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Minutes of the 

South Central District  

Pre-Synod Convention Meeting 
Calvary Lutheran Church, Dallas, TX 

Monday, June 6, 2011 
 
Our conference opened at 9 am with a devotion by Pastor Brian Doebler on Psalm 66, especially verses 
9-12, reminding us that when life is out of control for us, we can look to God for control: the One who 
leads us to abundance in Christ.  Branches Band accompanied the opening and closing hymns. 
 
The district secretary called the roll.  60 were in attendance:  33 pastors, 14 delegates, 7 teachers, 2 
vicars, 2 staff ministers, and 2 guests.  Some of these attended via Skype. 
 
The meeting’s agenda called for various reporters to present highlights and summaries of portions of 
the Book of Reports and Memorials.  District President Vilas Glaeske led off the reporting with his usual 
District President report (printed).   
 

� There was brief discussion of the history and role of Lutheran elementary schools in the 
District (especially on schools that once existed and no longer do, and schools that are (re) 
opening).  In the context of this discussion, it was noted that behind Wisconsin, Texas sends 
the most students to Luther Preparatory School (Watertown, WI). 

 
President Glaeske then offered a Convention Preview (PowerPoint and verbal report), highlighting the 
major issues and events coming before the Convention (see PowerPoint for bulleted items).  
 

� He deferred discussion on Bible translations (esp. NIV2011) and the financial situation to later 
reports (from Pr. Vieths and Mr. Harvey Dunn [District Synodical Council rep], respectively).  

� He did, however, note that Congregational Mission Offerings (CMO) numbers, while reasonably 
stable, still leave room for concern and teaching. 

� He spent some time discussing the long-range plan (“In Christ Alone”) and its rationale, and 
the positive results of this process.   

� Reference was made to the COP study on the issue of termination of or release from divine 
calls for financial reasons (the report is available at Connect and is/should be on the 
Convention page of the WELS website).  He described the background and summarized the 
report’s conclusion.  There was some discussion of this point (focusing on CRM [candidate for 
the holy ministry; pastors] and AE [available and eligible; teachers] status of those whose calls 
are terminated). 

 
Following Pres. Glaeske’s report (and a break), Mr. Harvey Dunn presented the Synodical Council’s 
report (Convention Preview PowerPoint and verbal), along with finance and budgetary issues (BORAM, 
p49-56, 58, 77-90) referred to by Pres. Glaeske in his report. 
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� The highlight of this year’s financial reports is that “after several years of reduction” the 
“proposed budget for 2011-2012 & 2012-2013 provides for careful mission expansion” 
(Convention Preview PowerPoint, slide 18).  Mr. Dunn highlighted the words “careful mission 
expansion.” 

� Examples of “careful mission expansion”:  funding 5-6 additional home mission starts; a fourth 
professor at Asia Lutheran Seminary; other expansion in East Asia; restoration (partial) of 
manpower cuts in Christian Giving; modest wage increases for Synodical workers; maintaining 
the program of the Ministerial Education schools. 

� He described some of the budgetary philosophies and plans of the Synodical Council, including 
the assumption that the US economy will continue to improve and that CMO dollars will 
increase.  He also described how the use of reserve funds will help us do some of this expansion 
(currently about $4 million per year in next biennium budgeting). 

� Mr. Dunn seconded Pres. Glaeske’s assertion that the Financial Stabilization Fund (the 
“spending this year’s variable funds next year” plan) is working, with a little bit more in the 
fund each year since inception. 

 
There was some brief discussion of Mr. Dunn’s report on the use of reserve funds. 
 
Pr. John Vieths presented (verbally) on the work of the Translation Evaluation Committee and its 
study of NIV2011 (BORAM, p36-37, and the supplemental report [presented to the May Pastoral Study 
Conference by District President Joel Petermann, available online]).   
 

� He described the criteria the Translation Evaluation Committee used in studying this (and 
other translations). 

� He identified some of the main areas of concern (gender-neutral language, approach to 
Messianic prophecies, passages dealing with roles of men and women) that the Committee 
(and others) have identified.  He pointed out that some (but by no means all) of the most 
troubling things are found in the footnotes. 

� Overall, the Committee (working with about 40 pastors throughout the Synod) identified over 
3,000 passages in which there was modest or significant improvement, over 3,200 which were 
no better or worse, and almost 1,050 that were modestly or significantly weaker/worse.  The 
math doesn’t necessarily tell the whole story, since some passages and texts are more 
“important” or “central” than others.   

� The Committee feels that this is not a translation to be immediately discarded.  It may be 
useable.  One possibility raised by the Committee, whether NIV2011 or another translation is 
adopted for use in Synodical materials, is to produce our own Study Bible. 

� Other translations considered and given some study (though not as thoroughly as NIV2011) 
and summary thoughts: 

o An American Translation (AAT; Beck translation – judged accurate, though it isn’t felt 
to be the strongest for public worship because of its more colloquial nature);  

o English Standard Version (ESV; tips towards the literal, perhaps too much for worship);  
o Holman Christian Standard Bible (HCSB; better than NIV on gender-neutrality and 

Messianic prophecy; has some quirks, e.g., instead of LORD they use Yahweh about 
500x; in the NT it uses Messiah for Christ frequently) 

o New American Standard Bible (NASB; attempts to be very literal, not always idiomatic 
English, again, a concern for use in public worship) 

o New King James Version (NKJV; sometimes archaic; uses the Textus Receptus, not all 
available manuscripts.  Some [theologians/churches] criticize this; some don’t.) 
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� The Committee is not recommending the NIV2011 to be the “official” WELS translation.  There 
has never been one.  The question is: “What translation will we use for publishing?” 

� The Translation Committee, leaning also on the work of 40 men they delegated to study books 
in detail, feels that there are some merits to using the NIV2011 (the significant improvements 
in passages, 95% retention of NIV1984 [though this is a statistic that some debate], 25 years of 
NIV usage in the WELS). 

� The Committee desires more study and input Synod-wide, and to facilitate that, will hold a 
convocation for translation at Wisconsin Lutheran Seminary in the fall.   

� The WELS has the ability to use NIV1984 for NEW publications until 2013 (existing publications 
are “grandfathered” in).  The Committee feels some decision needs to be made before then 
because of certain publications (e.g. Meditations) 

� Pr. Vieths also commented on his work in the book of Judges (assigned to him by the 
Committee).  This allowed him to editorialize a little bit on issues he had identified (some of 
that editorializing is included in the points above). 

 
Discussion of Pr. Vieth’s report followed.  A variety of questions and issues were discussed: 
 

� How much have we studied other versions? 
� Clarify the timeline for using NIV1984 and the effect on publications. 
� Pr. Charles Huebner pointed the body to a packet of information he prepared and shared some 

of the critical views of the NIV2011.   
� Pr. Huebner’s packet included the following articles: 

o “Review Article: TNIV – Some Preliminary Observations” by Prof. John Brug (Pr. 
Huebner noted that most of the items eliciting criticism of the TNIV remain in the 
NIV2011) 

o “Evaluating NIV2011 from a confessional Lutheran perspective” by Pr. Brian Keller (St. 
Stephen’s, Adrian, MI) 

o “An Evaluation of Gender Language in the 2011 Edition of the NIV Bible” by The Council 
on Biblical Manhood and Womanhood 

o “Data Supporting CBMW Review of 2011 NIV” by Denny Burk 
o “Luther and Psalm 8” by Prof. Wilbert Gawrisch (from Luther Lives) 
o “What is the meaning of authentein in 1 Timothy 2:12” 
o “Authentein – A Word Study” by Prof. Armin Panning 

� One delegate expressed a concern that another new NIV will come out and we’ll go through 
this all over again too soon. 

� Pres. Glaeske suggested that some people be tasked to draw up a resolution/memorial from the 
District for the Synod’s Convention.   

 
Pres. Glaeske paused discussion of the NIV2011 until after lunch.   
 
Pr. Brian Doebler prayed us to lunch at 12:20pm. 
 
After lunch, Pres. Glaeske welcomed us back and floor committee reports began.  He appointed Pr. 
John Vieths, Pr. Charles Huebner, and Pr. Larry Schlomer to prepare a resolution for the body to 
consider concerning NIV2011. 
 
Pr. John Koelpin (Chairman, Synod Convention Floor Committee 5: Inter-Church Relations; BORAM, p8-
11) reported for the Committee on Inter-Church Relatoins. 
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� He made mention of the many blessings for which we can give thanks in our work with the 
Confessional Evangelical Lutheran Conference and the Evangelical Lutheran Synod.   

� This committee will bring forward a memorial at Synod Convention (2011-5, BORAM, p157-158) 
asking the Wisconsin Synod to declare fellowship with the Confessional Lutheran Church of 
Puerto Rico. 

 
Pr. David Schneider (Chairman, Synod Convention Floor Committee 6: Ministry of Christian Giving 
[MCG]; BORAM, p11-12) took the floor to summarize MCG’s work and future direction.   
 

� Of especial note is the past reduction of manpower and the hoped for increase back to 18 full-
time equivalents (FTE). 
 

Teacher Shawn Herkstroeter (Member, Synod Convention Floor Committee #8: Support Services; 
BORAM, p65-76) reported regarding his convention committee’s portion of the BORAM.   
 

� There is a minor constitutional revision connected to Support Services (BORAM, p152).   
� There is also a memorial (2011-4, BORAM, p157) germane to Support Services.  It asks the Synod 

to authorize the hiring of a full-time archivist “immediately” (Resolved, a) and that the Synod 
authorize “the building of a dedicated archives to be completed by the 500th anniversary of the 
Reformation in 2017” (Resolved, b). 

 
Pr. John Strackbein (former world missionary) took the floor to report on the pertinent sections of the 
BORAM relative to World Missions (p91-98, 105-106).  
 

� He directed the delegates attention to the pie charts on pages 96-97 detailing the 2011-2013 
biennium support and expenses.  

� He noted, with joy, that almost all areas of ministry are getting an increase in funds, except the 
Latin American field (noted with regret). 

 
Pr. Caleb Schoeneck (District Mission Board Chairman) presented a Home Missions report (printed) 
summarizing the information from the BORAM (p99-106). 
 

� Home Missions continues to “hold forth” the “countless opportunities” before us in North 
America (printed report, p1). 

� He detailed the work of the last biennium and the current ongoing work (sites being funded, 
mission counselors, vicars in mission settings, Campus Ministry), including the restricting of 
the Board for Home Missions (arranging 13 mission boards into 4 geographic regions). 

� Future possibilities were noted, including new (and potential) sites, additional funds, and the 
continuing support of the Church Extension Fund (CEF), WELS Kingdom Workers (WKW), and 
Lutheran Women’s Missionary Society (LWMS). 

� The $350,000 increase in funding represents funding only 30% of requested new funding. 
 
Some discussion followed.   
 

� Can we/should we memorialize the Synod to more strongly consider allocating funding to our 
Districts?  Or is it better to work through the Home Mission Board? 

� It was noted that only 1.5% of Home Mission funding comes into the South Central District, 
which happens to have 5 of the fastest growing counties in the United States.  Again, it was 
asked, “How can our piece of the pie get larger?” 
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Pr. Benjamin Tomczak (Member, Michigan Lutheran Seminary Governing Board) summarized the 
reports of the four ministerial education schools (BORAM, p107-140), noting a number of items:  
 

� The schools are working within their funding restraints. 
� They are responding to new opportunities and challenges (studying the study of Mandarin; 

opening doors to international students from our world mission fields). 
� They are facilitating and encouraging continuing education (for their faculties and for called 

workers in the parish and class room). 
� Reports from the college and seminary indicated that student debt loads are a major issue. 
� Also, while prep school enrollments are increasing, the numbers at the college/seminary level 

are of concern, especially in the pastor-track. 
 
Pres. Glaeske inquired as to the progress of the NIV2011 Resolution Committee.  They were given five 
more minutes.   
 
Pr. Guy Bergenthal (Member, Synod Convention Floor Committee 12: Congregation and Ministry 
Support) summarized the CMSG report (BORAM, p16-35). 
 

� A number of constitutional changes concerning CMSG are being offered (BORAM, p151-154) to 
cover the name changes and rearrangement of things. 

 
In lieu of Pr. Dan Voigt, Pr. Vieths made note of the constitutional changes (BORAM, p151-154) which 
other committees have noted.  
 
Mr. Harvey Dunn requested the floor and announced to the body that he will be in attendance at the 
convention as an advisory delegate willing and able to assist and advise in any necessary way. 
 
Pr. John Vieths distributed the proposed memorial to the Synod Convention regarding NIV2011.  
Because of the questions regarding the weaknesses of NIV2011 (gender-inclusive language, weakness 
in men-women roles passages, and how it handles Messianic prophecy), the memorial urged the 
Synod in Convention to 
 

� “commission a thorough study of other leading options among the current Bible translations” 
(Resolve, 1), 

� seriously consider “that one of these other translations may be most appropriate for us in 
WELS publications” (Resolve, 2), 

� and “make no decision regarding which translation the WELS will use in its official 
publications” (Resolve, 3). 

 
After reading the memorial, it was moved, seconded, and discussed. 
 

� The addition of the phrase “we urge” was added to the first three resolves of the memorial. 
� Some minor changes were adopted:   

o In the second (2) whereas “improvement” was changed to “improvements.”   
o In the seventh (7) whereas “August” was changed to “July.” 
o In the ninth (9) whereas the split infinitive “to thoroughly review” was unsplit. 
o In the second (2) resolve “most” was changed to “more.” 
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� It was moved, seconded, and passed to amend the memorial to include in the appropriate 
resolve specific reference to the alternate translations to be studied (AAT, NASB, NKJV, HCSB, 
and the ESV). 

 
The question was called.  It passed with the accepted changes. 
 
Pr. Nate Buege noted that the dates for the August 2011 Pastors’ Institute (Hebrew Review) are in flux 
at the moment (August 1-2 or August 8-9).  The final dates will be determined according to the best 
situation for the instructor (Prof. Mark Paustian, Martin Luther College) and the host congregation 
(Abiding Word, Houston). 
 
The body thanks the host congregation, Calvary, Dallas, especially the women of the congregation 
who prepared and served the meal, and the audio-visual team at Calvary who worked the 
microphones and arranged the Skype connection for brothers who couldn’t attend in person. 
 
A motion to adjourn the meeting was moved, seconded, and passed at 2:39pm. 
 
Pr. John Vieths led the body in a closing devotion on Psalm 127. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
Pr. Benjamin Tomczak 
Secretary, South Central District 
 

 


