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the propitiatory sacrifices, which is condemned along with 

the abuses ·which it brought: Fri vate Mas•• indulgences, 

purgatory, pilg.rimagea, and anything else which clouded the 

fundamental doctrine that justi'ficat1on is by faith alone 

through Christ Jesus. This use of the M~s is condemned in 

the Smaleald Articlee,18 and also in the Apology.19 Although 

the Lutheran Reformers retained the rich liturgical. heritage 

of the charch in a purified fona.,20 they ~ondemned the idea 

that the ~ass was in any way a propitiatory aacri~ice. 

This was a basic.distinction between the Zwinglian 

Reformation and the Lutheran Reformation. Under ~wingll 

the Mass was oompletely stripped, readings and prophesying• 

were put into the place of the old 11 turgy, organs were 

either sold or destroyed21 and as early as 1525 Zwingli had 

replaced the Mass, the .canon and distribution, with a Cam­

munion.22 CalTin identified the tem "Maas" with the pro-

pi tia.tory sacrifice. He cal.la it, "a work of the Anti-Christ," 

"an intolerable blasphemy and 1nBUlt to Christ," 11It oblit­

erates :from memory the true and alone work" o~ J"esua Chriat." 23 

18Ibid-•• P• 463. 

19Ibid -~· pp. 389 f. 
20 Sasse, .2l?• .s!,!., p. 20. 
21-z"'~li and B1itlli nger-, �~� .21, c1 t., p. 27. 

22rbid.. -
23John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, 

translated by J"ohn Allen (Philadelph1ai Presbyterian Board 
o~ Publication, n.a.), pp. 585 t. 



]. ., 
And the Heidelberg Catechism says, 11Henc·e the t,fass is at bot­

tom nothing by a d enial of the unique sacrifice and suffering 

of J esus Christ, a nd is a n accursed idolntry.11 24 It seems 

all to hearken b a ck to the II insufferable contradi cti one" 

which the l.eforrned Church cannot understand. They co.nnot 

understand h o,-, the Lutherans can call the Pope anti-Christ, 

thu t th~ mass be c r iticized, and yet that the Iifa.ss should 

not be repla c ed by a n entirely new service.25 Hence they 

c onclude· tha t t h e Lutheran Church is still wanting and not 

11 completely r eformed. 11 26 

The Rite of Exorcism 

The f act tha t Schmucker looks upon the Exorcistic rite 

as r ~rnish superstition, unscriptura.l and highly objection­

able under the most favorable interpretation,27 indicates 

ag a in tho.t his term "essential" cannot be divorced from bis 

a ntipa thy towa rd Roman Catholicism. Schmucker' s concept 

of Exorcism h a s been the tenor of h eformed thought also. 

Zwingli c2nd Calvin both rej~cted it, .and from the begi~ing 

t h e Refonned Church h a s been inclined· against. i t.26-. Even 

though Calvin a cknowledged and recognized 1 ts historic 

24 So.see, on. cit., p. 78. 
25 ~ - · 
~ ., p. 97. 26.ll!!,g., p. 100. 

27 . · Schmucker, .21!• ~ -., pp. 23 f. _ 
28 "Exorcism II Cy:clopedia of' Bi·blical, Theological, S 

Ecclesiastical Litera ture, edited by John r~Clintock a nd 
J ames Strong ( New York: Harper & Brothers Publishers, 
c.18?0)• III, 418. 
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origin and usage of the exorcietio rite, Cal.Tin lna1ste4 that 

he could reject anything that is not expressly caiamanded by 

Christ. 29 

L~ther retained it,. al thoµ{lh in a m.~cli:f'led :tom. Thia 

is indicated in the Taut'b1iech1e1n. He. hoveYer. never con­

sidered 1 t essenti al, but rather a good thing to remind the 

people earnestly o"f the power or s1li and the· devil. 30 Even 

though Exorcism. i'or a time became a test queat1.on between 

the Lutherans and the Reformed in the "Crypto-Calvin1stlo 

Controversy," 31 t he Lutheran dogmaticians placed the Rite 

of' Exorcism in the re·alm of adiaphor~. 32 

Exorcism never became a universal thing in the Lutheran 

Church. And more important,. it neTer became an article of' 

faith, but was p:ihaoed among· the oeremoniea and. external.a. 

In any event it could never be cal.led w1 th.out qual.1:f'ication 

a 0 Lutheran usage." 33 'Where it has been retained in the 

Lutheran Church the warning haa been r a1sed that care should 

be taken not to ref'er to a:ay bodily obsession._ ~ut to the 

Sp.iri tua.1 thralldClll which Satan exercises OTer all men by 

29Ibid. -

33Charles Porterfield Krauth, .ll!! ConserTati~ Reform.. 
tion s its. Theolop (Philadelphiaa The United Lutheran 
Publication Rouse, c.1913). p. 136. 
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nature. 34 Gradually the rite was deleted tra Luthera.11 

service books until it has no place in Protestantism.·35 

Yet traces of The Rite of Exorcism atil1 are found 1n 

the Lutheran service ot baptism in which a goodly portion 

of Luther's Tau:f'bechlein has been incol'J)ors.ted. The sign 

of the Cross on the :forehead and on the breast,36 the 

praying o:r the Lord's Prayer w1 th the hand upon the person' • 

head. 37 
the formula "The Lord prese~e tey going out- and ~ 

coming in :from this time forth, etc.,1138 the questiona adrat­

eed to the child, 39 all these have been retained, f'rom the 

Ta.uf'buechlein, and have been incorporated 1:n the Lutheran 

.Agenda for t he acm1instration of the Sacrament of Holy 

Baptit.ia.4 0 Al-though the adjuration, and the casting_ out of 

the devil is not practiced, it is only in this light that 

34J. Theod<:>re Mueller,. Chriaijan Dopatica (St. Louisa 
Concordia Publishing House, c.1934 , p. 501. 

3511Exorci am, 11 ~ !!ll! Schaff-Herzog Enqc1opedi a .it 
Religious Knowledge, edited by Samuel Macauley Jackson 
{Grand Rapids, M1ch1ga.na Baker Book House, 1950), P• 250. 

36 " 
Martin Luther, "The Order of Baptim Newly Re"f'iaed, 11 

·works of Martin Luther {Philad-elphiaa Muhlenberg Presa, 
. c.1943J, VI, 197. 

37
Ibid., p. 200. 

38
Ibid. 

39Ibid. -
4011 The Order of Holy Baptisms The Baptia ot Infante 

{-with Sponsers) ," The Lutheran Agenda {st. Louisa Concordia 
Publishing House. ii':d.), pp. 2 t. 
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the asking of questions ot the child, .!.a&.& "Dost thou re­

nounce the devil in all hie works and al.l hie vqe?•41 aa in 

the Agenda, has relevance. 

Private Confession and Absolution 

s . 
The l ast of Scbnucker' a essential doctrines it' Pr1 Tate 

Confession and Absolution, considered by Sclmlucker to be 

dangerous to the doctrine of Justification by Grace. 

Sclnnucker cannot conceive of the ministry aa having the power 

to forgive sins. He insists that John 20.23, "'Whose soever 

sins ye retain, they are retained," refers only to a general 

power given to the ministry of all ages to announce generally 

the conditions of forgiveness but not to announce f'orgiTenesa 

itself'. For Schmucker the ministry ha.a no authority to apply 

the promise of .forgiveness as is done in Private Confession. 

In general Scbmucker'a attitude can be summed up in these 

wordea only the regenerate receive forgiTeneas anyway,, ao 

what is the use and sense of Private Confession and Abaolu­

tion. 42 

The view of' Scbmucker is in harmOJ\Y w1 th the Refomed 

tradition. A. A. Hodge expressly states that. the power of 

absolution is not communicable. The di aciplea were only 

empowered to convey the conditions under which God would 

41Ibid., p. 6 • 
42 

S cbmucker, .!!J!. ,!:!! • , pp. 26 f. 
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forgive sin and not to pronounce the absolution.43 Further­

more, C'harles Hodge s.qs that the forgiveness of ein ta the 

exclusive prerogative of God. He insists that no one haa 

any more right to forgive sins than another. He concludes 

that even the apostles never claimed that Ibey had the power 

to forgive sins.44 

Contrasted to this -new,, Luther 9&W in Private Conf'ess:k>n 

a good opportunity for the penitent to sense the indi 'ri.d.-

uali ty of the Gospel promises of forgiveness.45 Hence the 

Augsburg Confession states that Private C~nf~ssion ought to 

be retained46 ?,nd emphasised, as ~e Confessions do, that 

Private Confession centers around the person of the sinner, 

rather than about the sin. It further emphasised the fact 

that the value of Private Confession lies not in the Con­

fession i taelf, but in the f'act that through the oonfessi-on. 

the sinner is turned to Christ and to His promises. One 

dare never trust in the confession, nor in the act of . con­

fession, but only in the gra.cioua promises of God through 

Christ J"esus. 47 In tbis wq absolution becomes the true 

Toice of the Gospel, 

. 
43Archibald A. Hodge, Ou!jines ,2! Theology (New Yorka 

Robert Carter and Brothers, 1 68) • III, 380. 
44 

Charles Hodge, Systematic Theolop: (New Yorks Charles 
Scribner & Co., l873J, pp. 764 t. 

45 Granger E. Westberg, •Private Confession in the Luth-
eran Church," IJ!! Aµgustana QuarterlY (April, 1945), P• 141. 

46 Triglot Concordia, p. 47. 
47 

Westberg, ~. cit., pp. 140 f. 
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Was 1st die Absolution an4ers denn daa ETangelium 
einem einzelnen Menchen gesagt, der ueber seine 
bekannte Suende Trost dadurch emphaheY48 

Absolution is nothing more nor less thu the· .Gospel indi n.d­

ualized. 49 

Because the promises ot God depend not on &DY' worthi­

ness in man but solely .on God'.s grace in Christ, unto him 

who has a contrite heart and has faith in these prmiaes 

the forgiveness of sin is not merely invoked or announced but 

actually eon£erred, just as is done in the Goa,pel in 

general. 50 The Apology of the Augsburg Contession aqa, "we 

should believe the Absolution and regard it as certain as 

though Christ Himself has spoken the words ot Absolution.a 51 

A1though the Lutheran Church has alwqa had a torm ot 

Private Confession and Absolution, the emphasis on the 

voluntary nature gradually led to 1 ts disuse in general 

practice.52 The people largely came to the conclusion that 

because they received the same benetita in the general con­

fessi on w1 th the congregation, there waan' t too much value 

in going to Private Confession.53 

48:r4:ueller, .!m·· s.l•, p. 459. 
49Ibid -· 
SOibid., pp. 460 t. 
51Triglot Concordia, p. 249. 
5~vestberg, .!m• ,2!!., p. 14'1. 
53 ll!j., p. 14~. 



The practice of Communion announcements still carried 

on in many churches ia a remnant -of th1e :practice of 

54 PriTate Con~ession. Thi& »ractice oou1d to~ the baai• 

of the reference which Schnucker has to that group which 

still carries on the practice of Private Conteaaion, wbloh 

group he term.a "The Lutheran Synod of Miaaouri .'! 58 

54Ibid., PP• 14? t. 
55scbm.uoker, ll• .91!., p. 25 • 

. . 



CHAPTER IV 

NON-ESSENTIAL DOCTRINES 

In considering the non-easent1~ doctrines ot Sobmucker, 

it ia apparent that here, too, Schmucker do~s not allow 

11 berty. Even as 1 t is a "must" to rej eot the dootrinea 

discussed under the head of "Essential," so it ia that it you 

profess al\Y of the non-essential doctrines you must consider 

them non-eaaenti al for fellowship, and be willir,JS to oo­

opera.te with any who reject them.l Thie bu oTerton••• 1 t 

would seem, of the legalim o'f Cal'ri.n'a reform in GeneTa,2 

In any event it is strange to the Lutheran mind to consider 

such things as Baptismal Regeneration and the doctrine o't 

the Real Presence in the Lord' a Supper a.a non-ese~ntial. 

The Di vine Obligation o'f the Sabbath 

The :first of the dootrinea, w~oh S~ucker ~onsidered 

non-essential., is the dootriM o'f the Dirine Obligation o'f 

the Sabllath. For Schmucker the example of the apostolio 

Christians in celebrating and oamm•oratiQK the dq o'f the 

1s. s. Scbmucker, De'finite Plattora. Doctrinal and 12!1- · 
ciplinarian (Second edi tion1 Philadelphiaa Mille~ & :Burlock, 
1856), p. 5. 

Zrheodore Hoyer,. "Church H1atol'7 IV," mimeographed claa• 
notes at Concordia Sem1J1&l'7, st. Louie (st. Louiea Concordia 
Seminary Mimeo co., n.d.), p. 2. 
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Lord' e resu:rrecti on, charJged by good authori t7 f'rca the tra­

di tiona:t Sabbath, is an. iasl)ired ·example whie la obligatory 

on Chri'Stian.a of all ae;es. 3 Schmucker claims that the 

limerioan Churches believe that the fourth ocnmaadm:ent 111 

morally obligatory on all nations, not only the J'ew.4 
. . 

Furtnermore. he insists that the abrogation of the Moaaio 

ritual can. ~t moat repeal onq the ceremonial addi tiona 

which the ritual made, but 1 t must leaTe the original Sab­

bath as it i'ound 1 t. 5 

It ie significant to note that in substantiating his 

vie1!1 Schmucker quotes Hengstenberg• BSU11garten and Paley, 6 

exactly the same eourcea which Charles Hodge the Reformed 

dogmatioia.n does. 1 Hence it la not aupriaing to f'ind that 

Schmucker' s view on the Di'rine Obligation of the Sabbath ia 

that of the Reformed tra.di tion. Hodge insists that 1 t 1• 

f'air to argue the di vine or1Sin of the Sabbath because ot 

1 ts supreme importance. 8 He contend• that the oreation ot the 

material uni ~erse waa kept in perpetual aemor., by the origin 

of the Sabbath, how muoh more should the new creation, aeeurell 

3sc11mucker, S• oit., pp. 27 t. 
4 ' !.l!19.' p. 2?. 

5:rbid. -
6s .. s. Sollmuoker, American Lutherpi• Vindicated 

( Bal tlmore a ·· T. Newton kurts, 1856) , p. 107. · 
7Charlea Hoqe, sf.tmatlc Theo1oq· (.llev York, Charle• 

Scribner and co., 1873 , p. · 326. · 

8:rbid., P• 331. 
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b7 the resurrection of Jesus Christ trClll the dead, be kept 

in perpetuaJ. remembrance.9 The Reformed new ie summarized 

in the following, 

It appears, therefore, frCID the nature of thie 
commandment as moral, and not positive or 
ceremonial, that ii

0
1s original and uni Teraal 

in its obligation. 

Contrasted to thie view, al.though they retained Sundq, 

for the sa)ce of love and tranquillity that all things mq 

be done in order and w1 thout confusion, 11 and that the laity 

might be able to come a:nd hear God's Word,12 the Lutheran 

position has alweys been one of Christian liberty. Sundq, 

as atated in the Augsburg Confession, waa chosen to show 

that the keeping of the Sabbath or e:ay other dq wu not 

necessary, but a matter of liberty for the Christian.13 For 

as Luther said, "A Christian man is perfectly free lord of 

all, subject to none.014 

9!J?!g., p. 330 • 

lOibid -·· 11"Augsburg Confession," Triglot Concordia, The §m­
bolical :Books of the Ev. Lutheran Church (St. Louie, Con­
cordia Publishing House, 1921), P• 91. 

12i1artin Luther, 11 Treat1ae on Good Worke,• Worke of 
Martin Luther (Philadelphia, Muhlenberg Preas, c.194'!}", 
1, 241. 

13Triglot Concordia, PPe 91 f • 

1'-Martin Luther, "A Treatise on Christian Liberty," 
Works of' Martin Luther (Philadelphia, Muhlenberg Preas, 
c.1943T; II, 312. 



Hence the Augsburg Confession states they do .err who 

eay that the observance of the Lord.' a Dq ~ in place of the 

Sabbath. is necessary. The Augusta.na inaiate the Sabbath 

has been abrogated.15 However ..• as intimated aboTe, the 

Lord's Day has al~ays been observed out ot love and. aa 

Luther says., because a Christian man is also a dutif'ul. man, 

"servant of all, subject to a11.1116 It is beat eummed up by 

the words of Luther, who here speaks of good works. but 

appiicable to this situation alaoa 

\-Jl1y should I not theref.ore f'reel.y, j oyftl~, w1 th 
all 11zy" heart, and \-ri th an eager will. do Holl thing• 
which I know are pleaaing and acceptable to such 
a Father1 Who hae overwhelmed me with His inestimable 
riches.1, 

Thus the Confessions stand upon a motivation of loTe, not 

of obligation. This follows Luther'• characterietio ea­

phasis on the liberty of the Christian mans liberty, but also 

his obligation as a servant, out of love. to all. 

Baptismal Regeneration 

It might be well, before discussing the doctrine ot 

Baptismal Regeneration. that a d1.scuaa1on of Sobaucker'• at­

ti tude ot the sacraments in general would form the baaie of 

the discussion. In general it might be said th.at tor 

l6Luther, "A Treatise on Christian Libert7,u II, 312. 

l?Ibid., p. 33"1. 
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Schmucker the sacraments are works. o't men, Thia mq be 

gained f'rom his mnemonic concel)t o't the nature o't the Sao­

rament of the Al tar, as well as from his terming the Sac-
., 

rament e. confessional act. In ha.rm.0127 with thia, Scbmucker 

also denies that the se,crament has arzy ain-forg1T1D£ power 

whatsoever . 18 He consistently follows the line that bapti .. 

is a sign and only a sign, a symbol, he aqs, whereby tlle 

converted may make "a public profession of the 'tact• that 

they are converted, and alao receive a pledge of divine 

favor and are thus admitted into the visible church. He also 

1na1 s_ts tha t only f'ai th makes a sacrement valid. Indicating 

agai~· the tendency to make the sacrament a work ot man.19 

The Ref'ormed Chm-ch since Zwingli' 8 "~ auts .!!l 

vehiculum Spiritul .!12!! ,!.!! necessartum•20iiaa denied the fact 

that the sacraments are an act o't God, · and have thus placed 

the validity o:f the sacrament upon· the 1n1 tiative of man, 

and not the power of God. The Re'tormed tra,di tion insists 

tha.t faith makes the sacrament Tal.14.21 Heinrich :Bullinger 

" . sunr 1 t up i n these wordaa 

Denn Gott a.llein wirkt durah seineJl Geist, un4 
wenn er sich der Sacramente, ale Mi ttel, bedient, so 
gieazt er darum doch nicht seine Kraft in aie. noch 

l8scbmucker, Definite Platfo!!J, p. 38. 

19 !l!!J!., p. 29. 

20j. TJaeodore Mueller, Christian Dogmatic• (st. Louisa 
Concordia Publishing Houae, c.1934). p. 245. 

21QR. Ji!j • p •• 528 • 
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vermindert er die Wirksamkeit seines Geiatea, 
sondern er gebraucht sie nach unsrer Beechrae~theit 
als Huelf~ttel so, da.az fa.nze Vermoegen ihm allein 
bei wohnt. 

The sacraments were signs and symbols for Luther alao. 

However. the sign for him is understood as G.od' B· seal of Hia 

pramiaes. not a mere figU1'ative eJ1;presaion but a real move on 

God's pa.rt into man's life. The symbol does not merely 

symbolize an ideal o"f imitation, but 1 t uaignifiea• an act of 

God which cannot a.nd will not be avoided. 2-3 In fact the sac­

raments can be called an "epiph~" of God, a tem applied 

by Luther -co the Sacrament of the Altar, but applicable to 
I 

his concepiion o-f the sacraments in general.24 Thia ia 

applicable because for Luther the promise and content of both 

sac:-aments is Christ Himself .25 Thus Luther firmly believed, 

what Ii1a.de a sacrament a sacrament is that it carried the 

promise of the gift of God Himself. Therefore.. Luther con­

cludes that in the sacraments we must expect to meet none 

other than the living Christ as the gif'i of God. 26 

The Sacraments thus for Luther are no mere ritual acta 

of' memorial performed by men, but they are opera~. worb 

22.rreinrich Bul.liDger, "Die Zuerioher Uebereinkuns·t. • 
Die Bokenntnian:eebriften ~ eI?'r,ellach-ref'ormirten Kirch 
T'Ieipzig I F. A. Brockhaus, 18 7 • p. 179. 

23aestn Frenter, s;eiriilf Creator, translated by John 
M. Jensen (Phil~elph1a1 II: enberg Presa, c.1954), P• 14G. 

24Ph1Up Watson. ~ Goel J!! ~ (Philadelphia1 Mulil.en­
~erg Press, 1949), p. 161. 

25Prenter, .21!. cit., p. 141. 

26~ ... p. 142. 
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ot the living God and Cbrist.27 They are. not. eonati tute4 'b7 

a17¥ willing or doing of men, nor . do they receiTe their 

validity by the fai tll of man, "but the Vo:rtd epoken by the 

incarnate God, present among ua in the f'ullnelis ' o-r His re­

de~mi~ gra~eo1128 . Even when Luther st~ess.es the necessity 

of :ra.1 th, 11.rum eacramentum.-~ fid§s aaeramenti Jua;U.­

ficat.02~ . it has the purpose of empha.sizirc· the sacrament as 

a divine ac.t130:ror :faith is not an aot o-r man., or man'• 

work,, "but 1-"G is 0 an indispensable part in the act of God.• 31 

Thus the validity of the sacrament rests not on 'tai tb 

in man, nor in the material si.gn 1 teel-r .• but in the Word 

which accornpani es 1 t and gives 1 t sign! ti canee .. 32 The vordtl 

are in the sacrament no hearsrq,. or trad.1 tional report. but 

are~ viventee which give life to those who hear and 

believe them.33 For where the Word is proclaimed Cbriet ia 

present1 where it is not. He is not.34 Hence the saoranenta 

are for Luther and the Con'tesai ons the work o-r God not man. 

With a general orientation o-r· Scllmucker'e concept O't the 

27 Watson, .211• cit., »• 162. 
28 Ibid-.,. p. 165 .. 
29 Prenter • .21?• c1 t ••. p. 132. 
30 

Ibid., P• 134. 
3

~ ... p. 133. 
32watson, .21l• .s..!•• p. 161. 
33

Ibid •• pp. 161 t. 
M Ibid.,. p. 162. 



sacraments in mind it is not stra!Jge when he sa;rs that Bap­

tismal Regeneration is a doctrine not taught in -the Scrip. 
35 

turea. Re scys that baptism in adults requires pre"rloua 

faith1 detltitute o:r this faith they are damned not w1thst&D4-

ing "their ba:ptism.o Schmucker insists baptism is not and 

never.· was II a co11verting ordi na.nce 1n adults and does not 

necessarily effect or secure ·their regeneration. 11 U It voul4 

seem, however, t ha t Sclmn.loker uses the term uregeneration" in 

a diff'erent sense than do the Confeseiona.. Schmucker be­

lieves tha t re-generation is perfection in works. Hence he 

concludee that the doctrine of Baptismal Regeneration is 

harmf'ul t o preaching because if' all. the members are regener­

ate you cannot preac.b repentance to th.811, which is seriou 

since some of the so- called regenerate people, those who 

have been baptized, giV'e no eridence at piety in theii- lives. 

'Furthermore, he concludes., we cannot pray that those ,mo are 

dead in trespasses and sin :might have a new heart and apiri t .. 

because they already have that as regenerate persona, 11' the 
37 doctri~e of Baptismal Regeneration is allowed to stand. 

Scnmucker seaningly has no concept of the aimul. .1ustua .!!S 

peccator condition of the C'hriaUan. The CoDf~aaiou are 

aware .of the multi-usage o't the \fOTd "regeneration.• Heme 

in the Formula o't Concord various de'tinitiona of' the te%m 

35sobmuck'1tr, De1'1p1te Plat(orm• P• 31. 

36~ •• p. 29. 

37scbmucker, .American Lutheran!- Vindicated, PP• 14 1' • 


