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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTORY REMARKS

Samuel Simon Schmucker was a leading figure of the
Lutheran Church in America during the first halt of the
nineteenth century. e was born PFebruary 28, 1799, and
died on July 26, 1873. His main labor was as a professor
at Gettysburg Seminary, where he served from 1826 until
his retirement in 1864, By his labors and leadersiiip in
the General Synod he advanced many doctrinal formulations
that had been considered foreign to Lutheranism and which
were severely attacked during his later ycars. It is the
purpose of this paper to investigate the pDossible causes
and influences that led tc the theolonical nositions of
this man.

The procedure to be followed shall be first, to re-
view his life in its several stages. Secondly, while re-
viewing his life particular attention shall be applied to
the detection of whatever influences might have existed.
following this, his theological position shall be examined
in the light of typical theological schools of thought
previous to, and during his lifetime. Of necessity there
shall be references to events other than those that oc-
curred directly involving him.

The theological formulations that are considered in
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connection with Scluucker's theology are: (1) Pre-General
Synod American Lutheranism; (2) General Syncd Lutheranism;
(3) Conservative American Lutheranism; (4) Calvinism; (5)
Puritanism; (6) Pietism —- 1750 to 1850. The main concern
in this portion is to demonstrate the development of
Lutheran Theology in America.

The influences that contributed to Schmucker's the-
ology are grouped thus: (1) Lutheran; (2) Pietistic; (3)
Calvinistic; (4) Puritan; (5) Theocratic; (6) EBcumenical.
The concern here shall be to show the main source(s) of
Schimcker's theology and how cother iniluences affected
that main source so that it developed into new forms un=-

familiar to its past history.




CHAPTLER 11X

GROWLH 1O MANHOOUD

PFamily Background

By far the majority of Lutheran divines of the nine-
teenth century came from the parsonage. 1f they were not
children of the parsonage they at least received a great
share of their spiritual, secular, and theological train-
ing under the tutelage of an elderly, respected leader of
tihe Churecin. There are two parsonages that are basic in
their influence on the young Samuel Sciumucker. The first
is his own home, The second is that of hig father's
teacher, Dr. Justus il. C. Helmuth,*

It is generally difficult to ascertain the exact in-
{luence that a man's early home environment had on him.

So much depends on his attitude toward that environment
while he is under its sway. It is common that a child
grown to adulthood will rebel at the very ideas that were
at the core of his home life. Some indication of the per-
son's attitude toward his boyhood home can usually be seen
in his statements made later in life. It is indicative of

his attitude toward his boyhood home, and speciaily toward

ldictionary of American Biography (New York: Charles
Scribner's Sons, 1943), xVI, 443. (itenceforti referred
to as UAB).
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his father, that Samuel Schmucker did recall much of his

father's character and life while he, Samuel, was a youth.
There is one work which is particularly helpful in

this regard because of the many references and direct

guotations that it contains. That work is The Life and

Times of Rev. Samuel S. Schmucker, by P. Aanstadt. while

uthor is extremely partial to Samuel 3chmucker and
some of his conclusions might therefore be suspect, he
does present a wealth of material.

Samuecl Schmucker wrote a testimonial to his father,
iated December 24, 18357. 1In it ne included some notes

=

written by his father in his pocket Greek Testament

2

n

inclusion of his father's notes in this testimonial was

4

designed to show the father's spiritual outlook.

3. Prom the time of my conversion, in my eighteenth
year, my life was, though in difierent degrees, a
continued prayer, a longing and sighing after God.

2., 1t was a continual repentance, on account of my
sins and the depravity of my heart.

w

. It was a2 continual longing after the holiness
and grace to live according to the will of God.

4. A continual longing for union and cowmunion with
Ged.

5. Through life 1 had a continual desirec for the con-
version of souls, which influenced every sermon I
preached, though it was often defiled by the inter-
mixture of selfish aims.

6. I had a constant desire for the scociety of the
pious.
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7. At the same time I had many infirmities and sins,
and all my virtues were defective.2

Statements such as these, while they do not clearly indicate

-+

theological background, at least show to what degree of
personal piety the writer had progressed. The writer is

rmities and has embarked on a

~
EIRe

e

f

aware of his spiritual i
plan for their removal. He carefully lists his spiritual
astirations and appends to these wherein dangers to his
sonl are to be found. Even the act of writing these
things down is significant bearing in mind the prominent
pretestant ethos of this time, one characteristic of which

T

was the careful recording of defects and aspirations ecither
-

in a diary or in a handy notebook.?

Picty as this in his home played an impertant part in

n

shaping the young Schmucker. Such a background of per-
sonal picty was probably cxperienced by most, if not ali,

£

of the Lutheran divines that grew up at this tine.4 The
ties with llalle and the German Pietism it taught were still
very strong, and there was, of course, the definite in-

fluence of the American Puritanism of that day. “'The

2p, Anstadt, Life and Times of Rev. S. 5. Schmucker,
D.Dy (York, Pa.: P, Anstadt and sons, 1896), pp. 21-22,
qubted from a letter of S. S. Schmucker, datcd December
24, 1857,

3perry Miller, The American Puritans, Their Prose and

Poetry (Garden City, New York: Doubleday and Co., Inc.,
1956), pp. 225-220,

4samuel S, Schmucker, "Patriarcihis of American
Lutheranism," Lutheran Church in America (Philadelphia:
B. W. Mlller, 1852y, pp. 90-119,
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atmosphere of the parcntal home was that of a warm pietism
after the pattern of the Gerian school of Spencr and Francke,
mixed with the rigorcus ruritanism which then dominated
American Frotestantism, . . ."2 In the before-menticned
testimonial by S. 8. Schmucker this statement is upheld,
"The Qrphan House at ilalle, in Germany . . . whose alumni
were the chief founders of our Church in this country,
« « "0 rather clearly shows the source of Schmucker's
Church,

As to the influence of American Protestantiszm, spe-
cifically of puritanism, it need only be noted that his

father was a noble defender of "the Temperance cause in
its infancy,™" "was warmly attached to the great National
Societies of our land, in which different Christian denom-
inations cooperate, such as the American Bible and Tract
Societies," and that he regarded that mass of truth taught
in the publications of the American Tract Society, *and
held by the EBvangelical dencminations in common, as the
grand instrumentality for the conversion of the world,"?

He was also known as a firm champion of piety and religious

revivals and advocated and supported such enterprises. He

5.).“.3. ] .{‘]I '] 4"*"3 -
OLoc. cit.

Tp, Anstadt, op. cit., pp. 19-20, quoted from a letter
of SAR. bchnucker dated December 24, 1857.
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used prayer meetings. At one time he openly chastised
certain members of his congregaticon from the pulpit for
playing cards even though he knew, as his son says, that
they did this only for innocent diversion.,®

The many testimonies to the life and character of
John George schmucker demonstrate the high esteem in which
he was held by his students and colleagues. He was a man
noted for his cordial nature.9 IHis desire for piety and
spiritual growth has already been noted. He was a sincere

preacher according to his lights. And, finally, he was an

ardent worker in the Church at large according to the

Protestant pattern of his age.
The Lutheran Church in 3. S. Schmuckert!s Youth

S. 8. Schmucker was born more than a decade after the
conclusion of the War of Revolution. And vet, the turbu-
lent effects of the times preceding and during that war,
and of the times during the cstablishment of the new
Republic, seem still to be present in his youtih. These
times found the Church of Sclimucker with the name Lutheran

yet with little of the so0lid characteristics commen to its

history. 1t was the lack of these characteristics which

8Ibid., pp. 20-21, quoted from a letter of S. S.
Schinucker, dated Yecember 24, 1857.

9Luke Schmucker, The Schmucker Pamily and The Lutheran
Church in America (No city: no publisher, YG37T)s pe 135
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largely influenced the course c¢f Schmucker's 1life.
The twenty years following the War of Reveclution was
a period of diversity in the Lutheran Church in America.

Abdel Ross Wentz has characterized this pericd as a time

of "Problems of PFaith and Language."iY Almost every volume

whiich covers this periocd has something to add tc the vari-

egated nature of American Lutheranism. Dr. J. #H. C.

Helmuth, under whom Doth father and scn Schmucker studied,

while upheld as a defender of confessionalism, had close
friends among both Moravians ani Reformed.il J. G.
schmucker had great respect for the "evangelical® nature
of American Protestantism. Or. Frederick llenry (uitman,
leader of the New York Ministerium during this time, was
an avowed disciple of Professor John Semler, "'Father of
Rationalism at Halle."'2 1In 1812, with the consent and
approval of the Ministerium, Quitman wrote and published

an English catechism which was highly rationalistic.l3

Unionism was the spirit of the day. In New York State

the tendency was toward the Episcopal Ciurch.1® This ap-

pears to be a remnant of the days of Muhlenberg and of the

10Abdel Ross ventz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in

America (Philadelphia: MuTllenberg Press, 1953), D. 79
1194, VIII, 515.

12pbdel R. Wentz, ope. cit., p. 73.

131bid., pp. 73-74.
141pid., p. 74.
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early Swedish settlements along the Delaware. Both of
these had had & high regard for tine Episcopal Church. In
Penngylvania union was the pro ject between the Reformed
and the Lutherans.l5 Lutherans coopcrated with the Re-
formed in the establishment and maintenance of Franiklin
College at Lancaster. The Pennsylvania Ministerium which
"mothered” the plan for organization of a General Synod
of Lutheran bodies dropped out of this organization be-
cause of projected union with Reformed conzregations of
Fennsylvania. 15

The language problem contributed no little to the
problems of this age. Along the seaboard the various
units of the Lutheran Church had more easily shifted over
to the English language. DBut West of the Alleghenies the
constant arrival of German settlers and the partial isola-
tion of the areca worked to prescrve the native German
tongue in the Church, 1In 1792 the Ministerium of Pennsyl-
vania inserted the word "German" into its title.l? Con-
troversies over which language should be used in worship
services were common. The situation went so far that in
1812 the Pennsylvania Ministerium established the

Evangelisches Magazin for the stated purposes of

I531bid., p. 75.

16Vergitius Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran
Theology (New York: rhe Century Co., 1927), D. 43.

17abdel R. Wentz, op. cit., p. 76.
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presexrving the CGerman tongue and of fighting rationalistic

- a ](:‘
unbelief.™

Immediately after the War of Revolution a trend coc-
curred amongz the American Protestant churches for the de-
veleopment of national bodies The Congregationalists and
Baptists, while having no established national organiza-

tion, each had a definite national consciousness.1? This

feeling of national unity was the result of little differ-

-

ence in doctrine or polity among their respective congrega-
tiong. The Methodists broke with their previous ties to
England and at the "Christmas' conference, December 24,
1784, they established their own national Church--~The
Methodist Episcopal Church., The union which formed the
Protestant Episcopal Church in the United States was con-
sumnated in 1789. 1In 1788 the Presbyterian Church had

1

established a form of government for its mational organi-
zation, The Synod of the Reformed Church in the United
States was founded in 1792-1793.20

In contrast to this spirit of national formation is
the general trend of state organizations among the

Lutheran churches. The Pennsylvania Ministerium, or-

canized in 1748, although intended to include all

18ibid., p. 77.

19William Warren Sweet, The Story of Religion in
America (New York: Harper and Brothers, 19500, p. 193.

20Ibid., pp. 195, 198, 200

4

L R e
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Lutheran congregotions in America soon failed in its pur-
pose. Other synods were organized on state levels, thus

in 1786--the Ministerium of New York, 1803--the 3ynod of

=

Nor+

Lo

h Carolina, 181l8--the Synod oif Chioc, 1820--the Syncd
of Maryland and the Synod of Tennessee. >+ Aithoungh sepa-
rate governmental bodies were developing among the Luther-
ans, there was a distinct feeling of unity. The separate
organizations were established for ease of operation, Tue
first true attempt at a gencral, national organization was
at iagerstown, Maryland, October 22, 1820, when a conven-
tion was held which finally led to the formation of the
General Synod. And, as shall be shown later, this attempt
almost became little more than that, an attempt.

There are certain significant details of the charac-
ter of the Lutheran Church during the period 1780 to 1820.
This period covers the twenty years previous to the birth
of Schmucker and then the first twenty years of his life.
The first striking feature is the organizational disunity
of the Lutheran Church in America. To be sure, communica-
tion did exist between the several parts. Join George
Schmucker, while studying under Paul Henkel of New Market,
Virginia during the 1790's, travelled extensively through-
cut Virginia, Ohio and Kentucky with that roving preacher.

J. G. Schmucker himself was well known throughout American

211bid., p. 201.
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Lutheranism, having served congregations in York County,

Pemsylvania, llagerstown, Maryland, and having returned a

5y

call to New York City.““ Tucugh pastors frequently crossed

state lines, and though travel was possible for orzaniza-

tional purposes, as witness other church bodies, the

Lutheran Church in America did not accomplish national
unity Juring this period.

The spirit of Lutheran confessionalism was alternat-
ingly recumbent and nascent. Many pastors followed the

words cof (uitman, ""Preedom of inquiry is, in my oninion,

the birthright of the Protestant Church."e3 Others, while
generally fewer in number, {ollowed the rising Lutheran
scholarship of the lenkels. Perm has said:

The development in the American Lutheran Church thean
follows (i.e., 1780-1812) in a gradual disregard for
any inherited confessicnal distinctions and in court-
ing in a more conspicuous way an open fellowsinip with
cther Protestant communions. The scholastic type of
Lutheran ortnodoxy which prevailed in the later
sixteentih and seventeenth centuries in Germany was
not characteristic of the American Lutheranism whict
had been planted by Muhlenberg. Notable exceptions
from the inherited doctrines contained in the Luther-
an symbols were made by men preminent in the affairs
of the church during this period.

Details of practice and polity seriously disrupted the

ciurch in some quarters. Among thesec were difficulties

2 N - 2158
22Luke schmucker, op. cit., pp. 13-15.
23vVergilius Rerm, op. cit., p. 28.

241bid., p. 33.
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over language, fellowship with other church bodiecs, and
attempts at union. Often the disruption was not of the
violeat tyre but rather that the Lutheran church's atten-
tion was so centered on local issues that it could not see
the problem of naticnal disunity.

finally, there was no one great man capable of taking
the reins and leadinc the various units of Lutheranism in-
to one body. Such a man was socon to come but even his
fondest dreams were to fail of fulfillment. That man,
Samuel Simon Schmucker, did recognize the problems of this
age and endeavored to correct them in his 1life. Iis recog-
nition of these problems is scen reflected in his desire
te have German theological works tramslated into Inglish;
his work in establishing the Gencral Synod and its schools,
the Gettysburg Seminary and the Pennsylvania College; and
his attemnted unicn of American Lutheranism in doctrine

through The American Recension of the Augsburg Confessicn.

The four decades preceding S. S. Schmucker's active minis-
try supplied the neceds which he sought to fill through his

labors.
Education

Very little is known of the educational training that
gl -

S. S. Schmucker reccived during his boyhood years He
most likely was tutored by his father even while attendj
ing

the available schools in the co- Y
COmm nit . R
Tmunities in which he lived
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An early grounding in scholastic studies is indicated by a
fatin letter that ir. Helmuth wrote tc the thirteen year
©ld schmucker. 1n this letter, the former teacher of J. G.
Schmucker invited young Samuel to come to the University
of Pennsylvania.ZS Dr. Helmuth was at the time professcor
of German at that institution. Scumucker entered the
freshman class there in 1814 and remained to the comple-
tion of his sorhomore year. During this time he studied
theology under UJr. Helmuth, It is difficult to determine
exactly the influence that this gentleman had upon the
young Scimucker. But it is notewortiy that Helmuth was
educated in the llalle Orphanage and at the University of
falle in Germany. At these institutions he had been under
the strong influence of Francse.?® Or. Helmuth was always

neld in high regard by schmucker.<?

3]

From August 5, 1816, until November, 1817, Samuel
Schmucker served in a temporary position as head of the
Classical Department of the York Academy, York, Pennsyl-
vania. He had charge of the instruction in Latin and

Greek. It is interesting to note that during this time

2300 Anstadt, op. cit., p. 30.
26paB., ViIil, 515.

27Samuel Simon Schmucker, '"Retrospect of Lutheranism
in the United States," The American Lutheran Church,
llistorically, Doctrinally, and Practically uJelineated,
in Several UOccasional Discourses (rhiladelphia: E. W.
Miller, 18532), pp. 21-25.
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some of the entries in his diary are in Latin.<® During
this period he continued his theoloscical nrenaration under
the tutelage of his father who held a pastorate in York.
One of his vounger contemporaries who studied under him
at the academy later remarked that at this time Schnucker
was no doubt well ahead of most of the candidates for the
Lutheran ministry in his day.zq

Schmucker already appears as a striving scholar. At
the time that he was teaching e was still in his seven-
teenth and eighteenth years. Thus he was perhaps only
four or five years older than soue of his pupils. Lven
though the pedagogical customs of the day allowed men to
teach at younger ages, a proper concern for the qualities
of the teacher was usually exercised. Schmucker was care-
ful that a student was well rrounded in fundamentals be-
fore he was allowed to progress. While he refused to
nlace "glamorous® advertisements in the papers to attract
students, he did conscientiously seek out those worthy of
instruction or those who had dropped out. 1In one case he

reinstated a student for free instruction upon learning

that the father had withdrawn his son because of lack of

28p, Aanstadt, op. cit., »p. 31-39, extensive quota-
tions from the diary of™S. S. Schmucker, 1816-1317.

gglbid., p. 41, quoted from scme reminiscences of
Dr. J. G. Morris which had been pubiished in the Lutheran
Obscrver. :

PR ETE AL
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funds.30 His sincerity and attentican to duty was duly
noted by the board of the school in a letter of recommen-
dation given him upon his de[arture.al

Schmucker?s theological training was divided into two
types. He studied under two pastors, his father and Dr.
Helnmuth, and at Princeton under Archibald Alexander and
Samuel Miller. In the former e imbibed a warm pietism
much of the spirit of Huhlcnbnrg's.33 The confessional
quality of this portion of his training can, at best, be

only inferred. Ilie notes when he begins his ministry tha

'-J-
)
o
o
=
3
-
e |
2,
L
o)

2l 's have an instinctive aversion to anyone bear-
ing the name Schmucker.-2 This could indicate that his
family wae not noted for a strong confessional position.
Dr. ilelmuth has been characterized as having the same con-
fcssional spirit as Or. Muhlenberg.3* The exact degree of
confessional orthodoxy of the twe pasters and thoir pupil
is hard to ascertain. But that S. S. Schmucker did de-

velop a high regard for confessicnal unity is revealed in

301vid., pp. 37-38, cuoted from 3. S. Schmucker's
diary as per footnote 28.

3i1bid., p. 39, certificate from the Board of Trustees
of York Academy, dated August 12, 1818.

32y, J. Mann, Lutheranism in America (Philadelphia:

~

Lindsay and Blakiston, 1857), pp. 108-123.

33Luke schmucker, op. cit., p. 33, quoted from the
diary of 8. 3. Schmucker, dated September 19, 1820.

34pAB., XVI, 443.
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a letter he wrote from Princeton to his father on February
17, 1820. He writes following a trip to New York City dur-
ingwhich he and Pastor Schaefer had promised each other to
strive for the gencral welfare of the church,

that a rule may be established, according to which

every avplicant [to the ministryl must be examined

in regard to his persconal Christianity, that the

Augsburg Confession should again be brought up out

of the dust, and every one nmust subscribe to the

twenty-one articles, [[doctrinal section] and declare

before God, by his subscription, that it corresponds
to the Bible, notguantum, but quia; « « « .99

e Ssecloineet
As mentioned above the final part of his theological

training was at Princeton under Archibald Alexander and
Samuel Miller, The two present somewhat of a contrast.

The former is remembered as an excellent extemporaneous
precacher and the latter as a clear and intellectual teach-
er.3% There appears to be no small amount of speculation
as te the exact amount of Puritanism that Schmucker as-
similated at this institution. The tcachers were thorcugh-
iy Presbyterian and American. Schmucker did hear much

theology of a Puritan character, But Anstadt notes that

he did not ever support the Puritan doctrines of

35?. Anstadt, op. cit., pe 63, quoted from the letter

given in full in Anstadt,

36paB., I, 163 and KII, 636,

e i e e L e A e S
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predestination and reprobation,3’ Nox, he continues, did
Schmucker follow their extreme pattern of beliecf in other
areas, as on the Sabbath. A main point would be, did he
attain any Puritan attitudes while at Princeton? The
question must be left open. Dr., Schmucker's Pietism was
so strong that it is difficult to determine where it left
off and where any supposed Puritanism began, It has been

said that at Princeton

o

he learned anew to respect Puritanical notions and
practices (evidenced in his legalistic view of the
Curistian Sabbath, in strict obseervance of certain
religious customs, and in a rather rigid sense of
decorum) and where he came into contact with other
denominational leaders whigh gave him a charac=-
teristic catholic outlook.j8

But while thesc above mentioned "motions and practices"

are puritanical they could also be correctly labeled as

H

}.u.

pietist:
Already the basic patterns of Schmucker's life are
appearing. His Lutheran background and pietistic upbring-
ing have made contact with the prevailing Calvinism of his
day. And, Schmucker has come to see the condition of the
Lutheran Church and has already formed plans for its im-

provement. llow he effects these plans is the subject of

the next chapter.

37?- lmstadt, .9-!-2' Cit-, p- 54.

—

38pAB., XVI, 443,




CHAPTER 1III
IS MINISTRY: EARLY YEARS
His Congregational Work

Samuel S. Schmucker was licensed to preach by the
Ministerium of Pennsylvania on June 2, 1820. Shortly
thereafter he received a call to feour comgregations in
the vicinity of New Market, Virginia., !le assumed this
post in the first part of 1821 and left at the close of
the year 1825 tec take up his duties at the newly estab-
lished scminary at Gettysburg, Pannsylvania.l ile had
spent but five years in the parish ministry and was never
to return to a permanent post in this part of the churchi's
work, And yet during these years in the parish he ap-
peared as one singularly given to the cure of souls.

Excerpts from his diary, as reccrded by L. Schmucker
and P. Anstadt, reveal his almost passicnate concern for
the spiritual life of his sheep.2 His sermcns usually

centered around a "presentation-response"™ idea. Ie

iuke Schmucker, The Schmucker Family and the Lutheran
Church in America (No city: no publisher, 1937), pp. 33-36.

2Ibld., pp. 32-36;3; P. Anstadt, Life and Times of
Rev. S, S. Schmucker, D.D. (York, Pa.: P. Anstadt and
Sons, 1896), pp. 80-100
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generally clicited personal inwlvement of the hearers
either throuphh a personal acceptance of Christ as savior
or a Christian commitment to the Kingdom of God and its
work on earth., Constant reference is made as to whether
or not the audience was receptive or warm to the remarks

of the sneaker.3

That his ministry was eftective is reflected in the

1

remark that when he entered the area not one family in

four had a Lutheran member within its ranks. wWhile, when
£ ' £ S ke Y o Tonad % 2 pa) .
he left, not one in four was without a Lutheran.” This re-

mark does seem close to the truth when compared with the
statistical reports of the Synod of Maryland and Virginia.
Concerning these Anstadt noted:

Commencing with five small congregaticns, having an
aﬂvr“"ato communion list of seventy, to which he
added twenty the first year, and an average of near-
ly forty every year afte rwaids, from a small Luther~
an coms nnxty, and leaving, in four congregations, at
his resignation in 1826, about two hundred communi-
cants, shows a minisgry as fruitful as that of any
contemporary nathL.

Bxcept for a few landed gentry the area in which he
worked was not noted for the intellectual attainments of

its members. hey were simple country folk of a kind

3p. Anstadt, op. cit., pp. 93-115, Vide., Appendix B,
Sermon (Qutlines.

41.. Schmucker, op. cit., p. 35.

op. Anstadt, op. cit., p. 92.
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common to the rural areas of the United States of that day.

Hence he did labor under the difficulty of not being able

et

to exert himself to the full glory of his intellectual
ability. But an outlet for this energy was soon iound
by the young preacher. ©On Tuesday, vecember 9, 1823, he
commenced a course of theological training for four young

students.® It wmust be considered an indication of the

-~

regard in which he wags held by his fellow-pastors that at

&
[}

the age of twenty-five he should have been allowed thus
to teach and also that two years later he should come to

.

occupy the first professcrial chair a

ot
ot
-

newly estabd-

view is

L,
N

lished theological seminary at Gettysburg. Thi

oo

further supported by the resolution of the first synod

meeting which he attended in 1821 in which a catechist
and theological student, Mr. Kibler, was placed under

"

his care.’
Hrom May 3 to May 25, 1824, Scimucker took a trip to

Andover, Massachusetts. The purpose and result of this

trip were to have lasting effect in his life. He went to

consult with Professor Moses Stuart in regard te the

translation of Storr and Flatt's Biblical Theology, which

effort schmucker had already begun. It appears that he

degired confirmation of the book selected for translation

6L. Schmucker, op. cit., p. 36.

TP, Anstadt, jopsigit., p. 113.
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and also criticism of the work already completed. Ile also
consulted with Professors Alexander, Miller and Hodge at
Princeton on the projescted translation. While at Princeton
he entered inte theolegical discussions with these gentlie-
men on the current state of orthodoxy in Germany. I[le
seemed particularly »leased with the rise of orthodoxy
in the homeland.® Perhaps the significance of this trin
can best be understcod Ly noting with whom Schmucker con=
sults in the midst of hie first theological production of
stature. Ile can hardly be criticized for seeking better

minds to help him in his task., Yet, it is somewhat sig-

D

nificant that these minds are steeved in the Puritan spirit

{

and in the general Protestant spirit of this period.
Lutheran Unity Work: Early Years

Immediately upon his entrance into the ministry in
1820 Schmucker became invelved in the national union en-
deavor of the Lutheran Church., There are two significant
items of that year which were to have lasting effect on
the Lutheran Church in America. These twc are the organi-
zational meeting for the establishment of a General Synod,
held at Hagerstown, Maryland, October 22, 1820, and the
determination by S. S. Schmucker that he was going to

strive for a guia subscrintion to the doctrinal articles

81bid., pp. 108-112.
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of the Augsburg Confession.? Aligned with his desire for
confessional unity were his three '""pious desires": (1) for

Do) -~

the translation intce English of oune important work on

Lutheran Dogmatics; (2) the establishment of a Lutheran
theological geminary; (3) the founding of a Lutheran col-
lege 1 The General Synod was to provide the environment
within which he was to onerate and the above desires were
to provide the momentum for many of his deeds.

The first gathering of Lutheran leaders at Hagerstown
was for the purpose of exploration. They established the
possibility of union and a pattern of polity for the pro=-
Jjected federaticn. As yet ne mention of the symbolical
nature of this union was made.il It was a basic step to-
ward the surrender of sovereignty by the constituent syn-
ods. The first business convention of the General Synod
in 1821 did nothing to advance the confessional positicon
of that body. It was soon detected by certain cf the
participating synods that the General Synod was going to

be more than a mildly restrictive federal association.

94bdel Ross lWentz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in
America (Philadelphia: Muhlenberg Press, 1955), p. 78;

Supra, p. 17.

10Dictiunary of American Biography (New York: Charles
Scribner's Sons, 1943), AVI, 444,

Myergilius Perm, The Crisis in American Lutheran
Theology (New York: The Century Co., 1927), pp. 38-39.
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The first to note this was the New York Ministerium which
body failed to ratify the constitution from the beginning.
Scon the Pennsylvania Ministerium, which had "mothered®
the joint Synod, thought it detected difficulties which

membership in this bedy would create. It dropped its memn-

bato

bership in 1823.12  The Ohio Synod, which had shown inter=-
est in the organization, reconsidered after this develop=-
ment and decided not to Jjoin.

The General Synod, appearing to be on the verge of
bankruntcy, was quickly revived largely through the cf-
forts of $. 8. schmucker. Through ccrrespondence and per-
sonal visits he encouraged the remaining members to a re-
newcd effeort. The Maryland-Virginia, North Carclina and
Qhio Synods sent representatives te a conference to con-
sider the problem. The UWest Peunsylilvania Conference of
the Pennsylvania Ministerium had also sent a delegate and
later broke with that Ministerium over this issuec and formed
its own Synod.l3 It is highly probable that in his efforts
tc revive and continue the General Synod Schmucker gained
fcr himself a prominent place in that body.

The purpose of the General Synod, as seen by those

that revived it, was not simply organization rfor its own

125, R. Wentz, op. cit., p. 8l.

131pbid., op. 81-82; V. Ferm, op. cit., p. 73; P.
Anstadt, op. cit., pp. 125-136.
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sake. One of their primary goals was the establishment of
an institution, or institutions, for the training of Lu-

. . " pa) i &
theran ministers.l? It was this purnose that was uvper-

most in the mind of the young Schmucker. Largely through

his urging the previous resolution en the establishment
of a theological seminary was carried in the General synod
meetingy of 1825. Schmucker himself was elected as the
seminary's first professor. A brief constitution of the
seminary was drawn up by Schmucker at the insistence of
the Synod., This constitution, which was accepnted by the
Synod, included this statement:
Tc provide our churches with pas stors, whe 1ncorclv
believe and cordially approve c¢f the dDCtrldPo of
the lloly Scriptures, as they are fundamentally
taught in the Augsburg Confession, and who wilil
therefore teach them in cpposition te Ueists, Uni=-
tarians, Arians, Ant1d0w1ans, and all other funda-
mental errorists
Another of its statewments reads:
In this seminary shall be taught, in the German and
English languages, the fundamental docirines of the
Sacred Scriptures as contained in the Augsburg
Confessions. [sic)id
While presenting a definite doctrinal stand these state-
ments are carefully gualified tarough the use of the word

"fundamental."™

14,5, &, Wentz, op. cit., p. 82

15p, Aastadt, op. cit., p. 179, direct quote from
synodical resolution.

165, R, Wentz, op. cit., p. 84.



On the fifth of September, 1826, the seminary was of-
ficially opened and 3. 3. Schmuchker was inducted as its
first professor. The oath of cffice for the candidate
had Leen written by Schmucker himself. It was to be used
for Ia ter candidates alsc.1? scamucker later made the

claim that e never departed from the true sense cof this

g s

oatii, 1t read:

I solemnly declare in the presence of God and of
the Directors of the Seminary, that I do ex animo
believe the Scriptures of the 0ld and New Testa-
ment to be the inspired word of God, and the only
perfect rule of {aith and nractice. I believe the
Augsburg Confession, and the Catechisms c¢f Luther
to be a summary and just exhibition of the funda-~
mental doctrines of the word of God. 1 declare
that I approve of the general principles of church
government, adopted by the Lutheran Church in this
country, and believe them to be cousistent with the
word of God. And I do solemnly promise not to
teach anything, either directly or by insinuation,
which shall appear tc contradict, or to be in any
degree more or less remote, inconsistent with the
doctrines or principles avowed in this declaraticn.
On the contrary, 1 promise by the aid ¢f God to
vindicate and inculcate these doctrines and princi-
ples, in opposition to the views of Atheists,
Deists, Jews, Socinians, Unitarians, Universalists,
and all other errorists, while I remain Professor
of this Seminary.l®

Surely, this was a significant advance from the ccnfes-
sional position of the Lutheran Church in the previous

decades. Yet in this same program Rev. David . Schaefer,

17p, Anstadt, op. cit., p. 182, direct quotation from
original source materials.

181pid., p. 182, direct quotation from original source
materials.
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in delivering the charge to the new professor,

I charge you to remember your responsibili

V. LIl
be faithful to God., HEstablish the students in the
faith which distinguishes our church from others.
Unity of sentiments [(sic) oo imporfant matters of

SERCAMEOSS

faith and discipline, ameng vastors of the sax
church, 1s indispensable. I object not to dif

ence on subjects of minor importance betwcen dif-
ferent denominations The Church is more beauti-
ful irom ;ﬂAﬂé'Vdfluuy, as is a garden on account
of its flowers being of various color. But every
flower must be like all ot"‘-:s of the same genu

S
and species. Above all, ground our students well
in the doctrine of the atonemc *ni: 19

-

In these twoc statements several peoints are detected. It

7]

is confessed that there ought to be a significant unity
within the confines of any single church body. The unity
is spoken of both in terms of doctrine and polity. The

exactness of this unity is not stated explicitly. There

is a recognition of exi:

o

ting unity between this body and
similar evangelical protestant churches. This unity is
seen in an emphasis on the stomement and in a joint attack
on certain specifically mentioned heresies. The unity in
the Lutheran Church ought not interfere with the spiritual
unity of all evangelical bodies. With further refinement
and expansion these ideas finally found issuance in the

Fraternal Appeal to the American Churches on Christian

Union, 1838, written Dy S. 3. Schmucker.
In the constitution of the seminary there are speci-

fic references to impeachment of members of the faculty.

191bid., p. 183, direct quotation from original source
materials.
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The grounds listed are '"fundamental errors in doctrinc,

i : = . 20 = s
norality, or inattention to duty. ., . "< No further
explanation is apnended as to what constitutes false doc-
trine. But, in view of the previous recorded statements,
false doctrine probably refers to the standard evangelical
beliefs cencerning salvation.

Of immediate concern to the founders of the Seminary
was the financial situation of the school both as to its
own needs and those of its students. Subscriptions were
quickly given by these ministers present according to their
several abilities, The new professor himself pledged cne
thousand dollars “"to the cause of beneficiary cducation,
to poor and talented and picus candidates for the ministry,
. " i 4 . > . w o B
in the institution of this place."“l Certain conditions
were drawn up by the donor concerning the use of the fund.
Number seven read:

If at any future time (which may God in mercy prevent)

thig institution should become so perverted, that a

belief that the doctrines of the eternal and real

divinity of the Redeemer, the doctrine that the atonc-
ment is general and in its nature equally aprlicable
and acceptable to ail men, the universality of divine
aid or grace sufficient for salvation, and the real
willingness of God to save all men, should no longer
be required, either professedly or in reality, of

the Professor of this institution, I hereby authorize
my lawful heirs in any future generation to recover

201bid., p. 184, direct quotation from original source
materials.

21ibid., p. 186, direct quotation from original source
materials.
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the amount of this donation and all its increase by
interest, for their own vroper, private use.

The requirements as to the divinity of Christ is of course
aimed at the liberal schools of theology. The other re-
quirements, however, all lay stress on the intention of
God to save all men through the power of the atonement.
These requirements are evidently directed at the stern
Calvinism which taught the decree of eternal election to
reprobation. Thus this entire statement is interesting
both in what it says and in what it omits, For, while it
condemns particular tenets of Calvinism and liberal protes-
tantism, it does not really speak to the theological posi-
tion of an institution for the Lutheran Church. #for ex-

ample, there are no refereaces te (1) the means of

i}

ra

(¢
o]

(2) the perscnal union of the two natures in Christ; (3)
confessional orthodoxy. FPFar from being Lutheran ccancerns
they are those concerns which wefe nrominent among the
self-styled Evangelical Protestants of Schmucker's day.
Thus far it can be established that S. S. Schmucker
did have a very strong Lutheran consciousness. lie was pre-
eminently concerned with the condition of the Lutheran
Church in America. Beginning alrcady in his student days
he sought a program of suitable measures for the improve-

ment of the conditions afflicting his church. He was

221pid., p. 187, direct quotation from original source
materials.
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quite willing to expend himself in studies, travel, and
finances if the church would profit. #He recognized the
need for union among the synods in America and saw that

it ﬁust be established through a good application of strong
principles of polity. IHe alse recognized the influence of
various types of American pProtestantism on the Lutheran

£

Church and recognizing some of these influences as detri-

mental he fought those. He realized that union among the
various synods must Le effected through joint recognition
of a common confession. Whenever possible hie fostered
movenents and fathered documents that would place the Luth-
eran Church on a firm foundation both doctrinally and
practically.

But Schmucker was deeper in his general Protestantism
than in his specific Lutheranism. He also saw a need for
the Lutheran Church to be ™MAmerican® in character. He de-
sired a more definite cohesion between the evangelical
branches of Protestantism, both in this country and abroad.
He saw a place for tihe church in the movements that were
beginning to rock the public scene in this country. He
was an advocate of a type of piety that closely resembled
Puritanism in some of its aspects. [Ie supported general
Protestant lay movements of a unionistic character. These,

and other points, are the subject of the next chapter.




CHAPTER IV
IS LABORS
Professor at Gettysburg

Bven tc the close of his life's labors Ur. Schmucker
was Of the opinion that hnis doctrinal teachings had not
changed since the years when he began teaching. In his let=-
ter of resignation, delivered to the board of Gettysburg
Seminary August 9, 1864, he says:

The text book, viz., my Popular Theology (published
1834), which grew out of my lectures on Dogmatics,
during the first few years, has been retained till
t“l this day as the basis of my instructions, with-
out the change of a single doctrine; and I record the
dditional declaration, that I this day cordially be- |
lieve every doctrine taught in the entire vrlame.l

On the basis of the previocus statements concerning his theo-

logical position this book, though published some eight

years after he began his labors at the seminary, will serve
for a brief study of his theological outlook at the begin-
ning of his teaching career. It is only assumed that the
content is the same and not necessarily the form.

The first details of the volume that are noticed are |

lp, Anstadt, Life and Times of S. S. Schmucker, 2.D.
(York, Pa.: P, Ans;adt and sons, 1896), pp. 21-22, quote
from S. S. Schmucker, memorial sketch of S. G. Schmucker,
December 24, 1857.
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he inclusion of the text of the Augsburg Confession both
in the original Latin and in English translation and also
the anpendix which includes the Formula for the Government
and Discipline of the Evangelical Lutheran Church and the
Constitution of the General Synod of the Tvangelical Luther-
an Church in the United States of North America.? Therein
is noted again the two-proiged emphasis of Schmucker on a
rule for doctrine and polity. The man appears to be an
"organizational man" such as are common today.

Thie author begins with a survey of natural religion
and of man's capacity in bis will to scarch out the eternal
truths. lle definitely upholds the desirability of divine
revelation. From this he proceeds to the evidences of
Christianity which he divides into two kinds: (1) the o-
riginal evidences as presented by Christ and the Apostles;
(2) the progressive testimonies througheout the history of
Christianity. Then he continues to Scripture and the Augs-
burg Confession. Ile presents to the students the reasons

for their study of these two and puts before them the

pledges which they shall have to make at their cxamination

25, S. Schmucker, Elements of Popular Theology, with
Special Reference to the Doctrine ¢ oif the Reformation, as
Avowed before the viet at Augsburg, in MDIAX (Second edi-
tion; New York: Leavitt, . Lord and Co., 1834), the Augsburg
Confession, in Latin, is found on pp. 367-368; the Formula
for Government and Discipline is found on pp. 309-399; the
Constitution of the General Synod is found on pp. 400-406.
Hereafter this book will be referred to as Elements of
Popular Theology, ctc.
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for their offices. These pledges are:

(1) Do you believe tie Scriptures of the 0ld and New
Testament to be the werd of God, and the only in-
fallible rule of faith and practice? (2) Do you
believe that the fundamental doctrines of the word
of God are taught in a wanner substantially correct,
in the doctrinal articles of the Augsburg
Confession?d (Underlining mine)

tie then presents the reasons that the Lutheran divines
of this country are not willing te bind themselves, and
others, tc a rigid adhesion to extensive and detailed
creeds. Ile believes that much harm has been done to the
Church through such practices. The body of believers has
been torn apart by such reguirements. It is encugh that
Christians should be bound to fundamental, or esszential
doctrines. Liberty ought to be exercised with the re-
mainder.? He states of this very volume "It is not de-
signed to be in auy sense a standard to regulate the opin-
ions of others, any farther than the evidences wiich it
contains may tend to generate deliberate conviction.'d
This he records even though he claims that the volume was
written at the urging of the General Synod.

His attitude toward doctrine and the Church is further
clarified by another statement made later in the volume.

so the reformation was preceded by the efforts of a
Wycliffe and a Huss: and even Luther and Calvin and

3s. §. Schmucker, op. cit., p. 41, italics supplied.
41pid., pp. 41-42.

S1bid., p. 43.
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Zuingie (sic) have 1eft much to be learned bY theix
successcrs. Thig additional lesson we believe ?Cn_"
sists, at least in part, in that spirit of brgtnerl;
love and Christian liberality which churactﬁf%zfs
the operations of this present age, and is mainly
fostered by the veoluntary associations in which dif-
ferent denominations unite.?

<

It is difficult to understand this statement of his book
i >

n

(=

in the light of ‘the letter that he wrote to his father

1820. There he had advocated a guia subscriptioa to the

Augsburg Conftession and yet here he appears to be speaking
to a quatenus subscription, that the crecds are right 'in
so far" as they agree with Scripture. His statements are

435 o Y ad -
thi€¢ Cconciusion

not as clear as those formally anncunced in

of his volume American Lutheranism Vindicated, etc. There

the princinle is cnunciated that there ought to be a sube-

scription of all to a confession such as the American
Recension of the Augsburg Coanfession, otherwise known as

The Definite Platform.7

1t appears that his position ia his Popular Theclogy

was essentiaily the same as that of his later work. He
may understand a gquia subscription to an altered creed
through the use of the werds '"fundamental doctrines' and

"substantially correct." Thus he did affirm that therc

Oivid., p. 296.

7s. S. schmucker, American Lutheranisu Vindicated; or,
Bxamination of the Luthcran symbols, oun Certain Disputed
Topics: lacluding a Reply to the Piea of Rev. W. J. Mand
(Baltimore: T. Newton Lurtz, 1856), p. 107. Hereafter this
book will be referred to as American Lutheranism Vindicated,
etc.
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is a body of essential truth to which all Christians must
subscribe. There is also a body of non-essential teachings,
many of which have been improved since the Reformation,
which teachings ought be considered in the realm of open
questions.

it is evidenced throughout the volume that he held
Calvin and Luther in equal regard, belicving that each had
erred in certain doctrinal formulations. Ilis regard for
Zwingli was somewhat less. His approach to such areas of
concern as the sacraments was to present the various al-
lowed interpretations of these subjects and then to sug-
gest that certain of the interpretations were more valid
for his present ugc.a

In his early years as Professor at the seminary
Schmucker certainly had adeguate opportunity for work,
For many years he was its only professor, receiving oc-
casional assistance from other pastors in the arca. le
was required te tcach Greek and lebrew, Sacred Geography,
Sacred Chronology, Biblical and Profane liistory, Biblical
Antiquities, Mental Philosophy, Natural Theology, Evi-
dences of Christianity, Biblical Criticism, Exegetical

and Biblical Theology, Systematic Divinity, Ecclesiastical

History, Pastoral and Polemic Theology, Church Government

8s. s. Schmucker, Elcments of Popular Tiheology, etc.,
pp. 248-255 is a discussion oa Sacramental Presence.
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and the Composition and Delivery of Sermons.,? Although
seme would liken their training to an exalted catechietical
instruction, the general oninion that has survived is that
the students received an adequate training for the ministry

of that day.l0 Dr. Schmucker's methods of teaching in-

volved the use of dictation, debate and seminar.

llis pietistic spirit was reflected in a number of ways.
Generally there was little levity in his classes.*l His
own concern that candidates for the ministry might have a

basic piety was reflected in the Formula for Government

and Discipline, etc., chapter XVIII, section 4, "No Minis-

terium shall, in any case whatever, license an individual
whom they do not believe to be hovefully pious."l2 Part
of his own piety was his compnlete dedication to his work.
Thus, though he was socially inclined, he often neglected
the company of others for the labor at hand. Often when
in the comnany of others his mind naturally turned to mat-
ters on which he labored.l3 pBut this continual concentra-

tion on work is common to dedicated men whether pious or

%p, Anstadt, op. cit., p. 289.

)

101hid,, pp. 206, 269.
11ipbid., p. 270

125, 5. schmucker, Elements of Popular Theolcgy, etc.,
p. 396.

13p. Anstadt, op. cit., pp. 266-268.
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not., His desire for recognizing piety in his students was
a better indication of his basic pietism. This recognition
on the student level was a natural requisite if pious can-
didates were to be produced by the Seminar Y+ W. J« Mannm, a
contemperary, has characterized this as a typical American
Puritan emphasis on life, activity and effect rather than
theory.l4 It should be noted also that while certain areas
of knowledge were to be examined according to the Formula

of Government and Discipline, etc., there was no mention of

examination of candidates according to confessional sub-
Sy : 15 :
scrintion. Thus, while candidates were publicly exam-
ined according to intellect and piety, their confessicnal

position was left to a bare subscription of an indefinite

quality.
Bcumenical Work

It has been demonstrated earlier that Schmucker felt
close to Evangelical Protestantism. Certain attitudes in
regard to this are: (1) his opinion that the body of

Evangelical churches shared the same basic dcctrines;

14y, J. Mann, Lutheranism in Amrr1ca- an Essay on the
Prescnt Condition of the Lutheran Church in “the Unlted
States (Philadelphia: Lindsay and Blak1ston, 18577,
pp. 25-27. Hereafter this book will be referred to as
Lutheranism in America, etc.

155, S. Schmucker, Elements of Popular Theology, etc.,
P 396,
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(2) since the same basic doctrines are shared some program
of unity ought be sought; (3) since miner points had long
delayed such an endeavor they ought to be left in the realm

of open questions. These attitudes are reflected

[

n his
relations with the establishment of the Ivangelical Alliance
in England in 1846.

There was a general religious movement previous to and
during the founding of the Evangelical Alliance. This move-
ment has been called the Evangelical Awakening, It was the
awakening of certain Protestant bodiecs wheose doctirine cculd
be styled evangelical. They were awakened tc a fuller con-
sciousness of their historic and doctrinal ties. Whenever
Schmucker talked of unity work he referred to the Bvan-
gelical bodics or spirit in Protestantism. The "high water™
mark of this movement is thought by many to be the f ounding
of the Bvangelical Alliance.l®

The Alliance, begun in 1846, sought to unite in fel-

lowship all those whose heritage was the Protestant

Reformation and who believed in the Bible's full

authority, the incarnation, the atonement, salvation

by faith, and the work of the ioly Spirit.17

In the year 1846 DJr. Schmucker was released from his

duties at the Seminary that he might, in the company of

16James Hastings Nichols, History of Christianity
1650-1950, Secularization of the liest (New York: Ilne ronald
Press Co., 1956), p. 183.

17william Richey Hogg, Ecumenical Poundations, a
Ilistory of the Internaticonal Missionary Council and Its

Nineteenth Centur Background (New York: Harper and
Brothers, 1952), p. 36; sSupra, v. 29, footnote 22.
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brs. J. G. Morris and Benjamin Kurtz, make a tour of Europe
and be prescent at the founding convention of the Bvangelical
Alliance., The thrce went as accredited representatives of
the Lutheran Church in America.t® Previous to their de-
parture a letter to the United Church of Prussia had been
prepared and sent with the sigunatures of these three and
also of Dr. H. N. Pohlman and Rev. H. I. Schmidt, the lat-
ter professor at the Seminary at Hartwick. The letter
stressed the points of similarity between the General Synod
and the United Church of Prussia.l? A certain chain of
events seems to point tec its importance for the theological
development of the Lutheran Church in America. This letter
was widely distributed before their vigit and by the trav-
elers during their trip. Quite naturally, as they dis-
tributed tihis letter they made comments upon its contents.20

Their letter and their comments did attract attention
to them. 1In the year following their tour, 1847, an

English edition of Nicholas Hunnius! Epitome Credendorum

was published at the instigation of William Loehe. The
volume was prefaced by that divine., He said that it had

been prepared for the express purpose of presenting the

18p, anstadt, op. cit., pp. 243-244, based on
Schmucker's notes on the trip.

191bid., pp. 251-252, based on Schmucker's notes on
the trip.

201bid., pp. 252-254, based on Scumucker's notes on
the trip.
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Lutheran brethren in America with a doctrinal work "in
which every point of our faith is fully considered and
represented agreeable to the true sense of Scripture.”
The fundamental doctrines of the Lutheran Church are to

be maintained. Lost ground needs to be regained. The
Truth is wanting and the brethren ought tc be led by this
work "back to the proper confessions of the church, which
are those found based in Seripture.m2l A definite connec-

tion bLetwcen the broadcasting of their views by Schmucker

and company, and the publication of the Epitome Credendorum

is difficult to establish. Yet the succession of events
as they are found does present an interesting supposition.
Namely, if the letter of Schmucker and his friends, and
their activities in Germany led to the publication of this

- -

book, does its publication mark a significant point in the
confessional influence c¢f German Lutherans upon the Luther-
an Church in America? The question must be left unanswered
in this paper.

There are a number of details that can be established.
Schmucker and his friends were embarked on a trip, the
main point of which was to represent the Lutheran Church

in America at a gathering of Protecstant Evangelicals.

They brought with them a letter showing close alignment

21Nicholas Hunnius, EBpitome Credendorum, translated
by Paul E. Gottheil ("Preface™ Ly William Loche.)
(Nuernburg: U. E. Sebald, 1847), pp. v-viii.
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of their Church with the United Churcu of Prussia. Their
intent could hardly have been a reassertion of seventeenth
century confessionalism and orthodoxy. They may have con-
sidered as one of their aims to make contact with as many
Protestants of their own spirit as possible. A secondary
aim could have been the creation of favorable attitudes
towards Evangelical Protestantism among those unfamiliar
with, or previously antagonistic to this movement.

Through the passing of time Schmucker's name has not
remained prominent in the history of Protestant union en-
deavors. But among his contemporariecs he was looked to

~

as being one of the central iigures of Evangelical Protes-

A i e , . " ’ 4
tantisn.®® The extent of his activities at the convention
in London, in 1846, is not determined Dy the available

sources. But it should be noted that his PFraternal Anpeal

to the smerican Churches on Christian Union, primed in

1838, had a wide circulation and acceptance among Protes-
tantism and is mentioned as one of the moving causes for

the union endeavors of

Bvangelical Protestants. ' He was
even then [}t London, 1846] designated as 'the father of
the Alliance,! by Dr. King of Ireland, in a public address

delivered in London at that time."23 His death in 1873

22p, Anstadt, op. cit., p. 299, quoting an address by
Dr. F. W. Conrad made before the Evangelical Alliance on
Interchange of Pulpits, 1873, in New York shortly after
Schmucker's death.

'231Ibid., pb. 299-300.
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o~

canic as he was preparing to attend the first meeting of the
Alliance on American soil in New York City. His Praternal

Appeal had noted the similarit:

=

es of the Protestant churches,
particularly in an appendix containing a creedal platiocrm
b e d

which professed the fundamental doctrines of Christianity.

He drew the doctrinal points, and even oiten the words

themsclves, frem the confessional statements of the Reformed,

Anglican, Lutheran and Scotch Presbyterian churches, and

.

from other distinct doctrinal sources. These sources are
all listed by Schmucker when used.

It was this volume, perhaps more than any other, which
established Schmucker's reputation among American Protes-
tants. It had the personal subscription of Justin Bdwards,
Stephen Tyng, Iliphalet Nott, Thomas H. Skinner, Moses
Stuart, Nathan S. S. Beman, Jeremiah Day and William
Cogswell, all bright stars among the theocratic firmament
and all among the original officers of the Evangelical

Alliance.24

ilis American Labors

Schmucker was of the definite opinion that the Chris-
tian pulpit not only had much to say to the realm of poli-

tics but also had a duty so to speak. Ile applies this duty

2430nhn R. Bodo, The Protestant Clergy and Public
Issues 1812-1848 (Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton
University Press, 1954), p. 259.
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to one of the burning issues of his day,

thereiore a Christian pulpit is bound to teach, that
the laws cof God must have precedence over those of
men . . . according to the constitution--all men are
created equal. I W then can one of these immortal
beings, possessed of such inalienable rights and
created by God for important purposes, which requi
him to have the control of his time and his powers,
be rightfully converted by human law ir a thing,
and be made the property of ancthexr being like
himgself 7122 »

To him the pulpit was bound to do two things. Pirst, it

nmust inculcate a recognition of God as the supreme ruler
of all nations.20 Secondly, it must urge the recognition

of the universal bro

therhood and equality of man in civil
rights.37

While he did speak to other points also, the rightful
position of the pulpit on the issue of slavery was for him
the open declaration of God's moral law as he understood

it. He felt conscience bound to speak his belief. And,

he thought that this belief must be impressed upon the
- * ol ol . 7\3 iy, 5 2 A A = e e
public and its officials.” he activities of Schmucker

in regard to the slavery question were enlarged for the

o

253, s. Schmucker, The Christian Pulpit, the Rightful
Guardian of Morals, in Political and no less than in
Private Life (Gettysburg: H. G. Neinstedt, 1846), pp. 14-16.
Herecatter this book will be referred to as The Christian
Pulpit, the Rightful Guardian of Morals, etc.

205, s. schmucker, The Curistian Pulpit, the Rightful
Guardian of Morals, etc., p. 12.

271bid., p. 17.

281bid., passim.
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author by Dr. Schmidt, at present librarian of Gettysburg
Seminary. !He related how Schmucker allowed his barn to
be used as one of the stations of the "underground rail-
road.”™ ile also told that Schmucker's stand was well known
by those of the South. And, because of this, plans were
made for Schmucker's capture. Ffailing of this ob jective,
the Confederate soldiers exercised their wrath upon
Sclimucker's library. Many volumes of this library were
permanently lost and some remain to this day with the marks
of the trcatment they received.

Schnucker's concern for those of the Negro race was
not altogether idealistic. 1In 1842 he had a friend intro-
iuce into the legislative sessicn of Pennsylvania a bill
that free MNegro minors who were ill-cared for by their
families might be put over into the care of respectable
white families. There they should receive a worthwhile
education and training for a trade.2?

Schmucker was an ardent advocate of the Christian

Sabbath.30 His Appeal on Behalf of the Caristian Sabbath

was printed by the American Tract Society. It was pub-

"
lished both in German and English.3l His arguments and

29p. Anstadt, op. cit., p. 294-295.

30James Gilfilian, The Sabbath Viewed in the Light of
Reason, Revelation, and l[listory, with Sketches of its
Literature (New York: American Tract Society, n.d. [1862
is written in by hand)), p. 157.

31p, Anstadt, op. cit., p. 282.
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general method of prescntation compare with those cmployed

by Reformed Protestants who speak in {avor of this belief

To Schmucker, the denial of the divine origin and obliga~-

tion of the Christian Sabbath by the

only showed its Romish character.-2

does not appear as harsh as some
porters, although he does accept

obligatory on all men. Although

~

sire for supnorting laws was given here, in another equally

important area, total abstinence from intoxicating liquors,

of

the contention that it i

no

he was in {avor of laws preventing

bution.33

Augsburg Confession

flis view on the Sabbath

its more ardent sup-

indication of his de-

hheir sale and distri-

statements was vrobably due to the previous defcat of at-

tempts at legislative coersion by the Theocrats.

-

S

Some of the lack of mention of laws in Schmucker's

In his avowal of the Sabbath cause, Schmucker was not

taking an unfamiliar position in his Church. The General

Synod favored this theme and in 1864 adopted a resclution

that said among other things, that it "maintains the divine

obligation of the Sabbath."34 Dr. Schmucker was Joined in

his opinion by the Drs. C. P. Krauth Sr., and Jr.35 The

321bid., p. 289; S. S. Schmucker, American Lutheranism

Vindicated, etc., pp. 107-120.

33p, Anstadt, op. cit., p. 291.

341vid., p. 287,

35ibid., pp. 287-290.
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strongest plea for the establishment of a national da

s . Ly & o . 3 "
thanksgiving came in 1846 from S$. 8. Schmucker.”®

To conclude thus far, in education at the Seminar
Schmucker sought a basic intellectual and nietical achiev=-
ment in his students. They ought to achieve an understand-
ing of the fundamental Evangelical doctrines and be aware

of the teachings that are open questions. Aside from his

educational endeavors he

R

articipated in mcst of the
Protestant activities of his day. He was particularly
concerned with the goals of the Evangelical wing of Protes-
tantism. And, according

g to Bodo's definition, he could be . /

classed as a 'heocrat.37

36john R. Bodo, op. cit., pp. 37-38.

371vid., pPpe Vvii-xi.



THE DEPINITE PLATRORM

Its listory

the Definite Syncdical Platform in

1856 marked the end of a pericd in the histoxry of the
heran Church in America. This book set the various
confessional factions within the church into their re=-
spective places and brought about the sharp, open contro-
versies which centributed greatly to the rise of confes-
gicenal Lutheranism within and without the Gencral Fynoi.l
The final debates had been a long time developing. Dis-
cussicns as to the proper confessional nature of the
Lutheran Church in the Western Hemisphere dated back to
the very beginning of its work in this country. Or.
Schnucker himself had sct this forth in two of his dis=-
courses.2 But since the founding of the General Syncd and
its educaticnal institutions there had not been too much

discussion on the official level concerning confessional

1Verg111us Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran
Theology (New York: The Century Co., 1927), pp. 190ff.

23. S. schmucker, '"Retros spect of Lutheranism in the
United States'" and "Portraiture of Lutheranism," The
American Lutheran Church, ilistorically, Jortr:nally, and
Practically Delineated, in Several Occasicnal Discourses
(Philadelphia: E, W, Mlllcr, 1852), passim. Hereafter
this book will be referred to as The American Lutheran
Church, etc.
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problems. Much had happened in the way of scrmons, tracts,

pamphlets and discourses. But these had lef{t the church in

=
o

2
4 state of relative peatce.”

Beginning with 1843 the leaders in the school of

“"American Lutheranisn'" began their efforts on the cfficial

[

level to stem the rising tide of confessionalism., Benjamin
Kurtz, in that year, introduced a resolution in his own

Syncd, the Syncd of Maryland, for the appointment of a com-
mittee to investigate certain "New Measuros' (i.e. American
Lutheranism) that the Synod mizht express its view concern-

ing this matter., Kurtz himself was a supporter of these

N\

new measures and was made a member of the committee along
with Dr. J. G. Morris and Rev. 5. W. Harkey. The commit-
tee's rerort was favorable and recommended support. The
recommendation was shelved by the Synod. A repeat attempt
was made in the Synod meeting in 1844 and acgain met with
digfavor. The committee renort, called the Maryland-3ynod
Abstract, which was intended to support the new measurcs,
may be taken as a forerunner of the definite Synodical
pPlatform.?

In 1845 another attempt at support was put forward by

Dr. B. Kurtz and Dr. Schmucker; this time in the General

Synod. A committee was appointed "to prepare a clear and

3Vergilius Ferm, op. cit., pp. 117-184.

41bid., pp. 162-165.
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concise view of the doctrines and practice of the American
Lutheran Church." Members of the committee were Vrs. Kurtz
and Schmucker, Or., J. G. Morris, Professor H. I. Smith
(Hartwick Seminary), and vr. M. N. Pohlman.” pr. Schmucker
was head of the committeec. It presented to the convention
of 1850 a document closely resembling the Maryland-Synod
Abstract. The committee report was rejected by the General
Synod,©

Gradually the tide was turning. Confessionalism in
the General Synod received new impetus from the ttance
of the now confessional Penusylvania Ministerium in 185
More confessional strength was supplied through other new
members, the Pittsburgh Synod, the Synod of Northern
Illincis and the Synod of Texas. 7 with the rejection of
their official labors the American Lutherans turned to a
vast literary effort to gather support for their views.
Schmucker's principle works in this endeavor were: (1) The

American Lutheran Church, lHistorically, Doctrinally and

Practically Dclincated, 1851; (2) The Lutheran Manual on

Scriptural Principles, or the Augsburg Confessien, Illus-

trated and Sustained by Scrinture and Lutheran Theologians,

1855; (3) The Definite Platform, Deoctrinal and

SSugra, p. 39, footnote 19.

GAbdel Ross Wentz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in
America (Philadelphia: Muhlenberg Press, 1955), pp. 141-142,

71Ibid., p. 142.
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Disciplinarian, for Hvangelical Lutheran Synods, 18563

(4) American Lutheranism Vindicated; cr, BExamination of

the Lutheran Symbols, or Certain Zisputed Topics: Including

. - : o PAE aaf s R .
a Reply fo the Plea of Rev. ¥W. J. Mann, 1856.9 1In the area

e

of doctrine there were distinet similarities between these

works and Schmucker's Popular Theology, 1834 and even with

his translation of The Biblical Theology of Storr and

Flatt, 1826,
Of the first four volumes mentioned above, the {irst
two did not raise muchh of a storm. The manncr in which the

Definite Platform was issued, thougii, seemed calculated to

raise as much controversy as possible. It was issued anony-
mously, although these who were at all familiar with
Schmucker®s style immediately ascertained its authorship.9
It was sent, without their sclicitation, to all the pastors
of the General Synod with the request that tlhey examine it

and return it post-paid il they did not desire to keep it.

~h

If they wished to keep it they were to send money to pay

o) - . 1 M o : r
for 1t.*0 It was immediately supported through the cclumns

of the Lutheran Observer, which was under the editorship of

Ben janin turtz.*l 1In spite of sympathies in some quarters

Slgfgg, pp. 88-89.
9abdel Ross Wentz, op. cit., p. 142.
1OVergilius Perm, op. cit., p. 189.
113bid., pp. 236ff.
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for its theology, the platform was almost unanimously cast
aside Ly the constituent Synods of the General Synod. Many
nembers of the General Synod rose in stern opposition to it,
notably, Rev. J. A. Brown, Dr. C. P. Krauth, Rev. W. J.

Mann and Rev. J. N. Hoffman.*2 1In Pebruary, 1856 an at-
tempted armistice was put forth by leaders of both parties

13

through the nages of the Lutheran Qbscrver. Althouzgh the

heat of debate did die, the controversy over Orthodoxy was
fated tc continue into the next century.

The issues involved in the controversy were not limited
in scope. Prominent problems that presented themselves were:
(1) Is the present doctrinal platform of the General Synod
sufficient?; (2) Is the trend in theclogy now to be con-
scrvative and if so in which direction (i.e. to American
Lutheranism or to Old Lutheranism)?; (3) Will the peace of
the Church be so disturbed by doctrinal controversy that
it would be better for us to remain silent at this time?;
(4) Ts it proper for doctrinal discussions to be entered
into on the General Synodical Level or ought they be kept
to the lower level of the participating 5ynods?l4 The par-
ticipants in the contreoversy tecok varying positions on

these four problems. But they were all generally divided

121bid., op. 236-321.
131pid., pp. 295-294,
141pid., pp. 236-321.
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into those who supported American Lutheranism or those who
opposed it and supported Confessional (i.e. Augsburg Con-
fession) Lutheranisn.

Ur. Schmucker himsecl{ was particularly concerned for
the peace of the Church., Even some of his opponents wit-
nessed to this. He did not think the controversy important

R : ) i e L :
encugh sc that it should be allowed to cause divisicn in

=
<

the Church. Thus, when the "peace proposal'

in the Lutheran QObscrver, he had az personal letter for

peace included in the same issue of that magazine. It

read in part:
Yea, as the peace of the church has always been dear
te my heart, and as I have devised measurcs of seli-
defense only in cases of necessity, and from a sacred
sense of duty; I gladly coonerate in this pacific
effort, and pray that those dear brethren (invelved
in the controversy) may be willing to accede to the
propositicn.

Schmuckerts Theology

At this point a brief summary of the distinctive doc~-
trinal features of American Lutheranism shall be made.
These features shall then be compared with several theo-
logical schools, both within and without historic Luther-
anism. There are a number of theological concerns that
were intended by Schmucker to be left out of the contro-

versy. The doctrinal points are those which were

151bid., p. 298.
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univprsally held by EBvangelical Protestan

ther( was no necessity that they be discus

for their authority the general consent of Lutheranism and
also of the Evangelical Alliance. A list of these is found

in the Lutheran Manual, and is the following:

1. The Divine inspiration, authority and sufficiency
ot the loly Scriptures
2. The right and duty of private judgment in the
interpretation of the scrintures.

3. The unity of tie Godhead, and the Trinity of
persons thercin.

4. The utter depravity of Luman nature in conse-
quence of the fall,

5« The incarnation of the Son of God, his work of
atonement for sinners of manki ind, aud his
mediatorial intercession and reign.

LIRS

e The justification of the sioner by faith alone.

7. The work of the Holy Spirit in the conversion
and sanctification of the sinner.

8. The Divine institution of tie Christian ministry,
and the obligation and perpetuity of Baptism and
the Loxrd's Supber.

9. The immortality of the soul and the judgment of
the world by our Lord Jesus Chrisi, with the
eternal blesseduess of the rightegus and the
eternal punishment of the wicked.

for Schmucker these were the fundamental articles of the

l6g, s. Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated; or,
Examination of the Lutheran Symbols, on ertain Jisputed
Topics: Includina a Reply to the Plea “of Rev. Je« Mann
(Baltimore: T. Newton Kurtz, 1856), D. 5. Hcreaftur this
book will be referred to as American Lutheranigm
Vindicated, etc.; vide, p. 38, itootnote 17 and p. 29,
footnote 22.
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entire Christian Church and of Scripture and thercfore they

were tle only articles concerning which disagreement ought

o

cause division.17

Other articles, wihich might be considered fundamental

. in a particular denomination or confession, oucht be lef

> g VULgR

sub ject to open discussion without causing division within

the Church, These are the terpics which he handled in his
Wt e 1 - e T £2 X b o o ,
writings concerning the Jefinite Platform. hey are: (1)

the Mass; (2) Private Confession and Absolu-
tion; (3) The Divine Institution of the Christian Sabbath;
(4) The Nature of Sacramental Influence; (5) Baptismal
Regencration; (6) The Nature of the Saviour's Presence in
the Lord's Supper; (7) Bxorcism.to
In dealing with the ceremonies of the Mass Schmucker

compared the Augsburg Confiession and the Smalcald Articles.
The former he styled as conciliatory, the latter condenmna-

v

tory. lle believed that though the reformers had previously
attacked the doctrinal content of the Mass and had changed
its form (Luther, 1523), that they had returned to a full
use of the Mass according to the Roman form., This he con-

sidered explicit according to the words of the Augustana.lg

He continued that if one subscribes to the Augsburg

17Ibid‘ s PDe. 4"5'

181bid., pp. 4-5
191bid., pp. 94-96.
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Confession he must also return to the form of the Mass at
that time and would thevefore be admitting Romish practices
and doctrine into the Church. His only point was that,
following the Smalcald Articles, he rejected the ceremonies
of the Mass. lle did not reject communion and did not be-

lieve that the reformers were talking to that point

-
-
ot
e
=

©

Augsburg Confession. lie stated that while Luther rejected
tihe most objecticnable portions of the Mass he did retain

the Introitus, the Kyrie Eleison, the (Collecta, the

1

Hpistles, singing of the Gradual, a shor

or
%
=
o
o
-
=
®

e . +% o A2 - 7 . - ~ e :
Gospel, the Nicene Creed, and a number of other matters

vhich he, Schmucker, styled as Romish.*Y The extent to

which he would go in allowing liturgical practices was not

2

revealed. Iis general position was to reject anything
that smacked of Rome.o’
In considering Private Confessicn and Absoclution
Scimucker reviewed the history of their practice in the
Lutheran Church. IHe recognized that the Augsburg Con-
fession established them as good practices with the ex-

clusion of a demanded numbering of all sians. But the

201bid., p. 92.

“11b1d., pp. 63-96; S. S. Schmucker, The American
Lutheran GChurch, etc., pp. 241-242; S. 3. Scinucker,
Hiements of Ponular Theoleogy, with Special Reference tc the
Joctrines of the Reformation, as Avowed before the Jiet at
Augcbuxg, 1u MDiXX (Seccnd edi *ion; New York: Leavitt, Lord
and Co., 18347, pp. 342-343, de eafter this book wiil be
referred to as Elements of Popular Theclogy, etc.
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majority of Lutheran Churches, he said, dropped these prac-
tices as not being in conformity with Scripture. And so
he believed that by now all Lutherans cught to continue
without them. He recognized that two practices have grown
cut of Private Confession. They are: (1) the public con-
fession made by the congregation previous to communion;
(2) the nractice of havin: communicants refer to the
pastor Lefore communing that he might discuss their
spiritual 1life with them. He did not recognize in either
case the validity of pronouncing absclution, even in con-
diticnal form, on the confcssee.

It was on this last point, the granting of absolu-
tion, that he raised his main contention. The points
that he stressed were: (1) It is inconsistent with the
stateuents of Scripture wherein it is said that God alone
forgives sins; (2) 1t has no foundation in the tradi-
timal texts, which texts speak to the congregational
acts of excommunication over public sin by members;

(3) It leads to the confusion of simple minds; (4) Actual
pardon of individuals depends on their having performed

the prescribed moral conditions sincerely. 3ince we can-
not ascertain what is in men's hearts we cannot ascertain
their sincerity; (5) He sees the assurance of forgiveness

not in the vocal assertion but in the peace which the

-
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Holy Spirit works in the heart of the beliQVGr.Zz
Schmucker correctly understood the reformers to have
put aside the theclogical idea that the Christian had a
divine obligaticn in regard to the Sabbath. He stated

that they distinctly taught:

(a) that the Jewish sabbath is entirely abolished;
(b) that no particular day was divinely appointed
in its stead; (c) that those who suppose the or-
dinance ccncerning sSunday instead of Sabbath is en-
acted as necessarv, are 'greatly mistaken;' (d) but
that, as it was necessary to appoint a certain day
for the convocaticn of the ncople, '"the Christian
Church' (not the anostles,) apprcointed Sunday.<

He recognized that Luther saw no difference in the extinc-

do 1.

ticn of both moral and ceremonial laws. Schmucker thought

that this proper distinction, between moral and ceremoniral,

‘was gained after Lutler’'s time and led tc the Lutheran
Church's present position. lle recognized the institution
of rest from labor in one day out of seven as being eter-
nally binding on all creation, including regenerate and
unregeneratec. 7That this day was changed from the seventh
to the first day of the week makes no alteration. Only
activities of a religious nature were allowed by this ob-
ligation. Man and beast were to enjoy rest and man par-

ticularly was to cultivate the use of time on the 3abbath

225, s, Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated,
etc., pp. 97-106; S. S. Schmucker, The American Lutheran
Church, etc., pp. 63-65, 239-240; S. S. Schmucker,
Elements of Popular Theology, etc., pp. 258-260.

235, S. Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated,
etc., ps117.




for spiritual growth. One of the Christian marks of this
country is that it makes allowance in its laws for the
fulfiliment of the divine obligation of the Christian
Sabbath,<4

Schmucker's views on the nature of sacramental influ-
ence and Daptismal regeneration can be considered uader one
topic, isgsentially he treated the same point, is the for-
giveness of sins comnveyed through the sacraments? ile clear
ly saw that the confessions and their writers did under-
stand the forgiveness of sins to be brought to the sinner
through the agency of the sacraments. Specifically, in re=-
gard to Baptism they upheld regeneration. Schmucker, how-
ever, saw no regencration in Baptism or forgiveness of sins

in the Sacrament of the Altarx. Iliis presentation scemed to
show a confusion of justification and sanctification for
he said that Baptism cannot confer regeneration since so
many that have bDeen baptized do not show the fruits of the

Spirit in their lives.2d Forgiveness of sins in Communion

was cast aside because he saw no clear scriptural warrant

245, s. schmucker, The Christian Pulpit, the Rightful
Guardian of Morals, in Political and no less than in Private
Life (Gettysburg: H. C. Neinstedt, 1846), pp. 12-13; S. S.
Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindlcated, etc., pp. 121~
134; S. S. Schmucker, The American Lutheran Church, etc.,
jo 38 100- S. S. Schmucker, Elements of Popular “Theology, ctCe,
pp- 109""112.

255, s. Schnucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated,
etc., pp. 142, 218, 225-226; S. S. Schmucker, Elements of
Popular Theology, etc., pp. 273-277.
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for such a gift and also brcause a man is either forziven
or not thrcuszh his faith. Baptism in adults is merely a
public means of professing faith. The means of grace tend
toward conversion but without the super-added, immediate
influences of the lloly Spirit they are capable of nothinz.20
Infant Baptism is merecly symbolic, initiatory and federal.
The main difficulty for Schmucker was that he connected for-
Ziveness with a faith that is iumediately active in visible
fruits and saw no conncction between this faith and the
sacravents.®’ It must also be recognized, in connection
with Baptism, that while Schmucker @i d accept '"the reality
of natural depravity inherited from our first parents,
[ﬁc roniod] the imputation of it to us as personal

guilt."Zd

Schiucker agreed with the reformers in their depre-
ciation of Transubstantiation and of the repeated sacri-
fice of the Mass. DBut he continued omn to the position of
Calvin in regard to the presence of Christ in the Sacrament

of the Altar. He upheld certain figurative interpretations

26g, s. Schmucker, Blemcents of Popular Theology, etc.,
pp. 151-152.

275, s. Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated,
etc., pp. 135-147, 153-154; S. S. Schmucker, The Amcrlcan
Lutheran Church, etc., pp. 176-177, 218, 225-2296, 241;

S. 3. Schmucker, Elements of Popular Theology, etc.,
pp. 197-229,

’

285, s. Schmucker, AmcricaniLutheranism Vindicated,
€3C.y Da 15
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of the texts and supports these arpunents from reason and
seénse. lie preferred the fermulations of Calvin to those
of Zwingli, who he belicved had left the Sacrament barren
of content., It is in line with this that he denied the com-

munication of attributes in Charist.<? The position that

- e oy vrd P~ ;'.' sy - e e o 4= 1 - £ 4 -
seemed to favor concerning the presence of Christ is that

7

1€ 1s present influentialily, erficacaw siy, cor virtually,
though not escentially.3Y He did nf t I

gh not es=entially. He did confess that others have
s iffor ; e ’
the Aght to differ from him on this peint. He strictly
allowed that while there is no bodily presence there is a

special spiritual blessing in the ford's Supp

mn

: o
Exorcism, while not mentioned specifically in the
Augsburg Confession, did come into wide use in the early
Lutheran Church as a test of orthodoxy. It is for this
reason that Schmucker had inciuded a denial of it in his
Definite vlatform. Ilie cousidered it a superstitious prac-
tice and a remnant of Romanism. The act, which had become

4

symbolic of the casting out of sin and satan from the in-
£~ - - P = *
rant to be baptized, was thought unnecessary and dilatory.

Actually, there was no need for it in Schmucker's system

29s, S. Schmucker, The American Lutheran Church, etc.,
pp. 180ff.

305, s. Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated, |
etc., pp. 148-153; S. S. Schmucker, The American Lutheran ‘
Church, etc., pp. 61-63, 222; S. S. Schmucker, Elements of
Popular Theology, etc., pp. 240-258; S. S. Schmucker,
Christological Lecture, on the Incarnatlon, the Person,
the Life, Death and Bxaltation of the saviour (Gettysburg,
Pa.: J. B. Wible, 1868), pa531m.




51

since he had denied the guilt of origimal sin.31

Throughout his writings Schmucker had presented the
thesis that his work was in a direct line from the re-
formers, 1lle stated the idea that the true doctrines had
gradually emerged from the Reformation through the Pie-
tistic school to America, and then through the final de-
velopment of a distinctive "American School" of Lutheran
"cheology.32 The newly risen "'repristination" theology
was more of a retrogression to Schmucker, It was a re=-
turn to old forms and beliefs which subsequent light had
revealed as false and detracting from true Christianity.
Schmucker acknowledged insights from Evangelical Protes-
tantism; such as on the Sabbath question, Sunday 3chools,
personal piety and joint action with those of a compar-
able faith., IHis theology is admittedly eclectic, al-
though he did not himseif use that term. Ile believed
that the Reformation was not an event that could be slotted
in one century, but was subject to subsequent growth and
change as new insights were gained. He claimed that the

"Ultra-Lutherans" had lost sight of the difference between

generic and specific truth. Generic truths were those

3lg, §. schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated,
etc., pp. 155-161; S. S. Schmucker, The American Lutheran
Church, etc., pp. 159, 237-239; S. S. Schmucker, Elements
of pPopular Theology, etcC., v. 202.

325, 5. schmucker, The American Lutheran Church, etc.,
pp. 41-89.

!
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grand scale ideas upen which all Christians ag
cific truths, or attempts at truth, were the f

formui

s

tions on evasive and unimportant minor noints of
-doctrinf and were the main cause of divisions. He thought
that the "0Old Lutherans' attempted to get dewn to such a
point of finality that they ultimately lost sight cof the
generic and dwelt on insignificant items.33

There appcars to be more similarity between Schmucker
and Calvinism than between Schmucker and traditional Luther-
anism., [His statements on the sacraments and the means of
grace, on the communication of attributes and on the cere-
monies of the Mass more closely align with Calvinism. His
thourhts on the Sabbath, on Sunday Schools, on Christian
union, his cconeration in tract and mission societies, his
efforts on slavery, prohibition and other civil pro jects,
all these put him into the realm of the Theocrats and the
Bvangelical Protestantism of his day. His peronal piety
and his stress on piety in the general life of the Chris-
tian could as easily have been either pietistic or puritan.
Perhaps his personal piety received its birth and growth
from Pictism and further emphasis from the prevailing
Puritanism of his day.

0f all that cﬁald be said of him, one thing ought to

be mentioned. He had little sympathy for the rising

331vid., pp. 179ff.
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"0ld Lutheranism." Its particularism was more than his
system could allow. It was difficult enough for Schmucker
to comprchend subscription to the Augsburg Confession.
With all the other confessional works added it became im-
pbossible for him. He saw "Cld Lutheranism®™ as an attack
on newly found and cstablished truth. For a long while
he believed that it would pass because, he thought, not
one out of five hundred Lutheran ministers was even sympa-
thetic to it. But Schmucker's day soon came to pass. Even

-

before he resigned from his position at the seminary he was
finding little general support for his beliefs. After his
resignation in 1864, he spent his time preparing occasional

lectures and publications until his death in 1873.34

34Abdel Ross Wentz, op. cit., pp. 142-144; P. anstadt,
op. cit., pp. 374-386.




CHAPTER VI

INFLUENCES THAT CONTRIBUTED TG THE THEOLOGY OF S. S. SCiHMUCKE!

g

Lutheran

Samuel Simon Schmucker was bern into a Lutheran home,
was trained partly in Lutheran parsonages, and lived and

worked aucng a body of believers that counted themselves

Lutheran. It could be no exaggeration to say that Lutheran-

ism had its influence upon him. FHis earliest tihweological
ambition was to work toward a return to a more solid sube
scription to the Augsburg Confession. He was familiar with
the thieclogical history and heritage of the Lutheran Church.
liis theologzical discussions showed a well developed famili-
arity with the historical situaticas that surrounded the
doctirinal development of the Lutheran Church, both in
Earope and Anerica.l
It was this very historical situation that tempered
Scimucker's Lutheranismn. le was a Lutheran cof America.

The Lutherans of America in the eighteenth century had

amnle opprortunity to develop a natioral consciousness.

15, s. schmucker, The American Lutheran Church, His-
torically, Doctrinally, and Practically Delineated, in
Several Occasional Discourses (Philadelnhia: E. W. Miller,

, passim. Herealter this book will be referred to
as The American Lutheran Church, etc.
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They had become increasingly American in all their outlook.
Their's was an American Lutheran Church with its own pe-
culiar marks.® One of these marks concerned doctrine.
These Lutherans had come from a Germany that, while not
antagonistic to confessions, did stress life over dogmatics.
Their doctrinal agreement was more conversational than con-
fessional. Whenever a situation arcse that demanded con-
fessional opinions (i.e. licensing of candidates, writing
a church constitution) these would often be hedged by the
use of such terms as "substantially correct' or '"fundamental
doctrines.'

Confessional statements in the official documents of
churches and of synods varied and were regularly changed by
some., Associations with those of other faiths versisted in
many arcas of tue country. Open fellowship existed at one
time or another with the Reformed, Bpiscopal and Moravian
communions. Raticnalism, though never a perilous threat,
did gain footholds, through the persons of Gottlieb Shober
(sometines spelled "Schober') and Frederick iH. (uitman.

Ror the Lutheran Church in America at this time there was
no historical tradition of confessional unity to which the

Lutherans could point.3 They were lacking a substantial

confessional platform on which to begin the task of

2Abdel Ross Wentz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in
America (Philadelphia: Muihlenberg Press, ~1955), pp. 65- 67.

31bid., p. 53.
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doctrinal formulation. for example, it was not until the
third meeting of the General Synod that any resolution was
Passed concerning doctrine. It was this lack of confes-
sional platform that contributed much to the temmering of
Schmucker?s Lutheranism. e did recornize the need for
confessional unity. Ile saw the roots of the Lutheran
Church in its great Augustana. He knew and used this con-
fession and other confessions of the r cformers also. But
he had no definite starting point to govern his use of
these statements.

Therce also was no guiding principle of polity for the
Lutherans of this period. PFor example, the Pennsylvania
Ministerium when originally formed in 1748 was cnly a free
association of Lutheran pastors. Some years passed before
lay representation was allowed., Congregational autonomy
was the only definite standard that was known.4 \When a
regular polity was established, as in the organization of
the General Synod, trouble immediately began over the sug-
gestion of a loss of frecedom by those participating in the
organization. The nced for governing principles of polity
is eminently demonstrated by Schmucker's constant reference
to and inclusion of such principles in lhis major writings.

Thus, his Definite Platform covered both doctrine and poli=

ty. This lack of polity could in itself contribute much

41bid., pp. S3-54.
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to a change in doctrine.

ne other feature of the day that contributed to the
tempering of 3cimucker's Lutheranism was the lack of
Lutheran schools. The necessity of having Lutheran
schools for the maintenance of tae Lutheran Church was
recognized by schmucker and his Cont:mporarics.s Twe of
his "pious desires" center con this need. The Lutheran
Chureh, while surrounded Ly established Reformed churches
with their own school systems, had no means for pPreserv-

ing i1ts doctrinal unigueness other than the passing of

-~

doctrine from hand to hand through candidate instruction
by regular ministers. If its candidates desired any pro-
fessional nolish they were comnelled to attend schools
with competingy theological emphasis.

In spite of the conditions of his day it was
Schmucker's intention to be a real Lutheran. But, because
he had to find his own way to doctrinal and political cer-
tainty he had to develop his own means of interpretation
of his basic historical background, the Reformation. The
belief that he developed in tiis matter centered around
the idea of a continuing Reformatiomy ., Luther, Schmucker

said, never intended us to follow his teachings exclusively

SSunra, DD 135 23,
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but desired to lead us back tc the Bible.é Schmucker found
Certain primitive features in the Reformer's shuirch. These
features are those recognized by Bvangelical Protestantism,”
Thus, while Lutheranism was the basic influence that led
him in his 1ife, he found in the Lutheran Reformation only
the generic principles and truths that served as the basi
for his Evangelical beliefs. Specific truths he found

elsevhere,

Calvinistic

The American environment in which Schmucker lived was
dominated by the spirit and followers of Calvin. It was a
Calvinism that contained many divergent schools of thought
vet its basic foundation lay in the interpretations of
y that Calvin began., Spaude's work perhaps
could have easily been titled "The Lutheran Church under !
Calvinizing Influence." The manner in which Calvinism af- J
fected Schmucker shall be traced through three areas: (1)
doctrine; (2) attitudes; (3) the influences and scurces

for these doctrines and attitudes.

f5,48 Schmucker, American Lntheranism Vindicated; or,
Examination of the Lutheran Symbols, on Certain J1swuted
Topics: Including a Reply to the Plea of Rev. W. J. Mann

(Baltimore: T. Newton Kaurtz, 1856), pp. 197-200. Here- ‘
after this book will be referred to as American Lutheranism

Vindicated, ctc.

7Ibid., pr. 49=-
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Schmucker did not assume certain gross opinions of
Calvin into his own systom of theology. He definitely
rejected the idea of eternal election to reprobation. 1In
regard to natural depravity schmucker accepted the in-
fluence of sinful generation but denied the impartation
of guilt to infants. This was in line with the general
Calvinism of his day. Baptism for Schmucker was the initi-
ation of the child into the company of the faithful., The
child was not regenerated or reborn through Bantism. Simi-
larly, while the Lord's Supper was efficacious and ef-
fectual it did not convey the forgiveness of sins. The
Presence in the Supper was not bodily but rather an ei-
ficacious, spiritual partalking of the Lord with the sign
conveying the thing implied. He openly acknowledged his
preference for the formulations of Calvin in regard to
Communion. Absolution by the pastor appeared to De a non
ens for Schmucker. It simply did not convey anything and
led to the confusing of simpnle minds. The believer ought
rather to seek confirmation through the inward witness of
the Spirit. This witncss brought several effects; the con~

viction that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God and

——

Savior, that the Scriptures are God's word and a complete
rule for faith and life, and that the individual is sure
of his faith and consequently of his election to final

perseverance. Schmucker also denied the comnmunication
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of attributes in Christ.S

In his attitudes Schmucker evidenced a high regard for
Calvin and Zwincli and for their work in the Reformaticn.
He praised many of their doctrinal formulations. Schmucker
had an equally high opinion and regard for the spiritual
children of Calvin.? ile recgarded the Bvangelical Protes~
tants as true brethren who dif{fered with him only oa minor
peints of minute importance. He emphasized the right of
the individual to judge the Scriptures in his own light.
ile thought the Union Church of Prussia to be a step for-
ward for Protestantism. He held a common cpinion with the
American Reformed in regard to things Romish. And, he
cultivated the spiritual friendship of these Calvinists.

The influences and sources of Schmuckexr's leanings
toward Calvinism are difficult to pinpoint. General ob-
servations can be made. Pirst, Schmucker's father was an

active supporter of the Evangelical spirit.lo

lle supported
the American Protestant associations actively. Thus, from
his youth Schmucker was placed under the influence of this
branch of the church., His education was rounded by two

years attendance at Princeton Theological Seminary where

he studied under Calvinists. The extent of his growth in

8gupra, pp. 18, 32, 54-60.
gA. R. ‘ﬂ’entz, g_r_’_. Cit., po 139-
10sypra, p. 6.
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the knowledge of Calvinism while at Princeton could be
indicated by the extensive knowledge of creeds and doc-
trinal fermulaticns that he displayed in his writings.ll
It was also at Princeton that he developed acquaintances
among those who would one day be leaders in the American
Protestant scene. Above and throughout any specific in-
fluences was the Calvinistic enviromment within which
Schmucker had to move as nastor, cducator and intellectual.
If he wished to converse with learned men of his own
stature he had to come into contact with Calvinists.
Schnuckcer lived within his own envircenment and absorbed
from it some of its characteristic Calvinisnm.

Schmucker saw in both Lutheranism and Calvinism the
generic truths necessary te Christian faith. Ie placed
himself within the realm of the Lutheran system but drew
into it certain specifics from Calvinism. Basically, he
gathered in a new spirit, that of an abhorrence for a
logical inconsistency. This philoscephical presumption
could account for his denial of guilt in natural depravity,
for his denial of absclution by the pastor and forgiveness
in the sacraments, and for his denial of the bodily pre-
sence in the Lord's Supper. In cach case he did base a

portion of his argument upon the inconsistency of the

113. S. Schmucker, Appeal te the American Churches,
with a Plan for Catholic Union (New York: Gould and
Newman, 1838), passim.
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assertion with other statements of Scripturc.l2 This adon-
tion of a basic Calvinist attitude toward interpretation
was perhaps the first ster in the Calvinist influence on
Schmucker.

The second step in the influence of Calvinism on
Schmuclter is found through his voluntary association with
men of that persuasion. This, while it possibly did not
start his leanines toward Calvinism, did confirm and
strengthen him once he had arrived at his theolegical

assertions.
Pietism

It would have been extracrdinary if Schmucker had not
had pietistic lcanings., He himself readily admitted and
even gloried that the American Lutheran Church had for its
founders men who deeply imbibed of the spirit of Spener,
Francke and Arndt.13 '"Colonial ILutheranism in America was
largely evangelized and corranized from Halle."1% Schmucker
was a pietist from boyhood tc his death. He never seemed
to waver from this pattern.

Schmucker's father demonstrated his pietism through

12supra, pp. 56-59.

13g, s. Schmucker, The American Luthcran Church, etc.,
ppo ll"“}‘{)‘

14James Hastings Nichols, History of Christianity
1650-1950 (New York: The Ronald Press, 1950), D. 04.
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ritual introsnection.

=0

Some notes that he wrote for his spi
These points were raiscd: conversion exveriecnce, renentance
over sins, desire for tlhe conversion of others, desire for
the society of tue pious, and a meticulous recording of in-
firmities and defects. Sclmucker was quite aware of his
father's spiritual ideas. He himsclf kent a diary in which
he recorded nis acts, his spiritual condition, and the con-
Versions and other ministerial deeds which he effected,
Schmucker always cxprossed a high admiration for his father
and also for such men as ', 2. Helmuth and II. M. |
Muhlenberg.l? These latter two, he believed, had contri-
buted, through his father, to his own spiritual nature.
Helmuth, of course, also contributed directly through his
instruction of the young Schmucker.

In his ideas on the development of theology Schmucker
placed Pietism in a direcct line between himself and the
Lutheran Reformation. Ile saw the Reformation of thought
in the sixteenth century and the Reformation of life in
the eighteenth century through the Pietists., But the
Pietists also contributed in the realm of theology. They
showed that a too rigid and extensive creecd was destructive
of true personal Christianity. Prom the Pietists Schmucker

learned tc place , high value on the necessity of piety in

a pastor, It was for this reason that he sought a basic 5
p |

153, s, Schmucker, The American Lutheran Church, etc., ;
ppo 11'400 |
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piety among his students. In line with this Schuucker aiso
placed moral conditions on the gaining of forgiveness {or
sins.

Almast the entire Lutheran Church of America was pie-
tistic in Schmucker's day. He was its child and showed the
marks of his heritage. He allowed little levity, was gen-

ally careful of coanduct, and stuck mostly to business.

He was always deeply concerned that relizion, more specifi-
cally that Christianity, be a very personal affair between

the individual and his God.

uritanisn

[
£
i

While there was a close resemblance between Pietism

and Puritanism, esnecially in regard to moral purity, they
stemmed from different basic concerns. The basic concern

in Pietism was for the nersonal involvement of the indi-
vidual in that which he professed to be his faith. It
emphasized life as being the basic component of faith.
There was no recognition of faith existing apart from
action.l? In Puritanism the concern was on the rule of
the omnipotent God over the individual. There was also

a corporate concern but this will be discussed in the next

165y By ‘DDeidB0 58 &

17J. H. Nichols, op. cit., pp. 83-85; Johmn F. llurst,
History of Rationalisum T Labracing & Survey of the Present
State of Trotestant Theology (New York: Carlton and
Porter, 1866), ppr. 91-97,.




division: Theocrats. In view of the absolute sovereignty

.
[}
¢

LL T3

R Pheagn o o 5 . e b
of God, Puritanism stressed a complete reformation.

oo -2~ Ty 4 ¢ - b £ . 1 Lo
SChmucker carried both of these streams of thought with

% x
Hime . He was basically a p:

i
®)
iy
B
1]
ot
C
<
i

the Puritanism of his environment.

Some of the puritanical concerns of 3chmucker naral-
lel those ~f his basic pietism, Some of these are: his
oppositicon to frivolous activities such
his emphasis on the fruits of fa aith, and his concern on
the impeortance of conversion in the ministry. Other con-
cerns of Schmucker are derived from Puritanism. Some of
these are: his belief in the divine obligation of the Sab-
bath, his support of religious revivals, bis antipathy
anything that tasted of Romanism, his sltress on assurance

in the heart through the Holy Spirit, and his federal

....z

u"l
(8]

understanding of Bantism.
Schmucker accepted the thesis of God's governance of

the individual through His established moral obligaticns.
The Christian was obligated to a certain moral behavier.t?

The acceptance cf this tenet led of course to the cenclu-

sions which the Puritans had already drawn from it. Thus

18snpra, ppt-7i 36, 56, 18, 7, 45, 56, 59.

_ 195, s. Schmucker, Elcments of Popular Thecology, with
Special Reference Io the Doctrines of the Qefblmatlon, as
Avowed before the Diet at Augsburg, 1n MD{XX (Philadelphia:
S. S. Miles, 1833), pp. 191-213.
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schimucker supports the previously mentioned items. Ilis ac-
Ceptance of this theological promosition most probably oc-
Curred at princeton. If it 4id not occur there, it at
least received stronc impetus there and was hardened into
Conviction through Scimucker's constant asscciation with
Protestant pastors of that persuasion. His already devel-

oped piety would nrove an aid to the acceptance of the

hen)

Puritan thesis. It may have been that he even developed

an attachment for this thesis in his youth. His father
was a strong supporter cof the temperance cause and did co-

Cberate in the worlk of the American Tract and Bible

Societics,
Theocratic

The Theocrats were Calvinists and Puritans. Since
this overlavning occcurs, certain points will necessarily
be rODeatodf The main emphasis of the Theocrats was that
God was the sovereign of all men and particularly of na-
tions. He had established cerfain moral obligationg that
men and naticons must obey lest punishment be forthcoming.
The United States must be especially on guard since it was
the newly chosen "Israel' of God's covenant among the na-
tions. The Theocrats accepted the responsibility for the

: P . . 3 . 2
Persuasion oif the American people concerning this point, 0

20 John R. Bodo, The Protestant Clergy and Public Issues

1812-1848 (Princeton, New Jersey: Princetcn University
Press, 1954), p. 9.
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Schmucker agreed and saw the responsibility of the Christian
Pulpit for this end. He rccognized God's moral law and
sought to have it implemented among men. The agency for

the proper dissemination of this law was the preaching of-
fice of the Church.?l  The public and its cfficials were to
listen to the preaclier as he set forth God's law. They were
then to go forth to effect moral reform ameng all men, in-
cluding the unreﬁenﬂrate.zz

The public issues of the Theocrats which Schmucker es-
becially supported were: (1) the slavery question; (2) the
Christian Sabbath; (3) prohibition of alcoholic beverages;
(4) the 1ay Sunday School movement; (5) a national day of
thanksgiving.EB For his endeavors he was recognized by the
Theocrats as cne of their fellows. Bodo sees him as the
only outstanding Lutheran among the Theocratic movement .24

One pcint basic to the Theocratic movement has already
been mentioned, the moral rule of a sovereign God. Another

point that probably contributed to Schmucker's acceptance

of their emphasis was his desire to see the Lutheran Church

218. S. Schnucker, The Christian Pulpit, the Rightful
Guardian of Morals, in Political and no less than in Private

o

Life (Gettysburg, Pa.: H. C. Neinstedt, 1846), bassim.

P

zzjohn R, Bodo, op. cit., p. 45; S. S. Schmucker,
-gl)..! Cit- 1] p- 26-

23Sugra, pr. 42-45.

24John R. Bodo, op« cit., p. 5, footnote 7.
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become truly American.2d This desire of Schmucker is ade-
quate to explain his acceptance of the Theocratic movement.
It links with the Theoecratic desire to make America more
Theocratic (i.e. essentially Protestant). Ancother source
of Schmucker's Theocratic nature, as explained previocusly,
was his association with Calvinistic pastors and theoc=-
logians who were at the same time Theocrats.

It has been stated carlier that there was an affinity
between Puritanism and Pietism. The same cannot be said of
Pietism and the Theocratic movement. The Theocratic move-
ment was born of the covenantal theology of Puritanism,29
It was bascd on such a group emphasis as is not found in
Pietign.27 Therefore, the Theocratic euphasis in Schmucker
must be traced directly te the influence of Puritan theology

and finds no corresponding pietistic influence.
Lcumenical

Schmucker saw a basic doctrinal unity already existing
among the evangeclical Protestant churches. To him the Refor-
mation was of an ecumenical nature and led to the develop-

ment of a common Protestant theology.28 His father had

_258. S. Scimucker, The American Lutheran Church, etc.,
passim.

26 john R. Bodo, op. cit., p. 8.

27thn F. Hurst, op. cit., pp. 93ff.

288. S. Schmucker, "A Discourse on the Glorious Refor-
mation, etc.,” Martin Luther, A Commentary on Saint Paul's
Bpistlc to the Galatians (Philadelphia: S. S. Miles, 1840),

passim.
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Tecognized an ecumenical Protestant movement and the son
followed in his stens. In 1826 Schmucker acknowledged an
existing doctrinal unity in Protestantism. In 1832 he com-
mented with favor on the spirit of brotherly love and
Christian liberality of his age as evidenced through the
Cooneration of different denominations in voluntary as-
sociations of a Christian nature. MHe stated that doctrinal
unity existed in regard to: (1) the Bible's full authority;
(2) the incarnation of the Son of God; (3) the atonement of
Jesus Christ; (4) salvation by faith alone; (5) the work of
the Holy Spirit. Minor doctrinal distinctions, he believed,
need not stand in the way of unity. in 1838 Schmucker pre-
sented his ful! thinking on ecumenical endeavors in his

Braternal Appeal to the Amcrican Churches on Christian

Union.29

It is difficult to trace the development of ecumenical
thought in Scimucker. It is true that the Lutheran Church
of his youth did practice open fellowship at different
times with some Calvinistic bodies, but open fellowship is
another matter., It is not nearly as comprehcnsive as ecu-
menicity. Again, he did come into contact with pastors and
theologians of other Protestant communions and learned to
know and appreciate their theological systems, even appro-

priating some of their beliefs. But, this is still far

zgsunra, ps 38.
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short of ecumenicity. Probably the proner indication of
the develonment of Schmucker!s theology is the listed gub-

SCription to his Praternal Appeal. The men who sizned this

abpeal in supnort of its statements were Theocrats and ecu-
menists, Supposing Schmucker to have been in constant
touch with them Adurins the years previous to the publish-
ing of the appeal it would be proper to assume that they

and Schmucker develoned an ecumenical concern togother.

3

Together they worked as Theocrats. Together they developed

an ccumenical concern. Together they issued an ecumenical
appeal. And togecther they established the Bvangelical
Alliancc,.30

Schmucker could have developed an ecumenical concern
starting from his own view of the Reformation and of the
fundamental doctrines that united Protestantism. But this
development would be quickened and heightened through his
contacts with the Theocrats and with general Evangelical
Protestantism. In regard to his ecumenicity then, it is
not so much a matter of outside influence on Schuucker as
it is a matter of the man's development from within through
the associates with whom he labored in the Protestant

American sccne.

Conclusions

Schnmucker strove throughout his life to be a Lutheran.

303upra, P« 42,
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1

Unfortunately he did not have within his Lutheran environ-

ment the basic materiale that would have led him o a con-

servative Lutheran position, The basis for his theology
was colored by the Caivinistic enviromment that was shap-

ing American Protestantism. Certain of the presumptions
of Calvin and of Puritanism prevented him from arriving
at traditional Lutheran confessional conclusions. The
most he could acce-t from Lutheranism was certain generic
truths which were common to all Bvangelical Protestantism.
His Lutheranism was also colored by the Pietisnm that co-
lonial Lutheranism had established in Am
Pietism cave an easier entrance to some of the emphasis

of Awerican Puritanisn. One direct influence of Puri-
tanism was the Theocratic idea, Working with the Theocrats
he developed, along with them, an ecumenical concern. This

is the basic nattern of the influences that contributed to

the theoleogy of Samuel Simon Schaucker.




CHAPTER VIT
SUMMARY

Samuel simon Scamuckcsr lived, worked and died while
the Lutheran Churca in America was in a stage of transi-
tion. PFrom the time of his birth, when the Lutherans open-
ly associated with Moravians, Reformed and Episcopalians,
and had little ioctrinal affirmations, the Lutheran Church
moved to a time, at his death

“ eF ]

when confessionalism and
denominational consciousncss were on the way to ascendency.
At the begimning of his labors Schmucker was called a con-
servative; at the end, a rank liberal.

It is difficult to appreciate a man who has a loose

adherence to the confessions. But appreciation is made

€asier if that man is attempting, albeit in his own way,
to achieve a stricter confessional status both for himself

and for others. Schmucker was such a man, He dedicated

his labors to the American Lutheran Church, Before begin-
ning them he assessecd its needs. e determined such necds
as better organizational structure, increased doctrinal
and political certainty and a program of educaticn for the
training of leadérs. He then proceeded in a planned cam-
paign for the fulfillment of these needs. Schmucker was
not limited in his knowledge, cnly in his environment.

He strove to be as Lutheran as he knew how to be. Dut, he
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It is the purpose of this appendix to supply a handy
list of the works of Schimucker for the reference of the

reader. The list is based on one found in Life and Times

of 's. S. Schmucker, by P, Anstadt, pp. 262-265. In list-
ing Schmucker's works he did abridge throughout, especial-
ly in the titles. Thesc abridgements have been lengtihened
and further information as to city, publisher and year
have been given wierever possible., Whenever additional
information is given an asterisk (*) is placed before the
citation. The numbering is as in Anstadt's volume. There
is added one wor: not included in Anstadt's list. It is
given at the close.

1. Pormula of Government and Discipline, for Congre-

———

gations and Synods. Hagersiown: U. G. Bell, 1823. (Pub-

lished by the Synod of Maryland and Virginia in 1823 and
by the General Synod in 1829).

2. (*) The Intellectual and Moral Glories of the Chris-

tian Temple, Ililustrated from the History of the Evangelical

Lutheran Church, a Synodical Discourse by Samuel Simon

Schmucker Preached October 17, in the Lutheran Church in

Middletown, Maryland and Published by the Vestry of said

Church. Baltimore, Maryland: william Woody, 1824.

3. (*) An Inaugural Address, Delivered before the

Directors of the Theological Seminary of the General Synod

i bominnze
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of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, by Samuel Simon Schmucker

at His Induction into Professorship of Christian Theology,

September 5, 1826. Carlisle, Pennsylvania: J. E. Wible, 1826.

4. (*) An Elementary Course of Biblical Theolozy.

Translated from the original volume of Storr and Flatt,

given with additions by Schmucker. Andover: Hagg and

Gould, 1326,

- = &

5. lymn Book of the General Synod. N. city: n.p., 1828.

6. Formula of Government and Discipline, Evangelical

Lutheran Church, in West Pcunsylvania. Gettysburg: n.p.,

1828. An enlargement of the General Synod Porm.

7. (*) Constitution of the Theclogical Seminary of the

General Synod of the Evaungelical Lutheran Church in the

United States: Located at Getiysburg, Pennsylvania, to-

gether with the Statutes cf the General Synod on which it

is founded. Philadelphia: Wm. Brown, 1826,

8. JBvangelical Magazine. Gettysburg: n.p., 1830.

5

9. (*) A Plea for the Sabbath School System, Delivered

February 2, 1830, at the Anniversary of the Gettysburg Sun-

day School, Published by the Theological Students and Cther

Teachers at Said School, Getiysburg, Printed at the Press

of the Theological Seminary. Gettysburg: H. C. Neinstedt,

1830.

10, (*) Kurzegefaszte Geschichte der Christlichen

Kirche; auf der Grundlage des vortreflichen Busch'schen

Werkes. Gettysburg: J. E. Wible, 1834.
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11, () Elements of Popular Theology, with Special

Reference to the Doctrines of the Reformation, as Avowed

before the Dict of Augsburg, in MDXX{. New York: Leavitt,

-

rrom

>

Lord and Co., 1834. (Anstadt gives first edition
Andover., )

ommemoration of the Glorious

(]

12, Discourse in

Reformation, before the West Pennsgylvania Synod. New York:

i e 3 At -
Gould and Newman, 1838,

13. (*) Praternal Appeal to the American Cihurches, with

2 Plan for Catholic Unicn. New York: Gould and Newman, 1838.

14. (*) The Happy Adaptation of the Sabbath School

System to the Peculiar Wants of Our Age and Country, a Ser-

mon Preached at the Reguest of the Board of Managers of the

American Sunday School Union, Philadelphia, May 20, 1839.

Philadelphia: Amecrican Sunday Scheol Union, 1839.

15. (*) Address on the Anniversary of Washington's

Birthday, Delivered before the Gettysburg Guards, February

22, 1839. Gettysburg: H. C. Neinstedt, 1839.

16. (*) Portraiture of Lutheranism, a Discourse Deliv=-

ered by Request, at the Consecration of the First English

Lutheran Chuzch in Pittsburgh, October 4, 1840, before the

Synod of West Pennsylvania, and Published by a Rescluticn

of Said Body. Baltimore, Maryland: The Publication Rooms,

1840.
17. (¥) Retrospect of Lutheranism in the United States,

A Discourse Delivered before the General Synod at Baltimore,
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1841; and published by Said Body for Gratuitous Distribution.

Baltimore, Maryland: The Publication Rooms, 1841.

13. (¥) A Discourse on the Glorious Reformation, with
a Reference to the Relation between the Principles of Popery
and Our Republican Institutions." Martin Luther., A Com-

mentary on Saint Paul's Epistle to the Galatians.

Philadelphia: S. $. Miles, 1840.

19. (*) Psychology, or Elements of a New System of

dental Philosophy, on the Basis of Consciousness and Coummon

Sense: Jesigned for Colleges and Academies. Third Edition.

New York: larpers, 1842,
In his bibliograpiy Vergilius Perm (Crisis in American

Lutheran Theoloey, New York: The Century Co., 1927) gives

the second edition (New York: Harpers), 1845. The dis-
crepancy in the editions and dates is unresolved at this
time.

20. (%) Appeal ou Behalf of the Christian Sabbath.

American Tract Scciety, #502. N.c., n.d.

21. (*) Dissertation on Capital Punishment. Third

edition. Philadelphia: King and Baird, 1845.

22. (*) The Patriarchs of American Lutheranism, Being

a Discourse Delivered before the Historical Society of the

Lutheran Church in the United States, during the Session of

the Gencral Synod in Philadelphia, May 17, 1845, and

Published by Said Society. Philadelphia: Historical Society

of the Lutheran Church in the United States, 1845.
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23. (*) The Papal liderarchy Viewed in the Light of

2 4 hoecv anA 111 = i z 4 b - = - i
Prophecy aud ilistory, Being a Discourse Delivered in the

Englishi Lutheran Church, Gettysburg, February 2, 1845.

Gettysburg: . C. Neinstedt, 1845.

"

24, (*) The Christian Pulpit, the Rightful Guardian

lO

Morals, in Political and no less than in Private Life.

Gettysburg: H., . Neinstedt, 1846.

25. Church Development on Apostolic Principles.

Gettysburg: n.p., 1850.

26. Nature of the 3Saviour's Presence in the EBucharist.

Ns:sCst n.p., 1851,

7. (*) The American Lutheran Church, Historically,
[

Doctrinaily, and Practically Delincated, in Several Occasion-

al Discourses. Philadelphia: E. W. Miller, 1851.

28. [Elemental Contrast betwecen the Religion of Porms

and of tiie Spirit. Gettysburg: n.p., 1852.

29. The Peace of Ziom, Discourse before the General

Synod. NeC+i na.bw,; 1833,

30. Address at the Laying of the Corner Stoane of the

Shamokin Literary Institute. Pottsville: n.o., 1854.

31. (*) Lutheran Manual on Scriptural Principles, or,

the Augsburg Confession Illustrated and Sustained Chiefly

by Scriptural Proofs and Extracts from Standard Lutheran

Theologians in Burope and America, together with the Formula

of Government and Discipline Adopted by the General Synod

of the Evangelical Lutheran Cuhurch in the United States.

Philadelphia: Lindsay and Blakiston, 1855.
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32. (%) American Lutheranism Vindicated; or, Examina-

tion of the Luthcran Symbols, on Certain Disputed Topics:
Incluiing a Reply to the Plea of the Rev. W. J. Mann.

Baltimore: T. Newton Kuriz, 1836.

33. (%) Definite Platform, voctrinal and Disciplinar-

ian, for Evangelical Lutheran Synods; Constructed in Ac-

cordance with the Principles of the General Synocd.

Philadelvrhia: Miller and Burlack, 1856.

34. (%) Rev. J. A. Brown's New Theology,--Examined.

mn £a 4y . ) i '} o (%1 . y 4 =
settysburg: i, C. Neinstedt, 18537.

p
Q
ot

35. The Baptism of Children whose Parcnts are .

Conunected with the Church, a Report to the Synod of West

2 pawr T | - = = - < \
Yennsylvania. N.c.: n.p., 1859,

36. (*) Discourse on the Scriptural Worship of God;

its Nature, Auxiiiaries and Impediments, Delivered before
the Evangelical Synod of West Pennsylvania, September 30,

1860, and Published by Reguest of Said Synod. Philadelphia:

————

Miller and Burlack, 1860.

37. Lvangelical Lutheran Catechism. DBaltimore:

Furtz, 1859.

35. Scrmon on the Work of Grace, or Revival of Religion,

at Antioch, Preached at Hanover. York, Pennsylvania: n.p.,

1862.

39. Proposed Liturgy of the General Synod, Presented

at York. N.c.: n.p., 1864,
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40. Discourse on Human Depravity.

1865.

4l.  The Church of the Redeemer, as

- 1 o P Ty =
the weneral synod of

Gettysburg: n.p.,

Developed within

the Bvangelical Lutheran Church.

Baltimore: T. Newton Kurtz, 1867.

~

42. True Unity of Christ's Church.

43. Christological Lecture, on the

New York: Randolph,

Incarnation, the

Person, the Life Death and Exaltation of

Gettysburg: 7. . Wible, 1868.

the Saviour.



APPENDIX B

SERMON OUTLINES AND NOTES

the sermon emphasis that Schmucker

~ry

Some examples o
used are ii’lClH(}.f,‘d JCS:IO‘I{’.E'! the ("[u(}tiﬂf“f of several sermon

outlines., These are taken from P. Anstadt, Life and Times

of Rev. §. 3. Schmucker, who quotes them from Schmucker's
diary. These are not to be considered representative of
all of Schmucker's preaching. They give an indication of
soue of the fcatures which are prominent in his style dur-
ing his years in the parish ministry.

1820, June 20. Funerai Sermon at the burial of Mr.

Bernhardt. Text, John x. 27-30. Theme: The privileges

o] he true followers of Christ.

———— —

I. The character of the true followers of Christ;
1I. Their privileges.
July 2. Preached at Carlisle for Brother Keller. 1In
the morning., Text: Acts iii. 19,
I. The nature of true repentance.

1. It cmbraces a change in the views
a. Of God;
b. Of the divine law; and of
c. The future state.

2. In the feelings or dispositions;

3. In the practical experience and life cf the

convert.
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II. The proofs or verification of this conversion,

et
L]

in this life;
2. In death;
3. In ecternity.

Bvening, Jeremiah ix. 23, 24. Theme: The true glory

1. Consider souwe of the objects of the worldly man's

glory;

a. Riches;
5. Fame;
Cc. Wisdom.

1. Cousider the object of the Christian's glory; true
and saving knowledge of God.
ITI. Show why we ought to glory in the latter and not
in the former;
a. Because God commands it in our text;
b. Becausze the former are not, and the latter
are proper objects of human glory;
C. Because man holds a high rank in the grade
of being.

July 9. York. Text: Psalm cx. 3. The skeleton is
founded on the fcllowing new translations cf the Hebrew:
"After the time of thy victory thy people shall bring thee
willing offerings in the beauty of holiness, and children

shall be born unto thee as the merning dew flows in the

eastern horizon.™ Theme: The joyful conseguences of the
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victory of Clrist our King.

I. The victory itsclf;
Give a history of the rise, progress and termina-
tion of the conflict between Jesus and Satan;
I1. The joyful conscquences thereof;
1. A people shall be gathered;
2. The neople shall bring him williag offerings;
a. A nrofession of their faith by joining
the visible church;
D. By sacrificing the pleasures of the world;
c. By yielding themselves a living sacrifice
tn God,

Apvlication. 1. To those whe are of his neople;

2. To those who are not of his people.

September 26. Preached at Armentrauts. Text:
Isaiah 1v, 6 in German. '
I. By nature we have not the Lord;
II. If we would have him, we must seck him;
IIT. How shall we obey the command of the text;
1V, 1f we do not seek him now, we may not find him
in future.
November 26. Preached for Rev. Mayer in Philadelphia,
on Prov. iii. 17. "His ways are ways of pleasantness, and
all her paths are peace."
The same day in the evening preached for Brother Cruse

to a crowded and very attentive audience. Text: Rev. xiv. 13.
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"Blessed are the dead which die in the Lord."
I. The persons. They are such as lived in Jesus, viz:
l. In the faith of Jesus;
2« In the coumunion of Jesus;
3. 1In obedience to Jesus.
IT. Their future blesscdness;
(a) They shall rest from their labors, in pro-
moting the Kingdom of God
L. In their own souls;
a. Prom the labor of self-denialj;
b. PFrom the use of means of grace;
¢. PFrom spiritual watchfulness;
d. From sorrow for their sins.
2. In the souls of others;
(b} Their works shall follow them; applicatim s.
Jecember 1U. Preached in York, on Heb, ii. 3. ''How
shall we escape, if we neglect so great salvation, which at

the f

.

rst besan to be speken by the Lord, and was confirmed

”
L
r

unto us Ly them that heard him.™

Exordium. The salvation of an immertal being is in-
finitely important. Therefore the inspired writers were
led to speak most earnestly, and as they were not deprived
by inspiration of their natural capacities, they made use
of human forms of sreech. St. Paul gives expression to his
ardent feelings by means of an antithesis, "lHow shall the

transgressor escape?" etc.
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Theme: The unhanpy condition of those whoe neglect the

freat salvation.

I. The great salvation embraces twe principal parts;

1., Deliverance from the slavery,
a. Of the worlid;
b. Of Satan;
c. Of our own sinful nature;
1. Of tine curse of the law in this life and
the life that is to come.
2. 1In the blessings of

a. The restoration of the image of Godj;

b. The restoration of the favor of God;

c. Adoption as children of God.
3. The grecatness of this salvation is shown;
a. By the price it cost--the blcod of Christ;
b. The opinions of many saiunts and learnéd men;
c. The death of the martyrs;
d. The nature of the salvation--it is eternal,

spiritual.

ITI. The persons who neglect this salvation.

i, Those who deny the divine revelation;
2., 'Those whose Christianity is but an outward form;
3. Those who have had good impressions, but re-

sisted them. Application.!

lp, anstadt, Life and Times of Rev. S. S. Schmucker, D.D.,
PFirst Professor of Theology in the Lutheran Theological Semi-

nary at Gettysburg, Pa. (York, Pa.: P. Anstadt and Sons,
1896), pp. 93-97.
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DIARY EXTRACTS

ot

In order to impress on the reader the piety of S. 8.

Schmucker, P. Anstadt has included numerous direct quota-
tions from 3Scivnuciker's liary. These shall be quoted in

part herein te give the reader of this paper sceme indica-
tion of tie basic attitudes of Scumucker during his years

in the parish ministr

‘<1
.

fuesiay, September 19 (1820). Yestcerday came here to
uricle Nicholas and was very kindly received. Spent the
afternoon and this whole day conversing with him on dif-
ferent points. He is a man of good talents and respectable
informatioan. lle is very willing to give me two of his con-
gregations, Woodstock and liudile's schoolhouse, if 1 see

-

s very kind., We have talked over

s
Fes)
de

fit to settle here. I
all the circumstances of the town and of New Market. Henkel
and sons persccute instinctively everything that bears the
naue of Schmucker. Nicholas is a true Christian. 1 gave
him some general views, or rather abstract views of my mat-
rimonial intentions, and he¢ approves them. His wife is a
very sensible, goodnatured, piocus [sic] woman. Became

pious, he told me, within the last twc years.l

lp, Anstadt, Life and Times of Rev. $. S. Schmucker, D.d.,
Pirst Professor of Theology in the Lutheran Seminary, at
Gettysburg, Pa. (York, Pa.: P, Anstadt and Sons, 1896), p. 85.
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Thursday 21st. Although I trust my love to God is

supreme, and thongh 1 examine and weigh with the utmost
solemnity the important subject of my settlement in these
congregations, yet daily do 1 dedicate myself anew to his
service,<

November 26. This day I preached twice--once for Rev.
Mr. Mayer, din the afternoon, to an unusually large audience,
and in the evening for Brother Cruse, to as full a house as
was evoer coliected there (so they told me). In the after--
noon 1 preached with only tolerable warmth--my feelings had
been congealed by several hours previcus and unavoidable
intercorse with Mr

sy with whom I dined. In the even-

i Meges

ing I felt better, and trust, by the grace of God, did con-
siderable good, Paid two or three visits after church--was
attended by Rev, Brother Cruse, who was very friendly and
attentive, and desired to be on corresponding terms. We
agreced that wien either had anything to communicate, he
should write. Took leave of Mrs. Kneb's family, was very
urgently invited to make their house my home when I come
next to the city.

Have conciusive evidence that Mr. M---- is not pious,
and probably that he is not fundamentally socund-=-was told
that he several times refused the degree of D.D., but believe

him a man of fine talents and very respectable learning.

2Loc. agit.

————
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Have been wonderfully led and guided by my God since I
have been here. 0 may thy goodness f£ill my soul with grati-
tude and praise. lleard much about how the pcople were
Pleased with my Sermon « + . i

Dec. Thursday 22nd, 1820 . . . Left Winchester about 10

o'clock, fed at Strasburg, and traveled on toward Woodstock.
The road was very muddy and bad, and it becoming dark, my
tour was very unpleasant. 1 was becoming rather de jected,
when I met two travelers coming toward me. I inquired the
distance to Woodstock, and was recognized by uncle Nicholas
and Mr. Ott. They spoke and we were much rejoiced. They
were on their way to visit a sick man, but turned back to
Mr. Ott's. I got supper, and Mr. Ott gave me one of his
horses, and we went all three together to the sick man, ad-
ministered the sacramental supper to him, and returned.
Wednesday morning visited Mr. Moreland and Mr. Williams,
and went with uncle Nicholas to his house. On Thursday it
rained, but I wishing to go, uncle Nicholas accompanied me
six miles in the rain, though I wished him not to do it. I
arrived at Mr. Bower's, and was received with his usual ex-
Cessive and sincere friendship. Here then I would send up
an acknowledgment of my gratitude to the God cf mercy, who

has led me hitherto . . . .4

31bid., p. 86.
41bid., pp. 87-88.



o

99

May 31 (1821). preached at Armentraut's, Mark xvi. 16,

——

c

Aikoth languages, "le that believeth and is baptized, shall
be Saved; but ne that believeth not shall be damned.”

Baptized three children in the church, then rode two
wiles to baptize another. This day 1 rode thirty miles,
breached twice, baptized four children, and visited four
different families, and I not infrequently de this in one
day.s

June 3rd. Preached at Mt. Pleasant to a large audience.

|

Preached in New Market in German, on the nature of the Holy
Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, and presented the various
Customs and views of this ordinance for the instruction of
the hearers.®

October 9, 1823. I have just answered a letter from my

friend, Robert Baird, teacher in the Lamma School, at Prince-
ton, N. J., which he wrote to me at the request ol the Board
of the Amcrican Bible Society, requesting that I would con-
sent to accept an appointment as agent, and make one or more
tours through differcnt parts of the United States, to pro-
mote the interests of the Socicty by forming auxiliaries.
Prom a variety of reasons, I stated to him, it was im-
Possible for me to accept the offer. The work itself is one

which I should delight to engage in.

SIbid., n. 99,

6lo0c. cit.
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The image of my departed wife is also often before me;
those feelings of desolation and melancholy, excited by the
mournful catastrophy, I regret to find, are as acute as they
Were six months after her death. Bverything reminds me of
her,--here a sentence written in a boolk,~-there an effusion
of affection recorded on one of my most frequented pages,
rouses all my former feelings, and I cennot deny, makes me
unhappy, May God pardon my inordinate love for her! May
he teach me submission; may he comfort my uneasy heart, and
in due time take me unto himself, for the Redecmer's sake.?

Deceuber 8, 1624. 1 have just had the happiness to
learn, that Mrs. Beale Steenbergen was awakened by my dis-
Courses at the Sacramcntal season at this place in October.
O that God woulid carry on the good work in her heart and
make her a truc chiid of God. She is a most amiable and ac-
complished lady, very affectionate and interesting, and how
Mmuch more eternal interest would be added to her, if her
soul were yet truly transformed into the divine image! O

that God may make me instrumental in leading many more souls

to the Redesmer.s

TIbid., p. 107.

Blgig., pp. 1U7-108.



APPENDIX D

SCIMUCKFR'S OUTLINE OF THE CONTHNTS OF

Tilh: DEFINITE PLATSORM

P e £ a ) Py . M o
Ihe fotlowing outline is recorded in Scimucker's book

Mcrican Luthcranism Vindicated; ctc. It was written by

St 1 Tee o ae L - - - N o = a . .
SCimuciker to vindicate himself from the charge that he had
Changed the Augsburg Confession. Since the Definite Plat-

oIt e rathiar 1 GEyste g . ; % adas : oy .
form is rather lengthy toc quote here in full this outline

-

18 presented,

re.

ihe american Recension of the Augsburg Confession

jencral principle, on which this recension was con-
structed, is tc present the doctrinal articles entire, with-
out the change of a single word, merely omitting the several
sentences gencrally regarded as erromeous, together with

nearly the entire condemnatory clauses, and adding nothing

in their stead. All that the Recension contains is there-
tore the unadulteratcd Augsburg Confession, slightly
abridged. The following list will show, that almost the

entire confession is thus retained, a single article only

being omitted, viz.: that on Private Confession and
Absolution.
Art. I, Of God: retained o = .x .+ «. . Gotizes

Art, 1I. Of Natural Depravity: entire, except the

omission of the words, "by baptiswm and the

HEE T = e — _ - -
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Holy Spirit.,' The condemnatory clausc is
also given, excent the name "Pelagians and
T

o 4 Vs ne o [
oxilers, &c.’

Of the Son of God and his Mediatorial Work:

retainegd o . w . s e, wm. e we CRELITER

Of Justification: retained . . . entire.

Of the Ministerial Office: retained . entire.

Life:) e TN R R eatire.
Ot the Churght .« (s sanls, » @& =ukire,
ihat the Church is: entire, except the omis-
sion of the last two semtences.

Concerning Baptism: according tc the Ger=a=m
copy irre ABmoracam & le sxise TSEkiaed
Of the Lord's Supper: omits the words ™beody

and blood" and "truly,"™ and the phrase "are
dispensed,' &c.

Of Confession: omitted, as private confes-

—

sion and absolution" [sic] are confessedly
not taught in Scripture.

Of Repentance (after Backsliding:) entire,

except the omission of "the church's grant-
ing absolution to those manifesting re-
pentance,” and that faith is produced also

"by means absoclution.™ lsic]
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Art. XIII. 9f the Use of the Sacraments . . . entire.

Art. XIV. Of Church Orders, (or the Ministry) . entire.

Art. XV, Of Relipious Cercmonies . . . - entire.

Art., VI, COf Political Affairs; (excepting the word
“"imperial.™) s & & & s & a » SOEICE
Art. XViI. Christ's Return to Judgment . . entire.

o .k e & % % mooentirea

A e AT . T _ o oy B
Art. X1X, Of the Author of Sin s e« s = « E0E3TE.
Art., XX. Of God's Works ¢« + « = =« + = -+ [entize,

Art. XK1, Of the Invocation of Saints, (except a rcfer-

ence to the autherity of the Romish church,

the cancns and the fathers.) . . » entire.

Samuel Simon Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated;
Or, Examination of the Lutheran Symbols, cn Certain Disputed
opics: Including a Renly to the Plea of the Rev. W. J.

V) = e L — = - — a———r e, by
Hann (Baltimore, Maryland: 1. Newtoa Kurtz, 1856), pp. 51-62,




SOURCES SCHMUCKER USED

Throughout his writings Samuel Schmucker displaycd an
intimate knowledge of the materials of his profession. This
ampendix is siven to demonstrate his familiarity with and
Use of these materials. The source materials Schnucker used
are divided into three grouns. The first two groups, Luthe-
eran and Calvinistic, are determined according to the nomi-
nal listing of their authors. The remaining source materi-
als are listed under miscellancous. Two of Schmucker's

boolce 41 , - s i . - "
D00ks are uscd for the sources to which he referred. They

are has Elements of Biblical Tueologyl and his American

he - s . g | Z "
&&Eﬁ&;anlsm Vindicated.® The source from Scimucker's werk

Will be indicated in a parenthesis. Thus, if cited from

Elements of Biblical Theclogy--(EBT, p. 59), or if from

Amcrican Lutheranism Viandicated--(ALV, p. 59). Generally

the sonrces are cited as given by Schmucker. henever sup-

blementary material is given it shall be designated by the

: Lsamuel simon Schmucker, Elements of Popular Theology,
with Special Reference to the Doctrines of the Reformation,
as Avowed before the Diet at Augsburg, in MDAXX (Fifth edi-
tion; Philadelphia: S. S. Miles, '1"8'4'%), passim.

2Samuel Simon Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated;
or, Examination of the Lutheran Symbols, on Certain Disputed
Topics: Including a Reply to the Plca of Rev. W. J. Mann
(Baltimore: T. Newton Kurtz, 1856), passim.
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inclusion of an asterisk thus (*) before the citation.

4.

10.
i,

12,
13,

Lutheran Sources

~

Gotilried Arnold, Unpacrteische Kirchen uand Ketzer

IL‘L»‘EOIL en, edit., 2d,; 1740.. (AL¥, p. 355.)

Theodore Augusti, work not cited. (ALY, p. 158.)

(#) Baciwan, - -Discourses on the Doctrines and Discipline

Of the Lutheran Church, 1837. (ALV, p. 42.)

Baugher, his report on Doctrines and Usages of the

Syned of Maryland. (ALY, p. 42.)
Sigismund J. Baumgarten (Halle), his edition of the
symbols, 1747. (ALV, p. 159.)

Baumgarten, Jrlaeuterungen der christlichen Alter-

b

thuemer. (uBT, p. 285.)

Baumgarte:, Dogmatik. (ALV, pp. 128-129.)

Bengelius, on the Apocalypse. (EBT, p. 357.)

Brettschneider, Systematische Intwickelung allex in

—

der Dogmatik vorkommender Begrifie, edit. 3, 1826.

CEBT, p. 302.)
Buddeus (ilalle), Theologia Dogmatica. ALV, p. 140.)

(*) Endress (Christian), work mot cited, 1827.
(ALV, p. 41.)
Raber, on the prophecies. (EBT, p. 37.)

Funk (Lubec), The Augsburg Confession according to the

Principle Edition of Melanchthon himsclf with the

Various Readings of other Bditions. (E3T, p. 146.)




14,

¢ £ 1

20.

24,
33,
26.
a7,
28,
29.

30.
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Funk, Kircienordnungen of the first century of the

EQEEEEQE_QEQQQEA_ig Germany [sic]. (ALY,

2] 1- ) R I 5= - >3 1
Suni, hircinenordnung der Ev. Luth. Kirch

P, 98,)

-

e Jeutschland's

—

in ihrem crsten Jahnhundert sic . (EBT

17

vernard, Loc. Com. (ALV, p. 140.)

Symbolik and Church History.

sy Do 245.)

(ALV, p. 136.)

Hahn, Lebrbuch., (ALV, p. 60.)

(*) Hazelius, Annotations on the Augsburg Confession,

1841,

C AV X o ) 1 i
Nilao Vg e ‘v;‘?;;)

(*) Nazelius, Yocirise and Riscipline of the synod of

South Carolina, 1841. (ALV, p. 55.)

———

_______ ogm. (ALV, p. 1206.)

Nicholas f{luunius, Epitone Credendorum.

(:IRL":", I’:" 139-)

Knanp, Theologi, translated by L. Woods, Jr. (Glauben's

Lehre, uc.

7

827), or German copy. (ALY

s Da 605)

Knapo, Biblical Theology, or, Biblische Glaubenslehre,

1840. (ALY, pp. 133-134.)

Foecher,

0

f Jena, work not cited, 1759.

Koellner, Symbolik. (ALV, p. 558.)

(*) Koethe (editor), Melanchthon Werke.

CALY, P+ 459

(ALV, pp. 77-78.)

Koethe (ecditor), Melanchthon's Loci Thkeo. (aLV, p. 114.)

Krauth, “Sketch of the Bvangelical Lutheran Church in

the United States," Buck's Theological Dictionary, 1830.

(ALV, p. 42.)

Ben jamin Kurtz, The Necessity and Advantages of Infant

Baptism.
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41,

42,

43.

44,

45.

46.
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Linter, Preface to the Augsburg Confession, 1837 ed.
(ALV, p. 42.)

Lochman, Catecbism. (ALV, p. 39.)

Lochman, poctrine and piscipline of ihe Evangelical

Lutheran Church. (ALY, p. 40.)

Luther, Taufbuechlein. (ALV, Pt 186

e

Luther's Werke, Leipsic Bdit. C(ALV, Ps 535

Luthert's Works, walch's BEdition. EBT, p. 344.)

We J. Mann, Plea for the Augsburg Confession. (ALV,
B Bl )
Michaelis, Dogmatic. (EBT, p. 384.)

G. B. Miller, Secrmon before the Ministerium of New York,

1831. (aLv, p. 42.

J. G. Morris, Catecchumen's and Communicant's Companion.

(EBT, p. 281.)

Mosheim, Elementa Theol. Dogm. (53T, p. 299.)

Muelier, symb. Buch. (ALV, p. 101,)

urdock (editor), Mosheim's History, Harper's edition.
CALV, p. 68.)

Neander, Universal History of the Christian Religion

and the Christian Church. (EBT, p. 223.)

Neander, Allgemaine Geschichte der christliche Kirche.

€BBY) .p. 1227,)

Christian Niemeyer, Philip Melanchthon, im Jahre der

P

Augsburgischen Confession. (ALV, p. 24.)
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47. Plank, flistcry of the Origin and Changes of the

Protestant Doctrinal system. (ALY, p. 102.)
Plank, Geschichte, %c., Goettingen. (EBT, p. 316.)
Reinhard, work not cited. (ALY, p. 133.)
Rosenmueller, Scholia. (EBT, p. 24.)

31, (*) g

e

« C. Schaefer, Luther's Catechism, 1820, (ALV,

P. 41.,)

Je G. Schmucker, Prophetic History of the Christian

Religion Explained, and also A Brief Exposition of

the Revelation of St. John. (EBT, p. 357.)

93. Samuel §. Schmucker, Llemental Coutrast. (ALV, p. 126.)

94. Samuel 3. schmmcker, Praternal Appeal to the American

&

{

Churches. (18T, p. 350.)

35. Samuel s, Schmucker, Mental Philosophy. (EBT, p. 149.)

36. samuel . Sclumcker, Discourse on Popery and the
Refommaticn. (EBT, p. 414.)

3% B Sprecher, several articles in The Evangelical

Lutheran, Dec, 1855. (ALV, p. 59.)

58. Storr, Biblical Theolosy. (EBT, p. 35.)

59. Storr, Design of the Gospel and Epistles of John.

(EBT, p. 319.)

60. (*) Cc. P, W. wWalther, Lehre und Wehre, March 1855-1856,

P. 93. (ALV, p. 109.)

Calvinistic Sources

1. Baxter, Universal Redemption. (28T, p. 161.)
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12.

13;

14,

18,

16.
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(*) Calvin, Epistles. (BBf, p. 314.)

Calvin, institutes. CEBT, p. 287.)

(*) Cheaver, Arguments on Capital Punishment. (18T,

P. 474,)

(*) Colton, Genius of the Protestant Episcopal Church

in the United States &c. CALY, pPa' 3042

Cramp, Textbook of Popery. (EBT, p. 413.)

Might, Theology. (EBL, p. 147.)

Dymond, Essays. (EBT, p. 464.)

tveleigh, Bampton Lectures (Princeton University).

(EBT, p. 140.)

Antonio Gavin, The Master Key to Popery. (EBT, p. 413.)

£%) Hagenbacl, Church ilistory of the 18th and 19th

Centuries. (ALV, p. 60.)

Hengstenberg, Ueber den Tag des ierrn, Berlin.
(ALV, p. 108,)

Hodge (of Princeton), Address before the American Sunday

School Union. (83T, p. 165.)

(*) Hodge, Constitutim al History of the Presbyterian

Church in the United States. (ALV, p. 31.)

(*) Jacobson, The Theological Encyclopedia of Dr. Herzog.

(ALV, p. 102.)

Lightfooti Opera, Tom. I. edit. Fanequer secund.

GEBT, p. 251+)

(*) Loretz, Ratio Disciplinae Unitatis Fratrum.

CBBT, ‘ps_235.)




18,

19‘
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McLellan (of New Brunswick), his sermon, Spiritual
Removation., (EBT, p. 166.)
Schaff (of Mercereberg), his work on American Churches.

(:\LV, Dy Go)

Bl e & = & - T & o o i . P
Charles A. Smith, Catcchumen's Guide. (EBT, p. 281.)

(*) Thornton (a Methodist), Theological Colloquies.

CERY, p. 231,)

Upham, Manual of Peace. (EBT, p. 464.)

Watson, Institutes. (48T, p. 257.)

White, Lectures. (EBT, p. 288.)

2tters to Unitarians. (EBT, p. 109.)

-

Miscellaneous

African Repository of Washington City, Official organ

the American Colonization Society. (EBT, p. 333.)

Augustine, Opera. (ALV, p. 305.

The Canadian Nun. (EBT, p. 414.)

Cicero, 3 Tuseul y “ITT o o o(ERT - Pai2d, )

Cicero, Opera. (BBL, p. 298.)

Conversations Lexikon. (£3T, p. 470.)

Council Trident. (EBI, p. 298.)

(*) Baumgarten Crusius, History of Christian Doctrines.

(ALV, p. 157.)

Decision of the Supreme Court of the United States

(Harrison versus Hunter's lessee) 1 Wheaton's Reports.

(EBT, p. 342.)

e

P
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14,
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18,
3%,
20,
v

22,

24,
25.
26.
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Digssertat. Epicteti, Published by Arian. (EBYT, p. 249.)

Econom of Methodism. (EBT, p. 235.)

(*) Evangelical Church Paper, Berlin. (ALV, pp. 103-109.)

.

Pucl, Biblicti:ek,

Fuhrmann, Lexicon

History. (ALV, p.

&c. CEBT; ps 227.)
of Religious and Feclesiastical

G
DD e )

lrenacus, Contra tlaereses. (BBT; D« 26Q.)

Klrchcnorﬁnung, or

Church Directory of Count Wolfgang,

Of the Palatinate

?
The list of tfundam
cal Alliance, in L
Synod of Maryland,
Manual. (ALY, p.

Lutheran Catechism

on the Rhine, &c., 1557. (ALV, p. 99.)
entals drawn up by the great Evangeli-
onden, in 1846, Published by the

and found also in the Luthcran

S

, of the General Synod. (EBT, p. 2062.)

Lutheran Manual.

(ALV, p. 84.)

Maimonides, Issure

Biah, Perek 13. (EBT, p. 249.)

Methodist Discipline. (=BT, p. 235.)

The oath Luther took at his doctorate. PFound in Lib.

Statutorum facultis Theol. Academiae Wittemberg.

Capl 7- (ALV, p. 21. )

(*) Commentary on the Epistle to the Romans.

CEBT,  ps i 361,)

Origen, Contra Celsum. (EBT, p. 285.)

Pfeifer, Augapfel.

(ALV, p. 79.)

Pliny, Carmen Christo, guasi Deo, dicere secum Invicem.

(BEBT, p. 69.)



27.

28,

29,

30.

31.

35,

36.

7

38,

39.

40.

41,
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J+ A. Probst, Reunion of the Lutheran and Reformed

%3~ A - .
Laurches. (ALV, p. 41.)

Proclumation of Andrew Jackson, President of the United
States, in regard to the Convention of South Carclina,
Jec. 1u, 1832. (EBT, p. 342.)

Protestant Magazine, N, Y. Vol. I. (EBT, p. 419.)

Religious Intellisencer, 1823. (EBT, p. 235.)

Report of Prison Discipline Society for 1835. (EBT,

p. 473.)
Resolution of the Pennsylvania Synod in 1823 regarding
union with the Reformed. (ALV, p. 42.)

Roessler, Bibliothek der Kirchenvaeter. (EBT, p. 236.)

Ruecker, The Loxd's Day. (ALV, p. 108.)

Je ¢ Ruff, Oripinal History of the Relipious Jenomina-

tions in the United States. (EBT, p. 109.)

Schlosseri Lutheran Lutheranus. (EBT, p. 312.

Seneca, De Clementia, and De Ira. (EBT, p. 4606.)
Siegel, Handbuch. C(ALV, p. 25.)

(*) Siegel, Manual of Christian Ecclesiastical

Antiguities. (ALV, p. 102.)

Symb. Buecher, Newmarket, 2nd edit., corrected by the

German. ““(ALVI pi “118.)

Visitation Articles of Saxony, 1594. (ALY, p. 150.)
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A. Frimary Sources
SCimucker, Samuel Simon. Addr ss on the Anniversary uf
Washingt Cl'w'ulriuuiL, d@ilV“rFH beiore the Gettys-
bury Guards february 22, 1839. Gettysburg: H. C. |

N
Neinstedt, 1830.
TTe==. Amcrican Lutheranism Vindicated; or, Examination of
] T §e o |
tlie Lutiieran Symbols, on Certain Disputed Topics:
Including a Reply to the Plea of Rev. W. J. Mann,
-JdlLJ;JUJ‘ ¢ I's Ne .nz.(;l’l ]dll.t/, }.&-JO-

===--+ (Praternal) Appeal to the American Churches, with
a Plan for Catholic Union. New York: Gould and

Nevman, 1838.

TTm==. Ihe Christian Pulpit, the Rightful Guardian of
12552“9 in Political and no less than in Private Life,
Gettysburg: 1. C. Neinstedt, 1846.

“T===. Christological Lecture, on the Incarnation, the
Pexrson, the Lifc Uecath and Araltation of the Saviour.
Gettysburg: J. E. Wible, 1868.

The discourse was issued in this form after being
originally printed in the Evangelical Quarterly Review.

&)

TT===. "A Jiscourse on the Glorious Reformation, with
191(1“ncr to the Relation Between the Principles of
Pepary and Qur Republican Institutioms.™ Martin |

Luther. A Commentary on Saint Paul's Epistle to the
Galatians., pPhiladelphia: s5. 5. Miles, 1840.

“-===-. QDiscourse on the Spiritual Worship of God--Its
Nature, Auxiliarics and lmpediments, delivered before
the Evanqs .ical 3ynod of West Pennsvivania, Septcuber
30, 1860. Philadelphia: Miller and Burlock, 1861.

e .
ifhis is the second edition and contains addi-

tions made by the author. , |

===-=. Dissertation on uaDltdl Punishment. Philadelphia:

King and Baird, n.d., (1845). i

=----. Translator and editor. An rlementary Course of
Biblical Theology. Storr and Flatt. (German title
not given.) Second edition, abridged. Andover, bid.:
Gould and Newman, 1836.
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TT=-=. Elements of Popular Theology, with Special Refercnce
to the Doctrines of the Reformation, as Avowed before
the Diet nr “L:a)”f” in MDXXX. Second edition.

New ¥ork: avitt, Lord and Co., 1834.

TT===. Elcments oi Porular Theology, with Special Reference
to the Doctrines of the Reformation, as Avowed betore
t”“ Diet at Augsburp, in MOAXA. Fifth edition with

additions, “HlLdlolﬂhﬂa. S¢ '8, Mll@n, 1845.
Certain changes beside those in the text are noted.
The Latin con vy of the Augsburg Confession is omitted
whereas it had bLeen inciuded as an appendix in the pre-
viously mentiosed edition of 1834. Schmucker added
his J¢qcourse on Capital Punishment and "A Tabular
View of the brinciple Theologians, and Theological

Litcrature of Germany" to this volume as appendixes.
““““ - Tae uaﬂoy Adawtuti01 of the Sabbath School sSystem to
the Peculiar Wants ol Qur Age aud Country, a Sermon

1 Sunday School Union, Phniladelphia, h%X
Philadelphia: American Sunday School Union,

_;duuL ueCuCuL OL tie UOulu ot Mdﬁaqufq ci

se==~:, An Inaugural a&ILCsa, Delivered before the Directors

of t‘nwffF.logfLET Seminary of the General bynod of

the }L:ilngih“{ LQEEEE@lS?EE?““ by Samuel Simon

nguuc er at llis Induction intc Professorship ot
drl“la“ Theoloo 'y, September 5, 1826, “arlque,

Peinsyivania: J. B. Wible, TG

=====. The Intellectual and Mo;al Glories of the Christian

Temple, Iilustrated from the nlsto:y o?~the Evangelical

Lutheran Churcn, a 3ynod1cal Discourse by Samucl Simon
bchrucxpr nroachod October 17, in the Lutheran Church

in Middletown, Maryland and “Published by the Vestry of

Said Church. Baltimore, Maryland: William Wocdy, 1824.

S hurzteofdazto Geschichte der Cihrristlichen Kirche;
auf der Grundiage des vortrefiiclien Buch’ en [sic,
suscii'schen] wWerks. Gettysburg, Pennsylvania: J. E.
Wible, 1834.

===--. Lutheran Manual on Scriptural Principles, or, the
Augsburg Coniession illustrated and Sustained Chiefly
by Scriptural Proofs and Bxtracts from Standard
Lutheran Theologians in Furope and America, together
with the Formula of*Government and piscipline Adopted
by the General Synod of the Bvangelical Lutheran
Church in the United States. Philadelphia: Lindsay
and Blakiston, 1855.
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TT==. The Papal Hicrarchy Viewed in the Light of Prophecy
and H15Lory being a Discourse " Delivered in the
321115“ Lutheran Church, Gettysburg, sfebruary 2, 1845.
Second edition., Gettysburg, Pennsylvania: . Ce
Neinstedt, 1845,

T ===+ A Plea for the babbatu Scheool System, Delivered
webruuiz 2, 1830, at the LﬂﬂlVC*san>0fitﬂL Gettysburg
sunday School, Publisfied by the Ihccolozical Students
and Other Trachers at Said School, Gettysburg, Printed
at the Press of the Theological >»minary. Gettysburg,

Pennsylvania: il. C. Neinstedt, 1830,

“====. Portraiture of Lutheranism. Baltimore, Maryland:

The Publication Rooms 7 S0. Liberty Street, 1840.

ot s Rguﬁglgigu cof Lutheranism in the United States.

Bdli¢ML;L, Mary viand: The Publication Rooms 7 5S0.
11bf‘n-l-y Street, 1341

“T===. "Retrospect of Lutheranism in the United States, a
Discourse Delivered before the Ccnfrai Syncd at Balti-
more, 1l&84l; and Published by Said Body for Gratuitocus
Jlstlluztiuq " "portraiture of Lutnoraq1¢m, a Discourse
Delivered by Request, at the Consecration of the First
Englishh Lutheran Church in Pittsburgh, October 4, 1840,
before the Synod of West Pennsylvania, and Publlshei
Ly a Resolution of Said Body," "The Patriarchs of
IUﬂPrlcaﬁ Lutheranisw, Being a Discourse Delivered be=-
fore the Historical Society of the Lutheran Church in
the United States, during the Session of the General
Synod in Philadelphia, May 17, 1845, and Published by
Said Sociecty," "The Nature of the SaV1our s Presence
in the EBucharist,' '"The Doctrinal Basis and Ecclesi-
astical Position of the American Lutiieran Church,"
"Vocation of the American Lutheran Church," The
American Lutheran Church, Historically, Doctrinally,
and Practically Dellnedtcd, in Several Occasional
Discourses. Pifth: edition. Philadelphia: E. W.
Miller, 1852.

Of the above six discourses as contained in the
volume, the first three were re-editions with addi-
tions made Ly the authcr. The latter three dis-
courses were first published in this volume.

~=---. The Spiritual Worship of God; its Nature, Auxilia-
ries and Impediments, Delivered beforc tie Bvangeli-
cal Synod of West Pennsylvania, September 30, 1860,
and Published by Request of Said Synod, Jlscourse on.
Philadelphia: Miller and Burlack, 1860.
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B. Secondary Sources

MAnstadt, p.  Life and llﬂC of Rev. S. S. Schmucker, D.D.,
“1r T - of Theology in the Lutheéran Theo-
1OE§C SeMinar ”ﬁt settysbure, Pa. York, Penn-
sylvania: P. Anstadf and sons, 1894,

leard e . -- . -t .
Beardsley, Frank Grenville. A History of American Re=-
Vivale. New York: American lract 3001ety, 1904.

_3('\;-(\“ IC‘ \ - PSC:‘.

Bvangelisch-lutherischen Kircche.
e, GBttaingen: Vanderhboeck

de VO

und Rupre

0. ped S ) -
osente, Prederick. American Lutheranism. I and II.
S5t. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 1919.

Blau, Jesep.. L. HMen and Movements in Jumerican Philosopihy.
New York: Prentice-~-ilall, Incorporated, 1952.

Bodo, John R, The Protestant Clergy ani Public lssues
l\‘qHJ“J. Urlncntcn, Now J ESEY inceton
Universi ity Press, 1954.

EQEE of Concord, The: The Confessions of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church. 1iransiated and edited by Theodore
G. Tappert. Philadelphia: Muhlenberg Press, 1959.

8rown, Marianna C. Sunday--School Movements in America.
New York: Fleming li. Revell Company, 1901,

Carrell, M. K. The Relipgious Forces cf the United States;
cﬂunorﬁ+sd, Cld“¢4Llcd and Described on tic Basis of
the Government Census of 1890; waith an “introduction
on the Condition and Cnaractcr of American Christi-

anity. New York: The Christian Literature Co., 1893.

Concordia, or, Book of Concord, the Symbols of the Evan-
gelical | Lutnexdu Church. St. Louis: Concordia
Publishing House, 1952.

Curti, Merle. The Growth g£ American Thought. Second
edition. New York: Harper and Brothers, 1951.

Davies, William van Horn, Jr. "The Theological Develop-
ment in the General Synod of the Lvan"cllcal Luther-
an  Church as Indicated by the Wr1t1ngs of Systematic
Theologians." Uapublished Bachelor's Thesis,
Gettysburp, Peunsylvania, 1932.



117
Rictionary of American Biography. Vols. 1, VIII, XII, and

Pt

XVi & 1 1 f - 5
Wi. "Edited Dy Dumas hMalone. New York: un¢rles
Scribner's sons, 1943,

Jl%tl]“LlVP LQoctrines and Usages of the General Bodies of
.;EQ FV¢n‘tjlch “ut¢qra1 Church in tre United DtdtCS,
l&g. Vvaricus conLrLbd-ors. Philadelnhia: Lutheran
Publication Societ

-
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ty, 184

felkenex, Carl w. The llistory and Significance of American
fltl’LdHltﬂ. Unpubliiched Bachelor's inesis, Gettysburg,
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‘11&1, James. The sabbath Viewed in the Light of Reason,
Reve Jdl?'ll an'Histﬁfi;"ith Sketches of its Liter-
ii!ﬁf Ne : The amcrican lract Society and the
v Committee, n.d. [1862 is pencilled

New York

]n]

’ldObnpr Aurust Lawrence. Geschichte der Lutherischen
Amerika. 5t. Louis: Concordia Publishing

German Rationalism, in Its Rise, Progress,
line, in #clation to iheolog¢¢ns, Scholars,
Yliilosophers, alld the Peoplc: a Contribution

ts,
o the Church History of the i~wntcenth and Nineteenth
QSlEHEi&E- tdited and tldﬂalattd vy william Leonhard
Gage, and J. il. . Stuckenberg. New York: Charles
Scribner, 1865,

Hcathcote Charles William. The Lutheran Church and the
Civil war. DBurlington, Iowa: The Lutheran Literary
3oar%, 1919,

Hogg, William Richey. Jecumenical foundations, A History
of the International Missionary Council and its Nine-
teenth Century Background. New York: ilarper and
Brothers, 1052.

Hudson, winthrop S. The Great Tradition of the American
Churches. New York: Harper and Brothers, 1953.

Hunnius, Nicholas. Epitome Credendorum. Translated by
Paul E. Gottheil. Nuernburg: U. E. Sebald, 1847,
Preface written Ly William Loehe, Neudettelsau,
Bavaria.

Hurst, John F. History of Rationalism Embracing a Survey
of the Present State of Protestant Theclogy. 1Ihird
ed1t1on, revised. New York: Carlton and Porter, 1806.
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Jacobs, L;nr} Byster. A IHistory of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in the Ulltbd States. New York: The Charistian

Litoraturc > Company, 1893.
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e et

of America. Battle Creck, Michigan: Review and
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Eerr, Hugh Themson, Jr. A Compend of the Institutes of the
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MacMillan Company, 1950,
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(The Q(,tun~—Lowoll Lecturcs, 1900)., Philadelphia:
he Griffith and Rowland Press, 1900.

Mann, W, J. Lutheranisn in America: an Bssay on the Pres=-
ent Condition of the Lutheran Church in the United
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