Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis
Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship

6-1-1955

The Historic Difference of the Missouri, Ohio, lowa, and Buffalo
Synod, and the Union Attempts of the Nineteen Twenties

Vernold Aurich
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, ir_aurichv@csl.edu

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv

b Part of the History of Christianity Commons

Recommended Citation

Aurich, Vernold, "The Historic Difference of the Missouri, Ohio, lowa, and Buffalo Synod, and the Union
Attempts of the Nineteen Twenties" (1955). Bachelor of Divinity. 463.
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/463

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Bachelor of Divinity by an authorized
administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact
seitzw(@csl.edu.






25
agroemnent with the "Bibllical Chillaats." In consequence of
hio many of the men who bad been sont from Cermany to tho
lowa Synod concurrod wlth him in this belief.s?j

Through llssourl's eéforts and the efforts of some of
the Towans, these views were all but abandoned. Iowa here
gelf atates, in thoasls eleven, hor agrecement with llisscuri,

As repards the so-called Chiliasm, we agrec with our

opoonenta in rejecting every doctrine of a thousand

veara! reign which would at any time rob the spiritugl
ingdom of our Lord of its charactera as a spiritual
kinﬁa?@ of grace and tQQ croas, qnd convgsb it into

an outward, earthly and worldly kingdom,

Duty, while Iowa did not disagrec with lissourl on this
lssue, she did say that the bellef in Christ's thousand
vyeers reign, as 1t is prophecied in the twentieth chapter of
the Rovelation of B8t John, is still a mtter of fulfillment
in the fature, and is regarded as an opinion which the cihmrch
may tolorato.GI This Iilssouri could not accept, Discuasions
botwecn the two, however, did tend to modify Missouwri's view
and to make her more tolerant of this opinion as not being
a roint for exclusion from church fellowship,

Tho chief dAivisive issue at stake then was the resur-
rection spoken of in Revelation twenty. Walther and Hissouri

maintained that a double resurrection could not be found

sgﬁeva, Logce cite
601p1d,, thesls 1l. De 442

61Ibid., theasls 12,
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in ths passage and that any interpretation other than a
complete singls resurrectlon was a donigl of the cne general
resurrection, &2

Towa did not go as far as lilssouri on this point bub
atated that she was not ready to be dogmatlc in elther
direction since cho fel%t that there could possibly be room
for a dual interpretation, Tha only horesy sho saw was if
if someonso would specify "how ard whers this reign of the
risen saints shall take place. 'S

Thia question was never entirely settled and became a
point of suspicion in the union attempts of the nineteen

twentica,
Open Questions

Differing teachings on "open guestions™ continued to lay
at the basis of the lissouri-Iowan conitroversy. If complete
agroement could not be weached on a doctrine discussed
oither in Scripture or in the confessions, Iowa termed it
an "open gquestion" and tolerated the difference on the
theory that not enough basis could be found (though future
and further exegetical study might reveal it) to unquestion=-

ably support either view.64

621n1d,, theses 13-14,
831pid,, thesis 15.

641p34,, pp. 290-291,
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lMissouri, on the other hand, held that to allow two

different views to exist on any doctrine of Scripture was an

indication of disloyalty to the Word of God. In her opinion,

the Church was to decide which view 1t would hold when there
wasa disagreement. Not to do this she regarded as a
schismatic act.®®

[The many controversies which olustered around these
doctrines resulted in feelings of bitterness between the two
grouns.©® At its twenty-fifth anniversary (1879) Iowa drew
up several theses, number 10 of which shows definite traces
of animosity towards tho Hissourians, particularly because
of their strict intolarance.e7 inat feelings they possessed
viere cortainly shared by Missourl although time and the
grace of God had somewhat healed them by the time of the
negotiations of the nineteen twenties., Nevertheless, some
of them no doubt still existed at that time and played into
the deliberations. It must be emphesized that the feelings

851,14,

66Minor discussions were also held on the question of
Sunday and usury but since they are of minor importance ve
will omit them here. Iowa also played a part in the
predestinarian controversy. Since, however, it was Ohio
who played the mnjor part with Missourl on this dispute,
predestination will be consldered under the next chapter.

67
Frltz, op. clt., pps 168-169.
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werec not personal but were reactions agalnst the differing

typea of feelings which existed within the two groupa.?i//
The lissourl Synod and the Ohlo Synod

In the latter part of the eighteenth and early half of
the nineteonth centuries when industrious Americans set
thelr eyes westward across the Allegheny liountains in quest
for land and opportunity, there was among the many thousands
of migrators a goodly portion of Lutherans. Ohio was refer-
red to in those days as part of the great northwest and into
this area, especiaily from Pennsylvania, came many members

of the Pennaylvanla blinisterium. As settlements began to

spring up several far seeing pastors, serving in Pennsylvania,

saw the need for thelr services among these newly settled
brethren in the faith. Some of these men settled in Ohio
while others made missiornary journeys among the Lutheran
gsettlers, ; |

During most of the first two decades of the ninetesnth
century, this new field was referred to as a branch of the
Pennsylvania HMinisterium. Conferences among the ministering
pastors were held yearly and in 1816 a petition was sen$

to the mother synod asking for permission to organize a
separate ministerium;eg By 1818 final plans were completed

68Thaae feelings being, namely, that Iowa: resented
Missouri's strict intolerance while Hissourl resented Iowa's

liberalism.

69Buehr:lng;, ope. cits, Pe 6l.
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and on September 14, ten clergymen, two candidates, and
elght lay delegates met at Somerset, Ohlo and organized
what was later called the Joint Synod of Ohio.vo

Thus the joint Synod of Ohio was mothered and nurtured
by the Pennsylvania HMinisterium. It was, then, not at all
unnatural that she should inherit and for a time carry some
of its characteristics. One of these characteristics was
a tendency toward a liberal unionism. If one would examine
Ohio?s first constitution, he would be surnrised to £ind not
a trace of a confessional statement. The reason for this
was that young Ohio had adopted verbatim the conatitution
of the Pennsylvania Minlsterium. 't The succeeding years of
1ta existonce, however, show a trend toward a more confes-
sional and conservative theology especially through the
influence of the small conservative Tennessee Synod and later,
most particularly, of the lilssourl Synod. Thus it came about
that in 1831, when a constitutlion for their young seminary
in Colombus was drafted, it contained the following state=-
ments

It is also the object of this institution to teach in

tho courses in theology the doctrines of our Church

as they are contained in the Augsburg Confession and

in the other Symbolical Books $f our church, purely
and without any adulterations.’<

voIbidn’ Pe 62,

"Lrbid., pe 0.

VR T

72_:_9_’;9_-.. .p. T1.
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This trend continued until, in 1836, Ohio demanded that
all its pastora adhere strictly to the Lutheran confessionsa.
Pinglly in 1882 it adopted almost word for word the atrict
consorvativo confessional statement of the lilssouri Synod
in its now constitution of that year.’® Another definite
indication of this trend was its refusal to unite with the
acmewhatllihoraileeneral Council at its organization in
1866, ¢

Although various contacts betwecn Missouri and Ohioc

were made during the Elghteen-forties, its most important

- Tirst contacts were made in a series of free conferences

k.

held between 1858 and 1859.75 The Augsburg Confession was
discussed at these meetings and invitations were extended
to all who subscribed unconditionally to this confession.76
Ohio felt the influence of Ilissourl very strongly at these
meetinga and it can be safely sald that here were sown the
ggeds for the Synodical Conference.

During thils periocd and all the way up until 1880 the
relations between the two synods were indeed happye. The

free conferences of the Fifties brought about a muatual

"S1bid., pp. 72-73.

rN'L!Iama, ope cit., De S50,

"Sconferences were held at Columbus, Ohio (Oct. 1-7,
1856), Pittsburgh, Penn. (Oct. 29-Nov. 4, 1857), Cleveland,
Ohio lAug. 5-11, 1858), and Fort VWayne, Ind. (1859). "Free

Lutheran Conferences," Lutheran Cyclopedia, op. git., pe. 390,

761h14,
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recognition on the part of both, in 1866, as orihodox
Lutheran Synodse'! Ohlo has always maintained an ecumenical
spirit which reached out to other Lutheran groups who were
one in faith and confession with her. Therefore, it was
that she wery willingly became a part of the Synodlcal cone
ference with Missouri and other particlpating synods, 1n
1872.78 So interestcd was Ohlo in a genuine Lutheran union
of the various orthodoz bodies In America that Weve tells
us, "Ohlo stood ready to sacrifice its identity and its
seminary to a general genuinely Lutheran Synod.“79

Although an orthodox Lutheran union of the various
orthiodox synods was in the minds of many, it was the Eastern
District of the Joint Synod of Ohio, convening in Youngstown,
Ohio in 1870 which gave the first incentive to the Synodical
Conierence., Unanimously this district aclknowledged Mlissouri
as orthodox and resolved to ask its synod to appoint a com-
mittee to meet and discuss union with them.80 In October
of that same year Ohio accepted the resolution of 1lts
Eastern District and resolved to appoint a committee of

five pastors to continue correspondence with the iMissourl

T Buohring, ops clt., Do 67e

"1pid., p. 68.

vgﬁeva, Loce cit.

80y, w, Meyer, "The Organization of the Synodical
Conference, " Ebenezer, op. git., P 326,
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Synod and to open correspondence with other orthodox synods
(meaning the Wisconsin, Illinois, Minnesota, and Horweglan

Synods).81

The response was favorable so that in 1871 the
approached synods met twice and adopted a draft for the
proposed union "declaring that the organization of a new
general body along strictly confessional lines, free from all
unlonlstic and lax practicea, was neceasary for the presers
vation and spread of Lutheran unityJBz The organizational
convention met July 10-16;, 1872; in Kilvaukee at which time
a constlitution was dravwvn up and adopted.a3
The relations betwecn Ohlo and Missouri, as joint
menberyg orf the newly organized body, grew in cordiality. In
1877 Ohio instructed the board of its college to confer the
degrec of Doctor of Divinity on Walther, and in 1880 called
a lissouri man, Prof. F. W. Stellhorn, to fill a vacancy in
the faculty of their seminary.>? But what might be called
the calm before the storm was soon to end. The calm ended
and the storm broke over a paper delivered by Dr. Walther to

the Western District of the liissourl Synod on the doctrine

81, P. Voss, Editor in chief. Continuing In His Word.

(liilwaukee, Wisc.: Northwestern Publishing fouse. C«1951),
Pe 74,

82

Imtheran Cyclopedias, op. cit., pe. 1030,
BaMeyer, Ope clte, Pe 327

84Nava, Ope cite; Do 551,

“Synodical Conference of North America, The Ev. Luth.,"
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of Prodestination.S° Here cortain differences appeared
which had not been discovered before, and Ohio immediately
took up the refutation., Walther and Missouri were accused
of crypltow=calvinism. A heated controversy on predeatination
and conversion followed which eventually resulted in the

wilthdrawal of Ohloc from the Synodical Conference in 1881.86

Conferences wore held in September 1880, January 1881, and
Iay 1881, but all werc unsuccessful in healing the breech.

The controversy centered chiefly around the following
four points,

l. MNMissouri affirmed that Cod, from eternity, out
of purso mercy and for the gsalke of the pure merits of
Chrlst, electod certain of hls children unto salvation
and conseguently to everything that pertaina to it,

namely, to rfaith, repentence, and conversion.87
In opposition, Ohio held the intuitu fidel which
teaches that God does not elect unto faith, repentence,

and converalon, but in view of thom.ae

85J. T, lmeller, "The Predestinarian Controversy,"
Ebenezer, op. clt., pp. 408=409,

88¢. v. Sheatsley, "meforta at Lutheran Unton,®
History of the Joint Synod of Ohio (Columbus: Lutheran Soo
Concern, c. 19155, PPe =184,

S7imeller, op. clte, Dpe 409-410,

8 1b1d,; pe 411,




34

2, liigsouri held that God doea not elect because
of a general benevolent wlll for such an election could
at bast genorate only a temporary faith.

Ohio countered with the teaching that God does
@lect because of His benerous benevolent will because
of the faith which He foresees in mane5°

Je lissourl accused Ohio of a subtle synergistic
view of conversion becauso the latter denied that God
has declided by an absolute decree who and how many
must be saved. The lissourians based this on the Ohio
atand that God elects in view of faith, namely bacause
he could foresce some good in man, It was felt that
Ohic was hore allowing man to cooperate in his con=-
version.

Ohio denied this on the ground that it tesches from
beginning to end that conversion is the work of the Holy
Spirit, and that man can do nothing to promote 1it,
though he can hinder 1t. ©She opposed Hissourl on this
score because she felt that lMissourli was inserting into
this doctrine an irresistible grace and was thus
bordering on Calvinismogo

4, lissourl held that a man who has been brought to
faith can be completely sure of his salvation,

sgmeve; Ope cibe, Pe 354,

01pid., p. 355,
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Ohio argued that he could not be complotely sure.
Betwoen the yoars 1903 and 1906 four intersynodical cone
ferences were held with-Ohlo-in the hope of reconcillation,
but they all failed to accomplish reunion.gl ’E;B guestion
of predestination and convefsion thus could play nothing
but a very large nart in the union negotiations of the Nine-

tecn-twentios. \

imeller, op. clt., pp. 410-411,




CHAPTER III
UNION ATTENPTE RESUIED - 1917 TO 1929

The reader by now has noted that, generally speaking,
the orthodox Lutheran Synods of America have never gone into
unlon hastily., ZEven where union has been achieved it has
been the result of careful and thorough mutual examination
of the doetrines and practices of the Synods involved, For
strongly confescsional groups to unite satisfactorily, this
13 always necessary.

Equally as important for an orthodox body to enter into
union cautlously, is that she does attempt at all times to
unite with those who are one with her in faith., Orthodox
Christianity, while remaining separate from error, must at
the same time reach out to the erring in order that she
nlght bring them to the truth. So, in each case, whether a
body be one with her in faith or separate from her, she must
witness to them in an outreach of love, purging error with
divine truth,

Thus the four Lutheran groups, which have been thus far
considered, did not end their attempts to unite in the nine-
teenth century. They continued on into the twentieth century
and are continulng down to this present day. rifter the:=
intersynodical conferences held between 1903 and 1906,
formal attempts between Hissouri, Buffalo, Iowa, and Ohio

were interrupted for about a decade. Private negotlations
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were held betwoon individual members of the synods but no
offlclal committeos were appointed until 1917,

The trend to resume negotiations was stirred already in
1216 when committees of the interested synods met in St,.
Paul, iinnesota. The product of their meeting was a document
in thesis form which set forth the Scriptural doctrine of
converalon and was signed by 5656 Lutheran pastors of various
synods. In January of the next year a treatise "Die Lehre
von der Bekehrung," written by an Iowa pastor, Ermisch, was
read and adopted by this same central committee. A third
meeting in liay of 1917 heard and adopted a paper entitlad'
"Borgriff der Wahl in der Lehre von der Gnadenwahl,” written
by a lilssouri Synod pastor named Seltz. 'Both works were
printed and circulated among the interested synods for the
purnosae of atudy.l

The above events stirred up a thirst for further union
negotiations, Thus the lissouri Synod, in delegate Synod at

~7 Milwaukee in 1917 appointed Prof. G. liezger, Prosident G.

Kleinhansa, and Pastor Hohenstein of Peoria as its official
intersynodical commlttee.? Wisconsin, Iowa, and Ohio

appointed simlliar committees which were quick to arrange

Lnpresent Status of Union Endeavors,” Proceedings of
the seminar for Pastors, Concordia Teachers College, June G-
13, 1945 (Seward: Collsge Book Store, 1945), p. 16,
(mimeographed) .

2Ib!.d.
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for meetings., By Juno 1920, at its convontion in Detroit,
lilgasouri's committee reported that it had, during the three
intervening years, held six meetings with reprosentatives
of VWilsconsin, Iowa, and Ohio and that among the joint group
a desire for true unity was evident. It further reported
that a series of ten thosos on conversion had been drawn up,
were considered by tho committee to he acceptable, and
recommended that they be given wide and earnest atudy.  They
also reported that they had discussed the doctrine of the
election of grace but had arrived at no definite conclusionsi® "

Missouri was oncouraged in its efforts when its inter=
gynodical committee reported that not only the members of the
Synodical Conference, but also the members of the other come
mittees had one goal before their eyes. This goal was not
only to come to an external union by setting aside certain
portinent doctrinea, but also with God's gracious assistance
to come to a genuine union in the apirit and in the truth on
the grounds of Scripture and the Confessions. !?t thus strong-
1y recommended that further negotiations be held and likewise
asked the convention to bring this matter before the throne

of Grace in prayer.4;!

Snntersynodale Angelegenheiten,” Synodal Bericht der

Evangelisch Lutherischen Synode von iigsouri o
andern Staaten, 1920 (Ste %ouia: Concordia PuSIIEﬂing House,
1520,' p. 5 @

“Ibid., pp. 239-240.




