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 On August 15, 2005, a 

lawsuit was filed in the Circuit 
Court of St. Louis County, 
Missouri, on behalf of the 
Lutheran Church-Missouri Synod 
against Rev. Gerald Kieschnick. I 
have subscribed as a plaintiff in 
this case, along with other 
pastors and congregations. No 
monetary awards are being 
sought by the plaintiffs; only 
justice. To justify this action, I 
will first give an overview of the 
state of Synod, then look at 
Scripture and the Confessions 
regarding lawsuits, and finally 
discuss the present case.  

Synod is in crisis. This crisis 
is essentially theological. We 
won the battle for the Bible in the 

Seventies, but are now faced with 
a conflict over the Confessions. 
Do the Confessions truly 
determine our life and practice? 

Some say no. They hold that 
we can reject or only pay lip 
service to our Lutheran theology 
and traditions. They say that to 
reach the lost we need Church 
Growth techniques and 
contemporary worship. President 
Kieschnick is part of this 
dissenting minority. He opposed 
President Barry in 1998 and was 
elected in 2001 by the efforts of 
Jesus First and Daystar, a 
coalition of old Seminex liberals, 
proponents of the Church 
Growth, and Charismatics. It 

appears that President Kieschnick 
is trying by all means, some 
blatantly unfair, to gain political 
power. Theological problems must 
be solved by theological means. 
But political methods must be 
answered by political measures. 
This can be rough work. The 
military forces of the pope in 1648 
had to be met by a Lutheran army, 
not a committee of theologians. 
We are meeting President 
Kieschnick’s questionable 
political operations with measured 
and appropriate legal action. 

Our opponents cite 1 Cor. 6:1-
8: “To have lawsuits at all with  
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I think it’s hypocritical when you make new rules to get your 
way and then break them when you don’t like them. This applies 
especially to Jesus First which has been critical of those who are 
plaintiffs in a lawsuit. Their anger, however, has led Jesus First to 
violate the very rules which they themselves wrongly imposed 
upon the Synod at its 2004 convention. 

 Let’s start with some recent history. Back in 2002 dozens of 
pastors brought charges against David Benke for his participation  
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The Purpose of Ecclesiastical Supervision 
By Rev. Mark Eddy 
 

This is the third article in a series concerning Ecclesiastical Supervision 

Previous articles on 
ecclesiastical supervision have 
shown who has God-given 
responsibility for oversight in the 
church, namely pastors, with the 
laymen who hear them as judges 
over what they are taught. Now 
we can ask: what is the purpose 
of ecclesiastical supervision? In 
other words, why does God set 
up oversight in the church? 
Scripture itself answers these 
questions also. 

St. Paul told the “elders” of 
the church in Ephesus, “Watch 
out for yourselves and for all the 
flock, among which the Holy 
Spirit has made you overseers, to 
shepherd the church of God 
which He purchased with His 

own blood” (Acts 20:28). He 
explained why the church needed 
shepherding: “I know that after 
my departure savage wolves will 
come in among you, not sparing 
the flock” (v. 29). Literally this 
meant: “from among your own 
selves men will arise, speaking 
perverse things, to draw away the 
disciples after them” (v. 30). 
How could the overseers protect 
God’s flock from being misled 
by those who would destroy their 
faith? St. Paul tells us that too: 
“And now I commend you to 
God and to the word of His 
grace, which is able to build up 
and to give the inheritance 
among all those who are 
sanctified” (v. 32). So a shepherd 

and overseer of God’s sheep feeds 
them by teaching them “the word 
of His grace” and protecting them 
from “perverted” teachings that 
would lead them away from God. 
This is necessary because, without 
the proclamation of God’s grace, 
Christ’s redemption would not 
accomplish its intended result: the 
salvation of God’s people. False 
doctrines, those contrary to God’s 
word, always mislead. An 
overseer in the church must 
protect his flock from such deadly 
deception, by regularly feeding 
God’s people with the Gospel. 

Consensus at a Glance 
By Rev. Bruce Ley 

THE GOSPEL 
 
5. The biblical teaching (doctrine) of justification by grace is 
the central article of the Christian faith with which all 
doctrine and practice must be consistent; namely, that God 
imputes (credits and declares) the righteousness and holiness 
of Jesus Christ to sinners, just as He imputed against Christ 
the sin of the entire world. This doctrine of justification is the 
article of faith upon which the Church stands or falls. 
a. We believe that the righteousness of Christ is imputed to all 
people, announced only through the Gospel, and received only 
through faith. We reject any expressions that God has not 
justified the entire world through the atonement of Christ. 
b. We believe that all doctrine of the Church is understood as it 
relates to the doctrine of justification. We also believe that the 
doctrine of justification is both drawn from the Scriptures and 
provides special light in understanding the entire Scriptures. We 
reject any and all expressions that suggest that any other article 
of Christian doctrine is central to our understanding of the Holy 
Scriptures. 
c. We believe that the central article of the Christian faith is the 
doctrine of justification by grace through faith for Christ's sake. 
We reject any expressions that suggest that any other doctrine 
should replace it. 
 

This is an ongoing series of articles on the 
theology of the Consensus statement.  This 

issue continues discussion of  
THE GOSPEL 

The opening words in part 1 of this series 
on THE GOSPEL were these: ‘The word 
“Gospel” means “good news.”  The good 
news of Holy Scripture, which Lutherans 
treasure above all other news, is the article of 
justification.’   

To “treasure [something] above all other 
[things]” is another way of saying that it is 
“most important” or “central.”  The word 
“central” is used only four times in the entire 
Consensus statement, and all of them 
reference the article of justification.  Three of 
the four uses are in this final article on THE 
GOSPEL, 
 (Continued on page 5) 
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“We hold that 
the powerful 

are using 
politicized 

LCMS church 
courts to 

defraud Synod 
itself.” 

one another is already a defeat 
for you” (v. 7). This passage 
appears to forbid all lawsuits 
among Christians. Are there 
circumstances in which this 
passage may not apply? Yes. 
Paul used secular courts when he 
appealed to Caesar (Acts 25:11). 
Why? The religious authorities 
had become so corrupt and 
prejudiced against him that he 
could not get a fair hearing. The 
state had to come to the aid of the 
church. 

I Corinthians 6 was written 
because the privileged in the 
church were manipulating the 
courts in trivial matters to 
defraud and oppress the weak 
and the poor. Is this happening 
today?  Yes, but it is not the civil 
courts which are abused. We 
hold that the powerful are using 
politicized LCMS church courts 
to defraud Synod itself. We need 
the state to come to our aid and 
establish justice.  

Article XVI of the Augsburg 
Confession and the Apology 
address the issue of Christians and 
civil government (all citations 
from Concordia: The Lutheran 
Confessions, St. Louis, CPH, 
2005). God provides for our 
spiritual needs by means of the 
Church, the Kingdom of the Right, 
and for our material needs by 
means of the Kingdom of the Left; 
the temporal estates of home and 
government. “Our churches teach 
that lawful civil regulations are the 
good works of God” (AC XVI). 
The Apology says the same. 
“Christ’s kingdom allows us 
outwardly to use legitimate 
political ordinances of every 
nation in which we live” (Apol. 
54). The kingdom of the left is 

also God’s kingdom. Public 
offense must be dealt with 
publicly, as Luther explains in the 
Large Catechism: “But where the 
sin is so public that the judge and 
everyone else are aware of it, you 
can without sin shun and avoid 
those who have 
brought disgrace upon 
themselves and you 
may also testify 
publicly against them.” 
(LC Ten 
Commandments, 284) 
Luther affirms from 
Scripture that 
Christians have the 
right to redress of 
grievances, even with one another, 
in a court of law. Neither Scripture 
nor the Confessions absolutely 
forbid litigation between 
Christians. 

 The suit alleges that President 
Kieschnick, during the 2001-04 
triennium, violated the letter and 
spirit of LCMS Bylaw 3.1.2 by 
encouraging the creation of a large 
number of additional electoral 
circuits in districts favorable to his 
re-election—he did not deny any 
requests for exceptions—thus 
securing a margin of victory (see 
the June 2005 Issue of Consensus 
for a thorough analysis). 

The 88 exceptions (176 
delegates) granted by President 
Kieschnick certainly could have 
provided his margin of victory in 
2004. Was it deliberate on the part 
of President Kieschnick? Was 
there collusion between him and 
the presidents of friendly districts? 
This would be revealed in the 
discovery phase of the lawsuit. 
The suit requests that the 2004 
election be thrown out and a new 
election be held, allowing only 
delegates from qualified circuits. 

The second count in the 
lawsuit alleges that President 
Kieschnick has broken the law by 
appointing a Commission on 
Constitutional Matters which has 
become a kind of personal 
Supreme Court for him, arbitrarily 

overruling the LCMS 
Board of Directors and 
issuing opinions which 
expand the president’s 
power and immunize him 
from prosecution. We 
request that the Court 
declare that the opinions 
of the CCM that limit the 
legitimate powers of the 

BOD be declared illegal and of no 
effect, and that the members of the 
CCM be expelled. 

Are there avenues within the 
church for redress of grievances? 
Several members of the LCMS 
Board of Directors were in favor 
of this lawsuit but declined to 
instigate it, feeling that it would 
not be proper for them to do so as 
elected officers of Synod. The 
Dispute Resolution Process has no 
power to grant the plaintiffs’ 
petitions. That leaves us with 
taking the whole matter to Synod 
in convention. But we hold that 
we cannot even get a fair hearing 
in Synod because President 
Kieschnick has stacked the 
delegates in his favor. 

For the sake of the Church, we 
have to know the truth. If the court 
exonerates President Kieschnick 
of any wrongdoing, we will be 
satisfied. But for the present, we 
appeal to Caesar. May the truth be 
established and justice carried out. 
�  

Dr. Frederic W. Baue, STS, is 
Pastor of Bethany Lutheran Church, 

O’Fallon, Illinois.

Why I am a Plaintiff  (Continued from page 1) 
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In it’s September 2005 issue Jesus First makes the statement that “Lutheran Concerns Association is in a 
cooperative relationship with Consensus and its newsletter”, regarding the filing of a class action lawsuit. This 
statement is false as Jesus First could have ascertained with a simple phone call to Consensus. Consensus has 
never, either at the board level or through its publication; ever said or done anything that either endorses or 
condemns the class action lawsuit, actions of individuals connected with Consensus notwithstanding.  

Comments in this issue of Consensus should not be construed as support of the lawsuit but as analyses of 
certain aspects of it. This is not the first time Jesus First has made false statements about Consensus or those 
associated with it. In the future we at Consensus would respectfully ask Jesus First to check with us for the 
facts prior to saying false things about us. The Editors of Jesus First may reach President Roger Gallup at (708) 
453-1113 or VP Klemet Preus at (763) 478-6031. �  

  

The Concordia Theological Monthly used to have 
this Luther quote (in German) on the cover of every 
issue: “A preacher must not only feed [the flock], in this 
way that he instructs the sheep how they should be 
proper Christians, but also along with this [he must] 
defend from the wolves, that they do not attack the 
sheep and entice them with false teaching and lead them 
into error.” 

When a churchly organization sets up ecclesiastical 
supervision, it has clear orders from the apostles on the 
purposes for this supervision. The supervisor is 
supposed to teach God’s word with the two-fold 
purpose of instructing his people in 
the true faith and protecting them 
from false teachers, whose teaching 
would destroy that faith, even if this 
destruction is only gradual or subtle. 

True ecclesiastical supervision is 
not intended to protect a preacher 
from the complaints of his hearers. 
If such complaints come, the 
overseer is to answer them on the 
basis of God’s word. Oversight in 
the church is not meant to protect 
one pastor or teacher from having to answer charges of 
false doctrine from another pastor, teacher, or layman. 
Answering challenges to our teaching is a basic aspect 
of our calling. St. Peter exhorts us: “sanctify Christ as 
Lord in your hearts, always ready to make a defense to 
everyone who asks you for a word about the hope that is 
in you, yet with gentleness and reverence” (1 Peter 
3:15). “Everyone” means “everyone.” Speaking God’s 

word to everyone who asks about our faith and 
teaching can be a great joy, when it leads to greater 
understanding by the questioner or brings 
reconciliation of divergent teachings among brothers. 
Defending our teaching can be a learning experience 
also for the overseer. It can lead us to “search the 
Scriptures” and to examine ourselves to see whether 
we are really confessing the true faith. It is not a waste 
of time, which might otherwise be spent running 
organizations or doing good works. Time spent 
defending the faith fulfills a mandate from our God 
and Savior. 

St. Paul told Pastor Timothy: “I solemnly charge 
you in the presence of God and of Christ Jesus, who is 
to judge the living and the dead, and by His appearing 
and His kingdom: proclaim the word; be ready in 
season and out of season; reprove, rebuke, exhort, 
with all patience and instruction” (2 Tim. 4:1-2). And 
why should we patiently both instruct the uninformed 
and correct the misinformed? “For there will be a time 
when they will not put up with the sound doctrine; but 
in accordance to their own desires, they will 
accumulate for themselves teachers who itch their 
[hearers’] ears, and they will turn away their ears from 
the truth; they will turn aside to myths. But you, be 
sober in all things, endure hardship, do the work of an 
evangelist, fulfill your ministry” (vs. 3-5). This will 
require “fighting the good fight,” “finishing the race,” 
and “keeping the faith” (v. 7). �  
 

Rev. Mark Eddy is Pastor of  
 Holy Cross Lutheran Church, Golden, Illinois

Consensus Neutrality  

The Purpose of Ecclesiastical Supervision  
(Continued from page 2) 
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(Conclusion on page 6) 

which sets forth the heart and core of what it means to be Lutheran, to be Christian.   
The Consensus statement contends that nothing is of greater import to the Christian faith than “the biblical 

teaching (doctrine) of justification by grace … with which all doctrine and practice must be 
consistent….This doctrine of justification is the article of faith upon which the Church stands or falls.”  Is 
it true?  As before, let’s see what Scripture and the Confessions say.   

“[T]he Church properly is the congregation of saints and true believers.” (Triglotta, AC, VIII, What the Church 
Is, para 1, p. 47; or see Tappert p. 33).  The Augsburg Confession is clear … the Church consists of and is 
contingent upon the presence of “saints and true believers.”  Without them there is no Church!  Put another 
way, the Church has fallen when there are no believers or those who have faith.   

Because only the doctrine of justification by grace through faith creates saints and true believers — by 
undeservedly imputing Christ’s righteousness to them through the Means of Grace (Titus 3:3-7; Rom 3:21-28; 
Eph. 2:1-9) — it is the doctrine upon which the Church stands or falls, for without it there are no saints and true 
believers.  St. Paul makes clear this is how it must be, for when he writes “There is none righteous, no, not 
one” (Rom. 3:10, 12, et al) he condemns all; but when he writes later in the same chapter, “Therefore we 
conclude that a man is justified by faith apart from the deeds of the law” (Rom. 3:28), he confirms that saints 
and true believers are created — that is, justified and forgiven — through faith alone.   

But even faith is God’s gift to man that “[comes] by hearing … the word of God” (Rom. 10:17).  And in 
order “that we may obtain this faith, the Ministry of Teaching the Gospel and administering the Sacraments was 
instituted.  For through the Word and Sacraments, as through instruments, 2] the Holy Ghost is given, who 
works faith; where and when it pleases God, in them that hear 3] the Gospel, to wit, that God, not for our own 
merits, but for Christ’s sake, justifies those who believe that they are received into grace for Christ’s sake.” 

(Triglotta, AC, V, Of the Ministry, para 1-3, p. 45; or see Tappert p. 31)  
The Confessions abound with support for this article of the Consensus statement.   
�  40] Because, therefore, men by their own strength cannot fulfill the Law of God, and all are under sin, and 

subject to eternal wrath and death, on this account we cannot be freed by the Law from sin and be justified, 
but the promise of the remission of sins and of justification has been given us for Christ’s sake, who was 
given for us in order that He might make satisfaction for the sins of the world, and has been appointed as 
the [only] 41] Mediator and Propitiator (Triglotta, Apol., IV, Justification, para 40-41, 131f; or see Tappert 
p. 112f  … see also SA, Part II, Art. I, Christ and Faith, quoted in part 1 of 5). 

�  25] For not everything that belongs to conversion belongs likewise to the article of justification, in and to 
which belong and are necessary only the grace of God, the merit of Christ, and faith, which receives this in 
the promise of the Gospel, whereby the righteousness of Christ is imputed to us, whence we receive and 
have forgiveness of sins, reconciliation with God, sonship, and heirship of eternal life.  
…[I]n justification before God faith relies neither upon contrition nor upon love or other virtues, but upon 
Christ alone, and in Him upon His complete obedience by which He has fulfilled the Law for us, which 
[obedience] is imputed to believers for righteousness  (Triglotta, FC, SD, Art. III, Righteousness of Fatih 
Before God, para. 25, 30, p. 923, 925; or see Tappert p. 543f). 

�  For remission of sins and justification is apprehended by faith, as also the voice of Christ attests: When ye 
shall have done all these things, say: We are unprofitable servants. Luke 17, 10 (Triglotta, AC, VI, New 
Obedience, para 2, p. 45; or see Tappert p. 32).  

The grace of God, the merit of Christ, absolution, justification and faith are inexorably linked in Scripture.  
Hence corrupting the teaching of one will corrupt the teaching of the others.  For this reason all articles of faith  
and all doctrine and practice in the Church must conform to the doctrine of justification by grace through faith, 
for through this article the Triune God forms (i.e. creates) the Church and informs the Church in all that she 
does (Rom. 6:1-4).  Luther states that of this article of justification “nothing can be yielded or surrendered [nor  
 
 

Consensus at a Glance (Continued from page 2) 
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can anything be granted or permitted contrary to the same], even though heaven and earth, and whatever will 
not abide, should sink to ruin” (Triglotta, SA, Part II, Article I, para. 5, p. 461f; or see Tappert p. 292). The later 
Reformers pick up on Luther’s thought, clarifying and attesting to what Christians have always believed and 
subscribed to unconditionally because it accurately reflects and teaches what Scripture teaches. 

�  6] This article concerning justification by faith (as the Apology says) is the chief article in the entire 
Christian doctrine, without which no poor conscience can have any firm consolation, or can truly know the 
riches of the grace of Christ, as Dr. Luther also has written: If this only article remains pure on the 
battlefield, the Christian Church also remains pure, and in goodly harmony and without any sects; but if it 
does not remain pure, it is not possible that any error or fanatical spirit can be resisted. (Tom. 5, Jena, p. 
159.) 7] And concerning this article especially Paul says that a little leaven leaveneth the whole lump. 
Therefore, in this article he urges with so much zeal and earnestness the particulas exclusivas, that is, the 
words whereby the works of men are excluded (namely, without Law, without works, by grace [freely], 
Rom. 3, 28; 4, 5; Eph. 2, 8. 9), in order to indicate how highly necessary it is that in this article, aside from 
[the presentation of] the pure doctrine, the antithesis, that is, all contrary dogmas, be stated separately, 
exposed, and rejected by this means (Triglotta, FC, SD, Art. III, Righteousness of Fatih Before God, para. 
6f, p. 917f; or see Tappert p. 540). 

And what does all this teaching on THE GOSPEL mean to you in daily living?  The “central” teaching of 
Christianity is God’s promise, and your guarantee, that when a pastor declares in the name and stead of Christ, 
“I forgive you all your sins,” it is as true in heaven and on earth as if God Himself had said it! 

 
6. When ministers lay on their hands, 

Absolved by Christ the sinner stands; 
He who by grace the Word believes 
The purchase of His blood receives. (TLH #331) 

 
Rev. Bruce G. Ley is Pastor of  
Holy Cross Lutheran Church, 

Albany, Oregon 

Support Consensus and the Cause of Maintaining a Faithful Synod 
 
Preparations are underway for a “double issue” of Consensus Magazine devoted to the Repentance 

Document and the topic of dissent. Your financial support is critical at this time. 
Consensus is not funded by the synod or any endowment fund. We are a group of pastors, teachers and 

laity within the Missouri Synod with a goal to bring clarity and uphold the Gospel of Jesus Christ in our 
church body. We have established a synod-wide, grass roots network to inform and coordinate the actions of 
those working to keep our synod faithful. These activities require significant expenditures. Please consider 
the urgency of this work.  

If you believe our work is important and serves the Gospel, we urge you to consider a contribution. 
Consensus is a non-profit (501c3) organization incorporated in the State of Wisconsin.  

Donations may be remitted using the enclosed envelope, or by sending to: 
 

Consensus, Inc., Treasurer 
P.O. Box 162 

Mascoutah, IL 62256-00162 
 

Consensus at a Glance (Conclusion from page 5) 
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Lawsuit  (Continued from page 1) 

in a civic prayer service at Yankee Stadium involving clerics from 
churches which deny Jesus Christ as savior and Lord. Many of 
Benke’s accusers had not met with him face to face before they 
brought the charges. These pastors reasoned that a public offense 
did not require this private approach. They sited Luther who says 
in the Large Catechism that God forbids you to speak evil about 
another unless you are willing to bring the matter “before the 
proper judge.” (LS 10 Commandments, 270) These pastors brought 
the matter before the proper judge which was the Synod’s 
Praesdium. Further the Confessions say that preachers must speak 
against evil (LC 10 commandments, 274) and that their office 
requires them “to prefer charges, to give evidence, to examine 
witnesses and to testify” (LC 10 commandments, 275). Further, 
those who accused Benke sited Paul who 
publicly rebuked Peter in Galatians 2 with 
no reference to any prior “face to face 
private meeting.”    

Supporters of Benke complained that 
these pastors had not followed Matthew 
18. The passage says that if your brother 
sins you should go to him privately and 
try to win him back. Both the Lutheran 
Confessions and common sense teach that 
the purpose of Matthew 18 is to protect the reputation of someone 
whose sin is not known to the public. This was clearly not the case 
with Benke. Nevertheless his supporters waged a tireless campaign 
to force compliance to this passage in contexts in which it does not 
apply. Their goal was to change our dispute resolution process by 
amending bylaws 2.27 and 6.47 which outline how disputes were 
to be resolved in the synod.  

First there was David Belasic, retired president of the Eastern 
District. In 2002 he wrote for Jesus First, “The LCMS has created 
a disaster-maker in recent Synod convention revisions of Bylaws 
6.47 and 2.27….Is this right, fair, biblical?  NO WAY! What has 
happened to common sense, recognition of local ministry realities, 
talking with brothers and sisters and Matthew 18? These bylaws 
must be changed! The accusation-encouraging, Matthew-18-
ignoring, brother-bashing and disaster-promoting Bylaws 2.27 and 
6.47 are NOT helpful. It’s time to change them.”  

Then former LCMS president Ralph Bohlmann got into the 
act. He wrote for Jesus First in 2003 complaining that the current 
bylaws allow complaints from persons which “bypass the 
procedures Jesus spells out in Matthew 18 as well as the more 
personal and evangelical initial provisions of the LCMS dispute 
resolution process.”  

Just prior to the 2004 convention Jesus First strongly promoted 
resolution 8-01. “Resolution 8-01 offers Christ-pleasing changes to 
the way in which we work through our differences. The heart of 
the resolution requires that a person who has been offended speak 
with the one from whom the offences come.”   

Finally Resolution 8-01a was passed which, going beyond the 
Scriptures and the Confessions, forces face to face meetings 
between complainants even in the case of public sins. Jesus First 
was pleased. In its July 13, 2004 “Convention Update” Jesus First 
said, “Resolution 8-01a has been criticized for insisting on face-to-
face conversation in dealing with divisions, offenses and 
accusations of sin. We should all be able to agree on one test for 

any structure of ‘Ecclesiastical Supervision and Dispute 
resolution’—how would you want to be treated if you were 
accused, perhaps falsely, of some kind of wrongdoing?” 

Why this review of history? Well, it’s just that Jesus First 
seems to have forgotten its own rhetoric and arguments. 
Recently many members of the synod brought suit against 
President Kieschnick and Vice president Diekelmann. An 
analysis of the reasons for this action can be read in the article 
by Frederick Baue in this issue of Consensus. What is of 
interest here is not so much the merits of the lawsuit but the 
response of its detractors. John Coyne, avid Jesus First writer, 
in the August issue calls upon everyone in the synod to “Send 
a note to our brothers and sisters…., asking them to stop their 
divisive lawsuit. Finally, pray for them to repent of these 
actions and keep the unity that God provides.” Wow! “Repent 
of these actions.”  That sure sounds like Rev. Coyne is 
publicly saying the signers of the suit have sinned.  

In the September issue the diatribe continues. Advising 
the readers to respond to the suit in certain ways, an unsigned 
article suggests, “Encourage your District President in his 
pastoral task of confronting the carriers of the disease with the 
Law (‘You are the man!’)”…. Whew! “Confront with the Law 
(‘You are the man’).” That sure sounds like Jesus First is 
publicly accusing the plaintiffs of sin. 

Previously, Lou Marting, Jesus First worker bee, wrote to 
the District Presidents of some of the plaintiffs, “What are 
your options as ecclesiastical supervisor beyond 
conversational persuasion and remonstration? Should these 
….rostered plaintiffs not turn from their ways? Please do 
help them see the error of their ways in any way possible.”  
My, oh, my! Sounds like Mr. Marting thinks the plaintiffs 
have sinned.  

I am one of those who signed the lawsuit. I’m not proud 
of it or ashamed of it. It is something I think was necessary 
because our synod seems incapable of dealing with these legal 
problems. You would think that before I was publicly accused 
of sin and before my district president was contacted to deal 
with that I would have been invited for a “face to face 
meeting” with those who are my accusers. But no one from 
Jesus First has contacted me and asked for such a meeting. 
I’ve talked to a handful of others who signed the suit. Their 
phones have been strangely silent as well.  

Why doesn’t Jesus First practice what it preaches? They 
wanted 8-01a. They insisted on face to face meetings when 
their champion was accused. They should follow their own 
rules. I’m starting to think that this whole concern about 
Matthew 18 was simply a distraction. It was made up. 
Everyone knows that you don’t have to follow it in public 
matters. I’m not asking to be contacted for a face to face 
meeting. I oppose 8-01a. I think Jesus First has the right to 
criticize public actions publicly just like Consensus does. I just 
think it’s hypocritical when you make new rules to get your 
way and then break them when you don’t like them. �  

 
Rev. Klemet Preus is Pastor of Glory of Christ Lutheran 

Church, Plymouth, MN. He is Vice President and a member 
of the board of directors of Consensus, Inc. 

“What is of 
interest here is 
not so much 
the merits of 

the lawsuit but 
the response 

of its 
detractors.”  
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