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CHAPTER I
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THE SYNODICAL CONFERENCE IN AMERICAN LUTHERAN HISTORY

Like Caesar's Gaul the Lutheran Church in America has
been divided into three major parts. Of these the Synodical
Conference has been in exlistence the greatest number of
years, although it has not had the oldest American synod as
a member. Since 1872 the Synodical Conference has personi-
fled the right wing of confessional Lutheranism. Almost a
century has elapsed since the six founding synods of the
Synodical Conference asserted their insistence upon confes-
slonal Lutheranism as the proper exposition of biblical
theology.

The course of history 1ln the Synodical Conference has
not flowed smoothly. Storms of theological controversy have
swirled around it during much of its existence, engulfing it
at times so that the constituent membership of the Confer-
ence has not remained unchanged. less than a decade after
its organization the Conference was rocked by dissenslion and
dispute over the doctrine of predestination with the result
that i1ts membership was decreased by half and wounds were
opened among brethren that were extremely slow in healing.
The experience of 1880 shattered the foundations of the Con-
ference but led eventually to a stability that resulted in
only minor changes in membership and theological attitudes

for the subsequent three—foﬁrths of a century.

CONCORDIA SEMINARY LIBRARY,
ST. LOus, MISSOURI
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: During the period of time from the Predestinarian
Controversy until about 1960 the image of the Synodical Con-
ference that has persisted has been that of a core composed
of the Missourl and Wisconsin Synods with the Norweglan
Lutheran and the Slovak Synods as more recent accretions.
The gulf between these synods, which included the Minnesota
and Illinois Synods that later became lntegral parts of the
Wisconsin and Missourli Synods, and the Ohio and Norweglan
Synods, which severed their connectlion with the Synodical
Conference at the time of the Predestinarian Controversy,
has been so great and traditional that there is minimal
recollection of the fact that all these groups were at one
time staunchly united in protest against the assaults of lax
cénfessionalism and American Lutheranism, The two groups
that were once brethren have been so widely separated that
no one has been sufficliently interested in the history of
the Conference to chronicle in detall the trends, movements,
and events that led to the formation of a body once so
closely knit together. The most extensive reports of the
establishment of the Synodical Conference that exist today
are at best skimpy and incomplete, usually one-sided and

sometimes 1naccurate.1

lsee John Theodore Mueller, A Brief History of the
Origin, Development, and Work of the Evangelical Lutheran

Synodical Conference of North America, Prepared for Its Dia-
mond, Jubilee, TBZ -1252 (St. Louls: Concordia Publishing

House, 19 Walter A. Baepler, A Cent of Grace: A His-
tory of the Missouri s§god, 1842-i2£7‘T§€.‘iou1s= Concordia

Publishing House, 1947), pp. 155-165; A. W. Meyer, "The
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The years in which events occurred that culminated in
the establishment of the Synodlical Conference were some of
the most significant years in the history of Lutheranism in
America. Mighty forces were at work in those days, forces
that affected all Lutheran synods in this country, forces
that led to warm synodical friendships and bitter synodical

hostilities. In this study some of these forces are exam-

lned as they affected the six synods that formed the Synodi-
cal Conference and also certain synods that did not align
themselves with the Conference. The background and general
emphasls of each of these groups are examined briefly in a
general way and then the interplay of forces, trends, and
synods as they were operative untlil the establishment of the

Synodical Conference in 1872 are recounted and examined.

Organization of the Synodical Conference," Ebenezer: Reviews
of the Work of the Missourli Synod during Three Quarters of a
Cent , edited by W H. T. Dau (St. Louls: Concordia Pub-
lishing House, 1922), pp. 321-332; Fred W. Meuser, The

Formation of the American Lutheran Church (Columbus, Ohios
The Wartburg Press, 1958), pp. 50-=54.




CHAPTER II
SYNODICAL BACKGROUNDS

On September 14, 1818, ten Lutheran pastors and eight
laymen met at the church in Somerset, Ohio, to establish the
first Lutheran synod which lay west of the Appalachian Moun-
tains and later became a charter member of the Synodical
Oonference. Whlile the mother synod of Pennsylvania did not
give i1ts hearty approval to the establishment of the synod,
it did recognize problems created by distance. As the tide
of immigration flowed steadlly westward, the Lutheran plo-
neers required spiritual care. Obtalning pastors for them
and ordaining men whose fleld of labor was at a great dis-
tance from the center of synodical activity were matters of
concern for both the mother synod and the pastors on the
frontier.l As the movement of people toward the west con-
tinued, the fledgling Ohio Synod increased in size. Faithful
men like John Stauch, Willlam Foerster, and Paul Henkel self-
lessly gave of themselves to serve the scattered Lutherans in

the rugged frontier territory.2

1p. A. Peter and William Schmidt, Geschichte der Allge-

neinen Evangelisch-Lutherischen Synode von Ohio und anderen
Staaten (Columbus, Ohlo: Lutheran Book Concern, 1900),

pp. l -18-

20. V. Sheatsley, Histo of the Evangelical Lutheran
Joint Synod of Ohio and Other States: From the Earliest Be-
El££%£5§_29_12;2 (Columbus, Ohio: Lutheran Book Concern,
19197, pp. 9-51.
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The synod grew as men were recrulted for the Lord's work in
thls country or came from Germeny to gather the Lutherans
who were in danger of straying away from the faith.

The growth of the Ohio Synod was not without problems.
On several occasions numbers of pastors severed their con-
nections with the. Ohlio Synod to align themselves with other
synodical groups. In 1836 the English Synod of Ohio was
formed with the approval of the mother synod. At this time
dissatisfaction with the confessional statement of the new
constitution as well as with the connection with the parent
Ohio Synod caused a sizeable group of men to separate and
establish a third synod, the East Ohio Synod.3 Again in
1855 a group of men defected from the Ohio Synod as the
English Synod seceded, the increasingly firm stand of the
Ohlo Synod in regard to lodges being a major factor in their

dec:l.s:l.on.iL

A second English District Synod was thereupon
formed, but the problem of lodgery agaln came to the fore in
the 1860's and was one of the chief reasons for the split of
1869. Another defection had occurred earlier in 1845 when
Wilhelm Sihler led a group of men out of the Ohio Synod as a
result of a dispute over the language used in instruction at
the Seminary in Columbus and the wording of the distribution

formula in Holy Communion.5 These men contacted

31bid., pp. 112-11%4.
h1bid., pp. 116, 117.
SPeter and Schmidt, pp. 91-96.
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C. F. W. Walther in St. Iouis, soon thereafter Jjoining in the
creation of the Missouri Synod in 1811-7.6 The theologilcal at-
mosphere in the Ohio Synod remained agitated in the period
after 1856 with lodgery gaining as a companion discussion
of the doctrines of the church and the ministry, an echo of
the bitter dispute that involved J. A. Grabau of the Buffalo
Synod and C. F. W. Walther but did not have a schismatic
effect in Ohio.’ The concern that men in the Ohlo Synod de-
monstrated for falthfulness to Scripture and the Confessions
made thelr lot in the first half century of its existence a
period of problems and disputes.8

The accelerated lmmigration of the nineteenth century
brought to this country people who were motivated by ldeal-
istic, political, social, religious, and other reasons. One
group that came for confessional reasons was the Saxon
Lutherans that settled in Missouri in 1839 under the leader-
ship of Martin Stephan and five fellow pastors and that later
became a nucleus of the Missourl Synod and an impelling force
in the establishment of the Synodical Conference. Their

arrival was for them the start of a period of turmoil and

6H. Kowert, "The Organization of the Missourl Synod in
1847, " Ebenezer: Reviews of the Work of the Missouri Synod

duri Three Quarters of a Cent , €edited by W. H. T. Dau
(St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 1922), pp. 94-105.

70nio Synod, Proceedings, 1859, pp. 21-24.

8Fred w. Meuser, The Formation of the American Lutheran
Church (Columbus, Chio: The Wartburg Press, 1958), pp. 8-10.
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tribulation which began with the revelation of the unfaith-
fulness of thelr leader and continued with two years of
sickness, hunger, and doubts regarding the clergy and the
exlistence of the colony as a true Christian congregation.
The debate in Altenburg, Missouri in 1841 brought peace and
harmony to the group, signalling also the appearance of
C. F. W. Walther as a forceful leader and an alert theologlan
who was firmly oriented in Scripture and the Confessions.?
Recognition of the stand of Walther and his colleagues became
widespread soon after the publication of the first issue of

Der Lutheraner in 1844, a clear voice that heralded the con-
10

fessional stand to Germans in the new world and the old.
From 1841 to his death in 1887 the personality of
C. Fo W. Walther dominated the Saxon colony and the Missouril
Synod. Already in Germany Wealther took a stand as a pro-
ponent of scriptural confessionalism which continued as .a
prominent theme 1n his many utterances throughout his life.
Possessing an acute intellect and productive diligence,

Walther became a leader among Lutherans, especially of the

9J. F. Koestering, Auswanderung der saechsischen Luther-

aner im Jahre 1838, ihre Niederlassung in Perry-Co., Mo.. und
damit zusammenhaengende interessante Nachrichten, nebst

elnem wahrheltsgetreuen Bericht von dem in den Gemeinde
Altenburg und Frohna vorg%fallenen S0Z Chillastens%ggig iﬁ
den Jahren 1895 un% 1 ?2. St. Louls: Druck und Verleg von A.

Wiebusch u. Sohn, s PP. 19-62,

10yalter A. Baepler, A History of the M
1847 to % 47 (St. Louis:’Concordia PubIlshin;sggﬁgé Sggﬁds
Pp. O&4-=C7. : x
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11 In his autoblography Walther's

conservative persuasion.
counterpart in the Ohio Synod and colleague for a time 1n
the Synodical Conference, M. Loy, wrote an assessment of
Walther's abilities some years after the rupture of the Con-
ference and the end of fraternal relations between their
respective synods:

The Missourl Synod dominated the Conference. It was
numerically the strongest of the synods united in it
and 1t was the strongest in intellectual power and
theological learning. Aside from the one master mind
which dominated the Missourli Synod, this would not
have been the case. Other synods had men of ability
that rendered them the equals of the Missourians, with
the exception of Dr. Walther, who towered above them
all. As he was a man sincerely devoted to the Lord and
to the Evangelical Lutheran Church, I was glad that we
had him among us, and was thankful that God had given

us so powerful an advocate of a cause so dear to my
heart.l2

Loy's characterization continued with a description of the
more mundane and less commendable side of Walther's person-
ality and, in the mind of many of Walther's opponents, his
outstanding characteristic:

I do not think that he was of an arrogant and domineer-
ing disposition, but his experience was such that his
demeanor not unseldom assumed that appearance. He was
accustomed to have his doctrinal statements accepted
as indisputably correct and his jJudgment assented to as
decisive and final.l3

115,11us A. Friedrich, "Dr. C. F. W. Walther," Ebenezer:

Beviews of the Work of the Missouri Synod duri%g Three
Quarters of a Century, edited by W. H. T. Dau (St. Louils:

Concordia Publishing House, 1922), pp. 35-39.

12y, Loy, Story of My ILife (Columbus, Ohio: Lutheran
Book Concern, 1905;, PP. 354, 355.

131pid., pp. 355, 356.

ITICT

AT
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It 1s not surprising that with Walther's personality he was
surrounded by devoted disciples and opposed by hostile an-
tagonists.

Among the closest synodical friends and colleagues of
Walther and the Missourl Synod were members of the Norweglan
Synod, close colleagues long before theilr fellowship in the
initlal years of the Synodical Conference.lu The immigra-
tlon that had begun with a small group of hardy Norweglans
in 1825 increased so that there was a growing concern for
the spiritual welfare of the Norweglan immigrants but only
a trickle of pastors avallable to care for their needs. The
religious life of these settlers reflected the complexity of
theological currents pervading the church of Norway in the
first quarter of the nineteenth century. The state church
had a position of superiority in Norway since it had the
support of government, university, and the aristocracy, and
placed a strong emphasis upon the institution of the church
and 1ts forms. Among the several movements that affected
the church in Norway was Grundtviglanism, the influence of
Nicolai Grundtvig of Denmark whose opposition to the ration-
alism of the time led him to a strong emphasis on living
Christianity in conjunction with the Word and Sacraments,
especially Baptism and the Word used in connection with 1it,

lhgerhard L. Belgum, "The 0ld Norweglan Synod in America,
1853-1890, " unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, Yale University,
1957, pp. 216, 217.
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the Apostles Creed. Also prominent in Grundtvigianism were

nationalism and culture in their relation to the church. On
8 different level was Haugeanism which, in opposition to the
institutional and aristocratic emphasis of the state church,
offered concepts that were readily accepted by large numbers
of the common people. Hans Nielsen Hauge experienced a
spiritual conversion that led him as a lay preacher to es-
Pouse an aggresslve Christian life in the face of those
forces in society that hindered for their own ends true
Christianity and its principles of justice and right. Hauge's
lengthy imprisonment at the hands of the entrenched authori-

ties and his zealous sincerity gained for him a strong

" following in Norway which led to widespread activity in the

lay preaching movement. Not to be overlooked was rationalism
that was common in Europe and strongly influenced the Church
of Norway, with its counterpart in the resurgent orthodoxy
whose leaders were Gisle Johnson and C. P, Caspari, men who
cast a strong shadow in the return to biblical theology and

confessional Lutheranism.l5

The conflicting currents of Norweglian Christianity were

151ver Iverson, "The Land Whence They Came," Norsemen
Found a Church, edited by J. C. K. Preus (Minneapolis:
Augsburg Publishing House, 1953), pp. 225-259., See also
E. Clifford Nelson and Eugene L. Fevold, The Lutheran Church
amo Norwegian-Americans: A History of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church (Minneapolis: Augsburg Publishing House, 1960),
I, 13-45; Gerhard L. Belgum, "The 0ld Norweglan Synod in
America, 1853-1890" (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Yale
University, 1957), pp. 23-95.
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all evident among the Lutherans in America. The Hauge in-
fluence was strong in the activity of Elling Elelsen who had
come to this country in 1839 and worked energetically as a
lay preacher with the Fox River settlements near LaSalle,
Il1linois, as his base.16 Grundtvigian influence was evident
in the theology of C. L. Clausen who came to this country as
a teacher but was ordained here and served meny years in
Wisconsin and Iowa.17 The first constitution of the Norweglan
Synod, adopted in 1851, also showed definite traces of the
ideas halling from Grundtvlig, although a thorough revision
adopted in 1853 under the sound guidance of H. A. Preus
marked the end of Grundtvigian ideas in the newly founded
church body. With H. A. Preus at the helm and able men like
J. A, Ottesen and Ulrik V. Koren as colleagues the orthodox
positions of Gisle Johnson and Caspari became the dominant
tone in the Norwegian Synod.18 When a decision was made
in 1857 as to which seminary should be utilized for the
training of the Norweglian theological students, St. Louls
was chosen without question and a warm theological and per-

sonal friendship developed between Walther and the Norweglans

167, F. Gullixson, "The Crucible--Muskego," Norsemen
Found a Church, edited by J. C. K. Preus (Minneapolis:
Augsburg Publishing House, 1953), DD. 4-7.

171bida., pp. 8, 9.

18car1 s. Meyer, Pioneers Find Friends (Decorah, Iowa:
Luther College Press, 1963), PP. -53.
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in the Synod.19 The Haugean group continued its course with-
out touching directly the Synodical Conference but remained
a disturbing element in 1ts relationship with fellow
Norwegians, as did certain other groups.

Very near to the Norweglans and at the same time that
the Norwegian Synod was beling established, but apparently
without contact because of language differences, the Wlsconsin
Synod came into being. On May 26, 1850, Salem Church in
Granville, Wisconsin, was the site of the formation of the
Wisconsin Synod, long a key member of the Synodical Conference.
Ieading figures in the establishment of the synod were John
Muehlhaeuser and his companions John Weinman and Candidate
Wrede.20 A1l three had been sent to this country by the
ILangenberger Mission Society, one of the very lively mis-
silonary groups of Europe. The influence of the Gospel has
perhaps never been extended farther in one century than in
the nineteenth, with the private mlssion socileties of Europe
carrying on after the tradition of the Pletists in serving
Christ by obedlience to the Great Commission. Basel, Berlin,
Barmen, Elberfeld, Langenberg were a few of the active mis-

sion centers, the last three combining in 1841 to form the

19Carl S. Meyer, "Early Growth of the Missouril Synod,"
Mowvi Frontlers: Readings in the Histo of the Lutheran
Church--Missouri Synod, edited by Carl S. Meyer (St. Louis:

Concordia Publishing House, 1964), pp. 217, 218.

20John Philip Koehler, Geschichte der Allgemeinen

Evangelisch-Lutherischen Synode von Wisconsin und anderen
Staaten (Milwaukee: Northwestern Publlshing House, 1925),

pp () 183-195 .
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Langenberger Verein.zl Often comparatively little emphasis
was placed on scriptural doctrine, the nuances of doctrine
being considered an unnecessary and even harmful impediment
in the consecrated work of bringing souls to the Savior.
When the Reformed and Lutheran Churches of Prusslia were
combined in the Union of 1817 the trend toward syncretism
was accelerated, influencing other parts of Germany and also
Switzerland.

Such was the atmosphere that was dominant in the
Langenberg Soclety, which sent the founders of the Wisconsin
Synod to this country, and the Berlin Society that later
gave financial support to the Synod. Because of the Joint
Lutheran and Reformed membership of the societies their
missionaries were expected to serve individuals from both
communions with no emphasis on distinctlve doctrines, es-
pecially in regard to the Lord's Supper.22 While in many
places gross unionism was carried on between Lutherans and
Reformed, Muehlhaeuser, the first president of the Wisconsin
Synod, and his companions were not guilty of flagrant union-
istic practices, although they worked for a long time in har-
mony with the practices expected of them by these societies.
Of conditions in the Synod in the early years M, Lehninger

2ly, Lehninger, editor, Continuing In His Word: 1850
1950, The History of the Evangelical Lutheran Joint Synod of
Wisconsin and Other States (Milwaukee: Northwesterm Pub-

Iishing House, 1951), pp. 11, 123 for a thoro
see Koehler. ’ ’ o ugh discussion

221ehninger, p. 23.
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wrote in the centennial history of the Wisconsin Synod:

For a number of years the unionistic Mission Socleties
of Germany continued to supply the young and weak
Wisconsin Synod with workers for 1lts vast field. These
men, although they were personally Lutheran and had re-
celved thelir training with a stress on Lutheranism, yet
came to us from unionistic mission socleties. The
Synod, although Lutheran in confession, accepted men and
monies from the unionistic societlies, and was under
obligation to them. It felt genulnely thankful toward
them for the help which they had so generously provided.

This fact put our Synod very definitely under a cloud.
Our fathers were suspected of unionism and were branded
as unionists. Things did not change very much even
when John Bading (1853) and other men with strong
Lutheran convictions arrived, not even when Bading was

elected president in 1860, to succeed Pastor Muehlhaeuser,
at least not at once.,

At the same time financial support in considerable quantity
came from the Pennsylvania Ministerium and its Home Mission
Society.zu Clearly, practices existed in the Wisconsin
Synod that would raise criticism among stricter, more confes-
sional Lutherans.

Across the Mississippl River to the west similar condi-
tions prevalled among the German Lutherans. The pioneer
missionary in the Minnesota area was Carl Ferdinand Heyer,
member of the Pennsylvania Ministerlium and a long-time mis-
sionary for it in the West and in India. After W. A.
Passavant's exploratory Journey in the Mississippi Valley in
1850, interest in mission work in this area was aroused and
Heyer was induced to serve 1ln Minnesota. His indefatigable

work and urgent appeals for additional workers resulted in a

231pid., pp. 68, 69.
ZL"Ibido, o 220
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growing number of pastors in the area so that in 1860 he felt
the need for a synodical organization and took the lead in
establishing the Minnesota Synod.25 The Synod, a minor mem-
ber of the Synodical Conference, was supplied with pastors
from two sources, the Pennsylvania Ministerium and the
mission society of St. Chrischona in Basel, Switzerland.
Especially among the latter was the same lax confessional
Practice in evidence as was found in Wisconsin. An early
change in conditions was noted, especially after J. H. Sieker
transferred from Wisconsin and became a leading spirit in the
Minnesota Synod and its president while G. Fachtmann, an out-
spoken unionist and controversial character, resigned his
position in St. Paul. Some laxity as far as the lodge prob-
lem was to be found so that the early years of the Synod were
not always peacefu1.26

One other synod later became a member of the Synodical
Conference. The Illinois Synod was established in 1846 as a
member of the General Synod. During the sixth decade of the
nineteenth century the Synod was composed of almost equal
numbers of Germans and Scandlnavians who separated in 1860
to form the Scandinavien Augustana Synod. A further division
took place in 1866 when a minority of the Synod remained in
the General Synod while the majority continued as the

2545. Kuhn,/ Geschichte der Minnesota Synode und ihrer
einzelnen Gemeinden (St. Louls: Louls Lange Publishing Co.,
/191077, pp. %, 5.

261p1d., pp. 6-8.
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I1linois Synod until it was absorbed fourteen years later as
a district of the Missourl Synod.27

An active participant on the scene where the Synodical
Conference was later established, though never a member of
it, was the Iowa Synod. The name of Wilhelm Loehe of
Neuendettelsau, Germany, stood out prominently in the estab-
lishment of the Iowa Synod. The mission society and
foundation headed by Loehe was different from the majority of
such institutions in Germany for it had a strong confessional
basis. lLoehe's missionary activity in this country had been
stimulated by F. Wyneken's Nothruf of 1841, calling for help

for the Germans in America who lacked spiritual care in their

. frontier homes.28 Loehe's support of the Lord's work in

America was unusual because of its diversity. While Loehe
did recrult ordained pastors when possible, the bulk of the
men sent over by him were teachers or partially trained men
who completed their theological education at the practical
Seminary of the Missourl Synod in Ft. Wayne., A special
interest of Loehe was Indian missions, for which purpose he
sent a colony to Michigan with Frankenmuth as its head-
quarters. His interest in Christian education led to the

first steps in establishing a school for the training of

27Erwin L. Lueker, editor in chief, Lutheran clopedia
(St. Louis: Concordia Publishing House, 195&), p. L96.

28Tneo. Graebner, "Die Gruendungen Wilhelm Loehes,"
Denkstein: zum fuenfundsiebzigjaehrigen Jubilaeum der
Missourisynode, edited by G. Metzger (St. Louls: Concordia

Publishing House, 1922), pp. 22, 23.
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Lutheran teachers. George Grossmann arrived as an emissary
of Loehe in 1852 to establish this school at Saglnaw.29
While Loehe was strictly confessional in his theology, his
cooperation with Walther and the Missouri Synod grew tepid
as 1t became apparent that thelr 1ldeas about the church and
the ministry differed. Loehe held views more similar to
those of J. Grabau of Buffalo who emphasized greater au-
thority of the clergy in contrast to Walther. The matter
came to a crisis in Grossmann at Saglinaw so that Loehe and
Walther parted company after a decade of cooperation.
Grossmann and John Deindorfer, pastor at Frankenhilf, led a
group of twenty members to Dubuque and St. Sebald, Iowa,
where the Iowa Synod was formed in 1854. The confessional
statement adopted by the Synod read in part:
The Synod subscribes to all the symbolical books of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church because it recognizes all
the symbolical decisions on controverted questions
before or during the time of the Reformation as corre-
sponding to the divine Word. But because within the
Lutheran Church there are different tendencies the Synod
espouses that one which strives for greater completeness
by mean§ of the Confessions and on the basis of the Word
0
of God.
This position led to criticism and to sharp polemical attacks
that charged Iowa's doctrinal position with being vague and

indecisive.

Less a participant and more an influence on the history

29Meuser, PpP. 23=25.

307owa Synod, Proceedings, 1854, P. 3; quoted in Meuser,
PP. 40, 41.
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Of NMidwestern Lutheranism was the General Synod. Since its
inception in 1820 varied winds of doctrine had blown in this
large intersynodical body. At times there were tendencies
toward a moderately firm confessional stand. At other times
the spirit of American Lutheranism was rampant with the
Pennsylvania Ministerium its strongest opponent either in or
near the General Synod. Strong proponents of a less rigid
confessional stand were S. S. Schmucker of Gettysburg

Seminary and Benjamin Kurtz, whose Lutheran Observer was a

strong voice in favor of liberal Lutheranism.31 A point of
crisis was reached in the confessional struggle with the

publication in 1855 of Schmucker's Definite Platform which

made a frontal assault on the confessional Lutheran position

with its suggestions for the revision of the primary Lutheran
symbol, the Augsburg Confession.’2 While the rupture of the

General Synod did not eventualize until a decade later, the

sky was lowering as storm clouds hung heavy on the confes-

sional front.

31abdel Ross Wentz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in
America (Philadelphia: Muhlenberg Press, 1955), p. 11l2.

321bid., pp. 142, 143,




CHAPTER III
EARLY INTERSYNODICAL ATTITUDES AND NEGOTIATIONS

Few events shook the Lutheran theological world in

America as much as the publication of the Definite Platform

of 1855. BReaction was instantaneous to this American Recen-

slon of the Augsburg Confession. The nineteenth century had

wltnessed a growing battle among Lutherans over confessional
posltions since the establishment of the General Synod in
1820. The polarity between the two factions grew-steadlly
with occasional, critical clashes as the tide rose in favor
of greater confessional fidellity. When the advocates of
"American Lutheranism" made their last stand in 1855, the

reaction was overwhelmingly critical of the Definite Platform.

It was rejected almost unanimously by the various synodical

bodies,.l
One of the men who sounded the tocsin immediately was
C. F. W. Walther. He wrote in Lehre und Wehre:

When in September of the previous year the Wittenberg
Synod of Ohio brought forth its Definite Platform for

a so-called American Lutheran Church, together with her
official repudiation of the constitution, the Magna
Charta of our Church, the Unaltered Augsburg Confession,
and exhorted all who shared thelr opinions to quit
traditional Lutheranism, then 1t seemed as though a
destructive storm was gathering and threatening to
strike the Luthern Church of our New Fatherland.?

labdel Ross Wentz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in
America (Philadelphia: Muhlenberg Press, 1955), pp. 137-143.

2¢, F. W. Walther, lLehre und Wehre, II, 33 quoted in
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The attack upon the bastions of Lutheranism demanded
forthright action. Walther's suggestion was a series of free
Lutheran Conferences to be held at intervals by individuals
who subscribed to the Unaltered Augsburg Confession of 1580.
The meetings would be gatherings of individuals who would
not come as representatives of their synods but would speak
for themselves. It was Walther's view that personal con-
frontation was more desirable than expressions in the period-
icals which often hindered rather than advanced unlity and
the "preservation of the precious gem of doctrinal purity
and unity". A larger goal than mere doctrinal unity was in

the mind of Walther who said: "Would not the meetings . . .

. promote and advance the efforts toward the final establish-

ment of one single Evangelical Lutheran Church of America?"3
Thus the hope for an organically united body of Lutheranism
was expressed by Walther already in 1856,

The proposal for a series of free conferences called
forth various reactions.u Proponents of the Definite Plat-

form, like Kurtz, were hostile towards Walther's suggestion.5

The Lutheran Standard of the Ohio Synod was wholeheartedly

E. L. Lueker, "Walther and the Free Lutheran Conferences of

éggé-1859," Concordia Theological Monthly, XV (August 1944),

walther, Lehre und Wehre, II, 3-6; quoted in ILueker,
"Walther," p. 534,

uLueker, "Walther," pp. 536-542,

5Ibid., p. 539.
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in favor of the proposed discussions.6 Statements dealing
with the implementation of Walther's suggestion and the se-
lection of a time and place for the meeting appeared in the

columns of Der Lutheraner and the Lutheran Standard. The

Printed tally of those who expressed a site preference showed
the majority favored Columbus, Ohio,”

At the First Free Conference, October 1-7, 1856, at
Columbus, Ohio, there were fifty-four pastors and nineteen
laymen present. Sixteen pastors were from the Missourl Synod
while the majority of the remainder came from the Ohio Synod.
Several came from New York and Pennsylvania. The first two
sessions resulted in a resolution of and plea for unity,
after which the doctrines of the Augsburg Confession were
discussed,S The Second Free Conference met in Pittsburgh in
the fall of 1857. The majority in attendance came from the
Missourli Synod, a lesser group from Ohio, and scattered rep-
resentatives from the New York, Pittsburgh, Tennessee, and
Norwegian Synods.9 At the Third Free Conference in August
1858, at Cleveland three representatives from New York and
one from Tennessee were present with men from the Ohio Synod

and the Missourl Synod in the majority.l0 At the Fourth

61bid., p. 536.
Dl 9a GEs
pPP. 543-550.
91bid., p. 553.
101bid., pp. 556, 557.
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Free Conference in 1859 at Ft. Wayne, Walther was absent as
were the Ohio theologians, M. Loy and W, Iehmann, who had
presided at the three previous meetings.ll Although a fifth
meeting was scheduled for Cleveland in 1860, it was not held.
Strained relations between Missourl and Ohio over the trans-
fer of a pastor as well as Walther's 1llness were factors in

the decision to abandon the Conferences.12

The diminishing size of the space given in Der Lutheraner

to the Free Conferences tells graphically their declining
success, Initially there were high hopes and obvious en-
thusiasm for the Conferences on the part of Walther as 1is
clear from the lengthy report of the meeting in Columbus.13
In succeeding years the reports diminished in size until the
fourth of the serles of meetings did not rate a single sen-
tence of summary. The small representation of clergy from
synods outside the Missourl and Ohio Synods indicated interest
in the Free Conferences was largely limited to these two
groups. The reaction to the Definite Platform did not lead
immediately to the formation of a confessional intersynodical
body, but rather to a hopeful start that soon after its birth
was shown to be not viable.

The confessional conflict continued for some years but

abated a bit during the early years of the Civil War. There

1l1pid., p. 559.
121pid., pp. 562, 563.

13wpie allgemeine Conferenz,” Der Lutheraner, XIII
October 21, 1856), 33, 3k.
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was then no peace for the nation as the slavery lssue erupted
in bloodshed, while at the same time feelings concerning
slavery stirred strongly among Lutherans. The most vocal
group was the Francke Synod which was established in 1837
when the Hartwick Synod in New York declined to condemn
slavery agsressively.lh The outbreak of war resulted in the
establishment of the General Synod of the Lutheran Church in
the Confederate States in America.l> 1In the northern states
the Union cause was generally supported among Lutherans but
with varying degrees of fervor. The laity among the Germans
and Scandinavians in the Midwest were often ardent in theilr
condemnation of slavery. Among the Swedes T. N. Hasselquist
sounded an abolitionist note in Hemlandet which he published
after 1855.16 C. L. Clausen among the Norweglans spoke out
clearly against slavery, although the bulk of Norwegilan
pastors were less fervent in their support of abolition and
favored the gradual elimination of slavery.l7 The feellng
among the Norweglan lalty was strong in the condemnation of
slavery. When the report spread that Walther, head of the

college and seminary where the Norweglan students were being

4 cnaries w. Heathcote, The Lutheran Church and the
Civil War (Burlington, Iowa: Lutheran Literary Board),
pp‘ 55-55 .

151b1d., pp. 91-96.
16Wentz, p. 171.

17Gerhard L. Belgum, "The 0ld Norwegian Synod in America,
1853-1890" (unpubished Ph.D. dissertation, Yale University,

1957), pp. 357-359.
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taught, refused to condemn slavery and did not support the
Northern cause, laymen among the Norweglans took steps to
establish ILuther College in Decorah, Iowa, although theo-
logical tralning continued for some years in St. Louis.18
Walther's position that slavery itself was not wrong received
considerable criticism especlally among the Norwegians during
the war years, his fallure to take a positive stand and ex-
press his views forthrightly in his periodicals perhaps
lending credence 1n the popular eye to the charge that he was
a sympathizer of the South.l? While 1865 brought an end to
the active military controversy in regard to slavery, it did
not eliminate all suspicion and rancor towards Walther and
other pastors whose stand towards slavery agreed generally
with his.

Although the Norweglan laymen were largely critical of
Walther's views about slavery, some of his strongest sup-
porters were the leaders of the Norweglian Synod.zo Fellowshlp
and cooperation between the Missourl and Norwegian Synods
preceded any other among the midwestern synods. One of the
general problems among the pioneer synods was the tralining
of pastors. This was a matter of speclal concern to the
leaders of the Norwegian Synod since thelr experience with

Haugean lay preachers impressed on them the urgency of

18Theodore C. Blegen, Norwegian Migration to America:
The American Transition (Northfleld, Minnesota: The Norweglan-
S en Fistoriocal Association, 1940), pp. 425, h26.

191bid., p. 422,

20pe1gum, pp. 216, 217.
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obtaining qualified spiritual shepherds for their people.
An invitation in 1856 from the Ohlio Synod to use the Columbus
seminary for the training of thelr pastors stimulated the
Norweglians to action.?l J, A. Ottesen and N. Brandt were
appointed members of a committee to visit the seminaries of
the Buffalo, Ohio, and Missouri Synods with a view towards
suggesting the preferred place for training Norweglan theo-
logical students. In 1ts report the committee described
briefly the synodical history of each group, the theological
climate, and the instructional conditions at each seminary.
The Missouri Synod seminary was enthusiastically recommended
as the preferred school.22 For the succeeding twenty years
Concordia Seminary was used by the Norwegian Synod with
Lauritz Larsen its first professor there.23

The warm relationship that sprung into existence at the
visit of the examining committee in 1857 grew rapidly so that
close personal ties existed between the leaders of Missouri
and the Norweglans, in some cases even after the withdrawal

from the Synodical Conference in 1883.2% In the year 1863

2l1pi4., pp. 182, 183.

22"Indberetn1ng fra Pastorene Otteson og Brandt om deres
Reise til St. Louis, Missouri: Columbus, Ohio; og Buffalo,
New York," Kirkelig Maanedstidende, II (October 1857; re-
print of 1900). An English translation is in Carl S. Meyer,
Pioneers Find Friends (Decorah, Iowa: Luther College Press,

1963), pp. 65-79.
23Blegen, p. 248.
2bpe1gum, pp. 411, 412.
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an unusually large delegation of Norwegian pastors attended
the meeting of the Missourli Synod in Ft. Wayne. Among the
sixteen representatives were the two professors from Decorah
and St. Louls, the officers of the Synod, and even J. A.
Ottesen who was returning from Norway.25 According to their
spokesman, U. V. Koren, the reason for their presence, as
reported by the secretary of the Missourl Synod, was: "They
were commissioned by thelr Synod to testify here openly how
great the blessing was that had accrued to them through our
Synod." That they did this well is evident from the
secretary's summary of Koren's words:

It 1s sald they are a daughter synod of the Missourl
Synod. That is true for they truly harbor a filial at-
titude toward it. They have been chided as an annex or
appendage of the Missourl Synod papal throne. The words,
as they are meant, are not correctly chosen, although,
rightly understood, are not bad. They indeed recognize
the Missourl papal throne, namely that one at the right
hand of God, where the Son of God as the only Ruler and
Governor of the Church slts, who for our sakes became

the ggrvus Servorum Del, the Servant of all Servants of
God.,

While the occasion for this testimonial of loyalty was not
indicated, the date, 1863, the tenth anniversary of their
Synod, would suggest that the numerous attacks upon Walther's
slavery stand might have been the reason.

The cooperation between the Missouri and Norwegian Synods
did not mark the inception of a general movement towards in-

tersynodical fraternization. S1x years passed by before

25p1 ssouri Synod, Proceedings, 1863, p. k.
261bid., pp. 58, 59
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closer synodical relations were noticeable in the Midwest.
The source of activity was the newly established Minnesota
Synod which sent J. C. F. Heyer to the convention of the
Wisconsin Synod in Milwaukee in 1863, The Minnesota delegate
reported on the growth of population in his state and the
status and needs of the new synod there, ending his words
with a plea for a closer relationship between the Minnesota
and Wisconsin Synods. That fraternal relations would be de-
sirable with the Ohio and Michigan Synods also was mentioned
in the ensuing discussion that resulted in a resolution
authorizing the synodical officals to contact the presidents
of the Minnesota, Michigan, and Ohio Synods, and also send
them a copy of the Wisconsin Synod constitution.27

The overtures of the Minnesota Synod were welcomed by
the Wisconsin Synod. E. Mohldenke was a delegate to the
Minnesota convention of 1864 and reported back to his own
convention., Immediately thereafter on the floor of the con-
vention G. Fachtmann, who had been working in Minnesota for
some time as a member of the Wisconsin Synod from which he had
Just been given a release, addressed the group as the delegate
from Minnesota. He relayed the requests of the Minnesota
Synod which included a plea for pastors and indicated a de-
Slre to participate in the Seminary at Watertown.28 For
their part they offered to send President Heyer on a trip in

27Wisconsin Synod, Proceedings, 1863, p. 32.
28y1sconsin Synod, Proceedings, 1864, p. 11.
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the east to raise funds for the seminary if the students from
the Minnesota Synod could be trained for the ministry in
Watertown in the future. The offer was accepted.29

Again in 1865 Professor E. Mohldenke of Watertown vis-
ited the Minnesota Synocd convention, rendering a lengthy and
favorable report to his synod at the convention in the fol-
lowing year. The attitudes 1n evidence in the Minnesota
Synod as well as its progress were commended, although a gilt
verse behind the pulpit on the wall of the church in Redwing
was disturbing because of its lodge implications:

"Komm, Jude, Christ, Mohamedaner,

Komm, Katholik und Protestant,

Reicht liebend euch die Bruderhand;

D'rum weg VErfo}gung, Wahn, und §Bott,

Wir glauben all' an einen Gott."
Interest in the Wisconsin Synod church paper was reported as
was also interest in and promises of material support for the
seminary.31 Actually some financial support was already flow-
ing to Watertown through the activity of the Minnesota Synod.
A problem arose regarding the division of funds raised Jjointly
in Germany by the two synods. Minnesota's suggestion for
a solution was that a full scholarship be established for one

of its students at Watertown. The suggestion was adopted by

the Wisconsin Synod convention.32 Greater events on the

291bid., p. 14.

30y1sconsin Synod, Proceedings, 1866, p. 30,
31pia., p. 29.

21pid., p. 33.
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Lutheran church scene in America 1n 1866 and 1867 eclipsed
for a few years direct negotiations between the Wisconsin and
Minnesota Synods.,

The decision of the Wisconsin Synod in 1863 to seek to
improve relations also with the Ohio and the Michigan Synods
showed less results than the negotiations with the Minnesota
Synod. The Western District of the Ohio Synod in session
in Middletown, Ohio, in 1864 responded to the overtures of
the Wisconsin Synod with some enthusiasm. It referred them
to the general body of the Ohio Synod "which would certainly
not fail to act upon them with fitting conditions and on a
proper basis."33

When the matter of relations with the Ohio Synod was dis-
cussed in the 1864 convention of the Wisconsin Synod E. Dammann
of Milwaukee reported that the two synods were in agreement
in doctrine and practice. Further discussion brought the sug-
gestion from the floor that, in view of the probable split of
the General Synod which may come any time, it might be better
to hold the matter of union on a confessional basis in abey-
ance for the time being. Should such a split come and a
meeting of confessional synods be held, it was decided, the

Wisconsin Synod would particlipate by sending delegates.jh

33p, A. Peter and William Schmidt, Geschichte der Allge-

meinen Evangelisch=-Lutherischen Synode von Ohio und anderen
Staaten (Columbus, Ohio: Lutheran Book Concern, 1900),
pPp. 169, 170.

34

Wisconsin Synod, Proceedings, 1864, p. 11,
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When intersynodical matters were discussed in 1866 this
decision was repeated. Confessionally, it was also decided,
the Synod would be satisfied with the Augsburg Confession and,
if possible, the Small Catechism as a doctrinal basis, slnce
the Scandinavians accepted only the Augsburg Confession.35
Interest in the Wisconsin Synod in fraternal relations with
other bodies was sustained, but there were no immediate
results. The motion to send delegates to the Ohio Synod
convention, would not, it was reported in 1865, be imple-
mented because the secretary's letter evoked neither reply
or ingquiry from the Ohio Synod.36 Presumably the same was

true in regard to the Michigan Synod, although there 1is no

‘specific reference to it in the record.

Omitted from the list of those with whom the Wisconsin
Synod desired fellowship was Missouri. Wisconsin did not
seek fraternal relations and the Missourli Synod reciprocated
the sentiment. There was no evidence of friendliness towards
or trust in the Wisconsin Synod by Missouri before 1868. At
the beginning of the twenty-second volume of Der Lutheraner
the editor reviewed the situation in various of the Lutheran
synods. The Wisconsin Synod must be watched carefully, he
warned, because of 1ts bold aggressiveness and its daring

raids on congregations.37 The assessment of E. A. Brauer 1in

35yisconsin Synod, Proceedin s, 1866, p. 33.
36y1sconsin Synod, Proceedi iy S, 90 B

37nYorwort zum 22, Jahrgang des 'Lutheraners,'" Der
Lutheraner, XXII (September 1, 1865), 1.
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the Lehre und Wehre at the beginning of the same year was no

less hostile. The chief complaint was unionism and that the
confessional claims of Wisconsin's leaders were hypocrisy
Since they recruited their preachers from Basel and Prussia
where the men served in unionistic conditions to which they
usually returned again.38

While mutual coldness was evident between Missouri and
Wlsconsin, relations between Missouri and Ohio were merely
cool. There was recognition on the part of Missourl that
the Ohio Synod was trying to solve her problems but that
Progress was elusive. In the survey of Lutheranism by the

editor of Der Lutheraner referred to above, the Ohio Synod

was pictured as not getting anywhere on the problem of
church and ministry because she still followed the practice
of denying in the interest of peace the evidence of the one
eternally true Confession. That resulted in aggressiveness,
hostility, and factiousness.J? In his presidential address
of 1866 M. Loy admitted that the Ohio Synod had been working
for a long time on the doctrine of the church and ministry
and he hoped concentration on these doctrines at the current
convention would lead to the tangible results of unity.uo
The proximity of the Buffalo Synod to the Ohlo Synod had

38, a. Brauer, "Vorwort," Lehre und Wehre, XI (January
186553

39nyorwort," Der Lutheraner, XXII (September 1, 1865), 1.

%00nio synod, Proceedings, 1866, pp. 7, 8.
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made the Missouri--Buffalo controversy an active lissue in
the Ohio Synod as early as 1856. In that year the Lutheran
ecclesiastical court, an intersynodical Lutheran judicial
body with binding authority proposed by the Buffalo Synod
and approved by the Northern District of the Ohio Synod, was
rejected by the general body which substituted regulations
for a synodical church court that never actually material-
:Lzed.L"1 In 1859 the general issue of church and ministry
was discussed at the convention. That this was considered
of importance was indicated by the fact that several sets of

theses on these doctrines were presented to the synocl.u'2 In

the initial stages of the controversy there was considerable

sentiment for Buffalo, but "the two capital 'L's'" did not
egree with this tendency and the whole Ohio Synod soon real-
ized that Missourl was essentially right.u3 It was on a new
and, hopefully, decisive set of theses, written by Lehmann,
Loy, and others and presented in 1866, that Loy was pinning
his hopes for an end to the controversy.

The appearance of the new set of theses seemed to soften
the antagonism of Walther to the Ohio Synod, although his
first reaction was that there was some intentional ambiguity,

evidence that the Ohlio Synod seemingly wanted peace rather

uthio Synod, Proceedings, 1856, pp. 9-11; Peter and
Schmidt, pp. 145-147,

%20n10 Synod, Proceedings, 1859, pp. 21-2l.
43peter and Schmidt, p. 145.
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than unity.ua A sharp reply to a statement by Lehmann also
indicated tension between the members of the Missouri and
Ohio Synods in early 1866. ILehmann had asserted that he
would not be rushed into a decision on the church and min-
lstry and would consider them an open question until his synod
reached a decision. E. Brauer of the Missouri Synod responded
with an insinuation that Lehmann was unwilling to face the
issue and raised the question whether it would remain an open
question in Lehmann's opinion i1f the synod did not reach a
decision.45 In addition, a statement by Loy and Lehmann on
lodges was criticized by K. Eirich because lodges are not
condemned as sinful but only as improper and undesirable,
indicating that Missouri's suspicion about lodges in the Ohio
Synod had not been completely a.llayed.""6

Several months later the atmosphere was noticeably 4if-

ferent as guarded hopefulness was the tone of Der Lutheraner's

assessment of the situation in Lutheranlism in the openlng

article of volume XXIII in September 1866. Three portents
of better things in Lutheranism were the departure from the
General Synod of the Pennsylvania Ministerium with plans to

form a new, soundly confessional intersynodical body, the

Miper Lutheraner, XXIT (August 15, 1866), 189, 190.

Y5/E. A.7 B/Teuer/, "Dr. Lehmann von der Ohio-Synode,"
Lehre und Wehre, XII (April 1866), 118.

46K. Eirich, "Das Zeugnisz gegen dle geheimen Gesellschaf-
ten auf dem Krebsgang innerhalb der Ohlo-Synode," Der
Lutheraner, XXIII (July 1, 1867), 162, 163. SO
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settlement of differences between the Missourl and Buffalo
Synods, and Chio's continual insistence that it believed,
taught, and acted according to the Lutheran Confessions.
"These prospects of peace bring," sald the editor, "only Joy
with trepidation rather than a hearty joy."™? Some months
later Walther's Joy was considerably more outspoken for he
had read the report of the Ohio Synod's convention where the
wording of the ambiguous first thesis on the church had been
altered radically. Three days of discussion at the convention
had resulted in unanimous agreement on the doctrine of the

church and, Walther hoped, the next convention would experl-

_ence as great a victory for Scripture and the Confessions

when the doctrine of the ministry would be discussed. He
would be no more happy if this had happened in his own
chu::'ch.l'l’8 Quite possibly Walther was also aware of the spate
of articles with a confessional emphasis appearing at thils
time in the columns of the Lutheran Standard, heartening evi-
dence of abandonment of the previously ambiguous position.“9

Any signs of improvement in intersynodical relations

L7uwyorwort zum 23. Jahrgang des 'Lutheraners,'" Der
Lutheraner, XXIII (September 1, 1866), 1.

48per Lutheraner, XXIII (November 15, 1866), 46,

L9npr, " Sprecher's Two Methods," Lutheran Standard, XXVII
(February 1, 1867), 20, 21; (FebruaryLTZE7:_TEE7TT_§§T Be,
"Wwhy I am a Lutheran," Lutheran Standard, XXVII (February 1,
1867), 17, 18; (February 1/5/, 1867), 25, 263 (March 1, 1867),
33; (March 15, 1867), 49; (April 1, 1867), 57. c. P. Krauth,
"The Augsburg Confession not Romanizing," Lutheran Standard,
XXVII (April 15, 1867), 66, 67. )
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that might have been evident between the Missouri and Ohio

Synods were not paralleled between the Iowa and Missouri
Synods.50 1In the eyes of Missourl Iowa was seriously in
error in regard to the Confessions, chiliasm, open questions
and several other doctrines. Direct, open hostility was not
evident to a great extent, to Judge by the periodicals of
this period, the middle third of the 1860's. More could be
expected--and did come--later, for, in the words of Dexr

Lutheraner, "the Iowa Synod with its mixture of hierarch-

lalism, chiliasm, and some truth was becoming bolder in
setting forth its so-called historical, but in reality most
unhistorical, interpretation of the Confessions."5l The
movement towards fraternalism among the Midwestern synods
was, 1lndeed, only in its early, formative stages with efforts

being made towards fellowship that were tentative and partial.

50see also Geo. J. Fritschel, Quellen und Dokumente zur
Geschichte und Iehrstellung der ev.=-=-luth. Synode von Iowa

u. a. Staaten (Chicago: Wartburg Publ. House, n.d.), pp. 207-
269; Gerhard Sugmund Ottersberg, "The Evangelical Lutheran
Synod of Iowa and other States, 1854-1890" (unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Nebraska, 1949).

51"Vorwort," Der Lutheraner, XXII (September 1, 1865), 1.
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CHAPTER IV
1866-1867, POINT OF DECISION

The steps toward closer cooperation among the Lutheran
synods that originated in the upper Mississippl Valley were a
noble effort that indicated a growing interest in positive
fraternal relations between the synods of the Midwest. The
whole body of Lutheranism was, however, to be shattered by
the events of 1866 and 1867 before the Lutheran synodical
pPicture took shape again in a wvastly different form from that
which existed prior to 1866,

Chronologically, there were two events that occurred in
these years that may as well be mentioned at this time al-
though they were not among the major steps toward inter-
synodical cooperation. The earlier of these was the agreement
between the Buffalo and Missourl Synods which brought to an
end the controversy that had raged between them for more than
two decades. The bone of contention was the doctrines of the
church and the ministry with J. A. Grabau, leader of the
Buffalo Synod, holding to a decidedly more hierarchical view

of the church than Walther.l When Grabau's influence waned

1rohann A. Grabau, "Johann Andreas August Grabau,"
translated by E. M. Bilegener, Concordia Historical Institute
uarterly, XXIII (April 19505 10-18; (July 1950), 66-74;
%355535511951) 176-181; XXIV (April 1951), 35=39; (July
1951), 74-79; (October 1951), 124-132; XXV (July 1952),
49=71.
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and he disassociated himself from the Buffalo Synod in 1866,
steps were immediately taken by the Synod to meet with the
Missouri Synod in a collogquy as its leaders had repeatedly
offered to do, only to have Grabau avoid such a meeting.2
From November 20, 1866 to December 6, 1866, the colloquy was
held in Buffalo, New York with virtually unanimous agreement
being reached by the two groups, only a small segment of the
Buffalo Synod indicating disagreement with its parent body.3
Thus peace was brought to end what had been one of the most
vehement controversies in Lutheranism in America.

Peace with the majority of the Buffalo Synod did not
introduce halcyon days to Missouri for the Buffalo Synod's
Place in the field of controversy was soon taken by the Iowa
Synod. Although relations between the two synods had been
strained since the establishment of the Iowa Synod by Loehe's
disciples in 1854, a request came to Walther from the Iowa
Synod in 1867 for a meeting of the two groups.u A meeting
was arranged for November of the same year in Mllwaukee,
Wisconsin. That there was skepticism in the minds of some

Missouri men is evident from an article in Lehre und Wehre in

which Franz K. Schmitt held little hope for success from the

2/C. F. W.7 W/alther/, "Das Buffaloer Colloquium,” Der
Lutheraner, XXIII (December 15, 1866), 57, 58.

3Protokoll ueber die Verhandlungen des Colloguiums
ehalten in Suffalo, N. Y., vom 20. November bis 5., Dezember

n.p., n.d.

4M1ssouri Synod, Proceedings, 1869, p. 26.
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meeting. Unity could come, he held, from doctrinal harmony
only and failure on the part of the Iowa Synod to retract in
periodicals its well-known position would indicate that no
unity existed. Furthermore recent "bitter remarks" about
Walther by leaders of the Iowa Synod seemed to indicate the
absence of a disposition on thelr part towards obtaining an
amicable agreement, so that Schmitt felt justiflied in his
pessimism.5 The reference may have been to a reply to
Walther's remarks in January, 1867, in which he questioned
the right of G. Fritschel of the Iowa Synod to imply that it
was to be numbered among those synods that had taken a strong

confessional position from the beginning.6 A serles of five

-articles in Der Lutheraner between June 15 and September 1,

1867, beginning with a quotation of Job 13:7, "Will ye speak
wickedly for God? and talk deceltfully for him?" hardly
seemed to portend a successful colloquy.7

After the colloquy was held in Milwaukee Walther re-
ported his cautious hopes that, though agreement had not been
reached between the Iowa and Missourl colloquents, a certain

understanding had been reached and efforts would not be given

5Franz W. Schmitt, "Einige Worte in Betreff des in
Aussicht stehenden Colloquiums zwischen der Iowa- und Missouri-
Synode, " Lehre und Wehre, XIII (September 1867), 272=275.

Sper Lutheraner, XXIII (January 15, 1867), 77, 78.

7£f. F. W./ W/alther/, "Die neueste Vertheidigung der
Iowa-Synode durch einen ihrer Professoren," Der Lutheraner,
XXIIT (June 15, 1867), 152-158; (July 15, 1887), 169-172;

(August 1, 1867), 177-181; (August 15, 1867), 185-189; XXIV
(September 1, 1867), 1-8.
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uP.8 Disagreement had occurred in regard to the Lutheran
Confessions, open questions, chiliasm, the anti-Christ,
while lack of time prevented a discussion of the Office
of the Keys.?

Any hopes for agreement were soon rudely dashed to the
ground when heated controversy broke out between the Missouri
and Jowa Synods. The accuracy of the report of the colloquy
which the Iowa Synod had published deserved considerable com-
ment, according to Walther, whereas the fact that it was sent
to all pastors of the Missourli 8ynod by the opponents seemed
to indicate a fear that the Missourl organs would not dis-
seminate a factual report.10 The emphasls on doctrinal

articles in Der Lutheraner seemed to be on those doctrines

about which there was disagreement with the Iowa Synod. A
serles of ten articles on chiliasm soon came to a close.11
Already a series on the anti-Christ had begun.12 More dan-

gerous, 1t was felt, was the attitude of the Iowa Synod

8/C. F. W.7 W/alther/, "Das Colloquium," Der Lutheraner,
XXIV (December 1, 1867), 56.

9[5;7 F/uerbringer/, "Wie stehen wir zur Iowa-Synode?"
Der Lutheraner, XXIV (April 15, 1867), 121, 122,

10/8. F. W.7 W/alther/, "Des Colloguium, " Der Lutheraner,
XXIV (February 15, 1868), 92.

11Hermann Fick, "Der Chiliasmus ist falsch, well er mit
dem Texte von Offenbarung Capitel 19. und 20. durchaus im
g%derspruch steht," Der Lutheraner, XXIV (March 15, 1867),
5-107. T

12p; Brunn, "Ist der Pabst der Antichrist?" Der Lutheianer,
XXIV (February 1, 1868), 81, 82.
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toward "open questions" with its ambiguous stand on the
interpretation of certain doctrines as was pointed out by

Der Lutheraner quite incisively 1n repeated articles and

comments.13 When the Missourl Synod was accused of having
"an aura of infallibility" and "fishing in troubled waters,
conjuring up heretical accusations against Iowa and then
warning against them,"14 the likelihood of a peaceful set-
tlement was remote and it would have been strange if the two
bodies would have Joined in cooperative activity in the
fairly immediate future. By 1869 the bridge, which the

colloguy of 1867 might have been, had become a gaping chasm

between the two synods that would be unbridgeable for some

time.

The issue of October 11, 1866, of the Lutheran and
Misslonary carried an announcement that was to dwarf for the
time being all other Lutheran intersynodical news and ac-
tivity, and would lead to events that would change the course
of Lutheran history in America., It was the call, decided
upon by the Pennsylvania Ministerium at its recent convention,
inviting synods holding to the Unaltered Augsburg Confession
to meet for the establishment of an intersynodical church

13woffene Fragen," Der Lutheraner, XXV (November 15, 1868),
40, 41; (December 1, 1868), 51, 523 H., "Die Stellung des
Herrn Prof. Fritschel und selner Anhaenger zur heiligen
Schrift," Der Lutheraner, XXV (May 15, 1869), 137-140.

14E. Riedel, "Bericht ueber die diesjaehrige Versammlung
der Synode von Iowa," Der Lutheraner, XXV (January 15, 1869),
73-75.
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body. The only existing general synod, it said, was such in
name only and did not include all Lutheran synods among its
constituting members. Any hope that it would be a real
General Synod had become dimmer and dimmer until now no pos-
Sibility of it existed since it had admitted members contrary
to its constitutional position. The new organization would
be founded on the principles of integrity in doctrine and
practice,l>

The call that emanated from the Pennsylvania Ministerium
was not unexpected. In 1823 the Pemmsylvania Ministerium had
severed 1its connection with the General Synod but had re-
Joined it in 1853. The thirteen years since that time had
not been without friction. When the Pennsylvania Ministerium
Joined the General Synod in 1853 it stipulated its right to
Protest and withdraw from the meeting should the General
Synod violate its constitution by acting contrary to the
long-established faith of the Lutheran Church., 16 Any sus-
Picions of laxity in the General Synod were not long in being
fortified by the publication of the Definite Platform of 1855.

The admission despite the opposition of the Pemnsylvania
Ministerium of the Melanchthon Synod into the General Synod

15Tutheran and Missionary, October 11, 18663 quoted in
"Die bruederiiche Ansprache der Pennsylvania-Synode an die
lutherischen Synoden dieses Landes zum Zweck dggévereinigung,"
Lehre und Wehre, XII (November and December, 1866), 335, 336.

16 sic History of Lutheranism in
e Abdel Ross Wentz, A Ba T552), o 1%5.

America (Philadelphia: Muhlenberg Press,
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in 1859 aggravated the situation. The departure of the
Scandinavians from the Illinois Synod in 1860 and the cleft
caused by the Civil War added turmoil to the General Synod.
Feelings rose over the selection of a successor to S. S.
Schmucker at Gettysburg Seminary in 1864 and were intensified
in a dispute over the admission of the Francke Synod, causing
the Pennsylvania Ministerium delegation to leave the General
Synod convention at York in 1864, A parliamentary dispute in
view of the Pennsylvania Ministerium's action at York brought
a complete rupture at the Ft. Wayne convention of the General

Synod in 1866 and resulted in the complete severance of

Arelations between the two bodies.17 Almost immediately

thereafter the call for a new general synod was issued.

The constitutional meeting of the General Councll was
held two months after the call issued by the Pennsylvanla
Ministerium. Thirteen synods were represented at the meeting
in Reading, Pennsylvania, from December 11 to 14, 1866. The
strongly confessional tone of the meeting was set by Pres.
Loy of the Ohio Synod. His sermon dealt with the condi