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CHAPIER 1
STARTING LIFE IH AMERICA

The cocuval obserxver in the £ifties of tie iast century could uoxdly
heve imegined two nore dioporate groups of ILutherans than the Wleconsin
end Misgouri Synods. The one was the product of & nomnal development,
the gending of miscionaries o & new field Ly an esteblished church.

Tae other stezsed from an unusuwel covenend, ¢ yeballion of Iutherans
againet the existing union of Lutherons end Heformed in Germany. ¥et in
the couvse of aboul vwenty-five yeers theos Two groupd nad schunowliedged
each other 25 sister synods and curing the ensulng Cwenty-five years had
been the protegonisis iu an ebortive avtenps 0 realize aun organilsational
unity. The purpose of this thesls will be {0 czonine the events aad, os
nuch a8 posslble, the notives that Linaily Jled o fellowsihip betuveen the
iwo gynods; in eddivion the LIlty-odd yeors of strugile for conplate
union will be curveyed with o view to indiceting the zeal of the
abtenpgt, the frustrotions, epd soue possible reesong for the witiuate
feilure.

Although the Wicconoin Synod is ab present by fer the sonller of
the two, the cmphesis will be placed on 1% rather than on Mlsgsouri.

e reogons for this will be obviocus o anyoms who lo acgualnied with
the two synods. Up until 1925 the dicsourl Synod was the more stadle
of the two3 it came es en orgenized movement, with a polity and a

confesgion that wes clearly dofined quite early in iis life; it dige

played a singlensss of purpose vhich: contributed to ivs growidh iato a




2

huge body. If the Wissourl Sywod in its develomentel period wos
characterized by on overwhelalng steadiness, the Wisconsin Symod oy
contrast displeyed o prouvcunced vocilletion for almost the {irgt twendye
£ive years of ite exlstence; evea after it hod coms under the steadylng
influvence of Migsouri, Wiscousin was the group in question in most of
the Jjoint endeovors, Micrulm*l;f those which tended o unite the Wwo
synods even nore closely. One senges thet the olhers ususlly waited with
bated breath witil Wsconsin's verdict wes in. Tals ic not to ssy thot
Wisconsin wos necesserily the black sheap of the Synodicel Conference;
there were often good zeasons for its hesitation.

It hes almeady been indicated that the issouri Synod stenmed from
o cegrent that broke owey froz the wnlted church of Gemmeny. Zhis group
nod come wnder the spheve of infMluence of Stephan, the pastor of &
cimreh in Dresden. After a series of geuffles with the locel authorie
ties, and becouse of the unsalubery condlitlons preveiling in Gomeny,
Stephen wos oble to gather nearly seven hundred people who were willing
w meke the trip o fmerica. These salled with hin from Dremerheven in
1630. Shortly after arriving in Pervy County, neer 8t. louls, Missourdi,
the setilerc were disiliucioned wien thelr leadsr was chown o have besn
decelving then in verious ways. Stephan had esteblished himsell es
sanething of @ pope, and the Sosous, novw leaderless, were struck by the
question whether they ectually were & church with the righté to preech
the Goopel end adninister the Sscrements. Ope of their younger minige
ters, C. . We Walther, roce o the occaslon and in o debate manoged o
digpel the doubts of the settlers. The groun emerged strong from this
erisis, with e sturdy confegsionalian which was to corry them on in




3
esteblishing o powerful synod. At Chleago, on April 25, 1047, they
orgonized formally into the “German Evongelical Iathsren fynod of
Missouri, Ohio end other States.”

EBven before the coning of the Saxon lmmigrents, enothwr group hod
seiled from Fenburg cnd hed Found their wuy to Wiscensin in Cetober of
1839. A few of then stoyed in Milwembkee, vwhile most of the Pogerenians
omong them settled at Freistadt. Im 1843 they were sugnented by people
from the viciniity of Stetiin, Treptov and Holberg in Fomeranie, and
from sections of Brendenburg. Thsese people setiled in Kivchayn, Iebauon
and Cedarburg, Wisconsin.:

The very people from whom the Soxons wanted to escape had now began
t0 be concerned for these other setilers; who ware practically without
pastoral care. dogerly they set aboul preparing misslonaries o aid
them. The fivst of these nen, Joha Muehlhoeuser, foudied a church in
Milveukee in October of 1848, Muehlhmeuser hed no liking for the “01d
ILutherans,” the iliscouvians; he felt that doctrinal controversy was mere
zealotry end o striving about words. The congregeblion waich bhe now
orgenized in Milwaukee was at Lirst named "Trinity,” but this wes soon
changed to "Groce Cimreh” becsuse Missowri already hed a “Trinity” in
Milwoukee & Mushlhecuser was to becoue the first president of the
Wisconsin Synod.

1J. L. Teve and Willord D. Allbeck, History of the Iutheren Church
in Merics (Third revised edition; Purlington, jowe! 1ue Luchoram |
utemﬂ m&, 3.93'[‘-)’ Bloe 22"‘-“250 5

2centcnuial Comsittee of the Jolnt Synod of Wisconsin @. 0. Ste,
M. Iebninger, Chaimman, (}onti'ga}%a" in His Word (Milvenkee: Iowthwestern
Publishing House, ¢, 1951 2 Pe 14,  Isrealter clited as gﬁa

N



)

Another mon fron the Langeoberyg Soclety hed preceded him, however.
Joim Welmmorm hod errived o year or two sooner after beving cumpleted
work ot the Bormen Mission School,d end hod started o congregeiion ia
Town Celswood on the Kllbourn Rood near Milwenkse. [ hed been in
econtact vith eblhoeuser, and ves lorgely respousible for the latier's
coming o Nilvaukse .

The thixd of the Wisconsin Gyﬁosl‘s rosndlng fothers wos Wrede.

Shortly efter his errivel in Decesber of 194 he, Mushiloouser end

Welomonn founded the "FPlrst Dveluth. Symod of Wisconsin.” Oa Decamber O,
1345, the synod wos orgemized, with Muehlhoecuser @s president, Weinmann

es secrotery ond Wreds ap LPCOBULRT o0

It vos goon apporent thet this gynod would bove littie in cgmmon
with the Sexon (A4 Iutheroms.” Iecause of the mixture of Iutherens
cad Reformed in scme of the firet Wisconsin OUymod congregotions, and
also becouse of the Lockground of these nen, the ppirit of wniocnisn was
in evidence. GShe precalnence of the minister a5 st forth in the fiwvel
constitution betroyed the nistoken notion of the office of the ninistry
held by the synod.?

The orgenicetion which developed fron these beginnings was leier
to be ougnented by unlon with similor grovps in other states. Although

3emi, ppe 13-1ke

u@, Do L.

SN, pe Lbe

6@) ppe 1G-17.

Tem, p. 25.
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we have to deal specifically with the Wisconsin Synod proper, the other
synods which graduelly ceme in to fomn the Joint Synod of Wisconsin @. 0.

St. were nevertheless of soame iluportance in the synod's relatilonship o

Missouri. Tt will therefore be necessary briefly to trace the developnent

of these synods and the growing bond between them and the Wisconsin
Synod. The final organizational unity was not achleved wntil 1917, but
for practical purposes in relatlon to Missourl; this had been achieved
at least twenby-five yeers before.

The E-ﬁxmesota Gynod had its beglmnings among eariy Iatheran
settlers who received a good desl of aid from Dr. Passevent.® The synod
vas fomally founded at £t. Paul on July 6, 1860.Y At an early date
both Wicconsin end Missourl began to take en interest in the Mimnesotans;
the latter gravitoted more toward Wisconsin then toward Missouri sad
expressed thelr doctrinal uwalty with Wisconsin at a colloguium held at
12 Crosse in 1869.%°0

The Michigen Gyaod was originated by & growp of Swablians wvho
settled near Ann Arbor in 1830.%* fThe first Michigan Synod was formed
in 1840,%2 ynder the cusplees of Loshe.-3 Tiés history from its

incepbion untll the Tinal amalgematlion with VWisconsin in the Joind

Opeve-Allbeck, gp. cities ppe 236-37.
2Toid., pe 230
19mid., pp. 229-30.
Lirpid,., pp. 2k2-43.
121pid., p. 243,
131014,



Synod is extrenely involved.

The Nebrasks District was foundsd by disseaters from the Buifelo
Synod, largely people who moved from Watertowmn and Dyonle, Wisconsin,
to Nebraskn. The dlsteict wes orgonized in 190L.A% ’

The Dakota-dontaue District eud the Paclflc Horthwest were added o,
at o leter date. Finel emslgemation took plece in 1917.M0

The Synods of Wisconsin, Mimnesoto end Michigan beceme & Joint
synod in 1092.10 hoge three, togetber with the other dlstricts
nentioned, enelgomated into one syncd with various dlstricts in 1917.

The plcture of the serly Wisconzin Symod is not complete withoubt
the introduction of John Bading, vho was o play a pajor vole ia gube
sequent developments. Mading wes a vhgeluright by trade who was won
for the Gospal while ln Derlin. After studying at Hemennsburg under
Iguie Herus end recelving further training at Bermen under the auspices
of the langenberger Verein, be wes sent to fmerica in 1852.27 From
Hexms he hod leoxnsd e more detemined Iuthersnism than thalt commonly
found in Gexmany at the tine, end e brought thie advenced confessicu-
elism with him 40 Wisconsin.:® Almeady ot his installation be closhed
with Muehlhesuser, thus pregaging the coaing confliict in the Wisconsin
Synod. When Muehlhaoeuser and Conrad cane ©0 Calumst, his first pevish,

lh&’_.io 2 Ple Eft-‘i‘ w3,
Lotbid., p. 248,
18w, p. 32.

175on. Ph. Koehler, "The History of the Wiscomsin Synod,”
Falth-Life (revised ond translated), Vol. X1, . 3, 12.

By, pe 26
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to ordain him, Beding demanded thet he be pledged to the ILuthsron
Confesgions, which afmhlhaeuser called "power fences.” The lebler
Tinelly copituisted aad even preacnad an instellation ssrnon on the
importance of the confessions.t? A further hint et friction is to be
found. in the original copy of the Wisconsin Synod Constitution. Badiung
and two others ev*;&en'uy edded postecripts when they signed the
documant. These bhove been obliterated, and the evidence indicated that
Maehlhoouser was responsible. Significantly, Boding told Johi. Th.
Koehler that his coment vas an cophasls on the ILutheran Confessions 20

These incidents cre only hints, however, end for the most pert
Wisconsin still appeered 0 be utterly opposed to Missouri. They stood
as enanles on the threshhold of thelr relationship. IEven Beding was at
this time no lover of the "Old-Iutherans."” Like his brethren in the
Wisconsin Synod,; he had stroang ties with the Germen mission socleties
wiho had really founded the Wisconsin Synod, eand who continued W
gupport it. 54111, he was €0 be ocne of the key Tigurse in the change

thet was to be wrought in his synod; largely by the efforts of Missourd.

Koehler, Ops €., VOl. XII, I0. 3; 12.
aoIbid-, e 12-13.
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CHAPTER II
¥TSSOURL GATHS A CORVERT

The ecrly position of the Wisconsin Synod vas o controficlory ode.
When in 1001 they stoted thelr confesclonel stond, they vowed “strict
adiwrence o the Iathersn Confeseiong, yel volced thelr intention ©o
bear with weel ifndividuals end congregetions of the Relowmed cone
victlon, oo long o they sbotalved Lrom moking propagands for thelr
error. They cven ceimowledged speeiel gifte of Chrict in ‘othor

il =

conlessions. ' Decplte the obwious error in this attituds, it would
2ot be guite falr W accuge thece seople of 20 beilng lanthercn. It wes
indecd walortunate tholt they ot tlues forpot the confessione ;n*s;aeip:"é,
bat dhde wes due to thelr seal for spresddng tae Cospel. The insufe
siclent theological twelning of Hese men was alse parily ob Tewlip
they were mnlscion-trained cnd had ROU boen introduced to all whe
nicetles of heolosy.

&B web W he ewpecied, the Wisconsin Synod's strongest ties in ite
early nerdod vere €O e people who had tralned ond sent thelr ministers
ond who mirc— s%lll halping to support them. As lste as 1863 BPodivg wes
sent to CGermony 1o collect funds for the proposed seminexy.2 On the
other hand, Wisconnin's relatiounship with its copiritusl fatbers was

“entennlal Comitiee of the Joint Gynod of Wisconsin &. 0. Ste,
Mo Iobninger, Chairann, Contimuine in s dord {Milwoukee: Nortiwestern
Publiching fouse, c. 1951), pe C0. Iorealler clisd os CHl,.

2O, pe B
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beglnning to froy & little cvound the edges. Heports had been gotting
Laek to Cernony thot the children in Wiscousin were beotming equeanieh
ebout unicnictic cetivities. In Hoveuber of 1003 Hichler of Derlin
reainded the Wicconsin brethren that they chould be willing to serve &
United Church i necessory. Wisconoin's veply wos calculated to retein
Lboth the synod's principles cnd the Cinonciel gupport of the Cemmans.
Blehler wos told thot the situation wes different in Amerdics then in
Cexmony) here doctrinal positions must be cleazxly defined. Furthermore,
Syood maintained that ite pestors had not been “prohibilted frem serving
e United congregnbion but reathor from teecciiing Lutheran doctrine in one
congregntion cnd Uhited doctrine in onother.” Hoehler considered this
wleffing and velused 0 sign. AU the some time Beding, atill in Germany,

wvos wnoble to settle the matter satisfoctorily.d Desnite those Aiffi=

- cultles, the ties with the micslon socisties were still sirong. The

Wisconsin people werc trying to walk o tightrope between setisfylog
their supporters and practicing the more strongly confessional
Iatheronlon thot wes necoasary in duerict.

In the meanbdline Wisconsin woes essocleting with other synods in
fmerics 0 sone extent. There wes congiderebls contact with the Iowa
Synod in the early days. Opeciel confercnces were held In 1866, tut the
difverences StilLl proved oo grest for union.” The Synod of Northern
Dlinois elso brooched o plen for cooperetion, but no definite steps

eI, ppe 20-22.

%J. L, Teve and Willend D. Allbeck, History of the Luthoren Clmreh
in ferics (Thind revised edition; Durlington, Iowa: The [utheren
m%m m,‘ 3-9314*), 03 228‘@#
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vare talwn.’ Ly Per the ctrongent comnection was wiih the Pemnsylvenis
Ministeriuz, o group walch, like Wisconsin, woriked in bamony with the
Geraon mdesion socletles. For nearly tweuty years Wiscousln pastors
received (200-34%00 anmually fron the Ministerium. The coansction
phemned lergely from Muehllhweuser's early daye with that bo:}:_'r.i’

Although there was reletively good feeling between Wisconsin and
mogt of the other Lathoren boddes in fmerics, contact wlth the Missourl
Syaod ususlly brought trouble. Misgionory Fechtmann, who got aloug
with the "0L4 Lutherans” better than most, wrote the following %o
Muehlhocuser in 1958:

The scatiored Uld-Iutherans are full of fury end gladly receive

20 oo an elly; after all, they in part are the real stock of the

clmreh pevple, too bad that they are Lield fast so under the yoke

of pertisanship. At the Fed River the cougecll of o Iutleren

congregation, sald o mumiber over a mundred nembers, would not

let ma preoch: Decouse our Wleconsin Synoed had been descrited to

then es United. I nade & futile exrducus trip thence and beck,

even though they bod 20t heed & genuon siace Fentecost and

there were mauy children o beptize.
Fochitmann adnitited that the opposition usually disapoearcd once he hod
SpokEna |

If the people with whon Fochtaszin cone ioto contect presented an
unesriain oppoaition, in other arecs there was recl antogonise between
the synods; this took the form of fights over parish righte in several
places. In Princeton, for example, an ex-Missourian named €. Diehl

begen ©o serve o congregation fomerly belonging 4o a Pegtor Martin

5&1‘1-’ De 226,
6@1&.3 p. @80

TJoh. Pa. Koehlor, "The History of the Wiseonsin Synod,™
Paith-Life {revised and tronsioted), Vol. XII, Ho. &, 0.
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Stephon, vio had token e call to Michigen. When Stephan suddenly
returned to resune his work in Princeton, Dishlmonn naturally did not
care to maks wvowa for him. Stephen composed o stinging letler o
Muehlheeuser which concluded with this plece of sarcasa:

Finaldly, I would, in keeping with the truth, atiest my good,

Chrigtian, cod charitable intentions in these lines; for I love

sincerity end note insincerity, especlally that ebominable piracy

vidleh sails wnder Intheron colors. Would thobt, in prospect of e

general ILntheran conference, &t long last ali those wio call

thengelves Imtherans might be inbued with o latheran, Lrotherly

opirit, and that it be congldered o disgrace to call yourself &

Latheron when you are nobt.Y

Goe of the fivot invesions of povish rights occurzed in Miluvsules.
The roal couse of the dispute was Missourld's boundory set-up. &8%. Jobn's
congregation of the Wisconsin Gynod wented to follow their pestor,;
Dalive, into the Mlesourl Synod. Missourld requested that the congre-
gotion merge with Trinlty. A pood shove of the membership belied at
thic, end Bt. John's eplit. After Dullits resigned in 1656, the majority
colled Streissputh the following yeer and Jjolned Wicconsin. The
Mosouri Jyunod took exception o this; Trinlity cecused Streiszguth of
having violnted the office of the former pestor, and FPreeses Fuerbringsr
of Missourd's liorthern Dlstrict protested ogainst the congregetion’s
being allowed to jolan the Wlcconsin Synod. The adnority, which Joined
Trinidy, hept the church books end the rights to the cewetery. These
wore not returaed until 1365.9

Five hotbeds of intergsyuodicel strife, which led to difficmliies
even after 1063, were Recine, Milweulee, Town Hexmen in Dodge County,

Smia., p. 22.

9&1&., i+ 19 h’ e lso
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Watertown end Oshkosh.? The cese in Watertown led to oue of the
hottest conflicts botween the two synods. It is not possible W go into
all the remifications of this very unplecsent effaly bere. Brlelly,
segments of Missouri Synod congregetions in Iebanon end Wetertown left
their congregations and were served by Bading, who came over fros his
charze ot Theresa. Two new congregations were started in this way,
Ste Matbhev's &t Lebonon ond St. Michsel's ot Watertown.'t Ireeses
Protenhever of Missourd's Northern District referred to Bading's action
as Rottleverel. (This wae at the 1050 meoting of thet district.) e
affoir witinetely led o mmerous chorges and counter-chorges, uhich |
usuelliy found Plotenbhauer attacking, and Precses Streiszguth defending,
the actions of the Wisconsin Syaed. She nubtual hostiilty is indicated
oy the remerks of Zeding ln repayd to the case, and by the havgh counter=
charge of Micsouri:

It wes high time that our Synod came o Waltertown. (m the ons

hend, Mothodist enthuslosn was roapent, on the other there was the

rigoristic exclusiviem of the (Missouri) Cld-Iuthersms, in between
stood oy uawortly predecessor Scus-~the poor hungry soul didn't

Know where O tuzm.-=

In the "Iatherischer Kirchenbote” of July 13, 1862, Missouri answered
Bading's assertion:

S0, secording o Mr. Bading's Judgment, e preacher of the Missourl
Syuod doss not offer souls the breed of 1life; the congregotion of
such e preacher is nothing but e mob; where Missourians preach,
souls are like cheep thaet heve 2o shepherd ond must fomish! « « »
Thet's the wey these gentlemen carry on: they accuses the
Missouriens right clong, because Of thelr warelenting adherence

01pid,., Vol. XILI, Hoe 5, G.
umiﬁ., VO:!.o XII’ ﬂO- ?’ m.
12753d., Hoe 11, pe 150
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to iatheran doctrine and proctice, of unchristion exclusivienm,

then they themselves deny the possibility that o sterving soul may

satlsly its hunger under Missourd precchers: this being possibic

only with them. Can there be o woree crelusivisa then this?sd

There hod been o dofinlte change in the Missourd Synod's cttlinde
toward Wisconoin during the yeers 1957 ond 1065. Mlssouzri was et Lirst
not really ovare of the Wiecousin Synod's cxictence es o lutheran synod.
% was only after the publicotion of Wisconsin's synodicul reporis wos
begun thet the ILutheren charocter of thig group Lecome evident o
Misvourdi; only then did the real opposition begln. How that they bhad
becone opposition gyaods, Masourl felt that the Wisconsin Synod bod oo
right to be in the Gtake of Wisconsin. The only correct thing for them
o Go would be o dishand, o give up e Stote of Wicconsin o lMissouri,
o tcﬁ Join et sz,rxmé.izi' Thie atvitule formne & cignificont bachoround
for the developments of the yeamrs LUCE-1300.

Vhen the Missourd Synod began W yetlize thot these ctiers were

really Lutherens 00, Der lutheronor ood Lehre und Wehre procecded o

spout o conectent streen of vitaperetiom, vhich wes sauetines engwered

in kind by Wicconsin. Dar Lutheronsy of Merch 5, 1901 comented:

These gentlenon arve bound to have (helr conforteble living
eseured, in oxder o nisslonize where the Cospol elveedy io bLeing
1)1\?.‘831?&)@- o o o LN mem of the Wicconsin &md Lie O
gather to theonselves o crowd of ail kinds of people; the worst of
it ip that they cye not very scrupgulous in the choice of means ©o
ougnent thelr nubers. . « « ot (outside cupport) is whet the
Wiscongin Synod depends upon Tor sproading thoe kingdon of God oo
the south pide of Milweukes + « « £0r such members do nod
contribute very liberally to the kiagdon of Cod.ld

131pia.
lhmi&c, Do 3-
A5giy, pe GGl
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Der luthersoer, wsder the leadersiip of Walther, could also becone
amorous &t times. When a young Wisconsin minister, a recent greduste of
Cettysburg Seninary, poutificoted in the Hew York Lulthorischer Herold on
Mosouri's “un-Iuthoran exclusiveness” and Rameniszing tendencies,

Welthor hooded his pobuttel, "An Auful Proguosis.if

The worst exsmples of iaterecongregational feuding and also the
height of the Mispowrl Synod's vituperation aghinst Wisconsin ocourred
during the yeors 186@-3. In it Hovember 12 cnd December 10, 1062

issues, Der Lutheroner precented & general survey of Wisconsin'e sins,

eiting Huehlbacuecer's backgroumd, the cose of St. John's congregotion in

nE

Liveukee, the incidents in Wetertown, lebenon end geveral other clivics,
ond also the work of Fochitwonn and Weldd in the (shiicosh aren. Thals wos
followed Ly the comuent:

Bven though the isconsin Syned be guilty of ever so mony invecions
of our congregations and contioue in thls chureh wrecking pracbice,
that, of course, would n0U worrent our rosorting Lo counter
encroaciments. Dother, we say: If we could honestly recognizes the
Wisconein Symod oo o gemuinely Iatheran Synod, we would not oo yeb
hove aceepted the Hoelns people, even though they wauted o
cepercte oo account of the doctriue ond the unicmisiic, muddied
pirectice of thelr nostor, but would have directed then to file
complolnt end seelk redvess with thelr gynod. Dut we caonob
Tecosnize the sang ez & gemuine Intheran synod. It iz rather o
gynod o which, in gpite of all its pluming itseld with the
Intheren confesoivas, we must very fimly proclein thot significant
seying of Luther's: You heve cnother spirit then wo . . « (a synod)
thet more and moww, coustimes under cover, sometimes openly eusrw
cises ifg syneretistic {uniting different creeds), hence unionistic
uatm ™

(ne pore cucmple of Missouri's bitterness will suffice. This is from

1Ogoehler, gp. glbs, Vale XITI, Hos &, 10.
Y1bi18., Vel. XIT, o. 11, 15.
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Der Lutheraner of Jamuavy 21, 1363:

It is terrible, for a fact, to have This synod pretend indignation

end resent o9 on insult whotever testimony 1o offered to the

effect that 1t isa't Lutheren but unicnistle. IHvidently it does

G0 only to entray ignorant aend unsugpecting Lutherans end meke oF

them well-paying nenbers of its congregations, just es 1%, on the

other hend, to cbiain Cermon money, drops 1to Lutheren meak in

Gemeny. The worst of this, however, is that 1t does not culy seek

to abivact those, say, who still go on wlithout the Word of God, but

with great relish pursues the cepbure of just those eculs end viwle

congregations which elready hove Lesn ministered o by other

servants of Christ, such ot that wao preech the VWord of Cod im ito

parity end truth, and whlch hove gvaded discipline of doctrine aud

life. Cf. 2 Coriuthlans 10, 16.%°

Thesge outbursts come at a tine vhen interecongregetional sirife wes
at its height. Walither did not ondinerily care lo landunige in puch
attocks. Iu this ingtance he failled o edlit os evangeilcelly os he
usually did. Actually, the relationship Letwesn Wisconsin end Missouri
wag not wholly bed. Almost from the beginaing there hed Leen indicetions
that the slitustion migat Lnprova. ms, whe object of & good dsal
of issourd's bard feolings, for the most pert ot along rather well
with the Missourions with vhon he eame into direct contact. There were
instences of fine cooperation cmony men of bHoth synods. AL oue time,
Zor instonce, o Hissouri man was reguested L0 serve the Wisconsin
Syuod's congregation at Fort Weshingbon; he complied, elibough his
services were limited becouce there were Reformed people in the coagre=
Eation.20

There wexe in Jfaoct two paviies in the Wiscoansin Synod, one of

18g3d., Vor. XITI, Ho. b4, 10.
Bmid., Vol. XII, Hos G, 13
207pid., Hoe 5, De 1he
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which hed & tendency toward the Mlssourl Synod; thic despite the fact
thot even the men who had such leenings were Invoived in e good deal of
the ealumny. Bading, who hed Pigured so strongly in the Iebanone
Wotertowa cese, hed already in 1835 opplied to Prezses Fuerbringer for
membership in Missouri's Horthern District; bhe had beea led %o do thls
vhen he become Gisgusted 1ﬁ‘ah the vaticnalists in his Calumet charge.
At that time Pusrbringer had edvised him to stey with his synod and
otrive to ralse 1o doctrinal stendawis. Ioding took this edviece and
soon moved o Ste Jakobl cmarch neer Theresa.>- Here be subsequently
became invoived in the Icbanon-latertowm dispute.

Weimmmon, ons of the thyee co-founders of the Wisconsin Symod, was
aloo friendly with Missouri. ¥hen bhe left his charge in Recine 10 go o
Raltimore, his people in Rocine applied for moenmbership in the Missouri
Synod. UVelmmann had done the spade work for this move, although when
he vas accused of having engineered it from Daliimore, be denled this
enphetically end reguested the congregabtion o reseind lis aotion.o2

It hae alveady been mentloned that cevtaln remarks writien in o
original version of tiw Wisconsin Symod's conatitution have been
tempered with. Some further paich-work in that same document gives
further indication that the conflliet was between lMushlhesuser and those
who were more confessionally inclined, in this g‘rg Weinmann end Wrede.
References to the Unaliered Augsburg Confession and the other Luthoren
Synbols have been crossed oubt, and the shweses “reines Bibelchristonitun™

alIbid., Hoe 39 Pe 2.
2701d., Hos 1y Dhe 1leld.
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or "relnes Bibelwort” inserted. The latier are the terms repgularly used
by the Bescler Christentumsgesellschoit. It would seem es though
Weinmann and Wrede had overruled iaehlhweuser in favor Of & mOXc cone-
Pessionel stend, and Mushlbasuser had ilaserted the words that Le
preferred .23

The difference caowe to the fore in the middle 10G0's with ths
estoblishing of & sonewhat isolated coterie of confessionally-mindsd
men in Dodge and Washington counties. The mein men in this group were
Bading, Koehler end Reim; Kochler scems to have been the spokeanan 2
Iater evente ghow thot he was on the exlreme Missourl friange of the
Wisconsin Syncd, so much so that he even cane into conflict with Dadlng
on that score. Koehler also served for o tlue near Manliowoe, and
during his stay there influcnced the lortbern District in faver of the
Missouri Symwod. Mnother men who now entered the plcture wos Adolph
Hoonecke, & university traiuned theclogien whon Seding brought beck with
him when he retwmed fron his trip 0 Cemeny. Hosnecke was statlionsd
ot Parmington, well within reachk ¢of the group thet weas Lecoming more and
more favorsble o the Missouri Synod.>?

The tension came %o @ heed et the 1004 convention, which showed
distinct leenings toward e unionlstle attitdde.2C At ihis mesting
Bading, wiho bed becoms president of the synod in 1062, indicaited that Le

237oid.

2hpo1g., Vol. ZIIT, Moo 3, 9-10.

2ocHi, p. 20,
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was by no means ready to give up the old ideal. In & letler to Reim
shortly after the convention be expressed the wish that "Koehler und
Consorten” would come back into line.?T At ebout the same time
Brochuonn wes writing to Reim and wishing thot the union could be iefd
behind: "Moy the gracious (God grant that ocur Synod gradualiy Leccme
such & one that nct only maoy bhoast of the Iutheran name but of teaching
ond conduet thet ave reelly twue to the confessions.”28

Koehley had in the meontime moved to the liorthera Conference and
had succeeded in leading the people there Into e position hignly
favorable to Missouri. He emerged now &s ab least the most outspolen,
if not the lecder, of those who would ultimately steer Wisconsin into
doctringal agreement with Missouri. To Reim, who vas hinmself no girong
unionist, Koechler wrote the followlng with the approval of tha Horthern
District:

Tiow then, act according to your iunsighit end your conscience. IF
you are bound to steer Synod's 1itile ship into the Union's woomy
herbor for Hemmon's seke, then the men et the helm must sssune the
rescponsibility, I'1l rather Junp overboerd and keep my conscisnce
clean. I heve already informed Brother Bading of the matier.

A few months later, in Maxch of 1564, he agein wrote to Reim:

Your opinion of Migsowrl, Buifalo, Iows, etc.; I find much too
harsh end unjust, end so camnot ggree with it. How you'll probably
get to think that I an Misgourli or otherwise minded; but you would
be nistalken if you were to think so. However, I am not so
Wisconsin minded either as meny of us.3V

27m1g,

28@}9__, .

29Ibid., Ho. 2, pe 16.
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The yeoricod from 15964 €411 1868 wes crucial. AL that had gone
before vos rather ill-defined. It cannot be denied that the majority
in the Wsconsin Synod were tending to o separation from the German
union; on the other hand, the leadere were definitely not in favor of o
sudden tronsfer of affections to Missouri. Tais is evident from the
atiitude of some of the others toward Roshiler. Noehler wes at iimes
not setiafied with the wey Synod handled ils effairs. When Hoenscke
wrote @ rother Tims offlcisl letler to Germany in regard to the union
probiem, KXoeller took it upon himself ©o follow this up with & letier of
hig own, in which he stated thet "We love the Refomned fellow believers,
but we hate thely errors. Ve &0 uot deny their chence for selvation,
but we camnot enter into church fellowship with them."3t Demmenn
evidently wrote o similar laticr.

The rift between Bodlng end Hoshler was soon healed. Alrveady in
March of 165 Koshler wrote to Beding expreasing hls sorrow thet he had
atiached so much weight to e rumor about the latter, and rejoicing that
this hed been folse information. (This no doub® pertaluned to the umion
guestlon.) The extent of the breach is indicaved by the closing wowxds
of the letter: “When the bond of brotherly love is once loosened, one
is only toc prone and willing to glve credence to such reports. Now,
dear brother, let everything be buried thet has came between us.'52

By 1867 Hoehler was back in Dodge County, in Hustisford, where he
asgociated closely with the Missourian Multenowski of Toun Mabberd.

BIB’idl’ val° Xmg NO- 2*" 7£fu
9&1&.’ pe 10,
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Strongely, the entire area, which once had been rocked by one of the
bitterest of intor~synodicel fights, had in several years becoue the
main center of good reletions between Wisconsin and Missouri men. The
Missouri pastors Link of Isbenon, Slrascn of Watertown, and Iogelbert
were on good terms with Bading, Hoenecl and Meumann of the Wisconsin
Synod. They condueted private discussions regularly.d3

The conventions of 1865 end 18606 yield little by way of definite
indication of what was heppening. In 15665 Moldelnke reed & peper in
waleh he supported a guis subscription to the Lutheren M’oolso% itk
in 18066 it was epperent that the relationship with the German socletcies
was highly valued by the majority of the membership of tne Wisconslin
SynoQ. The relstiloashilp wag to continue as ususl, ond the Pennsylvanis
Symod vwes eloo to continue its coatrivutioans to the salaries of
Wisconsin Synod pastors.3” In the spring of 1866, st a conference of
Towa &ymod professors end pestors to whlch Balding and Martin were
invited, Beding agreed to & set of theses whilch were quite "soft." That
this attempt ot wnion with Iowve never got off the ground is probsbly
due to the efforts of Hoenecke.30

It is worthy of note that as late as 1867 Wisconsin =till wain-
tained ite vacillating position. OCbe of the maln events on the program

was & dilscussicn of open guestions with a delegation from the Iowa Symod

331bid., Ho. 5, p. 12,
Brpia., Ho. &, pe 11
35cHd, . 22.

36koenler, ODs gite, Vol. XIII, Hoe 8, 3w
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led Uy Pritochel. The Wisconsin Synod wes clearly in basic agreenent
vith Iows, aod both were opposed to the Missourl Symod. The men fron
Iowo meintalned thot their synod worked withia the doctrinel bounds of
father oud the confessions and theb Missouri was trying to go further.
Fritochel in porticuler was listened to with e great desl of respect
by meny of the Wisconsin Synod representobives.dl

Zut the @oot duoportant aatter efore the synod thaet year wos thst
of the Cermam wnlon. Under the lendership of Frofessor Dosnechke, the
asjority of the comndbtlee which hod Leen selected $0 prephre & repors
cuue up With o gbrony rejection of union in dogtrine eand chureh oininige
trovion; the zeecon plven wes the great hara that such oo arreoseoent
hod dome to the church in Gemmony. Frofescor Mouncon countered with o
ainordity report calculated 1o heep the syncd oa the recelving end of
Cerman funds. o saiuntelned thot as long e there were solld, pro=
testing Inthorass in union circiss, the synod could accept heln froz
such croups.3° he veculting debate coded in Whot ceounted O O ATEV.
T ninority 1en0rt wae accapted, bub the vhwle detete wes wo be
precised oo that the poslition of Eynod would Do clear. The decisioa
anounted to o yejection of unionicn tempered by o hesitaney to speak
too horshly about Synod's friends.o Taonks were ogein tendered to the

various ggencies, ecopecially the langenberger Verein, for the help

STVerhondlungen der Peutschen Bv.~iuth. Syuode von Wisconsin
u. o, SE. (iTwiise); T0T, po Tods - ereabtor oiiot el
feport.

Hyie. Report, mp. 22-23.
Pyis. Repors, pe 23
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followed this up with commendation oz e lerger scale:

We have jJust now reed in the Christlicher Botschalter, orgea of
the Fvangelicels, of April 29, how violently the Neue Iv.
Hivchenzeitung 1o Berlin is sssailing the Wisconsin Synod,

because it ie most earneadtly trylng o exiricate iltsell from the
enbrace of the Prussion sotete church and live up to the neme of @
Tatheren synod, which 1t bears. We feel it incuwbent oz us O
publish this Information here, inssmuch &8 we previously bave
often voleed cur misgiviugs regexding the stand of this symod ©O
the confession. The reproach which it will now hove to suffer
will be its highest honor. We can't but pray God for His rich |
grace upon its further fight end felthfulness in the confession.™

In July, the same publlcation produced the Wisconsin Synod's explanation
of secret Gocietiea.%

Pading's opening address to the convention of 1865 made 1t clear
that a great chenge had indeed teken ploce in Synod in the lest year or
two. Fe was culspolen in his ednispion that the Wisconsin Synod had
been veellleting:

Unsere Stellung, e it welr, war loengere Zeit elne scawankends.

ful der einen felte dos offenc Ieienntniss su ceamtlichen

Bekenntaiszgchriften dor lutherischen Kivcehe, wie dies die Synod

fost alle Jawe oudgesprochen, ouf der aandern die Beaichung zu

Vereinen, <le in dep inirien Kirche stehen und dle Union fusy

ctuns Gutes helten.™!

Soding continued with o pleq thot this veclllobion now cease:

In solchen delten groster und gemcinsamaer (efehr ist aueh die

Synode von Wisconsin verpflichiet, das Schwert aus der Scheide zu

ziehen, elnen deutlichen Ton durch diec Possune zu geben.

Thic ples was soon backed up Ly an wltimatum to the Ceperal Couneil that

g,
% und Fehve, herausgegeben von der Doutechen Ev.-luth. Synode

von Missouri, ﬂhio, We 8¢ 56, rediglert vou lehrikollegiun des Siainars
zu St. louis (2868), p. 223.

¥yia, Report, 1063, pe 3.
uSIbid., Phe 3‘&0 \



aL
unless it would take the position of the Wisconsin Synold or one accepta-
hle to 4t, Wicconein would sever ite comnection.’?

Meanwhile the Genman miseion socleties had been sending letiers
which bespoke hurt and bitterness at the ecilons of the daughter synod.
Pestor Schuermenn of the ILangenbeygey Verelin wrote:

We have the lupression that the Synod did not deal with us

according o truth and rightegusness. You mow 2ov we stood o

the Uanlon cnd that we expected cur enlsseries to work in that

spirit ower there. Under the cirveumstonces we can send 10 BOXe

workers .7
Schroster from the Berlin Mission Sociely sccused Synod of ¢ "lack of
morel sense” end comtimued: "Your resolutions have been a slap in the
face to our Soelety end have meds it dmpoesible for us to send further
help."9d
| To such acegusaticons Beding replied in March thet "the ruthless
procedure of the Uaited Church in Frussiz egainst Iutherans 1s hardly
[blutwam_&] of & nature to producs & sentlment Pavorable to unioniem
emong Iutherons in Zmerica.” 2 The Wisconsin Synod followsd this up in
its coovention with the following decision, which wes eccepted almost
unenimously:

Die Symnode wolle beschlleszen, dasz sie mit der ganzen rvechte

glacubigen lutherischen Hirche alle und jede Abendmehlee und

Fonzelgeneingchoi't mit Dir- und Andersglosublgen ols der Iahrgq
und Praxis der iutherischen Kirche wider-sprechend, verwerde.’s

1‘99_1_‘1'_;3’, DDe 2302k

50_(:_1_33_3, De 23

2dcmi, p. 23
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this was the denouement of the Wisconsin Synoed's relatilonship to the
Geman nission societies and other unlonlstic groups.

Prior to the 1860 convention definite steps had been tolken towerd
union with the Missourl Synod. In his prepidentlal eddress Dalding spole
of o meeting between Misgourl and Wisconsin pagitors in which both
groups bad shown their desire to be on good terms with eack other.

In viev of this the responslbie cumsitiee recummended that sleps be
teken toward mubtual recognition between Missouri ond Wiseongin. The
comnittee adnltied that the calunnies of the two synods had wore often
taken on “den Ton der (echoeszigkeit und des johmes, als den berzlichen
Hetruebailsz uster solche Misssteends upd lisbevoller Zurechiweisung.”
The president was ewthorized to work toward the establishing of peace
ard brovherly relations Letwesn the memberships of both synods, in the
spirit of truth and on the basis of pure doctrine.””? Tais recosmendation
was odopted vith only one change: “divisive of clwwrch fellowshiz” we
substituted for "differvence in doctrine.” Dr. Hoenecke objected
strongly to the change; be feaved cthat this might be & concessicn two the
fowa Synod, since i¢ wes their pet phrmseosa

By the end of the 19060 convention the Visconsin Synod hed decisively
gevered its connections with its parent church and was on the verge of
estebliching & nevw connection with the Missourli Symed.

thortly aftter the conventlon, Ueding wrole to the iisscourd leaders

%Mdo, Do 9-
55]3::!‘.(1., Do 28-

56goshler, op. git., Vol. XIIZ, Ho. 5, 12
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puggesting thot roprecentetives of both bodles nmeet ©o discuss helr

alfferences.s | Deding wae of tho opinion that no doctrinal discussion

wes necessayy slinee both sides were Imows o be orthodoz. Ualtber

cngwered in such & way 23 to disagree without cousing hord feelings:

Tais

Heverend Sir: e consot digpencole ourselves from ouy instiuctions.
fo we would hove o cubmlt the mattor once more Lo our Cynod. ==
Dut the conversation should 20t be understood or coarricd on a5
though we were the judges or schoolunsiers, vut o heart-io-heort
Wik to dotermine vhether we are devolted to the Woxd of Cod withwout
gulle. IP we found curcselves on comuon ground in thic then the
precticel motters will easily adjust thenselves. Io holo of glowy
for us ond mmiliction of the ollers.”v

satisfied Dading, for he wrote 0 Lochner:

Afer Walitber hos expressed hdmself thug, I can well teke it upon
myeell over ogeinst my Synod thot theire be a discussion of
doctrine os far oo sulteble, end therefor (sicl) I cuggest
Cetober 22 in the assembly roon of our Seminory et Wotertown.sv

ALl concorned agyeed that this should be o privobte nmecting; only the

portieipants would be ellowed in the roum.“0

For some yoeson e plece ead dete cugsected by Deding were changsd.

The meeting wos held in Milvouiee on Oclober 21-22. The following men

were

nregent:

Fras the Missourl §ynod: Presses Walther, Professor Ivouer,

Fostors lochrer, Slevers, ond Stresen) as gucois, Fastors Dngelbert,
Link: end Steilsbach.

From the Wisconeln Synmod: Fresses Peding, Professor Hocoeche,

57&':3_@_@, Pe T3s
SOooiler, op. glte, Vol. XIIT, fioe 8, &
Ppid.
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Pasiors &oem.eﬁi Dammann and GCousewlts; as gusst,
Pogtor Jaskel.

fhe coaversetion centered around Welther's Open Guestions (primted in

Isbre und Welwe, Uctober, 186D ). Saue of the main topics comsidered

vere: Church ond Ministry, Ondinotion, Iaspleatlion, the Uffice of the

Teys, the Syubole, the Milleniun and the Antl-Christ. Dotk sidss were

in egreement on tiese subjects . S

Toe aodin product of this meebing wes a set 0f eight points wiich

were to provide o Lepis for egvecment between the sya i s

k]
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Hedde Synoden erkennen sich mit Frouden gegeusseltiy als
rechtglosublge lutherisgche Hirchenioerper ali.

avischen beldon Synoden finder Hnzel- und Atendnoblige-
gemeingchalt stath.

fle Lraederliche Cewmeinschalt winxd durch gepenseitlge
Deschichang der Smodal-Verpmmluwagen wd Theiloahme an dor
Fegvoral-tonlorenzen fenflogen.

Pelie Pastoren oder Cameindeglicder aus der elpen Synodan in
dde andere eintreien, eoll die Mufuehrme niché ocnders, els auf
Grand elnes guten Untlessungzeugnisces gescheben LOSmien.

Dle Kivchenmuchtfeelle inrerhald der elnen Synode verdsn von
der endern Synode respectlrit. [S};ﬂs nolnt wes developed
Surther. In coses were thore was cusplcion of inproper
procedure in cimreh dlgeipline proper cuthoritics were W be
congulied,

Wo Jemeinden belder Synoden in Opposition sitehen, soll von
belden Selten alles gethen werden, dessz die COpposition ia
chrigtlicher Urdmmng beseliist und ein brusrderliches
Cerheelinion hevgestellt wide.

Seldon Synoden verblelibt das Reehit,; noch Deduerfniss irgendwo
neus Cemeinden zu (Gruendsn. Hlevbel soll jedoch der Grundscts
moeglichot im fuge bLeboliten worden, doss dic Gemcinden
oertllicy cbgogrenst seln sollten., In strelitigen Peelien wisd
Jedenfelle devjenige elo rechibsndolnd engeschen wenden,
welcher die Grenzlinie beochitet, die von beidsn Synoden els

ﬂM—fﬁmc}w dor Alln. deutochon ov.-luih %
tho e S a.'.' ) Q‘irl Ltmiﬂ. Mﬂmm ousa W“o

Ihreaf‘!;er T eived io. Lhmrt.
@ains, pe T30
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die cngemessene erkannt worden ict.
€. Teucht in der einen oder andern Synode eln Irrilam in Jder
lclre auf, so ist Jede Synode geholisn, denselben mit ellen
ihe zu Bebote slehends Mitteln abzutinm und soll, 60 longe
dies @eg._.ch;i.?hjc, Q.ie Rechiglesubigielt Sﬁr cinen oder cndern
fymode nicht In Frege gestellt werdsn.

I 4 truly dmeslng that two such groups should Join honds, and
thet the final process of getting togsther shounld cose go ezsily. The
el cause was finelly the working of the Holy Spivrit; only He could
hove led these enenies to see that they vere really brothsre. Yebt He
worked thwough tangible factors which becons guite evident os one
considers the sequence of events leeding to the union. Ume of the most
important, and one often overlooked; is the influence of Wallmann,
Richiter's successor a3 Inspector et Sammen. Wallmenn hed = strong
confespional bewd for his tinme end pizce, and e exmeried a powerfvl
influence on such men 83 Beding end Koeder.99 e influence of
Muehlhapuger wes reletlively short-lived. Since the Wisconsin Symod's
essocintion wvith the Cerman miscion societica dopendsd lexgely on bis
personal connesetion with thase people, hip death navied the end of thob
relabionshin. It la significant thet Mushlhasuser's death wes announced
in that sene presidentiel eddress in vhich Dading decloved that the time
of vecillation must novw cease.

liot the lecst of the factors in the Wiscomsin Synod's grevitation
toverd Miseourd was the intensification of the latier's polemics in the
eorly 1000's. In his [istory of ihe Wisconsin Synod Koehler makes the
point that Miseowrd's polenics, which wore lergely brought on by the

Slhso. Beport, 1869, p. 16.
SSxoehter, op. elt., Vole XII, Ho. b, 1l
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ilsconsin Synod's comnections with the Hast, “mode for better ace

queintance and brought ebout the egrecuent between Wisconsin and
Misgourl sooner thaa both parties expected it. But that--in incongruous
phresinge~poelled the oricntatlion of Wisconsin awey froa the st 00

SOrpid., Vol. XILT, No. 5, e




CRAPIER IIZ

I STATE-SYNOD COINROVERSY

Yiouw that the Mlssourl Syncd recognized the wWisconeln Synod s an
orvhodox Lutheran body end Wisconsin had severed coanecticons with the
Geyman and Bestern chwrches, the otege was set fov furiher negotiations
touvard union. Thic abttenpt wap to prove in part very successiuvl gnd in
port sbortive. Toe follure was cuperficizlly due to Wisconsin's feer

of being essimilaved and Missouri's tendency to override other syunods

iy
-~

n 1t drive for the extension of the church; ¢ nore fumdomenitnl couse

vas the difference of opinion between the synods in regard to the oute
vard aspocto of the church.

Dut the nowrtiold fofllure must not Lo ellowed (o ovliterate the
puceessiul founding of the Gynodicel Confersnce and ite cubseguent wori.
The firet proposal thaobt puch o confercnce of separate church bodies Le
estobliched wvoo nede by the Fostern Tistriet of the Jolnt Symnod of Chioy
in conference ot Youngstown, Gkdo, in June of 1870. % The Chioc Bynocd then
approached Hissouri, Wisconnin, Iliindls and the Jlorweglens with & plan
%0 meet in Chicego on January 11-13, 1071L.2 At this neeting o foma for
union woo propoved aund accepted. It is sumpaviced hore irom the versicn
found in the Wisconsin Report of 1GTl:

lroy Artlwr Suelflow, The Hdstory of the iilssouri Zymod During
Second Dwenty-Five Yeors of its iuietence, wipwolished doctoral =
disgertabion, Concordie Seminary, St. Louis, 1985, pp. 35=-3.
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1. %e nev organization is to be colled the Evengelisei-
Lutherisens Syaodalconfereis.

2. Tis consepsion: whe cononicel Oid and New Testoments and the
confaecslons contained in the Dook of Coacord.

7 3. Tte purpose 1o 0 be: nutual otrengtbening in falih and

confesgion, the preservation of unlty in doctrine and prectice
and mutwol octivity for common purposes; it is o girive for
for the delinestion of cynodical territory according o
territorinl or lenguoge bounderies, and the union of all
latharen oynods of fmerice in o "rechigloeubig” fmericen
Tutheren Churel.

e he The Synodical Conference 46 to have oaly edvisory euthority

uniess in o given situation all synods give it éeeiding
euthority; =2ll synods must ogree before another body is
adnitted; w0 member synod mey join with other bodies without
the consent of the other member oynods.

5. Iis crees of activity axe to we: church doctrine and practice;
relotvions etwsen menbers of the various synods; the relstion
of merber synods to othsr groups; joint work in emigrant

- missiong, orphencges, literature and education.

C. Ibs gensrel gtructure: dllowance 1o made for both votlng and
advicory delepotes. Fach gynot bhes the right to send two
delegntes Low eveyy forty vobling msmbers. A coovention is o
be held ewvery ,,e..r in July.

To ‘The constituilion is to go into effect @s svon as the nmeuber
synods ratify 1t. This is ciso the only wey in uhich chenges
mey be mede. The Sysodicel Conference is to have ths rigat to
maike cmendnents vihich do not oppose the constlitviions of
mewbor synods or infringe on the rights of a syno.l.-)

Tha time was ripe for such an arrangement, aud both Missourl and Wiscousin
vere in a very friendly state of mind. Doth synods approved the formila;
Missouri's annpal report even states thet it wes “accevted without
discussion."¥

After e second, preliminary meeting of the comittees at Sihler's

church in Fort m, the first real mceting of what now actually was

Syerbandiungen der Deutochen Ev.-iuth Syncde von Wisconsia u. @. Ste

(viivonkee), 1071, pp. ¢ -30. Herenfier cited £s Wls. Report. 5
odal=Berichi der doutachnn gv.~iuth. Synode von Ifuseouri
Ohio, U. B. Ot (SGe LOULG De 10, Loreaiter cited o8 @3 io. LDOTG

SSUEHW, 920 ggg.;l:u.o’ po '.'{-l.
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the Synodical Couference wes held in Milwaukee.® With e splrit of
rejoicing, beralded by Walther's opening sermon ("0 gesegneter, Seliger
Tag! Voun ibm werden einst noch wnsere Hinder und Kindeskinder sich mit
Freuden erzechlen.”l), the delegetes weat cbout the business of con-
gtrmieting the organisabion. Walther was elected president; Frofe We o
lelmenn, vice-prescident; Fostor P. Deyer, secretury; and Hr. J. Sclmids,
treesurer.

A host of practical matters hed 0 be ironed out during the eearly
years of the Confereucs. The Illinocis Syned, for example, reguesited
that the tem "entecheidender Gewnlt,” as used in the constitution, be
defined, and the Confersnce made iﬁ ciear that it exerciesed no "decisive
povwer in matters of doctyrine and conselencss™ Talp question seeus to
heve been in the wind, for the Synofical Conference ook great pains <o
meke it clear that it had po intention of infringing on the rights of
its member synods.

Missouri and Wisconsin plunged right into the task of removing the
troubles still extant in various parts of Wiseccusin. Joint pastoral
conferences were whought W be one of the best means of betiering the
feeling between members of both synods. Alveady in 1073 the Wisconsin
Synod resoived that o camiltitee speak with Missouri and NHorweglen men
at the next meeting of the Synocdical Conference and meks definite niens

5@%& der Bv.-Iuth. Synodel-Conferenz von Hordefmeriks
{8t. Louisj, 1572, p. 13. Derealter cited &s Gyn. Conie REPOrte

Tgyn. Conf. Report, 1912, pe 5.
83yn. cong. Beport, 1872, pe 73.
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80 thot these Jjolnt conferences could be started.’ The following yeer
Synod vas positively brusk ebout saying that "in den einzelnen Distriki-
Conferenzen theilg eine, theils zweil solcher gemeinschaftlichen

it ki

Conferenzen mit den (liedern der Iﬁsaouri und der rorwegliochen Synode

festgestellt wordea sind,” and ordering thet "die zu besuchen alle in

solehen Distriki wohnende Pestoren verpflichtet sind,"10 |
In 1869, even before the Synodical Conference had been orgaaized,

fioenecke hod writien %o Welther {for Bading) in regard to the coagre=-

cational difficulties thet would have to be settled.t> At its convention

that sone year the Missourl Synod decided that full iavestigetions

phould be conducted only where there were weal personel injuries or

guestionsble instances of excammnication, aud that all other sguobbles

should simply be buried.l® This wasn't exactly vhat Wisconsin had in

mind; nevertheless, the executive report of 1O70 stated that "the

dealings with the Venerable Missouri Syacd concerning the reguletion of

our mutual relation . « o have come o o satisfactory comclusion.”i3 4t

the 157 convention of the Synodical Conference twelve basie principles ,;

for the evaluestion of opposition congregations were set up. The general

vone of these principies was one of caution and pointed to an evangelicel

approach to the problem. HNeighboring congregetions were exhorited %o

9wis. Report, 1873, p. 19.
loIbidt; Vs 1lo

Liran, Ph. fcehler, "The History of the Wisconsin Synod,"
Faith-Li'¢ (revised end translated), Vol. XIV, Ho. 3, 6.

12%_12} BEN0Yt, 3-'3{'9, Pe 90,

i3ioehler; Ope clt., Vol. KIIL, lice S, Te
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look upon each other =s ;siater congregations. Uhere there had been
particuler animosity, no atteupts at’merging shouid be made. Sleeplng
dogs should be let lie, except in ceses such es that of an unjust
excommmicetion, vhere an iuvestigation must be conducted.t”

The synods were also to exercise £ mutuval lehr-Wache, Each
should have access to the others® couventions iz order that doctrinal
unity might be preserved. This was held to be necessary especially
because what one synod would say would in e way be subscribed to by the

15
obhars .~

With the egtablishnent of peace betlween iMispcouri and Wisconsin some

of the arecas which had Tor years been hiotheds of strife now become
centers of cloge egsoclation vebwesn members of these two syunods. Tuls
wes ths case nobtebly in Wabtertown aud Oshkosh end in Dodge, Washington
end Sheboygan Countices A6 During these years pastors eand whols congree
getions cccesionally trameferred fron one synod to another. Shortly
after ths sgreament of 1860 there wos st least one instance of &
Missourl postor installing o Wisconsin Synod man.tT

In 1880 the first steps were teken toward achieving cooperation
beltween Wisconsin end Missourl in their respective educationnl gystens.
A plan vhsrchby Wisconsin Syacd studsnts would make use of the seminary
at 8t. Louis, end Missourd students would attend Northwestern at

Yoym. conf. Report, 1674, pp. 36-39.
01id., pe 5.

10Koehler, op. cite, Vol XIV, [0 Ty e
Myis. Report, 1600, p. 12
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Wetertown, met with general approvel at the Wisconsin Synod convention
of thet year.'C jortinestera’s board of control {Bading, president;
G. Thilele, secretary) also geve & favorshle oplnion:

Ho welt wir dicse fngelegenheli erwogen haben, glauben wir

ueberzeugt ou sein, dess die bescgie Vereinlgung edn Mitiel sein

werde, wodurch dies Werk unsrer Hoends unter Jottes CGnade und

Segen vesentlich gefoexdert werden hoemnte, wud dasz es eine

besondere Freundilichkeit ungres Coties waere, wemm er dlg

Verwirklichung des gedachten Planec wns gelingen liesze.td

comittees from both synods were busy working out e detalled plan
of hwow this cooperstion was o be carried out. She Missourl Gynod wes
W send studentc eud o professor to Northwectern. The profescor wes
be chogen by Missouri, bub Wisconsin would hove the rigatl of gpprovel.
The tisconsin Synod would then use Concordia Seainoyy in the some way.
Bach synod was to rum ite own institution, end guest students were o
bo hondled eccording to the rules of the inglitution. Other zules vere
also formuloted in regord 0 such matters s cuspensions. As o sign of
real mutuality, ecch syuod wos o help support the other's school with
Licbepgabe: 5,20

There vas sone cobjection to this proposal at the Missourl cone
vention. The princinle caspleint was ﬁha% if it were carrvied out
Horthwestern wvould conpete with the fssourl §ymod's school ot Fort
Weyne. The backers of the plen angwered that this competition would
slrengthen the school at Fort Weyne and that this school had never

181p1d., 1669, pp. 2023,
9%ts. Report, 186, p. 27.
2040, Beport, 1669, ppe 90-91.
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been intended to pluy the role of en institution lile Forthwestera.Z
The obvious adventages of such an arrangement were indicated in the
Missouri Report:

o « o Wa5 kocune erprieszlicher sein, also dasz, nach einigen

Jahren unsere beiderseitigen Prediger, welcke aus diesean Jjnstolien

hervorgingen, zuletzt noch auf einer uad dsrselben Jfmstalt ihre

theologische Ausbhildung erhielien und mun ouch wirvklich gonz in
elnem Celste ihr Werk Treibentee
With this goal in mind, Missourl readily agreed o cooperaie with
Wisconsin in =n educational program.

The Misgourl Synod lmuedletely sent Professor Stellborn and e
mmber of ctudents to Northwestern. Wisconsin's response was not so
prompt. Six students abtended Concordic Seminary in 1870, bub the
required professer wes not yeb cupplied.23 This deficiency did nob
eppear o meke much difference at Flret @ Wolther wrote ‘Badingz e latier
walcaning the Wiccongin Syncd seminardens to 8t. Iouis, and in his
president’'s report to the convention of 1871, Bading cbserved that these
students were in good honds and that they hed not lost their loyaity to
Wisconsin in the process of belug educated ot Missourl's institution.23
The Wisconsia Synod thonked Missouri heertily for 1ts services.2®

Hoenecke, vbhoxn the Wisconsin Syncd bad requested to teach at

@irbid., pp. 91-92.

22T0id., pe 90,

23Wis. Revort, 1870, p. 25.

24Koehler, gp. cite., Vol. 'xxv, Ho. 3, 8.
25yis, Report, 1871, p. 7.

2591._@_., De 3ha
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Concordie, was still ot Wotertown. His reluctoncs ©o accent the call o
8%. Iouis ls o very duportont comentary on the ectlcons of Wisconsin
over egoinst lissourd Guring the following ten years. e dld in fect
accept the eall, but his letter of acceptence to Beding {Aprid 7, 1870)
shows his bhesiltence:

I would ot like O cypooe myself o the charge sonetine, wieh the

gtructure of our instituticns herpens to collapse (of ubleh I

hoven's the least dowbt any more) thot I especielly comtibuted o

that event by w0t golng to St. Louis. IU 18 e fect, however, that

never in my Life hove I hed to moke such o dlstopteful desclsica e

ylelding in thisc matier.27
Unfortunately there vos now no goney W pay himw, oo Doeucclie wo glven
& zepricve and odvised to teke & call a8 & postor.e>

vien in 1071 the money wes avellebhle, Hoenscle wesan't. Deding
reported o the pynod:

terr Faotor bensclw erikleert, dass er nlchi wisse, wie er die

Synode zum Abotenen von seiner Derulung Dowepges solle, dags er

ber offen gestchen nuesse; ¢6 werds nit diecser Doruiung eins

echvere drucckends loct wiederum ouf ibn gelozt.2d

It is Aif¥icult to determine just whet 1t wos that made oenecle
0 reluctant to oo o 8%. louis. Sowveral yours loter, ot the Missocuwd
convention of 1074, Balding recaried thot oven Welther hod odnitited thot
toeneche's recsons were in port well founded.39 It Los sonctimes boen
asouned that he vwes simply ofreld of being overshodowed by Welither if

he were to go  St. loulc. This is probably not true. Ioenscke'’s

STRockler, op. glt., Vol. XIIT, To. 9, Go
20yig. Boport, 1670, p. 3.

21pad., 25T, D 5.

Fo. Report, 207, ppe 53w5k.
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letter to Beding of Apwil 7, 1070, gives o hind s Yo the recl resson
for his hecitonce; ho feared lest certala of lilesouri's theorles of
education goin the upper hend eloo in the Hisconsln Synod and ultlnotely
cause the collapse of the educetionol structure of the eatlve ynodical
Conference. The fact io thot ceveral mesbers of lorthwestern’s foculiy
end board were gulte strongly pro<idlssourd, cuch men as fdelberg, Drast,
Stropen and, later, Dvolm. Thege men, 1t ws feared, would give up
those very educsticnal (and other) festures in whilchk Woconsin wes
superior to Missouri end could contribute sonething to 1te lLuprovement.

I thelr cogerness W wniite with the Mlgsourl Synod they wonld overloolk

%

certain of 1to resl weolmesses.i: Thot Pragt was suspected of such
inciinations lo shown LY 6 letter vwhlch be wrole to Buding, deted
Maveh 19, 1070:

In the luner affeirs of the duastitution there hes been & change
for the betier. The relgticnshipy betiueen myesel? and Frof. Moumsan
hog cleared up since our lest talk and nov becose cordial. I must
also confess thot Prof. Hoencsceke boo ected very friendly towezd

me since then, cnd I feel mysell uwuder great obdigaticns to him
for thot reccon. I am convinced that our differences of opinion
will ecesily be ironed cut if we on boihk eides speak cur mind simply
and clearly, bt froamidy. He Lot gsurely ore woriking for the
welfore of the institutlons o whose sexvice God bhas called us.
fnd be aseured, deay Procses, that I oo an striving for the
orogperity and the growvih and cortainly not the cbeorption of your
Syrzod Uy enother body. I still cling o uy original pilen ond oy
erstuirile conviction that 1t is just the Wicconsia Symod that ia
the fleld of education coan rendsyr the Iutlwren chureh in Merica @
speciel service thet the Missourl Synod can pot rendsr; and all wy
appreciotion of the labtler notuitistonding, o merger of the two
gyuods, O my mdind, for that very roeson would be a aisforvune 1
the Missowrd Synod veve dominent 4n LG.oo

mmm&mm@m@w@m@wmwmwofm

Slxochler, gps Chis, Vole XIIT, 5. 9, 6o
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»
haste of which Hoenecke suspected hiz and olhers.

From the ebove it is clear that some of the stronger zen 1a the
Wisconsin Synod, elihough they were thanikiul that egreement hod been
reached with Missouri in metters of doctring, hesitated to secepl
blindly all the methods and goals of the sister syncd. In 1078 Hoenecho
remarked to Joh. Fa. Koehler, who wes then hie vicar, that "there is
souething sectavian ebout them {the Miscsouriens)."33 He was awere of
sans decided shortecouings intlmi-ﬂasmlriSymdandmsatmw
ingure that these things would not now be cerried over into the Wiscomsic :
Synod. Meuwnan, Hosuecke and, after he hod weds himself cleor, Ernst,
all sav pronownced deficlencies in the Missouri Synod's educeticmol
oyeten. 3

While e Jorthwestern faculty was hoving compunctilons, Concondla
Seminary was walting for the man who bad never been senbt. At the 187
convention 1t was reporited thot the coliege boaxd khad decided o leb
Zrolm tele enecke's place. Meenwhile, however, Missourdl bed requested
that Brolm be sent to Springfield. (e latier refused w cooply,
allegedly for reesons of consclence.d” Since it wes apparent thet 1%
cmﬂﬁinmmsupﬂ.ythamqni:eﬂteadmrtomssm,_ the Wiscongin
Synod now declded that there would heve 40 be o thorough discussion of ~
the whole situation with the Missouri Synod; Pestors Bading end Adelberg

and Frofessor Hrngt were appointed a comitiee and instructed to handle

3321&0, DD 8“9.
33‘&3,&.
3531.2, m 1&7&', P l‘s‘%o
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the problen to the best lnterests of Syaod.30 In passing it might be
noted thet Professor Eranst subnitted a brief whilch showed that the
Wsconsin Symod actually contributed more to the errangement thaa
Missourd @id.37

The camnitiee appolnted by the Wisconsin Synod soon reached o
satisfactory egreenent with Missouri. This wvas alreedy formlated LY
the time the Mlssourd Synod conventicn wes kald in 107h. Deding was
there, end alvhough Wisconsin was given the right to charge HMissouri
students tultion, he assured the Misscuri Synod that this would not be
done unless 1t were absoluiely mcessa.m’ﬁ& There were no mejor changes
in the errangement except thot the professordel ezchange, mutusl
finanelel support, end some of ths more powerful righis of ome synod
over the eduiniatrotion of the other's school were discontinued.d
Little homm was done by this setilement. IU Aid hurt Novthwustern to
loge Stellnorn, but the loss of the forby students who left with him
wes overcons in o year o tm.z"o

The hesitation of Dr. Hosnecke and the epperent reasons for this
hesitation presaged the further disappolntment thet was to come. Fronz
the very beginning of the Synodical Conference, the intention had been
wanifested to unite all the synods into one lavge orgenization with

301pid., ppe 47-48.

3Tgoshier, gp. cit., Vol. XIIL, %Jo. 5 T.
3o, Repors, 1674, pps 54-56.

P pid., ppe 50=57.

4Owis. Report, 1075, pp. 45-46 (Antang).
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enaller territorial divisions. This idea was €0 be found alrveody in the
forn for union swmerized near the beginning of the chap‘ber.l"'l It hes
sometimes been cald that Professor A. Schmidt of the Norweglen Synod wes
the driving force behind this move. %hals is probebly not correct. The
evidence rather polats to Dr. Wolther as the men who, wore than any one
else, engincered this attempt. He had o tremendous desire €¢o esteblish
one large jAmerican Iantheran (‘.‘1111::*::11..1‘2

The Wisconsin Synod, at its convention in 1871, eppeared to be in
favor of such & body. It aunsvered the gecond proposal of the formm for
wnioa dn thic way:

Die Synode erkennt in diesen Elnigungsverks eiunen Weg des Herwrn,

ungerer lutherischen Klrebe z2u krasftigerer Intfaltung der in sie

gelegten Gaben wnd Kreefie zu verbelfen, welche, so langes die

Synoéervemm.elt giehen, nicﬁg in deom wuenschenswesthen lingze

Zur fusuchung kopmen koennen.
Degpite this statement, the Wisconsin Symod had no intenitlon of plunging
into such major elierations suddenly. walle agreeing that the
geographicel delimitation of synods was workable, Synod argued that it
was not at present fessible to insuwguraite o systen of parishss based
on geopgraphic bownderies R

At the convention of the Synodical Confersnce in 187k it became
apparent that there were two schools of thought regarding territorialliy

Mg, 1, Heve end Willard D. Allbeck, Eistory of the Lutheren Chuveh
in fmerice (Thind revised edition; Burldngion, fowa: ibe luehercn
Literary soard, 193%), p. 231,

"2oenier, op. eit., Vol XIV, 50. T e

“3uis, Report, 1671, p. 28.

dhinia,
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divided parishes:
Schon Lm vorigen Jehre traten bei der Besprechung dieser Thesis
gwel vorschiedene Melounger su Toge. Muf der einen Geilve wurde
behauptet, desz territoriele fbgrenzung des elinzlg Richilge und
Hormole gei, elles ondere sel an sich Unondmung. GSolche sel zwowr,
wo sie sich durch geschichtliche Verhaslinisse gewiesermzszen
nothvendiys geworden, Zeltwollig zu dulden; aber doch hobe men
stets in Auge zZu bebalten, dasz es anders werden sollie.
Auf der andern Selte gab man zu, daszs territoriale Abgrenzung wohl
dle beote und schiwvenste Ordaung seil, wid sel dorun allerdings
anzustreben. Man verwahite sich gber dogegen, dAasz nur eine
territoricle Abgrenzung eine wirkiiche Ordmung, alles Andere ghber
Unordinung sein solle. Es gebe such auszen Jener anoch andere
Abgrenzungoiwelisen, dle u'iel..aic{a alcht oo gud, vwie jene, cber
eben doch auch Gr&:nmgen selen.
The lively discussion that followed brought out the differences even
more clearly. The one side maintained that the apostles used &
territorial dlvision of parishes) since they vere enlightened by the
Holy Spirlt tholvs was the only right way. Parthemmore, it was said,
for two churchep which ave in agreement t0 caunpete with cach other is
agalnst love and tends to give offense. On tha other hand it was srgued
thet experience had shown that a different tyvpe of division aliso woris.
One must aleo guard lest external ordinances loom too large in one's
thinking; order and peace come ebout through the Word of God, not by
means of exteraal cmclina:.mtm’s..l“6 The men who held the latier positicn
were sssuved that this would not be & legalistice thing. If, for
example, & member of one congregation were to move into the territory

of enother, he could retain his old membershin if he chose. This would

%Sgym. conf. Report, 187k, p. 15.
%Ibidu; BDoe 15-3.6‘-.
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| of course not be caccureged. !

The folloving yesr o comaitter wue appoisted for the purpose of
"mnstreluss einer Shprensung nech territorisler Grenze." iote tha
-nothing is sald here chout the "Abgrensung dor Cemeinden nach
torritoricler Greaze.” Tb had ovidently been decided that this vere
better leit clone for the time being, until the sitote-synod plon had
been canpleted. The Wisconsin Syncd was making it cleoer that it vould
£o into such ventuves only with couwtion.

In 2070 the comitiee thot hed been cppolinted (A. Longe, H. Wunder
and A. Mikbelson) brought in thel r reconmendation:

i. doss dle sammtlichen deutschen Jynoden innerhalb der fysodale
conferens sich gu einer hkirchlichen iBrperschaft vereinigen,
etin unbter den Yemen der deutschen evangelisch-luthariscien
Synode von lovd-fmerdlog

2. does dicee Hymode in Distriktooynoden getheldls werds, dsren
geographdschs Crenzen die Stectengrensen bildens

3. dosu die allgemaine Synode durch die sie reprascentirendsn,

von den Dictrictogynoden gewoehlien Delegnten alles éos
vervaliet, wos fuer alle einzelnen Districtsoynoden als
Cesonnbliicerper z2u verwalten ist;

4o dGnuz dlese deuische allgemeline Synode die Verbindung mit den
fynoden anderer Sprechen inverheld der fynodalconferens
fepthaslt.

The ensuing diséuasion brought cut great differences of opinicn
wnong menbers of the Synodicel Conference. e proposel €0 create one
large Germen Ive.~Luth. Syod of Horth fineries bore the biunt of the
eriticises, vihich ranged fron wernings sbout the dangers and the cost

viich such & project lavolves, o basic opposition to the very

5Toid., pp. 29, 30
481pid., 1875, pe 35
Ymia., 1876, p. 5.




s
deplrabillity of e union of this type. Mooy felt that the Synodical
Conference as 1t then exloted wos the type of structure that was
required; there was, it was thought, no need for "einen imposenten
aspuszeriichen Cesamtkoerper mit kirchenvegimentlicher Jurisdiction.”

A note of coution wes aleo volesd in commection with the formation
of the state synods themselves. That fvticie (I of the constitubtion
pointed the way to such & syacdical structurs could not be denied; it
wes also odmitted that this was the way ©o get vid of the Erduusbel in
pone of the congregations. levertholess sone men worned egalnst trying
o "roilroad” such o plan agalnst the desives of weober congregetions
and gyncde. The goal could npot e achieved in all states et oace, it
was maiontained; nor could territorial boundeary lines be set up imnedi-
ately. Finally, 1t chould be remembered thet the mambers of e
Gyuodicel Conference gre united for the Kinglom of God.’C Twse
objections and warnings wvere taken iunto éonsidere.tion when the final
fommletion of the plan wes prepared. IV was conceded that this should
n0% lmmediately be carrled out all over, but only in those places where
1% could bhe done wilthout imposing undue howdship uvpon uze peoples it wvas
aevertheless to be implemented "mit allem Grast und Eifer. o+

The proposed integration of synodlcal educstional fecilitios was
elso considered at the 1076 conwvention of the Synodical Weieaee.
This was of course closely connected with the stetee-gynod plan. The

Conference se® up six poinis on which this cooperation was 1o e besed:

Omid., poe b5=47.
Slypid.
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1. Die Synodalconferenz gibt ihren gegenwaertigen Synoden den
Reth, die in ihren Territorien Lefindlichen Anstalten zur
Erziehung von Predigern esufzuloesen, eln Gessmmbseninar zu
orricivten und diesee unter die Controle der Synodalconferens

zu stellen,

2.  Des cohon Lestehende Schullehspeniner unter éleselbe Countrole
zu shtellen,

3. s die Aufiocoung der groeszeren Synolalloerper geschehen ist)

den betreffenden Steatssyncien ¢t zu uecberlesssen, ob sie an
dvgend eine und an welehe dey uetlehenden allgemeipen Synoden
sie sich ansehlieszen wollen.
%, Die Pllege des Gyunesisl-Unterrichts den Steaten-Synocden zu
‘ueberlossen.
e Iil% dem deutsclien Cesamit-Fredigerceninor ein solches fuer die
~ Englischredeanden zu verbinden.
G. Rie norwegische Gyunode einzuleden, ihyr Seninor mit den
genannten Seminerlen ocertlich zu verblnden, resp. dieselben
nach Deduer?niss su bonubsen. e
A repolution was cdded o the previows silz to the effect thaetl even iT
e state-gynod plon could not be effected lnmediately, the jolnt seminesy
should be estoblished a5 soon as possible.”d
Walther was agaln the man behind this joint semilnary vprogrem. In &
letter from lochner he 15 quoted es seying: “Ho time ¢o be lost! I
conclder this a chance of the utmost importance, that will pave the way
0 & university valch will be o nomed not in the Avericen foshion.
For there are prospeciec that the lorwegiens, too, will furaish o
competent professor,” ¥
The 1076 neeting of the Synodicel Conference had shown that not all
of its members were ready o rush headlong iuto the state=syzod plan.
e oppositicn, if 1t could be celled that ot the wmoment, come largely

fron the Wisconsin Synod; actually, Wisconsin wes as yet not opposed to

92141d., pp. 4853,
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the plan, but sinpiy believed that it must Le carrded out siowly and
carefully. On the other hand, Missouri's conviction dhat a state-gyncd
pollity wes the only wey was not shared by meny wen in the Wisconsin
Synod., The advisebility of chenging the syno@ical stracture was oLill
an open question for these people. In the May i, 1077 issue of the
Cemeindeblaty, o Pastor ubn published o very coaservative aud sensible
plen that the Wisconsin Smod go along with ssouri in fomaing o siate
gynod wlith the Missourd Synod members in Wiscomsin. e noted that the
need for such an cutvard structure was Lelng reealizsed Uy more and more
congregations and that this plan Wuld gbvlawe nany present intorw
synodicel difficulities. On the cther band, he stated positively that
the projected state synods would have o Le independent and What they
should not be brovght under the political control of general Synods . ?
An unsigned earticle designed (o coumteract Kuan's thesis appeazed
in the Moy 19 issue of the some magasing. Thip may have besn wrllien Ly
Profescor Ernct. The suthor staved:
domt stete synods in themselves are desirvable, is generally
admitied, altuough scme etiach wmore, coue lecs iuportonce o such
an exrangement. Do not, however, put 100 wmuch stoeck in such
congtitutional projects. ALl trus Diessing, surely, uust derive
from the vord of God, and unlty in this is and ever will be
suffTiclent for the waivy of the clmirelr cccording ©o the Augsburg
Confession, firt. 7.
The suthor went on to explain thait there were actual differences betwen
Missouri and Wiscongin; this was not Jjust o matier of termincliogy. &
aloo warned of the possible absorption of swaller synods by the larger
ones, end concluded:

Sslbidog Do b,
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Hence, every one should try to gain & clear vision of what will

benefit nost our congregetions, for whose ceke, indeed, cur synods

orlgineily were founded, and the church s a whole, 80 we steer
clear of chureh political mechineticns that probebly have not
teken a foothold as yet in our congregations and for thel reason,
insteed of the blessings looked for, would only entall dlsturpence
and division,?0

These two articles elucldate the factors which would soon cause
hard feellng between lissourl end Wisconsin. There was & feex of
abgorption on the part of Wisconsin, but more importent wes the real
difference in attliude toward outward merger. This wes o be cven more
evident in the 1877 couveantion of the Wisconsin Synod.

When the Wisconsin Synod met in 1877, ithe stete~syncd end Jjoint
seninary proposels were ‘the mgm items on the progran. The delegate to
the Synodical conference called attention to the fact that only one
Wiscongin representative wes present when the state-synod plan of 1070
WBS drawn u1>.57 The Tirst two days of discussion threw Synod intd o
tumsoil, so that one delegate exclaimed: “Welche Aufregung hat nicht
schon in diesen zZwel Tagen in unsrer Synodalversemulung geherrvocht, wie
schon seit langer Zeit nilehb geschehen.”Se

The objections which were now raised and the answer given by
Missouri's Strasen, who was ﬁresen‘b, clerify the basic difference in
attitude between Missowrl and Wisconsin. One delegate spoke at lengih,
making the point that doetrinal unity alrveady existed and thet the

current trend toward building imposing church bodies was controyy to the

SsIbiﬂ-, Do Fe
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Gospel. As to the practleal difficulty, congregational frictlon, this
also wes to be healed with the Word of God, not by external uniom.’?

After such discussion hed gone on for some time, Preeses Strasen
asked for the floor, and geve his opiaions

venn zwel Xirchenkosrper ianeriich einig sind, so foigt daraus nid
Tothwendighelt, dasz such desg Veriangen, acuszeriich sich zu
vercinigen, sich lhundgeben musz. Wie kosstlich weer es, wenn die
usber den Krels der BErde zerstreute lutherische Kirche sich zu
einer Syunode vercinigen koennite; Jeder rechtochafiens Lutherensry
werde sleh freuen, derin zu sein. WHemn lch nun den CGang dlescer
Verhandiungen ins fuge fasse, s0 ist nir entgegen getreten, dasz
men eine Furcht het vor Verschmelamumg mit Missouri. Bs ist des
Verhoslinicz von Wisconsin zu Missourd unter einsm Bllde dargestellt
vorden, cus welchem gefolgeri werdsa mugz, <oz Qle Synode von
Wisconsin zur Syaode von Missouri keine Liebe hobe. Bs ist geredast
worden von der efelw, die Wisconsin dwohe, mit Missourl vere
schmolzen zu werden. s meg In der Ordoung sein; dasz Wisconsin
nicht Distrikissynode von Missouri werden will, aber der Ansdruck
"Gefahr" ist anstoeszig. Man sisht in solcher Vereinigung ein
Unglueck vad Usbel, welchan man entgehen moechte. Das scheint air
nit der innerlichen Einigkelt in der lehrve im Widerspruch zu
stehﬁniw

his rother emobional ond wnreslistic ubtterance of Strasen's
brovght llcenecke to his feet. Hoenecks was certain that the reol issus
in which the two synods differed had now been laid bare:

In dem ersten von Froeses Strosen angefueshrion Panlte schiloegt
gerade dac durch, wes elnem von da wnd dort suflieszt und wes mich
allezeit mit Miszbehagen gegen dle Floene exfuellt hat, ncemlich
digsar Cedonizz: Venn dic Wisconsinsynode in Thet und Wehrheid
ihren Bekenntnisz gemassz stelt und von gonzen HFerzen su reiner
Iehre und Praxic eich bekennt, denn ist es natuerlich, dasz sie
begehren muss, sich nit der {ssourisynode 2u verschmslzen.

Dagegen musz es doch mlt der Bilmwethigkeit in der lehre nichi
Techt stebon, wean die Imet zu solcher Voreinigumg fehlit. Man hat
wir gesaglt, desz nicht g0 guertheilt werde; nun aber ist ein
derartiges Urtheil hier effentlich aucgesprochen worden. Durch das
von mir gebrauchie Gleichniss sollte nur gesagt werden: Es koencn
guel Hoerperschaiien in lshre wnd Praxisc uebereiunstimmen, chue dasa

591bid., poe 17-1%.
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sle doch begehven, In elne Kosrperschalt vereinigt zu werdsn, und

des ist ebenso wenlg nothwendls, als wemn zweil christliche

Ferscooen, dle sich lieb haben els Christen, sich heiraten mueszten.

Yir haben uns als zwel kirchliche Koerperschaften lieb, aber doch

ist es nicht nosthig uns orgenisch zu verschmelzen. Ich fucrchie

mich nicht vor irgend einer Cefabr. leine BEhe und Anerkennung

els JTutheraner habe ich bel Cott und lasse sie nicht abhseniy sein

von iHenschen, und wenn mein Rruder mnir diese Anerkenmung veirsogle,

mugszie lck 8 als Kreuz tragen; aber ich stehe bel Schxift und

Sywbolen mit Aufrichtigheit des Herzens.Ot

Bading finally cloeed the long devate with a speech in which he
sided with Hoenecke. Mo pointed out once more that Wisconsin's attitude
stemed nelther from fear nor fron divisliveness, but solely from her
wish to remein independent.0®

The resolutions {inally adopted by the Wisconsin Symod at this
meeting were consiscitent with the oplalons voiced during the courss of
the comvention. The Synod did not reject the plon under consideration;
it 414, however, insist that two preceutionsry measures be accepied:
The Wiscongin Synod was not o disband uatil all the existing genercl
synods would do so; she would also not join with any of the cxisting
generel syneds, inesauch o this was nalther necessary nor good for her
congregations .03

In the discussion of the proposals which were made by Wisconsin,
it wes stated frankly that she hed no desire to become a district of
Mispouri. One delegote sumed it up like thia:

The point is souetines made, that we could then say, "We no loager

have & Missouri Symod and & Wisconsin Synod. We are then no
longer bound to a large general synod, but to one large, Lutheron

613)1&., De 27
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Chmrebe” Tt would be corpect o say, "We no longer hoye a
Wisconsin Synod, but we 5611l heve o Hissourd Synod.”

In thic sane connection Wleconsin decided not o Jolan iu co-
tabliching o jolat seminowy. The recoon given was et a saoell school,
vhere close supervision end Braiehuns awe possible, ie preferable @ a
lorge school, vaere these things ere iecking. Purthersore, not ©o

mueh: enphiosis should e placed on Gelehigenmipit. It was also remaried

that o ceniuvary is o o synod vhat & schwol is to 6 congregation: it
should esteblish one thought and opinion. 5 ©F the ninety-eight vho
voted, slxty-four were agalinst teking pext in the Joiat mimxg.‘i‘
Steps were fnmedictely toimn o movide o sepurate peninary for the
Wisconsin Bynod. Uhe plavs vers precenied ob e next coumventicn aad
eecepted. o7

ooy in the sumer, vhen the Synodicel Confercnce convention was
hald, the veections of the member gynods to the state-synod plon and
e jolnt seninory were raported. issourd had not wot oo yet, bub
would obviously e in fovor of the coutroverted proposgls. The
Hinnsgote Synod had definite coupunctions sboul state-gynods without
proper sefeguends. Dowever, they did aot state their objections guite
&80 definitely oo Qid Wisconsin, aud they were willing 4o go alony with
the joint seminory, although they could not 88 yet belp materlelly.®o
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The Wisconsin Syaod stated 1te conclusilons as they hed been
formulated ot 1to convention that sumaer. e Synod hed resolved:

1. Iosz sie den urspringlichen Plan der Vereinigung aller zechte
glesubigen Intheroner der Synodal-Conferenz zu selboitotosndlgen,
wnethoenigen Stootensynoden vo Heraen guthelszt und LILLigt.

2. Imsz sle such zu golcher Vereinigung su elner Stoatensynode voo
Fiscongin bereit i8t, sobeid dle Mosglichhkelt abgeschnitien
ist, doss dicse Stomtensynode sich wieder an eine der
testehenden ellgeneinen Synoden anschlicsse und domit ihae
Selbstoteondigkelt md Ussbhesnglgkelt veriiere.

3. Deoz afe gher deny Angchiuss an elne dor zuwr Zeit noch
begtebonden aligeneinen Synoden wedey cle in Goties Hort
geboten, noch auch sur wohwen Eindghkelt els wesentlich noethig,
noch ench als fuer uasere Synode und Ceneinden hailsem und
arprieszlich erkonnsn konn.

In zegard to the Jolnt seninory the Wisconsis §ynod resolved:
feaz wir die Drrichbtung cloes grosszen,; allgeneinen Prediger-

Seminpr fusr wis nicht fuer gut und erprieszlich exkemmen und wns
darun nicht daran betheiligen koennen. 7

Along with thic statenent Wisconsin ossured the oulier gsynods that
basically they were stlll in sgreenent ond cautloned thet no ong shwouid
act ae thoush there were @ difference in spirit. It wvas advised thab
in the future puch undertaltings should be expleinsd move caxefwlly o
e individuel symeods and that Chrdstion love should prevent the
foreing of such projecis on ony Byzod. o

In view of the course wihlch evente had telen, the Syncdicsl
Conference now declded to dyop the patier and 0 leave its further
developuent ww the lndividweld syocds. The tims, it woo felt, was
obviously not wripe; perheps by procecding coutiously and by making
beglanings on o cuall scale the synods might still achiewe their goal.

Pgym. conf. Beport, 1577, pp. Mi-h2.
TOmid., poe b3eih,
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A commitiee wes aiso nemed, cosposed of all of the Wisconsin Synod’s
delegeies to i Synodical Conference aund one«fifth of the delegoiau
of the other synods, wiich was o telk over soxe of the poluts of
disogrecnent Walle the Conference wms still in session. Ona of the
mein purposes of this camlttes wes to clarify the phrase, "dAnstrebung
noch territorialischer Grenze,” vhich sose took to indlcate thot the
atate-gynods would Le entirely indepondent, while othiers had in nind o
ganeral synod wihvich would stond nidway botween the slale~-synods end the
Synodical Conference o

The Migssourl Symeod did not accept Wisconsin's refusel so grageiully.
At 1te eonventlon in 1073 the stetement was made that

Unsere SynoGe komnie aber dan cbengenommien Beschlusz da

Wisconsinsynode [Cf. cbove] keincevegs zustimsen, sondern glaubte

in der in denselben liegenden Forderung eine CGefashrdung der

christlichen Frelbkelt und elnen, wenn guch unbeehsilchtigben,

Versuch, gawissenansgen der ﬁegierung Gottes vorgreifen su

wollen, erkemmen Zu mUESSEn. (2
Stronger stoetenents than this were beard at the Missourd convention thab
year. Welther opoke of & "widergoettlich” trespess egainst Chrisbion
liverty. Pastor Brauer of St. Louis referred to Wiscomsin's “ingretitude
toward the Missouri Syunod which, a3 a matier of fact, bes palled it out
of the unionisctic movess.” Bading retorted thet Rrauer wes abbocking e
strav man thet he hod mede, and Welther also dissvowed the latter’s
statenent. The Wiscomeln men left socon offter thio, and no satisfoctory
settlenent was reached ot this time.!3

nIbid., e 2!2-#3-
240, Report, 1578, pe 33
T3gchler, op. cit., Val. XIV, Io. 2, 6.
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Miseourl now detemined to go olong with the state-gynod proposal,

provided the possibility of Jolming one of the existing peneral synods
wes nob denieds she aleo ggreeld to cooperate in the proposed joint

sealnary. T+ This was 0 be corrled cut even if one synod would abstaia.
The Pear wogs thot 17 the thing were not token inm hopd now, 4t would
never be asccomplished.” In the discussion preceding this decision,
soveral occusatlons, probebly coming from the Wisconsin ;"a‘ynod, were
encwered, among then the intimation that Misscurd was afraid of
cmpetition.?f’ In regard to Wisconein's reasoas for preferring & caall
seminery, Missouri defended o large institution on the grounds that 1t
would aid the preservation of doctrizal rmarliy to bave professors fPon
difforent synods checking up on each other; e large seutlnary would glsc
vrepore men to work with the English longuege more efficilently thasn
would e smell one.T! Tt was emphasized thob the new seminawy wowld nob
necossarily be in £t. louis. > By the conclusion of this meeting, 16
appeared thet Migsouri and Ohlo wers in ggpecmeont as 10 proceduyve,
valle Wisconsln was out of the pleture.l”

*mé monthe following this comventlon caw Draver sgeresively ontie

¥Wisconsin end Welther in the role of peace-naker. There was hot

Mo, Report, 1678, ppe 33-3h.
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diseussion aoong the pestors of both synods in Milwaukee. Bading,
although testy at first, finally epreed to this stetement of Welther's,
vhich marked the cloge of the open skirmieching:

Mey our lest esacounter be and rewaln in fact the last, and God

grant that our synod mey carry on the work of the Lord shoulder to

shoulder with yours in one spirit and faith for the edificetion

and shundant confort of His chwreh in these latter troubled doys.-0

The 1679 meeting of the Synodical Conference wes marked by o sense
of urgency. It vas feared that unless the state-gynod plan were uow
cerried out mip vollen Hmot, the thing would never be achieved."t For
this reason it was resolved, “Desz die deutochen Synoden imnerhald der
Synodelconierens sofort zu beschlieszen ued sobald ole imner moeglich
zu bewerkstelligen."C The Conference elso decided that in order to
carry ont the work with success and vigor there had 0 be large?
glliences. Howaver, the state synods ware to retain the same indse
pendence in the adminlstration or thelr privote affalrs as formerly the
districts hod; the new stole synods would stend in the some xelstionship
to the future geseral synods as the district synods now stood to the
present general syrods {l.e., of Missouri and Ghio).Oh

It is importent that two oy three genrercl synods were ©o be
established. The Synodicol Conference staied explicitly thet this wes
& concession to the Wilsconsin and Mimnesota Synods, co that they might

SORoehler, op. glt., Vol. XIV, Ho. 2, Te
S5, gont. Beport, 1979, p. 20
82_1_'{3;_@..., Poe 27-28.
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Porm their own general synod, and nob have to enter one of the older
slliances.t fThe "older allience” that they fesred was naturslly the
Missourd Synod.

The Synodical Conference also resolved that there should be a
canmon semdinary, which would be controllied by all two or three general
83110(36.&3

This wvas clearly to be the fianal attenpt. The whole newly-
formileted stobte-synod plen was now o be placed before the respective
synods, To reject one pard cdi' 1t was to meject it ail. If one symod
would refuse Lo partleinste, the others would go aheed anyway.o! This
wes the Dirst proposnl, excent Tor ons wmade DY the Festern Distyict of
the Missouri Synod in 1880, in which 1t wes suggested that the three
lerger general gynode should form e new body, to be callsd the General
Synod of Misgourl, Ohio, and UWiscomsin. This would teke the place of
the Synodical Confersuce.od

Unfortunstely, sonething else intervened just when the problems
seaned o hove bLeen polved. The predestinarian controversy brole Lm0
the open im 280L. ‘e Wiécbnsm Synod, at its 1801 convention, dseided
thet the plan would hove to be postponed, incomuch as the situation hed
changed in such & way @s to meke 1ts completion impossible.d mne

S5 maa.
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prepidenticl odfvess of Missourl's Sehwen betrayed dlseppoinunent and
bitterness. o spoke of those who, olihough seeningly close 1o llssourl
in the work of the pust years, ot the lugt almte declared themselves
unready, and in theiy cynodical orgons actually took up & pocition of
opposition to iissouri. AL the same tinme, Wicconsin moved closer W
Missouri, 20 thot Schwen wes eble o renerk thet those wo in o few
externals secmed to disagree with Missouri, "doch in der lelwfrope mib
so entechiedner Bozeugmg der Wehrhelt fuer wns eintrat.™90

Thus the atieant o unlte the menber gynofs of the Synodicnl
Conference into one large body, composed of stote synods, falled. In
retrospect, 1t scons on the one hond fortunate that 1t felled in its
early stages, but on the other hand unforcunate that it did not cucceed
ioter, vhen the issuese hod been clarified. It may wll have been theb
the Wisconain Syned would have agreed tw the plan es 1t wos formmuiinted
by the Synodicol Conference in 1570, hod the predestiverien controversy
uot intervencd.

ihe general proctice of secoad-guessers has been to condemm the
Wilsconsin Synod out of hand for belng stubborn and for Leing afrald of
Missouri's shodow.9: s is hoawdly o felr saolynis of the situabicn.
lther, at the Pirst coavention of the Synodical Conference, said that
"Yhere is grest denger that each of these chuwch bodies will £irst of
gll think of its own expansion, and thet (such o church body) will miss
the blescing of uwnion becsuse 1t wvenls w0 goin neobers, individusl

90‘:_:5‘9_. mkm, 1&‘}}1’ Po 189
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prestige, ond influence through such ¢ unton.'™2 That such en etbitude,
wiich can be cotegowrized ac nothing other then sin, was o be Tound iun
individunls of both cynods may well lwave bLeen the case. Dt O Dlame
one and uot the other is questionable historiogrephy. The fact 18 thol
Miosouri hed o reputation for being proae o override others wiil ite
own cmbltion, and wdwiher this was true or falge, it was only natural
that Wiscousin should bave Leea condibtivned by this general abtitude
tovard Missourd. Furtheraore, the owigingl wording of the stule-syuod
plan indicoted that the iilsgourl and Calo Synods were to rvemaln intoect
until ell gtobtes hod achieved gtote synods; cach siete gyacd, e 1t
orgenized, could affiliate with one of the rvemalning larger syz 2
and Missourd or Chio would have boen the only choice. It was obwious
o the Wisconsin Synod thot oo soon as & otate synod of Wisconsin would
hove been formed, the eu-lisscurizansc in that Synod would very propsrly
have wished to affiliale with Misscari. Thus the Wiscomsin Synod wes
being osked “to die o graceful death in Zovor of Missouri.™@3 The fect
thet Wisconsin's objectlons slwnys pointed to this, end that the filnnl
Pformulation of the Cynodical Conference recoguized the validity of
this objection by removing the offending stipulation, seexs 0 Le caple
evidence thet Wisconsin's hesitation wes justificble. If Chwistion love
is o Le opolen of, then Chrlgtion love would reguire thet an ar-
rongament of this kind Le oguitable, os the £inal proposal WBS.

One othier polut chould be remesbored. The guestion of chuwch nolity

P21id., p 56
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vas dlscussed in grest detell at the Synodical Conference conveatlons
of 1873-1578. Uhere wes o baslc difference between Missouri'c aad
Wisconsin's view of the church, 83 from the account of the 1077
convention of the VWisconsian Synod. Thio differcencs bhad o be aired
before any msjor alteration of synodical structure, such as the oue
proposed, could be sbtempted. It ceeus, however, oo thought the
differences had been sabisfactorily cleared up, end the Misgouri end
Wiscongsin Synods were on the verge of o otale-gynod political structurs,

vhen the predestinorian controversy intervenad.




CHRPLIER IV
THE PREDECTINARIAN CONTROVERSY

The controversy uhich broke the Syunodical Confereunce wide open and
Fuined the state~synod plan was aleo of laportance in that it further
cemented the reletionship between the Hissourl and Wisconsin Syunods.

Although this controversy brole out suddsnly, 1t had been in the
meking for a nuaber of years. Already between the years 1872 and 1&72;
Professor Stellhorn, who was otill at Wetertown, had caused 2 stir. At
a Missourl Gynod nastoral conference in HWalertowa, he presented a panper
in vhich bhe made sone striking stotemsuts about the doctrine of
conversion. The pastors who were present suspected thoet whot he had
cald was not quite corvect, but they could not pub their finger on the
trouble. Professor Ernst invited Hoenecke, who happaned to be in towm,
to ettend the sessions the following day. There Ermet fivet trled to
refute Stellhorn on philosophical grounds, bubt falled. Hoemecke then
took over the debate end literally pianed Stellhora's back to the wall.
The latter set down snd edmitted defeat.”

F. A. Schnidi, professor at the Horweglen seminary at Medisom,
Wisconsin, was the ome who really instigeted the controversy. §e
took exception to statements of Walther's vhich hed been mede alrveady
at a meeting of the VWisconsin District of the Missouri Syuod in

1Joh. Ph. Koehler, “The History of the Wisconsin Synod"
Falth-life (reviced and translated), Vol. XIV, Ho. 5, &.
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1868.2 From then on the disagreement wes aired in various periodicals,
particularly in Lehre und Wehre end in 3robst's Monatshefte.d At the

neeting of the Synodicel Conference atbt Columbus, Chlo, in 1879, Welther
and Sehaidt met privately and agreed to mest again the following yeavr.
Meanvhile Schuilt wes to remain sileat.’

It is 4ifficult Lo deteruine whw gpeke first now. It appears that
Wolther, at o meeting of the Western District in 1879, publicly attached
"eertain pecple” of Syaod who 4id nct agree with him. It scon became
apparent that he seant Sehaidt and Allwardt, who had sided with Sehmidt.”

Theveupon the lebier began publishing a monthly, Altes und Heues, for

the express purpops of opposing Walther's temhing.é

The core of the orguent wes that Schaldt and his followers
accused Walther of crypbto-Calvinism, and Walther accused Schmidt of
synergisn. £&n susmple ©f the type of statemsnt to which the letier
objected iz this, which was made et the meeting of the Western District
in 1877: “Yes, God has from eternity already clected & muuber of
persons to salvation; He has determined that these shall and must be

saved; and as cervalnly as God 1s God, sc¢ certaialy they will be sawved,

2. L. Heve apd Willerd D. Allbeck, History of the Iutheran
Chuveh in jmerice (Third veviced edition; huriington, lowa: iae
Tutheren literery Poard, 1934), pp. aO’(—lG.

3mig.
bynia.
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and besiGes then none other.”T

Sclimidi, on the other hand, had formuleied theges such os tuls cao,
which he gent to & Ffaculty mesher of Concordie Seminary in May of 10793
"ler Besonfer Cnodenville Gobles, sls neechster Grund und loma der
Frweeblung im engeten Sinve, hat allerdings das verschiedene Verhwalted
der Menschen gegen dle allgemelne Goade zuy Vomnssetzung.“ﬁ Sehmidt

wesg not et all coareful in the lacguage he uged in Alles und Jeuss. In

the January, 1000 issue be wrote:s "o « o Wohlan, so sel es denn in
Gottes Homen Hompf, offever und entochiedeser Runpi gegen dlegen neuen
Reyvto-Calvinisaus.” And even move indignantly he exelaimed, "Des iot
das End von Ided bel dieser newmissourischen Schweererel. Wie slle
Geloterel verlaouit sie awletat In ekelbofte geistliche Hoffart und
Geiztprablerel."”

Until 1501 the developing controversy had remained by and lavge
within the confines of the Missouri SDynod. Sclmldt wes & loruegien,
but the Horweglons as such ware not involved. %hen, in 1881, Chlo
really became imvoived, both by sdaitting iuto mewbership people who
nad left Missouwrit® and aiso by joining im the sccusations. That

Migsouvi now looked upon the entire Chilo Synod 2e ite opponent is

TInid., p. 212.

CYerhandlungen @er Bv.-luth. Synode)-Confevens von HordsAuerila
(st. Louisj, 1-::@” ; De Lde Hevealter clied 00 fyn. COnEs LEROFG.

21vid., p. 21.

LOpoy Arthur Suslflow, Ihe Hstory of the Miesourd Symod During
e Zecond Twenty-Five Years of ivs Lxistence, unpublished doctoral
dissertetion, Concordie Semivary, St. Louis, 1945, p. 178.
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evident Zrom its 1501 conference proceedings.il It wes therefore
resolved, in preperction for the next meeting of the Syncdical
Conference, that

1. Ihr eitst nit keiner Ferson in kirchlicher lerathung susanmen,
die ung offentlich des Calvinisius beschmldiph hat.

2. Ihr erienat keine Synode gls (ilied der Synodelconferens eny
die, C&%ﬁ}ﬂﬂlc}w, gegen uns die Ieschldigung des Calvindismus
erhebb e

It Temained 0 be seen vhet position the Wisconsin Synod would aow
take over ogplnot Mlascouri. Professor Hoeneche cooe to the defense of
Walther, ond sapported him with articles in the Gemeindeblett.t3 Thay
the controversy offected Wisconsin deeply iso \ndtcated by the fect that

the lebrverhendlung ot ite 1852 convention in Ia Crosse hed "Conwversion”

for ito toplc.t” Ghe decision to eide with Missouri did mot come
outounstically. At the Wisconsin Syucd's postorel conference of 107

the delegates to the Synodical Conference were instructed to esk
Miesouri o correct certain of its atatmnﬁs woalch night be misunder-
gwod. “his goons 0 have heen done at @ ppecial conference of Micsouwd
pestors ot Chlcogo in 1680.47 Ihe problom hed been furtber clarified
at o mecting involving delegates of Mlsgouri, Ghio, Wiscousin ond ths
Horweglens, held in 1001 (Jaumery), ot the Wisconsin Synod's seminary

¥ =Sordicht der Allg. dentochan ev.-luth von liseourl
0hio, U. Q. She (B6e LOULGS CORCONALC PUbLlShing HOUSS), 10UL, DDe 1785,
wo feveaiter clted oo mn wo

i2yer n der Deuts Bverlath. Synode von Wisconsin, u. @
L R A o STy LR i M -&’ -‘
8t. (nmﬁﬁ%ﬁ, Pe 45, ."‘Eﬂmi reafter cited 8 Wig. NepOrG.

Ligoablor, op. cli., Vol. XIV, 0. 5, To
Yuig. peport, 18%, p. 13.
ixoatler, one clb., Vol. XIV, 0. 5, 7.
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in Wauwatosa. Here such lesders as Walther, Franz Pleper, Wynsken,
Schwan, A. fioenecke end Hading were present. Uhis meeting lasied Ilve
days, 80 it would eppear thet the Gifferences were discusced thorougaly.lo

mven nov that sides hed Leen token, Hoenecke did not indulge in
horeh longusge a5 41 soue of the Missourimns. Heve sffgs of his part in
the digpute: “During the controversy, Iwr. locoecke by geantle and
conciliatory speech ook the sbing out of iMissouri's offensive phrece-
olozy, end accemplicked mch in the interest of peace in the cimreh. 17

Hoverthelecs, Wisconslin hed talen her place beside Misscuri. There
was, in fact, a change in attltude on the part of the Wisconsin Synod
even between 1031l end 1802, In 1581, before the main lines of the
digpute were clorified, the Wisconsin Tslegoites to the next mseting of
the Synodical Couforence were instracted that in case the doctrinal
controversy should becone an dosue eltber during ths orgonizstion of
the conference or In the meeting itsels, they chould consider their
mondste suspended. This woe not to mean that iu such en instance
Wisconsin should be looked upor es heving left the Synodical Conference.t”
Porheps fortuitously, the ]@31 useting of the Conference never occurzed;
by 2802 the Weuwntosa Conference had been held and Wisconsin had come
©0 nore definite conciusions a3 to her position in the dispute.

ihen Sclmidt wes nomed o delegete et the 1882 convention of the
Synodica.l Memee', Missouri, Wisconsin and Mimnesota protested. s

103ue1r10w, op. glte, Do 156; Koehler, gp. eite, Vol. XIV, Ho. 5, O
Wieve-ailbeck, gp. git., D 23L.

1041s. Report, 1501, p. 56.

19gym, gouf. Repowt, 1862, . 4, footnote.
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There was o lengthy orgument ebout the posaeibillity of barring Sciuddt
from the copveantion, with several men from tho lorwegian Synod protestling
guch an actlion. The formal yeason given for prohiviting Sclhmidt fraa
the convention wes not his false docirine but the fect that for suans
time he had been proceeding ogoinet certain synods as agalnst enemies
of the truth end hardened horetlcs and hed refused to engage in furtier
colloguies; he bod also sought 4o break up the Synodical Conference
and had tried to infiltrete into congregations and iecor them awmy froa
the chureh.>V

After o spivited debate merved by much havd feeling, in vhich
Rosmussen and Muun of the Norwegien Gynod attempted to get Schmidt imto
the convention as a delegate; it was finmlly vesolved not to recogaize
him as o brother or as a delegate &1 gyen efter this resolution bed
been mafle, the Horvegions persisted in thelr argumenis end became guite
incensed.“ Put this wes to no aveil, and the fingl ansver glven by
the Synodical Conference to Schmidt was that in order 4o be reinsiated
he would hove to adnit to these accusabions in the affirmative, without
any further bearing: (1) That he had, without teking proper steps;
openly attacked Synodicel Conference doctrine as Calvinistic and dealt
with: his opponents before the world es crypto—&lvlui.sts; (2) That b
hed done wrong in dlsrupting Missourl congregations; (3) That he wos
willing o beg Pforglveness contritely.cd Schmldt answered thet iw wes

201bid., ppe 26-27.
2lToide, Do 300
&yﬁ-ﬁ'a Pe 37
251id., pe 50
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willing to retract vhere be had gome too far, but that bhe wented to be
shown his error from Seripture.2® It should be remembered that not
Schimidt's doctrine, but his actions, were condemmed withoet furtber
bearing.

This bas of course been & very brief sumsary. The polat to be noie
is that _'i:.m Wisconsin Syaod, while not imnsdistely jumping into the
controversy on the side of idissourd; came to the conclusion, efter having
considered boih sides cavefully, thet Missouri was in the rvight. ke
history of Wisconsin's port in the dispute wes resusmed by & Wisconsia
spolmanan at the 1492 Symodicel Conderence comventlon. He remariked
that Wisconsin had not written egeinst Schaldt prior to 1663, because
they thought that he wowld psvhaps deal with then ¢ .iittle more readily
since he did wnotl migtrust them a8 he did other synods. Bub as goon a6
they steted their opinicn on Election he called them Calvinists and
crypto=-Celvinists Jjust like the Missouwrisons. e broke into their
congregatlions ond accused them of being hypocrites. The Wisconsin
Synod thereupon bhandled the situvation in the proper wey: It coanplained
about, Schmidt o his own synod. Since the Horweglans bave not met in
the meantine, the Wisconsin spokesmen everred, the Synodical Coanference
must do what they ceréainly would have done--place before him his sin
end tell him thot he mmst repent.®? Thus Wicconsin, when it saw thet
1t could not ploy the role of mediator, took the side of Missouri.

The egreanznt between Wisconsin and Missouri ws further

e e et e 7 e
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established when cach synod recognized the other's official positi'on on
election. Thus the entire Synolicel Conference recognized both the
statenents of Wisconsin and Minnesota as recorded in their synodical
veport of 1862,2° cnd also Missouri's Thivbtesa Theses, vhich bad been
Bocepted by that eynod ot its convention of 1660.21 e only ome who
refused o accept botn docunents was Pestor Muus of the NHerweglan Synod.

The issue had been clearly defined. There were etill & few odds
and ends o be taken care of, but substantially the coantroversy waes
over. A little later in the year, o colloguy would be held betwees all
the thecloglenl professors and all genersl and district presidents ond
Sclmidt's party.2° Several people ware also still in doubt ebout ons
expression used in the Wisconsin Symod's definition of election; bub
this wes clarified at Wisconsin's convention in 1853.%Y

The Ohlo Synod left the Synodlcal Conferencs because it believed,
like Schmidt, that the Missourl Synnd's doctrine of election wes
Calvinistic.V Aside from this loss the Synodicel Conference stood
firm, perhaps more so thon ever before. The bond between Missouri end
Wisconsin could not help but be strengthened by such an ordeel. It had
now become clear to Migsouri that even though Wisconsin wes ot guick to
Jump on the bandwagon, still by her actlons in a really difficals

26midng Be 6l!'o

%o m’ 1883’ BDe 59"&0
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situation she hod shoun berself to be the synod vhich was really one
with Micsouri. _

The stete-synod plen vas desd. Ohlo hed been one of the prime
movers and, although Missourl had been very eoger to see this plen
succeed, the predestinarien controversy hod ingtilled in her a nzew
coution. FPresident Sciwen betreyed this in his Synodelrede at the
Missouri conveantlon of 1607, vhen he spoim of carrying on the work even

more zealously snd more cautiously than tefore.3t After the synod-

sheking events of the poot eight years, there would have to be a time
for regrouping forees before any mejor endeavor wilth angther synod
would be attempted. Wisconein, for her pard, was in no harry, She
had shoun at the wvery height of enthusiesn for the state-synod program
that she hed no greot desire to caxzy this ouwt with a crash program,
but that such a change must come ebout elowly and by the preaching

of the Vord of God. The sbtempt to wnifly Missourd and Wisconsin
would 1lie prastically deorment for neexly twenbty years.

33%‘_!20 Rﬂ’m’ 1&7’ e 180
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The yeors fumediately following the predistinorisn coatyoversy
wore relabiveldy quict ones. Migsourd felt that she bad been decedved,
and Wisconsin had anever been in & hwrery W nglte readical chonget.

During the coning yeave, until shortly after the close of the century,
both gynods would concenbrote on cousolideting theizr position and
expending thelr bomdorles. The relotionship between them hod improved
Loneogurchly becouse of the cvenis of the past five years. Shey hod
been engoged in Joint endecvors Lefore thie time, Lut it was 0ot uwntll
now that cooperation developed vhich hrought the o cynods peally
close together.

Toe minutes of the Wisconsin Synod coaventlons iu porticuler glve
evidence of the close commnicnbion and good feeling that ewlsited
Letweon Missouri end Wiscomsin., hen the iicsouri Synod celebroted its
fiftieth anniversery, o camitice fron the ¥iscomsin Jymod was there W
extend the congrotuletions of 1ts cynod.t Three years later, ab
Wisconsin's fiftieth anniversary, Miesourl s:,md_ congregations in
Hllweukeo ook an active port in the celebrotions. wWisconsin Rstrict
Progses Stresen, v Led formerly locksd with e joundiced sye abt certain
eopects of the Wiscousin Syndd, Frans Piever, Willlam Dollmgan, and
the faculiies of St. Iovisc and Spriagfield Seninories were on hond o

e
e
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speal: or ©o coavey congratulotions.s

It aloo bLeceane the custan for both gynods o cxchange greetings
et their conventiong. Daring these yenss men ook calls from one
oynod into the other with increaslng frequency. A cursory examinstion
of the records of such exchanges indieates that the Wisconsin Symod
gained more men from [lissouri then ehe gove up W thet synod. The
readiness o crogs synodical lines wes cuch that in one instence, ulea
& small groun of people opproeched the Wisconsin Synod with The reguessi
for a minlster, the Synod edvised them to join & neervy Missousi
COnETBERTion o

Hevertheless there guite natvrelly roamained instences of dise-
greenent and hard feelings,; some of which harked back to the early deye
vhen the respective synods were s8till eb loggerhwads. In additiomn o
these cases, nev Qicpuites arose for the very reason that there were uo
geographic boundaries o delimlt perisbes. Quite often at meetings of
the Symolicnl Conference or of other smoller groups within the Coafercnce,
these provlens wore alred and steps telen to apviawe Dwrther
Aifficulties.

The mived pestoral conference of Manitowoc and Shwboygen Counties
requested the Synodicel Conference to set up rules regarding webttached
congregations; the cugsestion wes made that congregntions or preaching
stations thet were unattoched end that nd been founded or served by
one synod should not, 1o event of & vecancy or other such exigency,

21bid., 1900, ppe 1l-12,
SIbid., 1897, . 93
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bo sccepted Uy another gsynod waless the firet synod bad requested this
or ptated thet it could not supply the congregaticn.” A comittce
appointed Ly the Conference bavught the following recommendsiion, waich
wes acoepied: ' {1) ¥ a pestor is colled ascross gynodical iines, be
should help the calling coangregation to find o man, edvise then that ths
gyaods are in egreement, end urge them to seek the edvice of the gyncd
to wahlch they belong. This should also be done in the case of e call
fran 2 "free” congregation forerly served by the other synod.
[Bvidently it wes esswued that in these situations & pastor who would
acospt such & coll would memein with his owm gynod.] (2) When e cross=
synod chenge has alvesdy talen place, the synod valeh has lost the
congregation chould let the other heve 1t rather than dlstwr®y the
people.”

four years leder it became necescery Lo define the right of &
congregation W leave e syasod. The Synodlcal Coanfereuce resolved that:
(1) mmis 18 %o be o geuerel decielon for o generel question. (2) A
congregation has the inalienable right and freedon 10 leave a synod.
(3) A congregeiion must deteraine how Lo use this right, and must be
caveful wot to sin egrinst loves {(4) Particular application of the
decision is up to the ones concerned. (5) When such & chenge is to
be made within the bounds of orthodox synods, the congregetiocn should
remember ite close bond with its old syrod, and be careful that thes

__l'_h%_nl_h&g, dexr Ev.—mth. «Conferens von Nord-jmerilo
&%+ Louis s DDe 5 51. Herealter clted 0o Jyn. Conf. Deport.
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lew of love is not broken end thet everyihing 1o dome 1n good order.®

In 1807 the president of the Wlsconsin Synod requested thet a
standing coamaitiee be nomed, which would operate in case of disegres=
ments betwopn Jissouri and Wisconsln. Ib wes pugpgested that all the
district visitors should form this comuities; in cese of e dlspuie tas
visitors in that erce chould hove the full cuthority of the entive
comnlttee. In extreordinary ceses faculty members could also ve called
in. The final resolution was that ths president should nome a cumitice
for each incident.! Wwhen the Miscouri Synod considered & similar
recamnendaitlon ot its comvention in 059, it thousht vest to aliow the
president of Synod to nane & special comitice Tor each incident; since
the president already hed this power, no resolution was necsosary. G

That there wes intersyncdical fricticm is borne out by President
Pleper's report to the Missouri Convention in 1905, in which he took
note of the danger to ilutersyncdical relstions incurred when & menber
of one synod joins or is served by another synod before receiving a
peaceful release from the congregation of the first synold. Pleper
camnented thet if a pevson feels that be has been denled his releese
unjuetly, be should complain to the m.ﬁ‘using congregation and its symod.
Thus e wrong will be corrected and pecce will be maintained between the
synods.g

6Ibiﬂ-, 15392, Be 51"52.
Tuis, M 1697, p. 11k
richt der Allg. Gentochon SV th
us 8. 56 St'.. Toulss cmcozdia 3 HOUSE )y 2.099, ﬁ§ B
liamafter ci'bed es ilo. Heport
Smpid., 1905, p. 21.




T2
Thiree years after this, &b o meeting of the Symodlcal Conference,
Franz Pleper read a paper on the preciousnzes of the undty of bellevers.
In the discusgion that followed Ipchler mentioned thet church politics

sonetines endanger this nvecious wiity. He was reqizeated to expend on
this in the aftermoon and d4id, showlng the trouvbles that arvise from
politics and the parby sp:’.rﬁ".. In the evsving debate, C. €. Snith callsd
Mer‘a remariks e judging of hearts. The discussion wes not recorded
in ‘the mimutes becange the secreltery hied not taken eny notes on it.
Chaiman Bading backed him up by mling thet the matter hod been closed
as of that moraing and should not be recorded.lV Although the hewd
feelings in evidence &t the close of the session really stemmed from a
clesh within the Wisconsin Synod ranks, the main thought of the
discussion nlso evidences intevsynodicel coaflict.

Ona of the major ralings of the Symodical Conference, in regard
to mission work, the resolution of 1912, should also be given here:

. AMuf solchen Missionsfeldern, wo bereits eine rechiglasubige
fynode in Arbelt steht, collte ecine Schneetersynode nicht esuch
Ihrerseits ohne zwingende gule Gruendte die Missionmaxrbeidl
safpehmen, "demit die niché euf fremfen Crund boue.”

2+ Pei Besetzung bereits bestehonder vekanter Missionsgemeinden,
Tecn. Predigiplectse, sollite Jjedorzelt gevwicseninflt B0 gew
handelt werden, wie die sb’node.ﬁmferena im Jahre 18668
Solgendemaszon dangelegt hat: ;

3. ©s pollite mit allen Frast und allerseiis dohin gewirkt werden, :
doos nohegelegene idedne Missloasgenmeinden verschisdener
Synoden, vo moeglich, su einer Parcchie vereinizt werden, und
dops Miscioneposten, dle certlicher Verheeltanlsse wegen besser
wd erfolgreicher von einer Schwesiersynode bedient werden

10jok. Ph. Koehler, "The History of the Wisconsin Synod,”
Falth-life (revised and translated), Vol. XV, No. 11, 15,

Vimng contents of the source referred o here hove been given sbove,
in comneectlon with the request of ths pestoral conference of Manltowoe
and Zheboygen Counties.
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koennten, dieser auch zugewiesen werden.

L, Schlieszlich moschten wir der Furw. Synodalkonferenz
enheimgeben, ob es nicht in solchen Staaten, in denen
verschiedens Synoden nebeneinendsr in der Migsiomsarbeit
stehen, retsem waers, gemeinsesme Misslonsbehoerden zu
schaffen, dig solche Mlssionsangelengehelten in gottgefaslliger
Weise zu ovdnen die Aufgebe haetten.i2

These rules and regulations were of course not established in &
vaecuun. They were formulated to meet speclfic, pressing problems, samne
of which ought briefly to be discussed.

At Mayville, Wisconsin Synod pastor F. J. Oshlert had acted in &
manner which his synod characterized as dishonora]:;le » and in the process
his congregetion had left the synod. The Missouri Synod, however, had
accepted Cehlert into membership. Wisconsin's president protested this
action, but met with little success; in 1888 that synod deemed it
necessary to sustain its protest until Oghlert had shown himself to be
repentant.t3 TIn 1899 Synod was again forced to repeat its camplaint,
8ince Missouri had not a&s yet given a satisfactory explanation for its
ection.* This case seems never to heve been settled; it is not:
mentioned agein in the ﬁisconsin Reporti.

Similar difficulties arose in Crete, Illinois, Poynette, Wisconsin,
and Yekima, Washington, s.'Ll of which, after considerable dealing, ceme
to a fairly, satisfactory conclusion.

The major intersynodical fight of this period occurred as the

result of bickering in a Missouri Synod congregation in Cincimmati, Ohio.

12syn. conf. Report, 1912, pp. 59-60.

13wis. Report, 1888, p. T7.
1himpid., 1889, p. 63.
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The real scignificence of tals dispute is that 10 led both the Wisconsin
ard the Missouri Synods o formilets their respsctive doctrines of the
church in o much cleaver fom. The iacifent bogen vhen a lMr. Schlueter
of Trialty congregetion in Claclunati took hic son out of the perochial
ochool with the intention of sendiug him to tie public scacol unil he
hed cought up in Englich. After that, ks pranised, h2 would returz the
boy to the church's school, and have him coniimued at fifteen. Een
the congregotion yefused to consent to this, he took the boy out amymy.
The reoction in the congregetion vos violesnt; efter considersble debate
Schlueter wos clossed as one who hod excommmnicated himeelf, This
action was not approved Ly the faculty at St. Iouls. Soon two other
local Missouri congregetions vere iuvolved; these were couposed of
people who had previously brolien frou Trinity. Finslly, Triaity end
the pasters A. exd E. von Schlichten were suspended bty the officiamls of
the Centrel District. The Wisconsin Synmod became lnvolved when the
congregetion wand 1le pastors epplied for membershiy in 1t. This wen
refused because the affalyr had no% yot been proporly setiled with
Misscuri. then the congregation tried egain ia 1305, Pracses voo Rohw

 appointed a comaitice to “ook into the situation. Their report, given

in June of 1905 and besed on opinions of Dr. Hderecke, was not izvorable
to the Hissouri Synod 1% ghe point was thet Mlssouri could aot very
well defend the action of 1ts own Ceubral District, since it telieved
that a syned is not really & church and therefore thot it does not

have the right of excommmicetion. The entire relatfonship wos very

lsmm-ﬂr, 92. gﬁo, vel. XVI, 0. 5‘ 6"7.
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involved at this polnt. Missouri, while theoretically not believing
thet the coangregation should have besn suspended, in the sense of

’ excamunicated, yet found itself appearinz as the eneny of the congre-
@otion, becmuse it felt that the congregstion hed not handled the
Schluster case proparly; the Wiscomsin Synod, while holding that a
aynod does have the right o excommunicais, nevertbeless was gulie
friendly with the cuspended congregation. Actually, neither Bynod was
particulerly clear on its own poeition at the moment. The Cincinnatl
matter wos more or lesd settled in 1911, vhen Sehlweter epclogized
{Pracses Plotenhaver polnted oubt that this did not mean that the
excommnication hed ever been right) and wes received back into the
congregation. The congregation had previocusly rejoined the Missonrd
Synod, except for a fow adhsrents of Von Sehlichten.io

The Wisconsin Sycod wes reesonzibly satisfied with the outeome of the
Cinelimnati affeir, a5 is shown by the remarks of its president in 1511:
Wir steken in bruederlicher Genelnschaft nlcht nur alv den
Synoden, die mit uwns die Allg. Synode bilden, sondsia cuch nit dor
ehrv. Synode von Missouri. IDer zwischen uns und 1hr schwabends
Handel Lkaun voitl als erledigt cngeschen werden. Autlich wird miv
nitgetheilt: “Was Cincinnetl anbetrifft, so erilserte sich unsere
Synode mit ihven Fomitee zufrieden und olent den andel mit der
ehrw. iilsconsin Synode als erledigt an.” Und: "dasz gegruendete
Hoffmmyen vorbanden sind, dasz der Cincinneti-Fall zZu einsn :
vefriedigenen Abschluss koumen wid.”
&s hat leider nickit en Voritomnissen gefeily, die darnach sngetan
olnd, dle bruederliche Cemeinscholt, in der wir mit der ebww. '
Synode von Miseouri stehsn, zu stogren. Wir wollen nicht nur alles
aengetlich meiden, was irgendwie dos Sand, das uns verbindet,

lokkern koennte sondera auch, S50 vie) sa uns ist, elles tun,
dleges Bond su festigen.tl

lomia.
Tyig. Boport, 2011, pp. 17-20.
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Bat the real issues that hal been reised wvere not yet settled; during
the next yeass there would be many discussions and frequent sréicles,
partiewlarly in the Wisconein Synod’s Cuertelschrifi, ou the guesticn of
vhether o synnd s o church in the full sanse of the tarm.
In the Guartalschrift of 1912, such titles es these appeared: Die

Stimme unsrey Kirche iln der Frope von Kivche and Amb, by Aug. Pleper;

Von der Entlassuns sus einer Orbspgemienda, by J. Scheller; Die Iehre von

Ger Kirche und ilwen Kemmzeichen in fmuendung cuf die Synode, by Aug.

Ploper; Die Iebre von beilicen Predigtent, by Bd. R(ei;aﬂs ar

Vorstosndlpung in dor pepeaveertisen Dlglussion usber Klrchs wnd fuob,
by Aug. Pleper.¥ In the lastenemed avticle, Pleper stated the theses
on vhich Missouri's doctrine of the cirarch is based: “Hur dle Kirche
ikana banmen; Kivebs it muy dle Ortsgemsinds; Orisgemende ist muy der
Iaafe von Glesubigen, so zu elnem Plarier gehoeren; Aleo ham mur els
Heufe von Glesublgen, 60 zu einen Pfarrer gehoeren, bemnen.'t? The
oplnion of ithe nenbere of the Wiscozsin Synod on these points was
divided. The Taculty of VWeuwatoss held that e synod is also “church”
In the full sease of the term end thet suspension is teontemount to,
ond must be respechted as, excommunication. Thls opinien had bsea
daveloped gradually, with Pleper et flrst establishing the signilficence
of suspension vithout setually coning to the point of saying that
"synod" is "church.” But, t0 soue exbert through the influsnce of

Y meslogiache guartaladicy, hersusggibea von der ALLG.

Evew « Synode von HiS. Ue Be 56, rediglert von der Feluitoet des
Eve~luth. Seminors su iouwatose, #is. (1912), tebls of contents. Isre=
after this will be called gS.

1921&0, Do 183.
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- Koshler, this had been clerified by 1912. Some menbers of Synod hed at

first objectasd Lo such a formlation, notobly Erast and tha Menitowe
Conference, bul the faculty vltimetely prevelled.2V Ta his Quertelschelft
articie "Zur Versténdzung,” Pleper had shoun vhere Wsconsin differed
from Missouri. Wscoosin could 2ot accept the opinion thot the concept
"elmrch” 18 limited only to Oriogemeinds. They inslsted that the synod

0o, =8 a comgzregation of helievers, is o church St

To 1914 o sexdes of discussions between representatives of both
synods began. AL the convention of the Synodical Conference that year,
Dr. Pranz Pieper coled 28 spokeosman for Missourl in privete discussions
with Wisconzin men. i bad previously isdionted his dizegreewent with
the Wawwmbtosa doctrine in o private couversation with his Lrother Sugust
at Vouwntosa.“2 How, in 191k, there wes azein no sgreement elther in
the Pormmulation of the doctrine or in ihe method of obtaiuning it from
Seriptuns .23

In 1915, 2 formal protest from 5t. Louls wes lodped cgainst the
formilations of the hiree senior professors ot Weuwatoss.2® (Herasm
Meyer hod since joined the faculty.) How all four of them set wp
individual statements, but were not eble to agres on one set of theses.
The outcame of this protest has not been recorded.2d

2Coenler, op. git., Vol. HVI, Ho. &, 9=ll.
g3, 1912, p. 153,

2oehler, op. cit., Vol. XVI, No. 6, 11.
ESM., De L, '

2’-*_I_b_:;g_.,' P 12,

251bid,
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There vere two more meabings betwesn Missouri and Wieconsin for the
purpose of coming to an egreementi one was azld In Chissge; 204 soother
iz Milwankee in the twenties. The differziice betwven the approaches of
the two groaps @ the problem hos btwen defined by ous of the pevticipeoais;
granted that be may bhows beea biesed, his ocwn words will pevertheless
gexrve to cloxily the atiituden of the two pariies:

The real issue was the definition of the tem "institution” o
applied to the cliweh ond the office ¢of the mindstry In thelir
concrete fomm. That efforded a striking 1lluatwation of the
difference in thoe welbod of ianterpretotion; on the one side, the
lingpudstic-hilsiorical meseavrch 0 establish the meaniung of the
seristures and fonmlote thot dognabtically; on the other side, the
Interpretation of the terms according o the preconceived dogsatic
notionp--the sone difforence a2 bLefore in commection with the
“"analogy of falith.” The dlsagresumeut ves uot such that theew
opponents eeccused cach othey of felse doctrine; still some of the
*cizinmogiaid by fedividuals on both gides was uow according to
Hoyle o~~~

The dispute wos £inally sotiled after a foshion ot o mecbing tetimen
the St. Louis and Thiensville foculiies and the presidents of the
Sy » beld ot Thiensville in 1932, IThe Thiensville Theseo themselves
demonstrate thet only e compronise was mewived ot, and thot the issue
Was never really cetiled:

1. It is Cod's will COBAID? (R PLEASURE? end order ORDINANCE?
OR ARRANGEMEI? , a8 we leern from the Scriptures, that
Chrictions who live together also enter into ocutward associ=
ation, to perform joiatly the duties of thelr spiritual
priesihiood.

2. Agalp, it is God's will and order, as we learn from the
Seriptures, thet such Christian locnl-congregetions have
chephends and teachers 40 discharge the common task of the
office of the Word in their midst.

3¢ It is also God's will and order, o8 we learn from the Soriptuves,
that Christian local-congregetions wmanifest their fellowohip of
faith with other congregebions and jointly with them perfomm the
work of the Kingdom outside of their own circle too, as that io

26114,
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done cuong wo in the optiomol fom of the gynod.

b Inoomuch oo every Christien has title o the keys of the
Ringdoa of heoven, Judgnent rendered in eccordsnce with the
Word of God by on individus® Christlon, or several o, in
vihobever grouping, 2o honoved in hooven. fowever, as we
lgprn Srom the Seriptures, Gol's will end order is thobt peo-
mwwnmem}mrmmwbamm
conclusive wntdild s local-comgregnbion bas tolen action. The
digeipiine of & local-congzepntion and the discipline of e
8yl cormot properly cone into comlflict with cech other
vecaaoe the localecongresetion expels from tha locol-consre-
gebion, not from the gynod, and the Synod from the gywed,
oot fron the local-congregRbicn.=-Iie: The expulsion pere
forued by the local congregetion ic vial we, according to
ccclesiooticnl usape, call exmmmieation.é?

Avchough e synods wore oot alutyes in perfect agreenent, thelw
conxigteonce wes generally @ penceful ome. lMisaourld's President Schwen
bad set e tone in his veport of 1507 vhen he admoniched bis symod
et even though difficulties do erise, no oune shold sudpect thadb
Hissourdi and Vicconsin are not in the soms mmz. as [fine years later,
speeling of minor disturbances, be reninded Missourl thoet she hedn'f
Joined with Wiseonsin.

Vieil wir uns gegenselitiyg Tuer unfehlbar oder fuer die lisbons-

veerdigoten Iewte in der Uelt gehalten bostten; sondera lediglich

dorum, well wir nit elnonder deaselben Rinen, heiligen,
chrlstlichen Glauben in Iebre und Proxic beohennen und well wir uns
darin gegunceltiy dlenen und foorders vollen.d

Yithin the bowds of this wather counbtious matuality, Hlescuri ond
Wisconsin were able o acconplish o respectedle emount of work in
colleboretion, particulerly in connection with the Synodical Confereince.

Bven instivutions run by one oynod were often alded by menbers of e

ETmia.
%o m 3.8673 Pe 206e
wwn, 1&96, Do 25
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other; in 2050 the VWisconsin Synod reported that Misgourl people had
contributed $170.55 o 1te old folks® home in Dolle Plaine, Hinnesote. 0

Mut there were mony Jolat venbuves, and these should be noted.

s Idmla.z Ls.ias.;on. Fertleulor menbtion is node of this ip the
1092 report of the Sywolicel Confercnce. For cose time the Wisconsin
Oyaod and the flanesota and Hontana Districis of the Misscurd Syaod
Hinnesote and in cordals wostera states. Tas responsible men frax both
syncds reguested the Jyoodical Counference o tale over the adaninisiration
of this mission, Lut vere edvised W Leep on rumning it thauselves.

This wes in keeplang with the ususl policy of the Synodical Confererios « o>

T mumu.m Misoion: Thic wes o joint endeavor of ths Wisconsin
Syonod end the Missourl's Inotern District, Contzary to precedent, the
Synodical Confercnce iu 1904 ncceded w0 the wishes of both porties oad
agreed ©o assune respousibilitvy for the mission pendlng epproval Uy the
Eootera Disterict of Hisgsouri. 4 cosalssion ves also appointed To
asgune conbrol.o=

The Eladevgreundgeselicchafi: lMembers of both synods hod jolned
forces ot Milwouime for the purpose of mctmgam fornnntany
mtatﬁadcnlhh'en Mintentimmfimtmnﬁomnhthe&s&nﬂiml
Conference in 1902.33 Two years later the bane hed been founded in

Ouis. Revort, 1999, p. 18,
JAgym. Cont. Roport, 1392, p. 52.
R1pid., 190%, p. 70

33&’-..@.'0 290, pp. $6=57.
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totertom.3® This wes to grow into the large institution todey called
"Bothesda.”

The Denver Sanetoriun: This had also been projected by 190h. That
year Pastor Her £rom Denver epoke to the Wiscopsin Synod comveation
regerding the plens for a hospitel for the tubercular and reguested the
support of the Synod; he sugmested that the members of the synod either
take up o collection or join the society. The synod greeted the work
vith joy and wished it God's blessing.5” Subsequently members of Loth
synods supported this independent project.

The Milwaukee city misscion: 8ince 1008, Synodical Confercnce
churches hod caoper;tea in the eity mission, ¢olng work particularly ia
the county institutions. In 1910 they proposed to the Wisconsin Synod
that the work be expanded to include the state institutions. Synod
advised them to leave this up to the pestors living in the neighborhood
of such institutions, and added the emendment thet the Cilty Missica
Society look into the situation and report on 1t.3°

Foreign Missions: In 188h the Syncdical Conference discussed the
poasibility of beginning foreign missions. This vas & time for probing
and problematics rather than for positive decisions. It was remerked
that the Conference could not fairly be accused of indifference to
uissions; it wes in fact engaged in severel such endeavors. The
quection of whether Synodical Conference Lutherans should support

iis. Repors, 1904, p. 110.
Broia.
36.1.‘.’!-2'1 1910, pn. 96-97.
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miseionaries belonging to other organizetions not in fellowship with
them wvas given a good deal of atientlon, but no elear~cut dzcision was'
reached. It was concedsd that in one sease such people sheouldd not be
supported by the Conference; on the other hand, they do work which the
Confarence would do if it were on the scene. There was a note of
caution thwoughout, wotiveted by fear lest meaber congregations be
disappointed after glving money o such misclons, and by the knowledge
thet where the proper cpirit is lacking the end result may also be bad.3!
Evidently this giving for the mission ectivities of others wes a rather
common thiag ot the tine.

At the coanvention of 18922 a comittee of the Wieconsin Synod
urged that the Symodical Conference begin mission work to the heathen
ivself. wiscongin very likely hod the fmerican Indiens ic mind. The
reply of the Synodicel Conference coumitiee was diseppointing. They
agreed that it was indeed time that something be done, but mainteined
that 1t is betier for the individusl synod to undertake such work, since
this makes for eese of cdninistration. It was furthermore sald that it
1s easler to get congregetions to support work done strictly by their
own syacd. The comittee therefore recommended that the Wisconsin Syncd
begin work emong the Indians immedietely and that the other synods lead
their support. They also stipulated that this should not curteil the
work of the Hegro mission. Ultimately the oxnly thing decided wes Wb
cach oynod should think the metter over cnd peport at the we=t

3Tsyn. cong. meport, 1884, pp. 90-92.
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convention.3® ihe Wisconsin Synod subsequently developed the Indian
mission on 1ts own.

The question of the aduinlstration of foreign missions by the
Synodical Confereuce was not brought up again until 1916. Previous to
this a Lutheran Missilon Society had been organized whose prineiple
endeavor was the China Mission. The society hed, however, expaerienced
ecome difficulcy in getting men €0 sexrve over there; they therefore
requested the Synodical Conference o teke over the mission. & come
mittee, whose members included a. Dallmeann, Joh. Ph. Koehler ond
Joan Behnken, proposed that: (1) The Conference take over the Chins
Mission. (2} It should be odministrated by the soeciety until the next
meeting of tha Conference. (3) The officers of the Confersnce should
take the necessery legal measures. (&) %he Missionsteube and the

Plonger, issued by the soclety, shouid elso contain financial reporis
and the reports of the officers. The last point was eccepted; the
other three were held over uatil the next conventlon to give synods
end districts opportunity to discuss then.¥ e project wes defested
vien the Wisconsin Synod decided "dasz wir um gewiscer Unsitaende willen
gegenweertig nicht die Freudigkeit gewinnen koemnen, sclehe Zustimnmng
zu geben."0 une Missouri Synod eventually tock over the Chine Mission.
The last such attempt occurred in 1924, vhen Pastor Gausewits
reported that the iiicnesota District of the iflsconsin Synod had edvised

3Bgyn, cons. Report, 1892, p. 48.
39&1&., 1916’ D 1M'
40iis. Report, 1916, p. 67
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the Synodicel Conference to take over Wisconsin's Poland iMissgion and
eventvelly all foreign missions. It was remarked that this had been
brought up in 192, when it was thought best to let individual synods
hardle their own misslon activities. The trugsitees were asked o
consider the request and to report at the nexe convention.*l The

attempt, of couvrse, never naterialiized.

The one najor misslon venture conducted by the Synodicel Conference

wes the Negro Mission. From 1874, wben it was resolved, "dasz eg der
Synoda des Westlichen Districts an dos Herz gelegt werde, sich dieser
elenden Teute anzunehmen und einstweilen den Anfang mit dleser Hission
zu machen, "2 until into the twenties, the Syncdical Conference Reports
were full of news and reports concerning this mission. The cooperation
between lissouri and Wisconsin in this one endeavor alone is a story in
iteelf. The beglinnings were, a8 noted, mede oy o district of the
Missourl Synod; bet from o very early date the work wes cerried out
Jointly, end Wleconsin men were generally members of the commlssion.
Politically also, there was cooperation between Missouwrl and
Wisconsin during these yeers. In 1859 the Bennett law vas passed in
Wisconsin; it wos femred that this low wes dirvected agalnst parochial
8chools, inasmuch es it contained stipulotions vhich not all of these
schools were able %o live up to. That part of the law which concerned
the Synodical Conference churches in Wiseonsin speecified a certain
amount of study in the English lengusage, aadalsosavaﬂnsw%m

“lgm. gon?. Report, 1924, p. 6B
ha]:bid-, 1&7&-, Be Tho
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right to stipulate the tine when gchiool should be held. The Wisconsin
Synod declared thot this law was tyrranicel and unjust insofar as it
affected the parochrial schools
2. well ¢s den Bestand und die Wirksemlielt unserer loyalen
Gemeindesciien bedroht und danlt zvglelch unsere iutherizche
Hirche selbst; deren orgenicche Bestandtheils diese Schulen
sind, zZu ocheadigen droltj
be well wir unter Ussteenden durch dieses Gesetz gezwangen wuerden,
unsere Kinder, anstett in wisere eneilndsscimicn, in die
ceffentlichen Schalen zu schicken, wes haesufip obne Cewissense
verietaung nicht geschebhen kosrnte;
¢, Well diepes Gesetz sich ungsrechifertigte Elngriffe in die
Rechite dor Eltern wnd iu des Fanilienilsben erlaubi;
2. well dieses Geselz mlp dem Celst unserea frelen Institutionen
i Widerspruch stelb.d
It is omasisg with vhot olnost vorldly efficiency the Wiscousin
Syaod occted now theb her gebools were threntonsd. 4 coanitice was
appointed to Jind cut whet wes being done in other states; they were
also o provide publicity in the press and to tale any other lswiul
eleps in oxder o aai.l.caw the goal of Syr:m.li‘g“ These ingtructions were
carried ocut pogthaste. The coumitiee, under the leadership of Professor
Orast, jolned with Mlssouri's comittes. All opponeais of the new lav
were invited 4o & meeting beld December 20, 1039, in the school of
St. Jom's cnwven (Wisconsin Synod), ab Milveulee.td The comon cause
produced strange Ledfellovs, as Romen Catholics joined the Intherons

in the fight.

¥34is. Feport, 109, p. €2,
Mnusa.

4S0entennial Camlttee of the Joint Synod of Wisconsin @. Oe Sbe,
e Lehaninger, Chaimmen, %.n_g% in His Word (Milwoubse: Horiinmstern
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A% the cowentlon of the Synodical Conferveaca the next yeor, the
Wicconsin Syucd ond the Wisconsin District of the Missouri Synod
requested o stotenent fron the Conference in regerd to the scbool lows
they also ashed the Conference vhether it intended to nome o special
comitiee. The lotter was nol deaned nececsary, but this stotement
vas forthcaning:
Resolved:
1. That we indorse the recoluticns on the school questicn adopied
by the Joiot Synod of idesouri, ote.j
2. Thot we likswise indovse the recolutions edopited Ly the Synod
of Waconsing @t
3. oot wo ore in heerdy cympethy with the brethewen in Illinois
and Wleconsin, who e ol pregent compeiled ‘o do battle for
thelr achools, wﬁpledge curselives W support them to the best
of our ebilities.”v
The stremous effort pold off, end in M1 thoe Wiscowsin Synod's
camilties was able to zeport that the botile had been won in ¥Wiocousin.
Slnece the situation in [Nlinoic wes still not very favoreble, Frofessor
Erast and Ir. We lota were ptlll to function 88 & comalitee. T
Almost thirty yeors Loter, vien the perochlel schwole agaln cecmed
w0 be tlwestencd, the Jisconsin fymod selected soveral men to join with
ea elreedy appointed cenbtral committee of the Hiscsourl Synod, end agreed
L0 pay one-Tifth of the cost of the nyoceedings necessury to defent ite
schools. S  muo Wicsouri men, Oteffons end Wenchel, fommed the Heshingten

cmiﬂeevhiah@emﬁadmﬂeramimimm&augofmnfmmw
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dynods .
v will have becose epparent thot the period from 1600-19500 was
relatively frec from further ottempts ot unlon either Letween lHlcsouri
and Wiscousin or betwecn these Wwo eynods end other groups. Thwee
major union movements bogluning with the year 1903 will be grouped
together in the simih chapter. There ws, howsver, one other atteunt,
vhich, while not of direct concern @ eltley gyood, did neverthelese
affect them boih. Tuis wes ths union movenent of the Horwegleus,
called Qpmjoer after the union document itself. %Fhe unlon was to be
between the Hovweglens who hed left the Syaodienl Conference et the
tine of the predestinerien controversy and the Us B. L. C. Dssentially,
Oogjosr ellowed eclection to be defined eliher oo covering the eatire
solvation of the eloct from e coliing to the glorificetion or o8
specifically the decree of finel glorification. Zhe comcept of lntuitu
£idel wes Lrought in under the latter defiaition.”? This wes clearly
& compronise docusent, and, e such, oue cgeinst which the Symodicel
Conference feit the ncod o warn ite brethven. AMAngust Pleper, wrlting

in the goortelechwdsy, enalyued the situsticn:

Wir pind fern duvom, unsere norwgischen Drueder um deswillen,

well sie sich dieser Derstellungswelse bedlenen, zu verkstzern,

vir sind vielushe fost ueberzeust, dosz sle trotuden die rechie
Iehre festhalicn wollen imd wiriklich noch feothalien. aAber dle
Derstellungoveise 16t cachlich verhehrt und fuehrt, wenn konsequent
verfolgt, notwendig zu synergicticchen Codanlen. Darun noechisn
wir warnen. (hd den bisherigen Ge%em cepenueber muss uen doch
ebeolut wmiszverstecndlich reden.s

bcm‘ M‘ Fﬁm 193-23 Bide 115"'22"’ nasgln.
S, 1909, pp. 33elke
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Thies stteapt on tha poart of the lorweglans called forith new
definitions of the doctrine of election from the leaders of boih
Missouri anC Wisconsin. It was, in @ sense, a revival of the old coutro-
versy which hod rocked the Synodical Conference twonty years before.
The Guartalachrift carvied extensive treestnents of the problem. In

1910, at the vequest of the Wisconsin Synod, the three mexbers of the
Wauwatose faculiy nrenaved o Jjoint stetement which wos also presented
in the Quartelechrift.”= In 1914 August Pleper published Bin

lutherisches “Opgjosr,” in which he defined the doctrine of election es
found in the Fommila of Concond.”3

The Synodical Conference togethsy tOOR action et ite coavention of
1I012. In his opening cemon Dr. Franz Pleper delivered a stinging anti=
unioniem ples besed on Romens 16:17-18.5% During the course of the
proceedings it was decided o send & letter (o the Forweglans still in
fellowchip with the Conference, asking then o get ¥id of the statemonis
in Opmicer which leave room for synergisn and also the stotenent that
election pertains ounly to the decyee of final glovification. Frofessors
W He T, Dau and Franz Pieper, together with Director J. Scheller, were
delegnted to talk to the Torveglens dlrectly.’?

o yeers later the comaibiee wes forced to report thaet it had
felled in its atiempt. Thle wes through no fault of thelr owe. Thelir

Roid., 1910, poe 51+

I310id., 191k, 2p. 59-60.
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detailed sccount chows hovw hewd they tried W eyvange e weeting with
the Norweglans; o the latter employed several deleying tactics, from
wailch 1t was evident thot they simply éid not want o telk to the men
froa the Synodicel Confevence. Shelr first excuses were valid,
lnvolving siclmess and Tlnally the death of ab least one key wen. T
entire course of eveails, however, makes it impossible 1o excuse then.
Their ninds were wads up, ond they had no intenvion of letting exyone
stand in their way.

The comaities tried 0 srronge @ meeting soon after tae 1012
conveniclon, but without success. Thsere 13 sope sligut ivdicablon thab
Johm Schaileyr, the Wisconsin representative, was left out of the
dealings, but there vas probebly a valld resson for whls.o7

In 1916 the camitiee wes again forced to report that it bad been
unable to meet with the Norweglens. (Scholler had Ly this time been
replaced Ly dchlusten.) Memmibile, the Forweglans bed decidsd o join
with the United Chmrch although this declsion was opposed by o strong
winority. The Synodicel Confereuce commitice was empowered o male
enother atteupt et mecting with them. o

But by 1920 the situation bed not changed. Iw. Stub of e
Sorvegiens had egain continued his delaying oetion. He finally becans
a little wore stroight~forvard and ednitied that he did wot wishk W

Fmia., 1924, ppe 33=3he

57_1:9_19;«» The reason given was that the weaipulations of the
Horvegians forced the Micgouri compltteener %o oot oo individuels. The
slight impression still remains thet they =ight heve hod e reason for
leaving Schaller out of the plcture.

Bmid., 1916, pp. @~T9+
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meet with the Synodicel Conference camuitiee until the unleon hed been
coanpletely consumaated. Otub was incensed becsuse the account of the
minority report hoad been included in the Synocdleal Conference Report
of 1916.%7 The minority, meenwhile, hed ashked the Synodical Conference
comitiee to meet with them &bt 5t. Ped while the Norwegiens were in
session there. The comltiee complled, and wvas of scwe help. Tas
ainority subsequently fomed an opposition synod, which was in con=
fessional egreement with the Synodical Conference. The comnittee had
left before thic was done, in order ©o avoid suspicion. Since Dr. Stub
had elso informed the comnlttee thet the nevwly organized union did not
vant to meet with then in the nesr future, the comitleemsn were
relieved of thsir duty ab thelr own request.®0

At this same convention, the Synodical Conference welcomed the
Horwegien opposition syaed into iis membership, and anmounced that the
Norweglen Zv.-Iirth. Church of Americe hed severed its bond of falth
and church-fellowshin with the Confevence.Sl

The period Pollowing the predestinarien controversy demonstrated
that the Missouri end Wiscomsin Synods weve indeed cue in feith. The
earlier dreans of organic unlon were allowed to rest for the time being,
vhile both synods recuperated from the turmoil of controversy and
established e situation of peaceful coexistence in the best sense of
the temm. lMissouri seewed to recognize that Wisconsin had o backgrowd

P1bid., 1920, pp. 16-18.
Omia., pp. 18-21.
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of ber own, end could nol Le expected to glve up this trodition in
fovor of Miscouri. Ao o result, each synod wee cble o recogaluze the
other for et it wass o group of ctrongly omfeeaiom]_. Tutbarans,
whoge ldecs were not in overy instence in complete agreement with
twee of the sigter syuod.

Doglmndng with txn year 1003, the pevicd of guieccepce eulded, e
aidnor dAlfficulities walchk iz part reocined fron earlier doys hod been
settled, and there vere olgns of renvwed activity ia the Alrection of
wicn. Port of thls activity hes elreedy been dealt with. It should
o mentioned, howver, that fron 1D03-1500 o ceries of meetings was beld
between the Synodical Conference synods end the Chlo Symod. This will
be treated 1a the next chapter; in oxder ©w tring 1t into lime with
several othor union movenento. It koo been neeeccary to deal widh
certaln aopecto of the melationship between ihe Missouri and Wiscompin
Synods vivich go beyond the time limits of thie chapter, becouse they
dJave o do wiih thab cosperation without union wiich io the gemered
subject of the chapter.

T ic evident that uot everything in this relationship wes perfect.
Hwre vere o grest many disputes, sone of vhich did not reach ©
catisfectory Bc:%lemmt. Yet, both Migscurl and Wisconsin hod come o
appreciote cach other, and, in mony creas of clmrch ecbivity, to work
togetler in unity. when, ia Mey of 1911, Profeseor Scheller of the
Wiccousin Synod mpoke ot the @ither-Feler in the St. Louls Coliseus,
be empressed the fecling of closeness to the Missourd Sypod whieh hod
cone o be one of the gualities of the Wiscomsin Hymods

Hedn Postor cher iot in unsern Kreisen, der nichit irdendwie von
dom, wos Gobt duwch lalther cusgerichiet, groszen Cewlon fuer
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geline Ferson wnd seine fmbotestigheit gelwbt hoetie. Bilzen
begonderen (rans hebe ich soch von der Folulitast unsers

seninars auosurichion; es WwALlU sich, dess die droi hﬂ.tgliader
dieper Polnlinet llwwe gonse thecloglache Seminnrensbllidung unter
der Ialcmg, Halthers und unter seinen ueberwiegenden Einflusse
enpfangen hobon. WHle soliten vwir damm nichi gerne wsore
Beteiligung an Ioer Feeviveude kunﬂaeban? o » « Wir bezeugen
uneere volle Glaubenseinighelt alt der Syoode, dde D. Walther als
ihren groessten ichver in gesegneten Andenimn bDebealt, und gprechen
dle Hoffmune sus, dose wir glleselt auf der %{wmm.nm
Grandlage bleiben, eufl der wir jetat sitehen.

o, moport, 1911, p. 209,
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CHAPIIR VX

VHRES FIUA, PATLURES

During the Jlwet tvwenty-Tive years of the twentieth century, thvee
new ebienpte vere nade W ochieve o furthoer union of Iutheorovas in

fmerica. The Tivet e were shortelived; the thizd continued on into

the second quarter of the century and 41& not really end until recently.

Althougn whe failure of these three abienpte is due o o number of
causes, it is impossille to escape the lmpresclion that the change in
avtitude on the port of Wissouri wes e major fector. e Wiscomsin
Zynod, wihile not denying the desirgbility of & wited chureh, hed nover
been overly eoger o ostrive for new ecligmaents. Wisconsin's professed
aettitule woe one of waldlng until, vien and 1 He chose %o do 80, God
Wwould lead the churches into an external walty. mis a‘btimh aleaned

‘oo ths s,,n.,m. cophesis thot the Wisconsin Sywod znzt (3561 tex—: irm.siule

m‘bdre O e churci.

of grecter slgnilficence was Uhe feet thot the HMissouri Synod hed
wdergone o cheage. Ihie wes very likely brought ebout by the pre=
destinerion conitroversy, which was & far greater ehock to Hissourd

than is usually reclized. Wisconsls moy also have beea pertially ye-
Spousible for Miscourd's nev coutlousness. The result was thot the
syuod valch, upder the leaderghin of Walther, had felt itcell driven
%o work towerd the establishment of e Intheran Church of Anerice, nov
displayed o coolnens Govard other Lutheran bodies. In fact, during
the flret of the thyeo movements to be discusged the Wisconsin Syaod ob
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times dleplayed & @reater reediness to unite than did Missouri. The
mood of both synods had been set at the Synodical Coaference Convention
of 1688, when, in dghmwer to o renindsr by the Minnesota Synod thet there
hed once been & desire to lom stele synods, the Couference enswered in
o noncomittal feshion that there were otill some dlfferences ©o e
resolved ss to vhat exactly @ state synod should be, or for thet metter
vhethey there ghould be state gyools, and that the whole matier should
be left to the future end comended to Godet ALl egreed thst they
stood in canplete uwity of feith, and that foxmal union could Le con-
sumated only vhen all the oynods and their perts thought that the tize

hed come.© It would be eesy to criticlze these people, but it should

- be borme in mind chat they had been disilliusioned Ly & trusted partmer,

the Ohio Synod, Jjust when success secned ¥0 be within reeci.

It is therefore not surprising that wheo @ serles of discussions
was held betveen men of Missourd and Wiscoasin and representatives of
the Zown and Ohio Syncds shorily afier the turn of the century, llssourl
displayed o certein reticence and dictzust. AL the first weebing, waich
WS held at Wetertown eerly in 1903, the principals Zor Chio were
Adwvardt of Iebenon end Doermann of Chlcego; Frenz Pleper came up fran
St. louis, wiile August Pleper, Job. Phi. Eoehler snd the Watertown
professors represenced the Wisconsin Synod. ot uuch was sccasplished
at this meeting. wWithout a prepoved progvem the men could do 1itile
more than engage in hophezerd diecuseion. Tie main topic developed was

1&%}; der Ev.-ftuth. -Conferens von Dords-Aucriia
(st. wuis), 5 De 53. horeafter cived 85 gyn. Coofs Report.

al:-b.ig." Pe 52,
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that the Iatheren doctrine of Scripbture must conform to the doctrine of
Justification by faith; Professor Pieper 'i;a't.kéd at saue length about
this. Toe same subject was to open the next discussion.d Taere were
tvo more such meetings in 1903. The first one, held in Milweukee, was
not very Luportent becouse the key men of the Ohio Synod were not
present. HMost of the time was devoted to Dr. Hoeneck's discussion of
correct dogaetic zara-ccﬂum.""" Later in the year, at Chicago, Fritschel
and Reu were on hand 4o represent Iowa. Discussion of the doctrines of
election, the Antl-Christ, chiliosm and eschatology in general proved
fruitleess.

The third weetling is of initerest perticularly because of tae
comment it proveked fyxom Wisconsin's Dr. Hosnecke. [ reviewed the
meeting in an evbticle in the guartelschrift, commenting on its general
method and gonl. Hoenscke wves evidently not in full agreement with
Missouri's dognatic approach, even though he granted that it was
capable of exoct distinctions. This reminds cue of his earlier hesi-
tance to pide fully with Missouri. In a concluding vemerk, he made a
distinction between truth ond the mode of expressing it waich was guite
foreign to Mlssouri's way of thinking at that time:

Doch halten wir fect, dass es enf Gogeatische Fommel, sus die

Welse, Ces Dogse, die goettliche Wehwheit, cuszudruecken, aichd

ankomnt, sondern ouf die Wahrhelt selbet, eber auf die velle.
¥er in cinen (loubensortilel deoselbe mit mir lehxt, mit den

3Johe Ph. Kookler, "The iiistory of the iisconsin Synod,”
Faith-life (revised end tremsleted), Vol. XVI, §o. &, O-T.

bToid., p. 8.
Sibid.
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bin ich in diesen Artiksl ae%ée‘é;einig, nag er auch die Wahrheit

enders ausdiruecken, als ich.
licenachke's less strenuous attitude toward the other side iz also shown
by his reportoge of the fifth meeting in the Guertalechrift, where he
consistently refers to the ervors of the opponents as "incousistencies .V

The meetings were discoatinued afteyr the sixth cmé, vhich was held
at Port Weyne in Cctober of 1900. When agreement was otill not reached,
the Missourd Synod declared that 1t was no longer willing to contimue
the colloguys, and Hoehler agreed ©o see to 1t that the Guartalschrift
vould vithdvew fron Purther discuseion.d

The series wos docaed to fellure. llecsouri went into it only
half-heartedly; sone of 1vs monbers odmitied that they attended, "ua
dem Schein su welden, als ob wir einem Frieden anf dem Grumde der
Wehrhelt nicht von Herzen genelgt sind.'? The other synods, for their
part, operoted with the "emalogy of faith,” which msaourithmz@ht
‘R;uld rob Sci-s.yt.um of ;@é@rzw. Sameone with the initiels
"B, Bu" pmaenuamveml cm-.icleé in ighre und Vehve, in which he
explained Missouri's reasons for dmgpine, oub. Cne of the main reesons
Given was thet several poriodicals published by the oppenenis had elused

Omheologische Quertalschrift, hereusgegeben von der Allg. Bv.-Luth.
von Wis. u. a. 8t., m«tlg"f’ert von der Fekulteet des Bv. Luth.
Seminare gu Weuwwatosa, Wis. (1904), pp. 91-93. Hereafter this will be
called gs.
TM'J 1905, pe 65,
SKOEhler, %o s_:l_.z!'l’ Vol. KVI, 0. 10, 9-110

~Bericht der Allg. dsutschen gv.-luth ggs_dg 15% %
¢a) House }p » ° °

Publishing
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individuels in the Syneodical Confercnce; another wes the lack of
guccess et the conferences. iV

Frenz Pleper, in kis presidential report to the Missourl Syrod in
1905, noted thet the conferences “heben wiederum gezeigt, dasz die
Synodalconferens im Gleuben und Behenntnlez eindg ist.” The nenbers
otand, he saild, "den Drrthun gegenueber Schulter ea Schulter.”*! These
words moy have been overly optimistic in view of licenecke's reactions
to the conferences.

If the theologians of the Synodical Conference were willing to 1lst
partly united synods remain thet wey, the loymen were not. In 1913 the
second of the thyee union movements of this quarter century, the
Ladenbeweguns, was Initicted by leymen in Racize end Milveukse, under
the leadershipy of August C. Frenk of Racine. "he first meetiog wes
held in Januwory, ot the Wisconsin Conservatory of Musie in iilwaukee.

A camiitiee of twelve was eppointed to iuplement the merger of the
Missouri and Visconsin Synods in Milweukee. lHore then two hundred
laynen were present ab the secopd meeting, for which e larger hell in
the Milveukee auditorium hed to be reated. It wes now decidsd to have
the comnittee's written proposal printed and sent to all the cougre-
gations of each synod. Bvery congregation was to send one or Two
delegates to the next meeting, t;ltliell would take place st St. Jomm's

10ehre und Wehre, theclogisches und kirchlichzeitgeschlichtliches
Monateblatt, hereusgegeben von der Deutochen Ev.-luth. Synode von
Missouri, Qhio, u, 8. St., rediglert von Lehrkollegium des Seminars zu

St. louis (1905), p. 523. Aleo 1907, ppe 186.; T7ef. Herealter clted
88 Lehre ung 2
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church, Milwaukee, on March 9.

Profecsor fugust Pleper eppoared abt this meeting as e delngute of
Jerusalem congregation, and prompily denounced the union proposal drawa
up by Professor #. Meyer of Lutheran High School as contelning felse
doctrine. fhe “"false doctrine” consisted in this, that a certain
selection of pessages hed been referrved to es "Biblicel grounds™; this
was litile more than an unwise selection of tems. Cheirman Frank asked
Joh. Ph. Koebhler for au opinion. (The latter had been asked o serve
on the comnitiee when he had answered some guestions put by the layusn
et the previous meeting.) HKoehler defended the laymen, reminding
Pieper that it is necessary to interpret speech and terminology properiy.
Pleper left the meeting after giving o brief ooswer, anéd the phrases in
question were removed.

President Bergemenn pext protested egaianst the methods used by the
wovement, maintalning that cuch @ natter should have been handled
through the proper chamnels, nemely the synodical officials.

These objections do not peem to beve bothered the laymen. There
wre between four and £ive hundred people et the meeting at St. John's.
8ixty congregations were represented, of which half were from Milweuloe.
Forty to ﬂfty,pastors had written to the comittee, only & few of them
vith disepprovel. The movezent had been discussed et pestoral and mized
conferences, oud the reactions hed usually been favorsble, When the
laymen met at Appleton o few months later, & committee consisting
mainly of laymen wes sppointed to negotiste with Missouri for merger.
Schaller, oehler end August Pleper were in attendence ot Appletam.
Schaller opposed the movement, vhile Koshler defended it. FPleper did
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not say wuch; he hed already called the whole thing "Bausrnkrieg."i2

By this tims the loienbewesung hed considerable influence behind
it. The oppointed comititee prevelled upon Synod to select 2 regular
gynodical camnitiee, wiich was %o contact the Missouri Synod and
particularly ite Wisconsin District.l3 These men were to deal not only
with the Missouri Symod but also with Minnesota, Michigan, and the
smaller western districts which were at this time Just in tha process
of foming, together with Wisconsian, the Joint Synod of Wisconsin 8. 0.
St. Since 1992 all thase groups had worked in close conmection with
each other as & gencral synod, but now they were striving for organic
union. This was to prove & great difficulty for the Wisconsin Synod
menbers who now wished to Jjoin with Missouri. For this reason, the
camittee which Wisconsin hed eppointed to negotiate a merger with the
¥isconsin District of Missouri, now felt 1t necessary to reguest thet
the larger group, the General Synod of Wisconsin e. 0. St., appolat
another commlttee to deal with them.l¥

The following yeer there wes little o report. Tie comaittee for
union with Missouri had thus far telked only informally with repre-
sentatives of the other members of the Gemeral Synod. Sinece that time
liinnesota and Michigon had nemed comaittees, and it was hoped that more

2xoenler, g cits, Vol. XVI, No. 7, 9Ff.

13ve ven der Deutschen Ev.-Luth. Synode von Wisconsin
U 8, 56. (ilvoukes), 1913, ppe Li(=10. Hereafter elied es His.

Report.
lh;.";’:.";u General Synod Report following His. Report,; Pe T3e




could now be eccomplished.ld

In the meantime, ihe General Synod hed accepied the proposel that
g Joint Synod be formed, end bed produced a detailed program for the
complete merger. This needed only be ratified by the individual synods
end districts.l® iisconsin retified the plen.t?

The Wisconsin District of Missouri hed also been busy. Its
comalttes suggested that Missouri now plan to unite with Wiscoasin on
e stete-synod bLesis. Missouri egreed, and gppolnied e comitiee W
vork toward this gonl .o

The commitbecs of the {wo synods each set up proposals, and in
thres sessions vere sble to come to an agreenent. The synthesis of
the two sets of proposals, as preseanted to boih synods, is given in

ite entirety:

Wr empfeblen unsern Synoden, dasz die jetzt in der Synodelkonferenz

verbundencn Synoden 4n elne engere und festere Verbindung treven

dureh Bildung eines einheltlichen groszen Hoerpers.

1. Alle zur Synodnllonfevens gehwerendsn Synoden loesen sich ouf.

2., Der zu bildende neue, einbeitliche Koerper soll den Iia:gen
fuehwen: "Bveluth. Synodelkonferens von Hordefmerika.”

3. Der so reorgomicierten Symodalkonferenz werden alle allges
meine Migoicnen gur Setreibung und Verwaltung usberwieseds

4. Die Synodslkonferens uebernimst auch dle Vervaltung und
Irholibung der Verlegsheeuser.

5. Die Synodalkonferens ueberaimat such die Vervaltung wnd
Erhaltung der Predigerseminar.

6. Der ellpemeine Koerper uebertrasgt einem oder mehreren

15uis. Report, 191k, ppe 106-07. The “"Gensral Synod" mentloned
bere is the union of le't&;rﬁaﬁ groups who in 1917 would fom the Joiat
zno& of Wiscongin @. 0. St., and is not related to the Gereral Synod
e east.

0m1d., po. 19-21.
Vmia,, p. 1.

184, Report, i9id, p. 175
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Distrikien, in deren Mitle olor ioehe ein Gyapasiuvm liegt, die
Brhalteng wnd Vervoliung decgelben wenn dleser oder diese
Dlotrilkte dies wuenschen un begehren. |

T Dem ou bildenden aligemeinen Hosrper wird das Rigemtun der
bisherigen Syaoden vwebesriragui.

8. Dor allgemeine Koorper teilt oich nbch ueberelakompen im
Stoaten~-odor Diotrilicsynoden.i9

The following yeor the outlook wes favorebie. Wioconsin resolved:

e. Dees die Syoode élo pemechten Hapfeblungen enbiocere, und seiune
Frowde davucber gussprlieht, dess dle Xomltteen sich auf
gevisse Seetse geeinigt hebes.

be Dooz dde Honferenzen lum lufe des Johves sich elngehend mit
dlecen Punhiien bescheeftigen, und dasz dieselben nsechsites
Jahw von der Synode in Doretung genomnen werden.2V

Bt by 19106 the situation had chengsd. %he Wisconsin Syneod now

retified the comstivution accepted by the Genezel Synod,ot and the
negotlations for merger with Mlssouri were obiupbly cub shoréd:

Do wnsere Oynode berelts in Ddotrikie elngeteilt und dle Vereine

lgung in unserer Allgencinen Synode ou einen Koorper berelts

sowelt gediebon iet, 00 sollte; vl cluen allgenelnen :;imm~
vorsubeugen, der Flan einer Vereinigng eller innerholb
der Synodellonforens von ung cbgewiesen verden.
lMissouri greeefully declared herself ready to ualte whenever Wisconsia
WS reedy, ool itc president was eupowercd to oppoint a commilice to
dead with the brethren vhemever they gove the word.23

Tws another ctieupt to realize the state-synod dreem of delther

bed falled. Ome gete e impression that in 1915, when the Wisccasia

Synod reacted fovorsbly, she wes oaly biding ber time Yo sse wheiher the

Ve, Report, 1915, pe 116
20-@&@.': Pe 206

“lmhid., 1916, p. 68.
2mid., p. 115

®30. meport, 1927, p. 153
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plon to PTorum the Joint Synod would be brought to completion. WHhen 1%
was éuccessfm,y carried outy, all thought of further negotiaiions with
iMiseouri was abruptly cut off. The Wisconsin Synod woo building its
own empire, and HMissourl would have o wait uatil this hed been cou-
colidated.

Before the cutcane of the Lolenbewepumngz had even been decided, o
new moveaent was under way. In 1913, the Iowe Syncd had offared o
engoge in @ series of free gensral conferences with all symods, eg-
pecially with Missouri end Wisconsin.2¥ is offer was mot followed wp
at the moment, but two ycors later Postor . Doeticher suggesied to the
Sdvley County (Mimnesola) Conference that it meet with the neighboriag
Ghio Symod postors o discuss the doctrinel differences between the ;
Synodical Conference and its fomer brethren.®? This was to be strictly
for pastors;; theological profescors were to be exeluded because it wes
feored that they would be too concermed with techmicalities. The Hinde
was to be the source, and the confesslons the noms, of the dlseussions.28
The exclusion of the professors wos teken by some to be e siight, but
this wos not intended. The pestors sioply 344 not want the conversation
to be monopolized by the theologlesl professors.2! Just es the laymen
hed attenpted o unite Miesourd and Wisconsin guite indspendently of the

243, 1. Heve ond Willewd D. Allbecis, yﬁ% of the %w Couweh
in dmerlca (Tuird revised edition; Burlington, fova: ihe Lutheren
Llterery foerd, 193h), p. 211,

@ Tbide, pp. 240-41.

2061pi4.

Slgoenler, gp. cit., Vole. XIV, Go. 12, &9,
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clergy, o mow the pastors sought ¥o regaln the Ohio Synod for the
Synodical Conference, independently of the professors.

The first meeting was held at Ceyloxd, Miunesots, on July 20, 1915.
Unfortunately, only one Chic Synod minlater was present; the group
Quickly reeched agrecment 1 rebuo et phresibus on the doctrine of
election.2 The following fall o substantiel group of Chio Synod
pastors took pavrt in @ neebing with the Synodical Conference men of
the 3t. Peul ores. The doctrine of predestination was the wain tople;
and therc wvas sgrecusnt a8 to vhich statezsnis in regard to the old
controversy were correct and which were misleeding end ambiguous .S

Tae movement sloviy gathered moneatum, end in Jemuary of 1916 two
Inndred and £ifty pastors from the Missouri, Wisconsin, Jowa end Chio
Synods wat ia 5t. Poul. By May, leitseetze had been preperved by &
camities node up of members of all four synods there "St. Foul Theses”
were eccepied by & mived pastoral conference held at Trinity clwmrch in
St. Penl on Moy 3 cod 4. These thezes were signed by wany pastors of
the four synods. 3By 1917 the list of signatures contained 545 nemes,
divided according to synods es follows (Minnesota, Michigan end
Hebresim were for all procticael purposes already pert of the Jolnd
Synod of Wiseomsin @. 0. Ste): Iowm, 170; Missourl, 161; Mimnesota, O1;
Calo, G603 iisconsin, 47; Michigen, 10; Hebraske, 3; EZv. Synod in
Minnesota, 1..30

2oneve~aliback, op. gites ppe 2U0=4l.
Drbid.
Ooehier, op. git., Vol. XVI, No. 12, 9.
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By this time, the St. Paul Conference wes ready to cell in the
pynods. The YWisconsin Synod agreed to eppoint Director Schaller and
Professor Deraen Meyer a8 o comnitiee o0 meet with similar camitices
of the other mynods.>- In his opening eddress o the Missouri Synod
in 1917, Pz'ez,iﬁemrt-m Pleper gave & detailed analysis of the
tentabive the#es vpmycuné:ad in the pastoral conferences. He closed .
with the admission that every Christien confesses equal guilt before
God (this was a point in question becouse of the backsround of interw
synodical controversy), and then added that ;‘Zur Einigung der
Iutherischen Christen in der ILehre von der Bekehrung ist nur ooetig,
desz sle das auch mit dem Munde bekennen, wos sle in ihvem Herzen vor
Gott glemben."32 Missourl then aiso appointed & comittee to work
with those of the other synods.33

Buring the years 1915 through 1920, the representatives of
Missouri, Wicconsin, Iowa and Chio met six times, each time for a three«
day session.3® At the main meeting, held in 1919, Professor Metzger of
St. Iouls cubmitted the theses on which the discussion was ©o be based.
The result of the emsuing debate was & set of theses accepted by the
representetives of all the synods. The theses are bere reproduced in
full:

1. Dio Felehvung des Menschen ist allein das Werk der gSttlichen
Grodn. Diese ist allgemein, emstgemelint, genligend und kriftig.

3. Report, 1917, p. 175 Hoehler, gp. glt., Vol. XVI, Iio. 12, 9.
PRrohre uod Hehwe, 1917, pps 16+

3340, Beport, 1917, pp. 153-5ks

Mmia., 1920, p. 29,
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2, Gott wirkt in seiner Cuande die Bekebrung durch die Predigh uad
Gehr celnes Worts und bricht unsere Herzen und zeuchi den
Menschen, dese er {urch die Predigt des Gesetzes seine slnde

- undd Gotbes Yoin rechi erkennt, und wohrhaltiges Schrechksn, Rew
und Told im Hevzen empfindet, und durch die Predigh und

Betrechtung dee 2l« Bvengelil von der goedenveiciion Vergsiumg

der Sinden in Christo ein Finklein des Glavbens in iim ange-

slindet wiyd, dle Vergetung der Slinde un Christi willen ennimmt,
und eich mit der Verhelssung des Bvangelli trigtet.

3. Tiesen Wirken Cottes gegendber werbilt sich der patirlichs

VMensch feindcells wod widerstrebend, such wisgentiich und

willentlich, ehe er durch den helligen felst wiedsrgeboren wixd.

4o Die Jedoch allezell den hl. Gelst widersireben, dass sie
entweder Gobies Yort ger nicht hiren, condeyn mutwillig vere
achien, dle Qven und ibr Hevz verstocken und also deam hl.
Gelot den oxdentlichen Weg verstellen, dass er sein Werk in
ihnen nicht haben kaun, ofsr da sie es gehlrt haben, wiedezum
in éen Wind schlagen und nileht achien, oder sich filr und v
der evkennten Wehrheit widersetzen: die werden nichi bekelirt.
Tnd dies ist ihve Schmld genz allein.

S« Hoomit eg vel elnem Menschen nichv su dem die Dekeluung ver=
hindernden Verbelten, so ist dics in leiver lelse eilne

 ledotung oder eln Verdienst des Menschen.

. Dol der Dorstellung der Lehve von der Bekehrung mues meu sich
migiichat bhilten vor jeder Redeweise, die sich deuten 1dsat:

a. ols ob der Mensch eus selpen eigenen natlirlichen Kr8ften
ofey aus geschenkiten Gpodeniodften irgend etwas su seiner
Belwhrung nitvirken oder beitregen kinntes

b. oder als ob die bekehrende Gnede in irgend einem Sina
unwilderstehlich sel; >

¢o oder alc oh noch elpen geheimen Gnedenwillen Genen, die
belelat werden, eius besondere Goede nltgetellt werde, die
den Hichitbekehrien worenthalten wire.52

That the meetings were successful is shown by the letter from
Professor Hermana Meyer waich sccampanied the theses es they were
presented to the Wisconsin Synod.

Zweieriel mbohte Ihr Konitee im Dericht Uber diese Verhandiungsn
besonders Detonen: erstens, dasc sic a.nt(a in iﬁ:aundlinemtﬁei:te
wmd gegenselliger , gedihrt warden (es noch e
gebllssiges Wort gefallen?, wnd zun andern, dasz ple, soweit
Manschen urteilen kimnen, ench von unionistischen Interesss willig
frei sind. Man suchit die Differenzen nlcht su verdecken, sondern
Zu beseitigen. &o enthielt men sich in Colunbus einer Loanbragten

35uis. Report, 1919, pp. 157-50



106
Astlmmung, weil ein (Glied des Chio-Honilees die Defirchtung

ausproch, dasz die Yorte nichi von allen gleich verstanden
Do

Profeceor leyer then comcluded by recomending thet the meetings
continue. The next oue had been scheduled fur liovember, end would tele
plece either at Bloonington, Tlinels or e St. Louis.d7

There wee 1o 1?&*&;}&::- newn ebout the discussicns until 1920. Hean-
while much hod been nceonplished, for in that year Missouri's comittee
conouneced that ten theses on thwe doctrine of conversion had been agreed
upon, end thet they wewve both “conforneble to the Scriptures and the
confesslons of the Iutheren Cirareh," and o concise end suitable besis
for agreeuent. Those theses were %o be distributed to ell couferences
by the district precidents. Insomuch eo there ves not yet complete
egreanent on the doctrine of election, Synod resolved to contimue the
diccussions . 3

Up unmbll whds time everything seensd o be proceeding in good
order, end one vould have ciupected theb complete agresuent would soom
be achieved so thet the four cynods cowld fimally unite. The goal
seensd 4o be within reach even es late es 1923. The comlttess of both
Vissouri and Wicconsin were sabtlsfied that they were in asgreemsmt with
the other synods in regard to the doctrines of conversion end also now
of election. The theses that hed thws for been ogreed upon were now

36&’4‘1*: Ppe 150=59.
g9, Report, 1920, pp. 3-8l
38%’! 1923; PDe 227=203 &c w 1923 D« 10k,
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%0 be discussed fuvther by cmaller groups in the verlous synods.

Dut desplie the fect that the outlook wes so promising at this
point, the goal wes rﬁstﬁ:obemhieved. What ad oppeared to ba o
movensnt of real conseguence was soon reducsd o the status of & probe.
In 1920 the [Meoouri Synod demcustrated thet it was by no means realdy
to coxwy out o merger with (hio apd Iowe without a period of extended
discussions on verious levels. A¢ ite coavention that yeaw, Missouri
expressed Joy thelt the theses e far egreed to, gave expression in
part to the true Lutheran teaching, yet malntained that they were 1not
cnough. Whe uet vesult was & resolution % heep up vhe discussions,
vith o viev to producing more exnet fonmilatlons, especially in the
erea of Chyigtion fellowship. And everyone was to pray for @ God-
pleasing union. O e Wlsconsin fynod, es 1t had leerned to o, followsd
in the poth of lilscourd.

T thiree attenybs Mamtera&acenmallendedmfailm;
The lost one resoined in o process of fermentation for ot lscst Uiwnly
wmore years, until it ended in o stalemste uben the Swerican Iutheran
Cawrch wvas Pormed. Perhaps 1f Welther bhed been gresont during these
Yeers, evente would have teken & fer different turn. The Misscurl
Synod, after its dislllusiosment in the 1600's, cever regainmed the
fervent desire to build a Imtheran Church of Anerics that motivated
Walther; end the Wisconsin Synod hed never kmown that deslive.
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CHAPTER VII
SOME CONCLUSIONS

The higtory of the reletionshlp between the Wisconsin and Missouri
Synods is & story of fine cooperation on many fronits. Yet the failure
10 achieve organic waion despite frequent and often sustained effort,
indicates that the two synods were not entirely in agreement. Wisconsin
is often looked upon es & pendant of the Mlssouri Synod. This is not
true. The Wisconsin Synod hes @ history of its own, and a tradition of
its own, vhich are quite at verlence with Missouri's history end
tradition.

Dr. Hoeneclke's cesual remark to Joh. Ph. Koehler that there was
something “sectarian” ebout the Missourl Synod, provides en important
clue to the Wisconsin Synod's reluctance to be absorbved by Missouri.

The separation of the Sexons from the mother church left its mark upon
them. In the opinion of men like Hoenecke, & university-trained
theologien, the Missourl Synod wes to be dealt with very cerefully lest
vith ite tremendous drive it swallow up the very people who could assis®
1%t best by remaining independent.

The Saxons' deperture from Germeny had given them both & parochial
viewpoint and & tremendous esprit ée corps. It led them to provide the

motive force for the early attempts at a state-synod political structure,
and at the seme time gave' their hard-headed conviction that since they
were theologically correct the other clhurches should capitulate to them.

The latter was a mejor factor in the failure to realize & Lutheran
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Church in fmerica. ILet Wisconsin be accused of Jjealousy and pride.
The real reason for her ovstinate refusal to take & chance with Missouri
in the early yeers was legltimate; she feared that she would be swept
into the Missouri Synod in & way which would not have been eguitable,
no metter how much talk is made sbout self-seerifice for love. The
Wisconsin Synod did not want to lose her identity because she did not
like everything ebout Mlssouri's identity, and felt that she could
contribute more to Missouri's growth by remsining independent.

Nevertheless, not all the bleme is Missouri's. Even when it
became apparent thot the troublesome parits of the state-synod plan were
going to be changed, Wisconsin does not appear to have exerted a great
deal of effort to complete the realigmment. It is apparent that the
Missouri Synod provided elwost ell the initiative, and Wisconsin wes
being carried by the former's streem. By the time the predestinarien
controversy broke out, the Wisconsin Synod was in & position where it
could herdly beck down, particulerly since a state-synod organization
had been projected olready in the Synodicel Conference Constitution. It
will probebly never be known vhether the state-symod plan would
actuelly have been brought to campletion had it not been for the pre-
destinarien struggle; the objections had been enswered, yet one suspecis
that if the Wisconein Synod hed now carried out the proposal, 1t would
have done so only because there wes no way out.

The point is thet while Missouri felt that a state-synod type of
church structure was necessary, Wisconsin did not; this is the crux of
the metter., There wes never a real desire on the part of the Wisconsin

Synod to chenge its political form. In its opinion, such matiters were

R
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aﬂiapﬁora. If they secemad feasible, and thorc were na usjor objactions
from any quarter, then tley might be cervicd cuth; bul Wisconsin saver
felt a scase of urgeucy in regerd to the formation of sitete synods,
almply becouse she dld not believe thet this reorganization vzs
neCe38aTY .

It was not uncil after the turn of the century thet eputhy toci:
hold of the Mlssourl Synod. As lat: as 1803, Fresses Schwen csuld still
exhort his synod:

Wehrlich, wehrlich, wir muececn worWasrse, und zZwewr mil Cewilt,

sonst yeiscst wns der Strom rueciwoerts! In Relche Gottes gibt's

kelven Stillgtond. Aloo vorsichtiglich, aber vorwearts! Teo cel
unsere Loesung. Voruvcerts auf der gencer Linie, voruwesris Mome

fuer Mann in wllen Cemsinden, in ellen Ddetricient! Vormorte im

Hemen des Herwn upd in der Macht seiner Stasrield

Missouri did iudecd contimue to push forward in its cwn growth, but
in 1ts relmbionship o other cinrches there wos nov more emphasis on the
"vorsichtiglich” thon on the “vorweerts.” Wisconsin hed no greet
desire o Lill the gap.

Toe close connccibion between Missourd cnd Wisconsin was bound o
effoct Loth synods Lo cone ewtent. The stubborn refusel on many
Wisconsin Symod leaders to adopt certain principles of the Hissourd
Synod has elrecdy been woted. This contimued epproximetely until the
infiuence of Dr. Doeneck wouned, tovard the close of the first quarier of
this century. From that time op, the Wlsconsin Synod begen more aud
nore to teke on the espect of the 014 Missourd. At roughly the same
time, the peeds of chonge were sown in the lilssourl Synod, which vere

~Bericht der ALlg. chen ev.~luth Synode von lissourd,
Baio, u. g. ot St.l%fa:cm~ &) Louse/, 2 De 156
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t0 carry it in new directions. Onc might sey that the lines of
development of the two synods crossed in the 1920's. This is of
courpe an over-simplification. The Wisconsin Syvod has never becone
aulte 1ike 014 Missourd. Yet In the mein, the year 1925 saw the
Hissourd Synod tending toward the position of an earlier Wiscousing
and the Wisconsin Synod taking ite place.
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