamas Synod] requested clarification regarding whether
the assembly was now voting on the original motion as amended. Bishop Chilstrom responded
that the vote to be taken was on Motion G, submitted by Ms. Davis, as amended.

The Rev. Larry V. Smoose [ Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod] inquired, “If the house
approves this, and we have just previously referred an action that is virtually the same, and have
passed memorials that also deal with this, which action are we going to follow?’ Bishop
Chilstrom responded that the Church Council would need to make that determination.

Assembly

Action  Yes-491; No-409

CA95.7.72  Whereas, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America has been sruggling with
the issue of human sexuality for eight years; and

Whereas, the Church Council, Conference of Bishops, Division for Church in Society, the task
force, the consulting team, the writing team, and others have devoted countless hours and endless
energy to the Spirit-led deliberating that produced the working draft (October 1994); and
Wheress, this draft was shared throughout the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America and
produced many areas of agreement; and

Whereas, some few sections produced unprecedented dissension and divisveness throughout this
church; and

Whereas, there are many in our church, many who have left the church, and many standing
outside the church, all who are in desperate need of aword of affirmation, of hope, of support,
and of guidance from the churchin al areas of human sexuality; therefore, be it

RESOLVED, that this assembly urge the Church Council to place on the agenda of the 1997
Churchwide Assembly, for congderation, a Statement on Human Sexuality reflecting the areasin
which there is substantial agreement within this church; and be it further

RESOLVED, that this assembly also urge that work continue unabated on resolving the church’s
position on homosexuality, now covered in paragraph 48-63 of the working draft (October 1994).

Motion C: Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice
Reference: Continued from Minutes, pages 654-660.

The Rev. James W. Addy [South Carolina Synod] moved to reconsider Motion C, since the
assembly was “operating under a different understanding [of what was before the housg], in order
to be sure we have the understanding of this assembly.”

Moved;
Seconded; Y es-245; No-573
Defeated: To reconsider the action of this Churchwide Assembly with respect to Motion C



regarding the Religious Coalition for Reproductive Choice.

Motion H: Study of Human Sexuality

Co-Chair Bergquist presented Motion H, which comprised two resolutions: one submitted
by the Rev. Amandus J. Derr [New Jersey Synod] and one submitted by the Rev. John K.
Stendahl [New England Synod].

RESOLVED, that this fourth biennial assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
receive with thanks the report of the Church Council on the proposed socia statement on human
sexuality, and, affirming the strong recommendation of the consulting panel tha “thereisa
compelling need for this church to find ways to communicate its pastoral concernsto its gay and
lesbian members and their families,” this assembly urges that “ such words of communal
confession and pastoral encouragement come quickly from the Conference of Bishops, the
bishop of this church, and the Division for Church and Society” so that this church may say “a
positive and hopeful word at this time to our gay and lesbian members and their families’
(Consulting Panel Conference-Cdl Minutes, June 14, 1995, in 1995 Pre-Assembly Report,
Volume 2: Study of Human Sexuality, pg. 810-F); and be it further
RESOLVED, that this assembly
a. commend the Church Council on itsintent to “continue a strong public ethical witness by
this church in those areas for which there is clarity and wide agreement with the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in America’ (Consulting Panel Conference Call Minutes, June 14, 1995, 1995
Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2: “Study of Human Sexuality,” page 810-F); and
b. encourage the Church Council to advance that intent by addressing such ethical witness to
our church and our society in the manner suggested by recommendation number three from the
consulting pand (Consulting Panel Conference Call Minutes, June 14, 1995, 1995 Pre-Assembly
Report, Volume 2: “ Study of Human Sexuality,” page 810-F);

and be it further
RESOLVED, that this assembly
a. urgethe Church Council quickly to implement recommendation number four of the
consulting panel, addressing “a positive and hopeful word at thistime to our gay and lesbian
members’ (Consulting Panel Conference-Cdl Minutes, June 14, 1995, in 1995 Pre-Assembly
Report, Volume 2: “ Study of Human Sexuality,” page 810-F); and
b. urgetoward that end the use of a message formulated both to express caring welcome for
gay and lesbian persons and to repudiate al words and acts of hatred toward such personsin our
church and in our communities.

The recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel was presented to the
assembly as the main motion as provided in the Rules of Organization and Procedure (1995
Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, page 593).

Moved;

Seconded: RESOLVED, that the 1995 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Americareceive with thanks the report of the Church Council (1995
Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, “ Study of Human Sexuality,” pages 810 A-F) on the possible
socia statement on human sexuality and affirm the strong recommendation of the consulting



panel (1995 Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, “ Study of Human Sexuality,” pages 810 F-G),
especially recommendations three and four calling the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
to “lift up those areas in which there is clarity and wide agreement within the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Americato provide a public ethical witness” and to &firm that thereisa
“compelling need for this church to find ways to communicate its pastoral concernsto its gay and
lesbian members and their families’; and be it further

RESOLVED, that words of communal confesson and pastoral encouragement come quickly
from the Conference of Bishops, the bishop of this church, and the Division for Church and
Society, so that this church can express a caring welcome for gay and leshbian persons and
repudiate all words and acts of hatred toward such personsin our church and in our communities.

The Rev. Albert R. Ahlstrom [Metropolitan New Y ork Synod] observed, “ The most recent
action [the assembly] took suggests that this church isin agreement about a matter. | am not sure
that we have any basis for saying that this church isin agreement about any of the matters dealing
with the sexuality statement. It seemsto me that on the face of it, it makes no sense.”

The Rev. John H. P. Reumann [ Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod] moved the following:

Moved,

Seconded: To amend the second “Resolved” paragraph by deleting the words, “words of
communal confession and pastoral encouragement,” and by inserting the words, “words of prayer
and pastoral concern and encouragement.”

Pastor Reumann spoke to the proposed amendment, stating, “The words here arein
guotation marks and if you turn to the previous page you will find they are cited as the sourcein
the original motion from Pastor Derr. Actually, | beieve, they come from page 810-G, whichis
not from the conference call [of the consulting panel, June 14, 1995], but commentary on
minutes from 1994. | lost the paper trail after that as to whose commentary it was. My concern
isthat | do not know quite what “communal confession” means in this context and that originally
the reference to such words may have been somewhat different. If it is confession of sin, do we
agree what sin is before God? If it isamatter for the bishop of this church and the Conference of
Bishops, thisis an ecclesial matter of who speaks how. My wording, which revertsto items on
page 810-F, by using prayer may include the confession of sin.”

The Rev. Jack E. Eggleston [ Southeast Michigan Synod] requested clarification about what
was now before the house—the resolutions submitted by Pastor Derr and Pastor Stendahl, or the
recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel.

Ms. Bergquist stated that the Committee of Reference and Counsel would accept the motion
as presented by Pastor Reumann as a friendly amendment. There being no objection, Bishop
Chilstrom declared it to be so ordered.

The Rev. John K. Stendahl [New England Synod] commented, “In addition to being
somewhat confused, we have reason, as| said alittle earlier, to be ashamed that our communal
handling of Scripture has proved so clumsy in these matters, that the bonds of our Christian
charity have been so brittle. But, | think it istime now that we do something that is rather
L utheran—take our shame and turn it into a salutary humility about what we can do and what we
can understand, and that werise up in the power of the Gospel and say something. [I suggest
that] we do what was very well recommended by the Consulting Panel. The Consulting Panel’s
recommendations were good, and the Church Council has said that they will do at least most of



them, but it is too important a matter just to leave to panels and councils. | believethat this
church needs to rise up, and we as the highest legidlative body of this church, need to rise up and
say, ‘Wewill do this.””

Ms. Laura C. Bourdo [Texas-Louisiana Gulf Coast Synod] spoke against the replacement of
the words as suggested by Pastor Reumann and accepted by the Committee of Reference and
Counsal. She said, “ Changing from ‘words of communal confession and pastoral
encouragement’ to words of ‘ prayer and pastoral concern’ indicates not a position of positive
encouragement to this community, but instead carries a negative connotation to me.”

The Rev. H. George Anderson, a member of the Church Council and bishop-éect of this
church, stated, “I think with the deletion of those words, that | understand clearly the interest in
this church of both reaching out [to gay and lesbian persons] and at the same time recognizing
that confession should not be smply on the part of the Church Council and so on. | would
pledge that my understanding of this present motion as amended would mean that we would try
to reach out and extend a hand to gay and lesbian persons.”

The Rev. Richard L. Schaper [Sierra Pacific Synod] said, “1 speak in favor of the motion on
the floor recommended by the Reference and Counsel Committee with particular urgency, calling
again attention to the recommendation of the Consulting Panel that the Church Council proceed
with itsintent ‘to continue a strong public ethical witness by this church in those areas for which
thereis darity and wide agreement in the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America’ but also
calling attention to recommendation four, addressing a positive and hopeful word at this time to
our gay and lesbian members.”

Mr. Bill Wood [Greater Milwaukee Synod] stated, “| would liketo express, on behdf of all
the gay and lesbian individualsin this assembly and in the church, the appreciation that we have
for this pastoral support. Y our approval of this particular resolution, although it leaves out that
hopefulness that was in the original motion, gives the voice of the church [ability] to say that at
least we are important people. | would urge that you accept it and remember, at least one out of
every four families has agay or lesbian individual. Only one bishop has spoken out on our
behalf. If there are 65 of them, that would assume that there are a least 15 bishops who probably
have arelative who isagay or lesbian. So remember when you speak those hateful words, we
are among you, we are afraid to come out to you.”

Mr. Dave Gosewich [Minneapolis Area Synod] said, “As aformer co-dependent type
person, it has been very difficult in the past to determine what is a hateful word and whether we
are experiencing that at this assembly. When we disagreg, it is difficult for those who are of the
homosexual orientation to hear the love that comes through even in disagreement. So, | speak
against the resolution since the last “Resolved” is very difficult to determine what are words and
acts of hatred towards those who are of the homosexual orientation. It isvery confusing.”

Bishop Steven L. Ullestad [ Northeastern lowa Synod] moved the following:

Moved,

Seconded: To amend the second “Resolved” paragraph by adding the word, “and,” after the
words, “Conference of Bishops,” and by deleting the words, “and the Division for Church in
Society.”

Bishop Ullestad spoke to the motion, stating, “ Surely, as the Conference of Bishops has no
authority to develop socia statements on this issue, as was previously indicated, we are the ones



that have been entrusted with the pastoral care and concern and prayers for this church. | would
suggest that these concerns can be communicated most appropriately through the bishop of this
church and the Conference of Bishops.”

The Rev. John K. Stendahl [New England Synod] said, “ One of the resolutions [submitted]
lifted up that aspect of the Consulting Panel’ s recommendations. It spoke about the possibility of
amessage. That message would be sent out as a word from the church by the approval of the
Church Council, but it comes out in preparation and over the name of the Division [for Churchin
Society].”

Bishop Chilstrom indicated that the eight-minute time limit for debate had expired. He
called, therefore, for the vote on all pending matters.

Moved,
Seconded; Y es-495; No-370
Carried: To amend the second “Resolved” paragraph by adding the word, “and,” after the

words, “Conference of Bishops,” and by deleting the words, “and the Division for Church in
Society.”

The Churchwide Assembly then proceeded to adopt the recommendation of the Reference
and Counsel Committee as amended:
Assembly
Action  Yes-786; No-88
CA95.7.73 RESOLVED, that the 1995 Churchwide Assembly of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in Americareceive with thanks the report of the Church Council (1995 Pre-Assembly
Report, Volume 2, “ Study of Human Sexuality,” pages 810 A-F) on the possible social statement
on human sexuality and affirm the strong recommendation of the consulting panel (1995
Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, “ Study of Human Sexuality,” pages 810 F-G), especially
recommendations three and four calling the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americato “lift up
those areas in which there is clarity and wide agreement within the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in Americato provide a public ethical witness’ and to affirm that there is a*“ compelling need for
this church to find ways to communicate its pastoral concernsto its gay and lesbian members and
their families’; and be it further
RESOLVED, that words of prayer and pastoral concern and encouragement come quickly from
the Conference of Bishops and the bishop of this church, so that this church can express a caring
welcome for gay and lesbian persons and repudiate all words and acts of hatred toward such
persons in our church and in our communities.

The Rev. John A. Clausen [Northwestern Ohio Synod] requested clarification on Motion C.
He said, “I thought | understood what we did on Motion C, and | wanted the clarification of the
chair. 1 am assuming that we disapproved the motion that was submitted. |Isthat a correct
understanding?’ Bishop Chilstrom responded, “My sense of the assembly on that vote, even
though we may have taken it incorrectly and later decided not to go back and reconsider it, was
that we agreed to not adopt that proposal.”

Motion |: ELCA Lutheran Men in Mission and Promise-K eepers
Mr. Peia presented Motion |, submitted by Mr. Darrd S. Rice [Northeastern Ohio Synod],



and the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel. Since the
recommendation of the committee was gpproval, the resolution as submitted became the main
motion before the assembly, as provided in the Rules of Organization and Procedure (1995
Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, page 593), and the recommendation of the committee was
received as information.
Reference and Counsel
Recommendation

The committee recommended approval of this resolution.

Moved;

Seconded: RESOLVED, that the assembly be informed about relationships devel oping
between Lutheran Men in Mission, our Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americamen’s
organization, and a current phenomenon of “Promise Keepers’ by considering the following
resolution:

Whereas, the “Promise Keepers’ movement has confirmed the need for men’s ministry in the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America; and

Whereas, since itsinception seven years ago, Lutheran Men in Mission has designed its efforts to
respond to men’sissuesin a manner similar to those addressed by “Promise Keepers,” but in a
way that is consistent with our Lutheran biblical and confessional understanding, and this has
been done through the devel opment of resources, leadership development programs, retreats, and
gatherings, as well as specid projects; and

Whereas, Lutheran Men in Mission, together with other denominational men’s ministriesin the
North American Conference of Church Men’s Staff recognize the importance and impact of the
“Promise Keepers’ movement on denominational men’s ministries; and

Whereas, it is recognized that the “Promise Keepers’ movement has demonstrated men’ s thirst
for biblical study and it is acknowledged that our sistersin Christ have benefited from gathering
together around the Word over the years, so, too, there is opportunity for men to become more
intimate with the Word and its vaue in day-to-day life; therefore, beit

RESOLVED, that the assembly encourage the Division for Congregational Ministries and
Lutheran Men in Mission, in consultation with the Commission for Women, the Commission for
Multicultural Ministries, and the Divison for Ministry, to continue exploring the “Promise
Keepers’ movement and to provide further resources and information, similar to the
commissioned paper on “Promise Keepers’ developed by the Rev. James A. Nestingen, for men
at the synodical and congregational expressions of Lutheran Men in Mission to assist them in
their reflection of the “Promise Keepers’ experience; and be it further

RESOLVED, that Lutheran Men in Mission identify what learnings and re-learnings this
movement suggests to the men’s ministry in the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America and
circulate this information so that men’s ministry within this church will have meaning to men of
al ages, including those who are on college campuses and seminary campuses; and be it further
RESOLVED, that Lutheran Men in Mission be encouraged to continue its efforts to dialogue
with “Promise Keepers’ personnel to determine the commonalities and differences that exist
between the two ministries and to provide such information to appropriate persons within synods
and congregations for consideration as they make decisions about their involvement in the
“Promise Keepers’ program; and be it further

RESOLVED that Lutheran Men in Mission and the Division for Congregational Ministries be



encouraged to expand their efforts to supply materials and experiences to address the
demonstrated thirst by men for biblical study.

Mr. Raliegh A. Sandy Jr. [Southern Ohio Synod] commented, “1 am fortunate to be one of
those that was raised in high spirit—I am a Promise Keeper. | remain and retain that high spirit
from going in 1993 to the Boulder [Colo.] convention, and strongly [encourage] the men of this
ministry to look at this in wholesome prayer for our brothers and sistersin Christ as we develop
our organizations to support the hungry men who need spiritual guidance as they return from
these conferences.”

Mr. Harry Arne [North Carolina Synod] spoke in favor of the motion “with some
information that the assembly might like to have. Promise Keepers anticipate a
million-and-a-quarter men to participate in their program and events this coming year. Without
guestion thisis a powerful, positive program. However good it is, it isnot Lutheran. Lutheran
Men in Mission has been aware of men’s needs since its inception in 1988 and since its first
publication in 1989. [It hasinitiated] about forty studies dealing with things like relationships
with spouse, children, work place, addiction, and problems of men today. These studies are from
a Lutheran perspective. This resolution deals with our continued contact with Promise Keepers,
because we can learn from them, but it also supports the purpose of Lutheran Menin
Mission—to serve our men, to reclaim those we have lost, and to bring in those who are
unchurched.”

Mr. Ron Brasgalla [Southern California (West) Synod] moved to amend the resolution so as
to eliminate the term, “Promise Keepers™:

Moved;

Seconded: To amend the first “Resolved” paragraph under the “Whereas’ paragraphs of the
guoted motion by deleting the words, *” Promise Keepers’ Movement,” and by replacing them
with the words, “phenomenon of the men’s ministry movement outside of the Evangelical
Lutheran Churchin Americd’; and

To amend the first “Resolved” paragraph of the quoted motion by deleting before the word,
“developed,” thewords, “Promise Keepers,” and replacing them with the words, “these
ministries’; and

To amend the first “Resolved” paragraph of the quoted motion by deleting before the word,
“experience,” the words, “Promise Keepers,” and by adding after the word, “experience,” the
words, “of these men’s ministries outside of the Evangelica Lutheran Church in Americd’; and
To amend the third “Resolved’ paragraph of the quoted motion by deleting the words, ”’ Promise
Keepers personnel” and by replacing them with the words, “ personnel of the men’s ministries
outside of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America’; and

To amend the third “Resolved’ paragraph of the quoted motion by deleting the words, ”’ Promise
Keepers program,” and replacing them with the words, “men’s ministry programs outside of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America.”

Mr. Brasgallaspoke to the motion and observed that, while the “Promise Keepers’
movement has much to commend it, it is “dangerous’ to align more closely with it at this time,
because it would be interpreted in some circles as dignment with the so-called “ Religious
Right.”



Mr. Darrel S. Rice [Northeastern Ohio Synod] spoke in favor of the amendment, andin
favor of the entire motion.
An unidentified voting member called the question.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote
Carried: To move the previous question.

Bishop Chilstrom advised the assembly, “We have before us a motion to amend. It was
rather lengthy. Isthere any demand that it be read again?” Hearing none, he called for the vote.

Moved;
Seconded; Yes-412; No-377
Carried: To amend the first “Resolved” paragraph under the “Whereas’ paragraphs of the

guoted motion by deleting the words, “’ Promise Keepers' Movement,” and by replacing them
with the words, “phenomenon of the men’s ministry movement outside of the Evangelical
Lutheran Churchin Americd’; and

To amend the first “Resolved” paragraph of the quoted motion by deleting before the word,
“developed,” thewords, “Promise Keepers,” and replacing them with the words, “these
ministries’; and

To amend the first “Resolved” paragraph of the quoted motion by deleting before the word,
“experience,” the words, “Promise Keepers,” and by adding after the word, “experience,” the
words, “of these men’s ministries outside of the Evangelica Lutheran Church in Americd’; and
To amend the third “Resolved’ paragraph of the quoted motion by deleting the words, “’ Promise
Keepers personnel” and by replacing them with the words, “personnel of the men’s ministries
outside of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America’; and

To amend the third “Resolved’ paragraph of the quoted motion by deleting the words, “’ Promise
Keepers program,” and replacing them with the words, “men’s ministry programs outside of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America.”

The Rev. Steven R. P. Weston [Northwestern Minnesota Synod] moved the following:

Moved,

SecondeD:  To amend the amended motion by striking the introductory paragraph:
RESOLVED, that the assembly be informed about relationships devel oping between Lutheran
Men in Mission, our Evangelical Lutheran Church in America men’s organization, and a current
phenomenon of the men’s ministry movement outside the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin
America by considering the following resolution.

Pastor Weston spoke to his motion, stating, “ The motion before usis confusing, because we
are resolving to consider something and then, as | understand it, if we vote for that, then we
would have to consider it. Thisamendment isjust to resolve that confusion in having us
consider it.”

Moved:;



Seconded; Y es-426; No-323

Carried: To amend the amended motion by striking the introductory paragraph:
RESOLVED, that the assembly be informed about rel ationships devel oping between Lutheran
Men in Mission, our Evangelical Lutheran Church in America men’s organization, and a current
phenomenon of the men’s ministry movement outside the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin
America by considering the following resolution.

Bishop Chilstrom said, “Now you havethe action before you without the first “ Resolved”
and amended as gpproved earlier. Any further comments?’

Mr. Darrel S. Rice [Northeastern Ohio Synod] commented, “1 would just like to bring to the
assembly some information that would be helpful to them concerning the men’s ministries
throughout the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America. Lutheran Men in Mission isthe official
organization of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americaand many congregations have men’s
groups that are not affiliated with it. We could give a much stronger witness, if all that have
men’s groups would affiliate with their Lutheran Men in Mission organization at the conference
or at the synod levd. To help you, we haveinformation available. On page 50-52 [of the
September 1995 issue] in The Lutheran [magazine] that was distributed to us, thereis an article
that describes an effort that is going on now and evaluates Promise Keepersto a certain extent.
We have, in addition to that, a document [written by] the Rev. James Nestingen that evaluates
[Promise Keepers]. We have a guide book for congregations, a supplement for small groups, and
then we would encourage individuals to become Master Builders.”

Mr. Trevis Butcher [Montana Synod] said, “Basically, | was very disappointed to see [the
intent of] this document completely changed. In the churchesin our area, there are many men
who have been involved with “Promise Keepers.” | am opposed to this document, because it no
longer stands for what it started as. We have great L utheran Men in Mission programs in hand,
and it iskind of redundant to use it at this point.”

The Rev. David A. Mann [North/West Lower Michigan Synod] inquired, “ Since the
document has been changed, when we vote, are we voting on the recommendation of the
Reference and Counsel Committee?” Bishop Chilstrom responded, “Y ou raise a good question.
We are into really complicated business here. It [the resolution submitted by Mr. Rice] came
before us through the Reference and Counsel Committee. [ The committee had recommended
approval of the motion, which then became the main motion before the assembly.] Now, we
have amended it a couple of times, so we will vote on the amended resolution.”

The Rev. Jane E. Kunzie-Brunner [Metropolitan Chicago Synod] spoke against the amended
motion, stating, “| have a great concern that there are many popular spiritual renewal programs,
but we have an obligation as a church to make sure that the spirituality we are speaking about is
in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit. When we say, ‘such asthese’ we cannot
guarantee that they are confessionally in alignment with the Lutheran Confessions.”

Ms. Susan Rodine [Metropolitan Washington, D.C., Synod] spoke against Motion | as
amended, stating, “1 have alot of concern and | had a chance to read The Lutheran magazine
article last night about the Promise Kegpers movement. | lived in Colorado and know something
about Bill McCartney and his personal theology. | wonder whether we are not acting in ways
that are opposite to our affirmation of the equality and the validity of women in ministry and the
role of women in society, [specifically] whether this movement isin alignment with the
affirmation this church has made about the role of women.”



The Rev. David W. Schulte [ Southwestern Texas Synod] requested further clarification
about the Rules of Organization and Procedure. He sad, “Mr. Mark Helmke, alittle bit earlier,
pointed out that, according to the rules of the assembly, whenever the Reference and Counsel
Committee recommends approval or disapproval, the original motion iswhat comes before the
assembly.”

Bishop Chilstrom responded, “Let us check that one moretime.” He then read the two
paragraphs [paragraphs two and three on page 593 of 1995 Pre- Assembly Report, Volume 2] of
the Rules of Organization and Procedure that relate to recommendations for approval or
disapproval by either the Memorials Committee or the Committee of Reference and Counsel. He
then said, “It is complicated, but | think we have got it right.”

Mr. Donald Rasmussen [Saint Paul Area Synod] commented that, with the resolution as
amended, the assembly no longer had what the Reference and Counsel Committee had
recommended for approval.

Ms. Susan Dill [Delaware-Maryland Synod] inquired about the document, authored by the
Rev. James A. Nestingen, which had been cited in the original motion. She asked, “It refersto a
very specific, commissioned paper that was written about Promise Keepers. Would we substitute
the language here also?” Her question was related to the amendment to the substitute motion that
had deleted the words, “ Promise Keepers,” after the word, “developed,” in the first “ Resolved”
under the “Whereas’ paragraphs and that had replaced it with “these ministries.” She questioned
whether the substitution was appropriate, since the document was cited as a specific example.
Bishop Chilstrom responded, “Y ou raise a good point, but we did approve tha change and it is
before you now. We must go ahead and vote. You will just have to keep that problem in mind
asyou cast your vote.”

Bishop Chilstrom then advised the assembly, “Y ou have before you now, Maotion I,
submitted by Mr. Darrd S. Rice. It has been amended by removing the first [‘ introductory’]
‘ResolveD’ paragraph and the number of deletions and additions. We will vote now on whether
you approve this resolution as amended.”

Bishop E. LeRoy Riley Jr. [New Jersey Synod] requested further clarification.

Subsequently, the Rev. David W. Schulte [ Southwestern Texas Synod] commented,
“According to the rules you read a moment ago, what is before us is not the recommendation of
the Reference and Counsel Committee. It isthe original motion as amended.”

Mr. Douglas Reeves [Rocky Mountain Synod] asked, “Is a motion to lay the resolution upon
thetable. . .inorder?” Bishop Chilstrom responded, “Yes.” Mr. Reevesthen moved the
following:

Moved:;
Seconded:; Y es-501; No-335
Carried: To table further discussion of this matter.

The Rev. Richard L. Schaper [SierraPacific Synod] moved to amend the orders of the day to
move directly to Motion M.

Moved,
Seconded: To amend the orders of the day, in order to discussMotion M.



Pastor Schaper spoke to the motion, stating, “ The intervening motions are issues of
substance and aso important. However, none of them has the urgency of Motion M. We are
dealing here with two congregations that at the end of the calendar year will be expelled from our
church. 1 ask that this receive the attention of the assembly.”

Bishop Chilstrom stated that the assembly must conclude business at 11:30 am. “Any items
of business not taken care of by [this assembly] automatically are referred to the Church
Council,” he said.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Y es-586; No-193
Carried: To amend the orders of the day, in order to discussMotion M.

Motion M—First United and St. Francis Lutheran Churches,
Sierra Pacific Synod

Mr. Pefa presented Motion M, which addressed two resolutions, submitted respectively by
Mr. Ron Brasgalla[Southern California (West) Synod] and the Rev. Albert R. Ahlstrom
[Metropolitan New Y ork Synod].

The following motion was submitted by Mr. Ron Brasgalla [ Southern California (West)
Synod]:
Whereas, the Discipline Committee of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America (ELCA), ina
six-to-five majority decision on June 18, 1990, suspended the congregations of St. Francis
Lutheran Church, San Francisco, for cdling an openly lesbian couple to serve as pastors of their
congregation, and First United Lutheran Church, San Francisco, for calling an openly gay man to
serve as pastor of their congregation; and
Whereas, the suspension, which expires December 31, 1995, was for afive-year period to allow
timefor: “(1) Study and dialogue within the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americawith
respect to its practices regarding ordination of homosexual persons; and (2) action at one or more
churchwide assemblies. If by that date or sooner, the practices of these congregationsarein
accord with the pastoral leadership criterion of recognition, they will be restored to full
membership in the church. 1If such accord does not occur by the end of the suspension period, the
congregations will be removed from the roll of ELCA congregations’ (Decision of the Discipline
Committee, Introduction, paragraph 7, page 3); and
Whereas, the Memorandum of Reasons in support of the decision stated: “Thereisaneed for
dialogue and reconciliation within this church in the face of ambiguity and conflict on the issue
of ordination of practicing homosexual persons’ (Decision of the Discipline Committee, Section
11.B.2, paragraph 1, page 21); and “ As the Lutheran church, we cannot remain true to our own
purpose and confession as an open, teaching, and inclusive church unless we arewilling to
participate in genuine dialogue with gay and lesbian persons. And genuine dialogue cannot
continue if they are ignored in our studies and deliberations or removed from our community”
(Decision of the Discipline Committee, Section I1.B.2, paragraph 6, page 22); and
Wheresas, the ELCA Vision and Expectations: Ordained Ministersin the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in America document, developed by the Division for Ministry, and adopted October 1990
by the ELCA Church Council, which included guidelines regarding those “who are homosexual
in their self-understanding,” did not include gay and lesbian personsin the study and deliberation
process that brought forth the document; and



Whereas, the Discipline Committee, as constituted on June 8, 1990, has retained jurisdiction over
this case “to provide any interpretation of this statement of decision and to determine the
occurrence of any of the conditions described” (Decision of the Discipline Committee, paragraph
3, pages 5 and 8); and

Whereas, the purpose of the five-year suspension period was chosen to alow for careful study
and deliberation, and yet, the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America has not acted upon the
recommendations of the Discipline Committee to participate in genuine dialogue with gay and
lesbian persons on the issue of ordination of practicing homosexuals; therefore, be it
RESOLVED, that the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America reconvene the Discipline
Committee of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America (as constituted June 18, 1990, and
which has retained jurisdiction over this case), to review faithfully and determine the status,
during the last five years, of al conditions set forth in their decision and discipline of June 18,
1990, so that the Discipline Committee and the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americamay be
of clear conscience when the final condition of disciplineisimposed on December 31, 1995.

In addition, the following motion was submitted by the Rev. Albert R. Ahlstrom
[Metropolitan New Y ork Synod]:

RESOLVED, to commend the action taken by the 1995 Sierra Pacific Synod Assembly and
commended by the 1995 assembly of the Metropolitan Washington, D.C., Synod: “that when the
First United and St. Francis congregations are expelled from the Evangelical Lutheran Churchin
America, we encourage the bishop and the Synod Council of the SierraPacific Synod of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americato explore creative ways to ‘ maintain a strong bond of
fellowship’ with these congregations.”

Reference and Counsel
Recommendation

The committee recogni zes the deep pain experienced throughout this church at both the
present suspension and anticipated removal from the roster of the San Francisco congregations of
First United and St. Francis Lutheran churches. The committee honors the integrity of the
witness to the Gospd and compassionate outreach ministry of the two congregations. Likewise
honored are the integrity and faithfulness of the Sierra Pacific Synod bishop and council who
filed charges, as well asthe disciplinary panel which rendered its decision in 1990.

The committee’ s review of pertinent documents leads it to note with sorrow that the
anticipated study and dialogue, as recommended in the written disciplinary decision, have not
yielded resolution of the continuing conflict.

At the same time, the committee recognizes that for the promotion and protection of the
rights of all partiesin disciplinary proceedings, this church in assembly, aswell asits
congregations and synods must follow the constitutional provisons governing such proceedings.

The recommendation of the Committee of Reference and Counsel was presented to the
assembly as the main motion as provided in the Rules of Organization and Procedure (1995
Pre-Assembly Report, Volume 2, page 593).

Moved:;



Seconded: To affirm and support the action of the Sierra Pacific Synod in seeking “ creative
ways to maintain a strong bond of fellowship” with the San Francisco congregations of First
United and St. Francis Lutheran churches during the time of suspension and if they are removed
from the roster of this church.

Mr. Gregory R. Jahnke [Sierra Pacific Synod] requested that privilege of the floor be
extended to Ms. Mari Irvin, in order that she might present a communication from the two San
Francisco congregations.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required

Seconded; Y es-564; No-216

Carried: To extend the privilege of voiceto Ms Mari Irvin, president of St. Francis
Lutheran Church, San Francisco, Calif., for the purpose of delivering abrief message from the
two suspended San Francisco conference churches.

Bishop Chilstrom asked Mr. Jahnke, “Did you include in your motion a length of time?’

Mr. Jahnke responded, “No, | did not, but it would be approximately two and one half minutes.”

In addressing the assembly, Ms. Mari Irvin said, “1 welcome the opportunity to speak to you
today. Asthe president of St. Francis Lutheran Church in San Francisco, | bring greetingsin the
name of Jesus Christ to each of you from members of that community and from First United
Lutheran Church. Some of you have visited us; many of you have prayed for us. We very much
value your support in many ways. | will cut my statement somewhat short because | know we are
very much under the pressure of time.

“Let me simply say that as a person who participated in the hearing in July 1990, it is my
personal knowledge that the discipline committee was very sensitive to the issue before us and
wanted very much in its recommendation to make sure that the Churchwide Assembly had the
opportunity to deal with policy issues after appropriate study and communication.

“| stand before you today as a lesbian daughter of the Lutheran church. But most
importantly, | stand among you as a person who for nearly 62 years has been a baptized child of
our God. | ask you, the members of this Churchwide Assembly, to take the good-faith action
needed at thistime. | am asking you to find away to extend the suspenson period of St. Francis
and First United Lutheran Churches so that the yet undone work asked for urgently by the
discipline committee five years ago might be dealt with. Let expulsion be regarded as the
disciplinary committee so intended—an act to come &fter, if necessary, rather than to come
before atime of study and dialogue among those of us who have differences. | do not know the
parliamentary mechanism needed to extend the period of suspension, but | do bdieve that
parliamentary and administrative procedures to be our servant, not our master. For that reason, it
ismy urgent hope that this assembly can find aprocedurally correct way to insure that the
intention of the discipline committee can be honored and that expulsion not occur on December
31, [1995].

“In closing, | would like to say that | believe that we have nothing to fear in conflict and
disagreement, because these are the necessary and transitory components of the process by which
we work together. Our God has been with us and those who have gone before us on other
difficult journeys that have revealed to those who seek, a degper understanding of God’ s message
and of God'slove. May we all go out with good faith and courage, not knowing where we go,



but only that God' s hand isleading us and God'’ s love supporting us through Jesus Christ. Thank
you.”
Bishop George P. Mocko [Delaware-Maryland Synod] moved:

Moved;
Seconded: To refer this matter to the Church Coundil of the Evangdical Lutheran Churchin
America

Bishop Mocko spoke to the motion, stating, “Thisis an extremely important issue and, if we
want to be acommunity of mord deliberation, we cannot deal with this adequately in the amount
of time left.”

Mr. Dart Westphal [Metropolitan New Y ork Synod] commented, “1 believe this resolution,
Motion M, if | am hearing it correctly, is something that we can all support and understand that
we are not making any change. We are just asking for a word, some statement by this body, that
we would like to retain some sort of fellowship with these congregations. |If we were dealing
with Motion N, | believe the gentleman would be correct [Bishop Mocko’ s rationale for the
motion to refer], but on Motion M, | do not think so.”

The Rev. Gary L. Olson [Saint Paul Area Synod] inquired about a statement made in the
resolution submitted by Mr. Brasgalla Bishop Chilstrom advised that the matter immediately
before the assembly was the motion to refer.

The Rev. Albert R. Ahlstrom [Metropolitan New Y ork Synod] said, “Thisisavery
important issue, but it seems to me that to extend a bond of fellowship is not a matter that needs
to be referred to the Church Council. We should act on it.”

Moved;

Seconded; Y es-400; No-446

Defeated: To refer this matter to the Church Council of the Evangdical Lutheran Churchin
America

The Rev. Richard L. Schaper [Sierra Pacific Synod] moved to extend debate.

Moved;
Seconded: To extend debate by five minutes.

Bishop Chilstrom stated, “ Our problem is two-fold—the building, which we must vacate
and the eight-minute limit [on debate on any issue], which is about to expire. However, the
motion isin order.”

Pastor Schaper then withdrew his motion and moved to call the question:

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required
Seconded; Voice Vote
Carried: To call the question on all matters before the house.

Bishop Ralph A. Kempski [Indiana-Kentucky Synod] inquired about the meaning of the
phrase, “strong bond of fellowship” in the recommendation of the Committee of Reference and



Counsel. He said, “Before | can vote one way or the other, | would like to know that definition.”

Mr. Pefia responded to the question, “ That is picking up the language from the [Sierra
Pacific] Synod and | would ask Bishop Robert W. Mattheis to address that.”

Bishop Mattheis said, “ That |anguage comes from a resol ution adopted at our Synod
Assembly thisyear. The substance of that is still being explored and will be addressed by our
synod council in September [1995]. We intended to express a mutual fellowship and oneness
that isoursin Christ as we labor together for the cause of the Gospel. The exact content of it, or
the shape it is going to take, has not yet been determined.”

Assembly

Action Yes-674; No-172

CA95.7.74  To affirm and support the action of the Sierra Pacific Synod in seeking “ creative
ways to maintain a strong bond of fellowship” with the San Francisco congregations of First
United and St. Francis Lutheran churches during the time of suspension and if they are removed
from the roster of this church.

MotionsS, T, U, V, and W
The Rev. Eric C. Kutzli [Western lowa Synod] moved to suspend the orders of theday, in
order to consider severa of the remaning motions en bloc.

Moved; Two-ThirdsVote Required

Seconded; Voice Vote

Carried: To suspend the orders of the day, in order to consider en bloc Mations S, T, U, V,
and W.

Assembly

Action  Yes 695; No-77

CA95.7.75  Toadopt en bloc Motions S, T, U, V, and W; and

To agree, in the interest of time, that they not be read, but that the printed copies received by each
voting member be entrusted to them with the understanding that this en bloc action does not
diminish in any way our thanks and appreciation:

Motion S: Acclamation of Bishop Herbert W. Chilstrom

[Assembly

Action]

CA95.7.76  Itiswith deep gratitude that we, the members of the 1995 Churchwide Assembly,
on behalf of the members of the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America, receive the report of
Herbert W. Chilstrom, bishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America.

We are thankful for God’ s servant, Bishop Chilstrom, who from the beginning of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in Americahas given visionary, faithful, and steady leadership. Bishop
Chilstrom has charted the course for making Christ known within this church and beyond. With
energy and dedication he has nurtured significant relationships among others in the human family
of faith around the globe. Through these years Bishop Chilstrom has shown pastoral care and
concern while the church has wrestled with sensitive issues.

Bishop Chilstrom has served us wel through the capable and committed work of his staff. We
take this opportunity to offer thanks and recognition to each of them.



We pledge ourselves, and encourage all members of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America
to:
* Pray that the winds of the Spirit will blow among us and convert us from a settled church to a
mission-driven church;
» Come alivein the Spirit, use our gifts and carry the Good News of the Gospel into our daily
lives;
* Be the Church with confidence, use the Bible with care, and work for peace with vigor;
» Strengthen the congregations of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America and their
ministries to the world;
* Provide solid theological education and reflection for the leadership of this church, itsrostered
and lay leaders;
* Contributeto the financial health of the church for misson and ministry;
* Renew our commitment to justice as we struggle with complex socid issuesin away that all
voices are heard; and
» Share more fully our oneness in Christ through ecumenical relationships.

We ask God' s blessing on Bishop Herbert W. and Pastor E. Corinne Chilstrom in new
opportunities for ministry as they continue to make Christ known throughout the world.

Motion T: Acclamation of Vice President Kathy J. Magnus

[Assembly

Action]

CA95.7.77  Wegive God thanks for the gifted, dynamic, and deeply committed |eadership of
Vice President Kathy J. Magnus. Ms. Magnus not only conscentiously directs the important
ministry of the Church Council, but also mentors the development of leaders in the church,
particularly among thelaity.

We rejoice in the leadership she has offered as she represents this church in this country and
around the world.

We receive with genuine gratitude the vice president’ s creative report of the work of the Church
Council and its committees.

We celebrate her re-election and affirm Ms. Magnus' focused vision for this church and her
leadership in making Christ known.

Motion U: Acclamation of Secretary Lowell G. Almen

[Assembly

Action]

CA95.7.78 Inresponse to the report of Secretary Lowell G. Almen, we hereby express our
admiration and respect for histireless, thorough work. For this unique servant of God, we give
thanks and celebrate his affirming re-election.

We appreciate his care in giving leadership to the many significant tasks of the Office of
Secretary. We join his*“fan club” in ceebrating his genuine humor and love for this church. We
express deep gratitude for his encyclopedic knowledge that serves so well the congregations,
synods, Church Council, Conference of Bishops, and this entire church. Our gratitude also goes
to the efficient staff of the office who meticulously tend to such necessary information as current
rosters, membership statistics, and benevolence trends.

Finally, we thank Secretary Lowell G. Almen for all of hisfaithful effortsin guaranteeing that



this assembly is effective, efficient, and, indeed, makes Christ known. We pray God’' s continual
blessing as he begins his new term.
Motion V: Acclamation of Treasurer Richard L. McAuliffe

[Assembly

Action]

CA95.7.79  Wegreatly appreciate Treasurer Richard L. McAuliffe and staff for their dedicated
attention to the financial health of this church.

We are deeply concerned that there be continued improvement in the financia status of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in America while maximizing the resources for ongoing mission
and ministry.

We commit ourselves to prayer, wise stewardship, and personal sacrifice for the mission of the
Church.

Motion W: A Genera Thanksgiving

[Assembly

Action]

CA95.7.80 AsGod's people, we have gathered in Minneapolis, Minn., to make Christ known
through our worship, our prayer, our deliberations, and our decisions. We have named a new
leader, affirmed the effective work of two officers by reelection, and chosen many to carry on the
work of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americaduring the next biennium. Aswe return to
our homes and congregations, we give thanks to God for God' s blessings these days, among
them:

* The dedication and leadership of our officers: Bishop Herbert W. Chilstrom, Vice President
Kathy J. Magnus, Secretary Lowell G. Almen, and Treasurer Richard L. McAuliffe.

* The guidance, support, and direction for the ministries of our church by the Church Council, the
Conference of Bishops, and the churchwide staff.

* The many people who have contributed to this assembly:

* Bishop David W. Olson (Minneapolis Area Synod) and Bishop Lowell O. Erdahl (Saint Paul
Area Synod) and their staffs, the Locd Arrangements Committee, and the gracious volunteers for
their wel come and haospitality.

* The ELCA Staff Planning Committee, Assembly Manager Mary Beth Nowak, and all staff
who provided many extra hours of service and support.

» The Worship Committee, worship leaders, Bible study presenters, and musicians who
inspired each day as we focused on Word and Sacrament.

 The board of directorsfor the “Festival: Word and Deed” for their enriching contribution of
special events and inspiration.

« The task force members who generously gave time, energy, and expertise to craft the “ Social
Statement on Peace.”

» The media staff members who with their creativity and technical expertise enriched the
assembly with arich variety of visual images, with special thanks to all those who brought us
together through the teleconference.

* The people of Minneapolis and St. Paul who extended their welcome and care through the
staff of Central Lutheran Church, the Convention Center, and hotels.

» The members of the Y outh Convocation who energized us with their witness, song, and



dance.
* All assembly presenters from whom we learned about our church and its mission.
« The faithful people of God at this assembly, who have come with the prayers of congregations
across the country, have experienced God' s Spirit and presence in memorable ways:
* in the warmth and interaction of the Hospitality Center;
* in the rich color and beauty of the quilts;
* intheinspiration of Festival music and drama;
* in the creation of a stained-glass window; and
* in the mutual greetings in Minneapolis skyways.
And, so we pray for God’ s benediction on this assembly and on each one who has come together
to make Christ known.

Ms. Bergquist thanked Pastor Kutzli for the action bringing these motions before the
assembly. Concluding the report of the Committee of Reference and Counsel, she said, “The
committee had planned to bring these resolutions of thanks to the assembly en bloc and to say
that they would not be read at this time, but that the printed copy received by each voting
member be entrusted to them with the understanding that this does not diminish in any way our
thanks and appreciation. Thank you for the acclamation of the work that has been done.”

Ms. Kim Prestidge [Northeastern Minnesota Synod] requested a moment of personal
privilege. She said, “On behalf of the State of Minnesota, we would like to thank the Church
Council for selecting Minneapolis as the host site of the 1995 Churchwide Assembly. It has been
aprivilege and a pleasure to have all of you herein our state and | hope that you will get a chance
to return to our state someday to enjoy one of our 14,000 lakes, the trees of the northern woods,
the northern lights—and make sure you take time to have an authentic Finnish sauna.”

Announcement of the Next Regular Assembly

Bishop Chilstrom called upon Secretary Lowell G. Almen to make final announcements.

Secretary Almen announced that the 1997 Churchwide Assembly would convene in the city
of Philaddphia, Pa., August 14-20, 1997. He then requested a moment of personal privilegein
order that the bishop of the Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod, the Rev. Roy G. Almquist, might
greet assembly members in anticipation of that event.

Bishop Almquist said, “It isajoy for us to have this opportunity to express a persond
welcome to the voting members and to share with you these words of welcome [from the Mayor
of Philaddphia]:”

From its very birth in 1682, when it was founded by William Penn, Penn-sylvania has been a
haven of religious freedom and diversity. The first Lutheran synod was established in
Philadel phia by Henry Melchoir Muehlenberg in 1748 joining an historic group of religious
organizations, which also traced their roots to this city. The Evangelicd Lutheran Churchin
America, which was founded in 1987, will mark its tenth anniversary when it holds its fifth
biennial assembly in Philadelphiafrom August 14-20, 1997.

Now, therefore, | Edward G. Rendell, Mayor of the City of Philadelphia, do extend an
advance welcome to the Evangdical Lutheran Church in America and do assure al that the
citizens of the “City of Brotherly Love” [and | am sure he means also Sisterly Love, Bishop
Almquist interjected], will extend their full hospitality and welcome to its members when they



convenein Philadelphiain 1997 for their fifth biennia assembly.

Bishop Almquist added, “1 do want to extend a persond invitation . . . and we hope that
many of you [voting members] will return. We are particularly delighted that we will have
returning to Philadel phia, H. George Anderson, who received most of hisprofessonal degreesin
Philadelphia. He got one degree from a small non-Lutheran academy in New Haven, Conn.
[Yae University], but everything elsefrom Philadelphia. It isajoy to welcome you all and to
present to the Andersons, Jutta and George, some T-shirts that they can start wearing now to get
ready for the joy of Philadelphia.”

Other Announcements

Secretary Almen announced that the installation of the Rev. H. George Anderson as the
second hishop of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in Americawould occur at a Service of Holy
Communion at 2:00 p.m. on Saturday, November 18, 1995, at Rockefeller Chapel on the campus
of the University of Chicago.

Secretary Almen also announced that a teleconference featuring Bishop Anderson would be
held from 5:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. Eastern Standard Time, on Sunday, December 3, 1995.

Closing of the 1995 Churchwide Assembly

Bishop Chilstrom called upon Ms. Ruth Allin (Chicago, Illinois) to lead the closing service
of worship. Bishop Chilstrom then presided at the Order for the Closing of the Churchwide
Assembly. He dedared the 1995 Churchwide Assembly to be adjourned at 11:53 am.



Exhibit A

Members of the
Churchwide Assembly

Voting Members

Officers

Rev. Herbert W. Chilstrom, bishop
Ms. Kathy J. Magnus, vice president
Rev. Lowell G. Almen, secretary
Mr. Richard L. Mc Auliffe, treasurer

Alaska Synod (1A)

Ms. Jamie Berge

Mr. Larry Graham

Rev. Duane J. Hanson
Bishop Donald D. Parsons
Mr. Vincent Tocktoo Sr.

Northwest Washington Synod (1B)
Rev. L. Paul Bartling
Ms. Bobbie Domenico
Rev. Karen L. Hanson
Mr. Carroll Hovland
Ms. Luana Langford

Ms. Bernice Lavik

Ms. ErmalLee

Mr. James Logghe
Bishop Donald H. Maier
Rev. James D. Stender
Rev. Robert F. Winkel



Southwestern Washington Synod (1C)
Ms. Norah Bringer

Ms. Merri Erickson

Mr. Jack Johnson

Mr. Ray Odmark

Rev. Gordon L. Omdal Jr.

Rev. Carol L. Plummer

Ms. Kay Ronde

Mr. Howard Thronson

Bishop David C. Wold

Eastern Washington-ldaho Synod (1D)
Ms. Barbara L. Bauer

Ms. Tanya Christenson

Rev. Barbara J. Condon

Ms. Laura Estes

Bishop Robert M. Keller

Rev. John A. LaMunyon

Mr. Al Liebetrau (8/16-8/20; 8/22)
Mr. Peter Shen

Mr. Ray Vallgo

Mr. John David Watrous (8/21)

Oregon Synod (1E)

Ms. Sandra C. Anderson
Mr. Hal Dick

Ms. Bonny Groshong
Ms. Judy Jernberg

Rev. MarthaH. Maier
Rev. Muriel E. Peterson
Mr. Robert Steen
Bishop Paul R. Swanson
Mr. Paul Tews

Montana Synod (1F)

Mr. Trevis Butcher

Ms. Melissa Dreyer

Mr. Mark Halvorson

Mr. Adrian Hoye

Rev. Richard A. Jespersen
Rev. Dorene C. King
Rev. Wayne H. Pris
Bishop Mark R. Ramseth
Ms. Loretta Stordahl

Ms. Cherrie Wood



Sierra Pacific Synod (2A)
Ms. PatriciaR. Cash

Mr. Roy Davis

Rev. Lauren |. Egdahl
Rev. Paul J. Gravrock
Mr. Dennis F. Haugan
Mr. Tom Hoegel

Rev. Mark W. Holmerud
Mr. Gregory Jahnke

Ms. Cynthia Johnson

Ms. Diane Lowe

Mr. Jack Lowry

Rev. Glenn W. Lundahl
Bishop Robert W. Mattheis
Ms. Darlene Paulsen

Ms. Joan W. Peery

Rev. Richard L. Schaper
Rev. Randall K. Wilburn

Southern California (West) Synod (2B)
Ms. Carol Arsaga

Mr. Ron Brasgalla

Mr. A. Dean Buchanan
Mr. Robert Chillison
Bishop Paul W. Egertson
Ms. Racine Forrest

Ms. Stephenie Gittoes
Rev. JamesE. Kinseley
Rev. James Lodbell

Rev. Randal L. Ouimette
Rev. Kathleen A. Richter

Pacifica Synod (2C)

Ms. Betty Anderson

Mr. Larry Anderson

Rev. Margaret A. Duttera
Mr. Bill Evans

Ms. Linda Hansen

Rev. Jonathan A. Heilerman
Bishop Robert L. Miller
Rev. A. Everett Nielsen
Ms. Diane Nissen

Rev. Peter A. Pettit

Ms. Donna Scott

Mr. Willie Velasco



Grand Canyon Synod (2D)
Rev. Joseph L. Carucci
Mr. Wally Gigstad

Mr. Dennis Haugan

Ms. Jami Johnson

Mr. Carl Morgan

Ms. Delee Rehak

Ms. Inez Rodning

Rev. John A. Schaumburg
Rev. Donald P. Schneider
Mr. Clifford Scott

Bishop Howard E. Wennes
Ms. Jennifer Zahnow

Rocky Mountain Synod (2E)
Rev. Grant L. Aaseng
Rev. Robert C. Barger
Rev. Kristi K. Beebe

Mr. Mark A. Betley
Bishop Allan C. Bjornberg
Ms. Mary Erickson

Mr. Ron Guse

Ms. Dianna Johnston

Mr. Jack K. Kronser

Rev. Frank E. Lay

Rev. Harold T. Nilsson
Rev. John S. Petty

Mr. Douglas Reeves

Mr. Robert Sandoval

Ms. Nina Soltwedel

Mr. Harold Steinhoff

Ms. Mercy Torres

Ms. Bonnie J. Y ockstick

Western North Dakota
Synod (3A)

Rev. Nola M. Eisenbrandt
Rev. Allyne Holz

Mr. Lowell Jensen

Ms. Nichole Johnson
Mr. Walter Johnson
Rev. Geraldine C. King
Ms. Marge Krohn
Bishop Robert D. Lynne
Mr. Pat Mc Cormack



Ms. Diane Melbye

Ms. Alice Olson

Rev. Jo D. Olson

Mr. Harold Pahimeyer
Rev. Klaus W. Raab
Mr. Rolland Redlin
Rev. Darrel W. Saathoff
Mr. William Trautman
Mr. Harry Zacher

Eastern North Dakota Synod (3B)
Ms. Darci Asche

Ms. Charlene Burthold
Rev. Karla J. Coen-Tuff
Rev. Susan K. Folks
Bishop Richard J. Foss
Ms. Sharon Fox-Bogen
Ms. Borghild Haven
Rev. James L. Hilde
Rev. Barbara L. Johnson
Rev. Timothy G. Johnson
Rev. James D. Kegel
Ms. Carol Lewis

Ms. Jean L uttschwager
Mr. Brent Nerland

Rev. Harold D. Ovre
Mr. Harlan Pederson
Mr. Wayne Quam

Ms. LolaJ. Ruff

Mr. Larry Thiele

Mr. Joel Thompson

Mr. Alvin Tollefsrud

South Dakota Synod (3C)

Ms. Chelle Calvert

Mr. Reid Christopherson

[Rev. Andrea F. DeGroot-Nesdahl,
bishop-dect]

Mr. Martin Drefs

Bishop Norman D. Eitrheim

Rev. Derek J. Engfelt

Rev. Bruce P. Falksen

Ms. Waynette Geigle

Rev. Robert D. Hansen

Rev. Kevin H. Kline



Mr. Jim Kranhold
Rev. John A. Mayer
Mr. Richard Moe

Ms. Helen Nelson
Rev. Vaughn R. Nesheim
Ms. DonnaNolte

Mr. Donald Olauson
Ms. Dorothy Pulscher
Rev. Olaf Roynesdd
Rev. Hans M. Sacrison
Mr. James Schade

Mr. Harlan Stoley

Ms. Sarah Wieland

Northwestern Minnesota

Synod (3D)

Rev. Irving J. Arnquist

Mr. Curtis Benson

Rev. William E. Boelter

Rev. Dennis W. Brovold

Rev. Paul S. Brunsberg

Ms. Nancy Christian

Mr. David Green

Rev. Michael A. Gustafson

Rev. Gary L. Halverson

[Rev. Arlen D. Hermodson,
bishop-dect]

Mr. Glenn J. Kangas

Mr. Darrel Krogseng

Ms. Marianne Lorentzen-Pickett

Mr. Sergio A. Mendes

Ms. Lynne Olson

Bishop Arthur V. Rimmereid

Ms. Delores Seamon

Rev. Martin A. Seamon

Ms. Oliane Sharp-Anderson

Rev. Stephen J. Sveom

Mr. Phil Volkman

Ms. Jane Walker

Rev. Steven R. P. Weston

Ms. Ute White

Southwestern Minnesota
Synod (3E)
Ms. Anne Andert



Mr. Mike Francis

Rev. Larry C. Johnson
Rev. Arthur C. Larson
Rev. Todd M. Mattson
Ms. Ruth Mills

Bishop Roger L. Munson
Rev. Duane C. Nelson
Ms. Corrine Olsen

Ms. Kim Prestidge

Rev. Bruce P. Rimmereid
Rev. Frederick J. Tessmer
Mr. David Vik

Mr. Merrill Widmark

Southwestern Minnesota
Synod (3F)

Rev. William R. Boettner

Ms. Maxine Broderius (8/18-8/22)
Mr. Paul Buhr

Rev. Daniel B. Carlson

Mr. Lee Cunningham

Mr. Bill Ehlke

Mr. Richard Gross

Ms. Miriam Hackmann

Rev. Roger L. Hanson

Rev. Andrew D. Hermodson-Olsen
Rev. Robert A. Kemppainen
Ms. DonnaKurth

Ms. Brenda Larson

Rev. Peggy A. Paugh Leuzinger
Ms. Mary Lou Ludeman

Ms. Margery Mensing

Mr. Harold Nash

Bishop Stanley N. Olson

Rev. Charles R. Paulson

Rev. Diane S. Pederson

Ms. Leila Preston

Rev. Robert L. Rendahl

Mr. William Styles

Mr. Leland Swanson

Mr. John Thompson

Ms. Joanne Wahl (8/16-8/17)
Rev. Arthur E. Wiese

Ms. Rose Y oungquist



Minneapolis Area Synod (3G)
Mr. Dennis Anderson
Ms. Elaine Anderson
Rev. Rodney L. Anderson
Ms. Barbara Ann Brown
Mr. Jeff Brummer

Ms. Kari Christianson
Mr. Curtis Coates

Rev. Russdll E. Comnick
Mr. Ted Dornfeld

Ms. Linda Eckman

Rev. Susan L. Engh

Ms. Greta Gantriis

Rev. Karen Geisendorfer-Lindgren
Mr. Dave Gosewich

Ms. Goytree Hakim

Mr. Dave Herboldt

Mr. Arnold Hermanson
Rev. Mark K. Holman
Mr. Harold Huwe

Mr. Ray Johnson

Ms. Carol LaHurd

Ms. Charlotte Ley

Ms. Sue Liemohn

Rev. Judith M. Mattison
Mr. Howard P. Melaen
Rev. Steven J. Melander
Mr. Roger Miller

Mr. Joel Mugge

Rev. RaitaJ. Neely

Ms. Joanne Negstad

Rev. Margaret T. Nutter
Bishop David W. Olson
Rev. Mark R. Olson

Rev. Luther E. Peterson
Ms. Mary Ann Portz

Ms. Stephanie Smith

Rev. ValerieL. Strand
Mr. Dang Thao

Rev. Sandralea B. Watson

Saint Paul Area Synod (3H)
Rev. Mark R. Aune

Ms. Linda R. Brook

Rev. Daniel C. Brumm



Ms. Cheryl Chatman

Mr. Frank D. Enfield
Bishop Lowell O. Erdahl
Rev. James E. Erlandson
Ms. Joann Gunderson
[Rev. Mark S. Hanson, bishop-dect]
Mr. Y oshio C. Haraguchi
Rev. Paul H. Harris

Rev. Eleanor M. Hunsberger
Ms. Alice Johnson

Ms. Robin Kieffer

Ms. Agnes Leer

Ms. Betty Marquardt

Ms. Lynne Moratzka

Mr. Larry W. Nelson

Mr. Gary Olson

Rev. Gary K. Olson

Rev. M. Susan Peterson
Mr. Donald Rasmussen
Rev. Steven K. Thorson
Rev. M. Caroline Tokheim
Mr. John Walker

Rev. George C. Weinman

Southeastern Minnesota
Synod (31)

Mr. Larry Anderson

Mr. Vern Anderson

Mr. C. J. Anderson

Rev. Eric G. Burtness
Rev. Charles R. Christensen
Ms. Nancy Danielson
Rev. CharlesE. Espe

Mr. Jason Fish

Rev. Kathryn L. Gauger
Mr. Robert Goldman
Rev. Thomas G. Koelln
Rev. Natanael F. Lizarazo
Ms. Sara Markham

Ms. Joyce Newman
Bishop Glenn W. Nycklemoe
Ms. Shannon Olson

Ms. Elloyce Queensland
Ms. Dorothy J. Satre

Mr. Glenn Schubbe



Ms. Michelle Simonson

Rev. Gary L. Terrio

Ms. Marie Tesch

Rev. Arthur H. Thorstensen Jr.
Mr. Leverne Vangsness

Nebraska Synod (4A)

Ms. Jolene Anderson

Mr. Robert Anderson

Ms. Mary Lou Aune

Rev. David C. Bronstad
Mr. David Coker

Rev. Nancy H. Cole

Ms. Shirley Daire

Mr. Bob Ehlers

Ms. Dorothy Ehlers

Mr. Ronald D. Goldenstein
Rev. Dennis N. Hahle
Rev. Thomas J. Hallstrom
Rev. Carl E. Hunzeker Jr.
Bishop Richard N. Jessen
Ms. Arlene Johnson

Mr. Gerald Johnson

Rev. David P. Kramer
Ms. Joann Kramer

Rev. James S. Lindgren
Rev. George D. Matthews
Mr. Thomas Miller

Ms. Betty Olson

Mr. Jeff Pederson

Mr. Elmer Sasse

Ms. Carrol Wells

Mr. Norman Wichman

Central States Synod (4B)
Rev. Michadl G. Clark
Ms. Nanette Ellis

Mr. Larry Frank

Ms. Katie Garcia

Mr. Dan Glamann

Rev. Rondd T. Glusenkamp
Ms. Barbara Johnson
Rev. Susan G. Langhauser
Mr. Harold Light

Rev. Karen A. Lundwall



Bishop Charles H. Maahs
Mr. Jim Meisenheimer
Ms. Eleanor A. Pedersen
Rev. David C. Rossbach
Ms. Diane E. Wagner

Arkansas-Oklahoma Synod (4C)
Rev. Marsha C. Anderson

Rev. Robert T. Dealey

Mr. L. H. Dodson

Ms. Mary Mc Dowall

Bishop Hoyd M. Schoenhals
Ms. Lylie Standingwater

North Texas-Northern Louisiana Synod (4D)
Ms. Helen Beaujour

Ms. Caroline Brown

Ms. Janet Calico

Rev. Mélvin J. Hammer Jr.

Bishop Mark B. Herbener

Rev. John S. Hillmer

Ms. Ruth Vinciguerra

Mr. Dan Whittington

Southwestern Texas Synod (4E)
Mr. Kevin Anderson
Bishop James E. Bennett
Rev. David L. Carrillo
Mr. Juan Garcia

Mr. Mark Helmke

Mr. Elmer Herbort

Ms. Dorothy K. Jacobs
Ms. Alice Luedke

Ms. Sarah B. Mitchdll
Rev. George S. Munroe Jr.
Ms. Gladys Nelson

Rev. J. Elliott Pancoast
Ms. Cuca Ricord

Rev. 