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~ Ours is e day of unionism; On ell sides we heer the cry that the
churches should unite. In this age of moral confusion emd rejection of
authority,when the Fforcee of evil ere dravm up on one side,stending
solidly together,with complete understending end coopereting fully,the
churches,we sre to0ld,should do awey with their perticuler brand of
denominationelism end unite in order to be eble to put forth the Fforece
of & single greet drive on iniguities which prosper while the different
churches are wrengling ebout ecclesiastical precedent,rank,end author-
ity. The churches would then be decidedly stronger in affecting public
opinion,the useless multiplicetion of agencies,properties,exvenses,end
sectarian groups would forever ceese,the preyer of Jesus,in whicia. He
esked His Father that all whom He had glven Him might be one,would
then be fulfilled.

A plen,vhich is representative of the trend of thought in many
churches of todey,is thet of the World Conference on Faith and Order.
At Leusenne,Switzerland,renresentatives of eighty-seven world-wide
churches will gether next summer to discuss religious unity. The pro=-
posed besis for this union ‘:I.s a common faith embodying the essentiels
of Christienity end e form of orgenizetion in which all will feel et
home. It is not limited to I’roteate.n'bs; Alr'eaéy the Eastern Orthodox
churches heve epnointed their delegetes. Every "Christian™ church has
been invited to take part.

:Bisho;gy Brent of the Episcopal Thurch,who is one of the leaders
in this conference,declares that Christien unity is based on God's

ideal ,mot men's concedtion, He q;uo:l;es in confirmetion for his state=-
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ment the vords of our Lord in John 17,11,end edds:"It seems elmost
wumecessery to stress the need of unity. Common sense advocetes it.
Economy demends it. Should not the followers of e single Person be in
& common Fellowship?" '

But ere his words true? Is it true that the union which is
advoceted by this coming conference is based on God's ideal? Placing
the besis of the proposéd union salong side of the besiz laid dovm in
the Bible,we find that the former is based on men's conception end iz
in direct conflict with meny olear pessages of Seripture. Hothing is
noré empheticelly teought snd stressed ;I.n the Bible then that church-
fellowship must alweys,and in ell places,be preceded by unity in the
spirit,unity in doetrine. We learn this from such passeges es Ro.1IZ':17;
Eph.4,3-6,15,and meny similer ones,where we ere told thet in the Church
the true doctrine end only the true dootrine is to be teught,confessed
“end prectized by ell its members. Accordingly,ell true christims'fﬂ%ugh
not wmindful of the Seinturel sdmonition to beer petiently with the
veell in doctrine end in Jmowledge and to love our neighbors,dere not
comntencnce the surrendering of eny portion of the Christisn doctrine
in the interest of = church union. Host of the efforts at union ere
doomed to Ffziluke from the beginning beceuse they seek & mere oty
ecclesiscticel union et the expense of the inward unity which is
demended by the Bible."How cen two wzlk together except they be = -
egreed?”

Vhen we study the history of the various denominations in this
country we find thet ecclesisstical union without true unity is not
only a grievous melady of meny of the sectaibian churches,but of many

branches of the Iutheran Church also., A study of the history of the
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Iutheren Church in Americs reveals the fact thet,if these Iutheren
bodies were Lo be welghed with regerd to this metter,many of them

would be found wenting. It shell be the object of this paper to show
how some of the Tmtheren synods in our country heve sought an ecclesi-
eetical union without having the inward unity in dootrine.lle shall see
thet vhenever o church body feils to heed the cleer teasching of the
Bible with respect to the unity in spirit,doctrinal confusion end’
degeneration iz sure to follow, Pert I will treet unionism es it
nenifested iteslf in the period deting from the beginning of Iuther-
enisn in Americe until the yeer 1820. The first pert will deal meinly
vith the history of the ILutheran Swedes in Delewere,the Ministerium of
Permmeylvania,the finisterium of New York,&hd the North Cerolina Synpd..
Pert II will treat the history of the synods which merged in the yeer
1918 to form the United Iutheren Church. In view of the fact thet it is
imposzible to treet the history of ell Lutheran synéds in Americe with
respect to the metter of Christian unity in e pever of this size,I
shell confine myself to the history of the United Lutheresn Ghuré swhich
is ome of the largest Lutheran bodies,and vhich is notoriously knovm '

for its unionism. Only e few of the more conspicous instences of such

unionism will be mentioned.

Early in 1658 two shipnloads of immigrents,consisting largely of
Hollenders and Swedes,seiled up Delaware Bay under the leadership of
Peter IMinuit and landed in Delawere. The first Lutheren church build-
ing erected by this Swedish colony wes at Christiena in 1646. From
1638 on,for over a cemtury end three-querters,there was a rather :
reguler succession of thirty-five pastors ministering to these colonists




A

i;.!4_

in et least six Swedizh churches. These eerly Iumtheran churches,
supplied by pastors from Svreden,were governed by "Provosts",who were
noted for their legelism snd unionism. Dr.Heve tells us thet even the
eblest of thede pestors never sugzested an 1ndepentlent' devetopment

of the Imtheron Church in Americe.(1.v.32.). Need we be surnrised,
then,vhen we read of the numerous unionistic practises of these pastors
from the time of setilement in 1638 to the end of the 18th eentury,
vhen Swedish Iutherenism efded in an ebsorption in the Ep:l.sé:opé.lie.n y
Church? From the begimning,Swedish bishops encoursged and even ad:ﬁn“fgh-
ed their emisseries to Preternize with the Episcopaliens. One~of the
leeding pestors of ‘thet day,Pestor Sandei,said:"Although between them
and us there is some difference with respect to the Tord's Supper,yet
he(Dr.Svedberg)does not went thet smell difference to rend ssunder

the ﬁonﬁ of pecce. Ve do not attempt any discussion on it;neither do
wve touch on such thisgs when we preesch smong them,nor do they ettempt
1o persuede our people to*their opinion in this resvectibut we live

on intimete end freternel terms with one another,as they elso cell us
their brethern....As our church is called by them 'the sister church
of the church of England®,so, we live fraternally together;God gran‘l:s
thet this mey lonmg contimue."(2.9.118.) The Swedish pestors reguledly
etiended the Episcopel pe=storzl conferences,end,in the ebsence of the
English rectors,they preeched in the Episcopalian pulpits. From 1737
t0 1741 J.Dylender presched =t Glorie Dei church in Germen,Swedish,
and English every Sunday and edministered to the Episcopalians. This
Seme prectise wes followed by the "provosts!' Eric Byoerk,A.Sendel,

4. Hesslius,Peter Trenberg,d.Sendin,Isreel Acrelius,C.lirengel,Hils
Collin,whose ectivity extended from 1770 to 1831 ,during whioh'time
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he hed eight Episcopalisn essistent pas-l:ors.. fhenever a ecommerstone

ves leid or e new church dediceted by the Episcopaliens,the Swedes

were invited end sccepted such invitations as often es they were msde,
Towerd the close of the 18th century,after difficulties with the arch-
bis}li;ps in Sweden relative to the appointment of pestors for the
Americen churches,snd after the lest of the Iutheran vastors sent from
Sweden hed errived in 1770,the Glorie Dei church called an Episcopelien
minister. In 1846 this church declered its full comnection with the
Episcopalien Church;the other Swedish churchez did likewise. Thus early
Swedish Tuthersnism committed spirituel suitélide,reaped the harvest sovm
by its indifferentism end unioniem,and greduelly became extinct. Hed
these esrly Swedish pestors defended genuine Lﬁ'bheranism.he.d. they re=-
fused to fellowship with the Episcopaliens,the historien of the
Iutheran Church in America vould ,humenly speeking,heve an entirely
different chapter to write.

But the Imthersn Church wzs not entirely \-._rithout its true defend-
ers during this early period. Justus Falckner,who was the first Pro-
testent clerzymen to be regulerly ordained in America(Nov.24,1703),was
. the euthor of the first orthodox Iumtheren text-book published in
Americe.,by which he eattempted to Portify-his readers ageinst whet he
declared "Celvinistic errors". In the prefece to this book he commits
himself entirely to the symbols of the Lutheran Church. This men,to-
gether with his brother Daniel and W.C.Berfenmeyer,were three of the
most outstanding orthodox Iutheran pestors of that period., These three
opposed the unionism of the Swedish end Halle pastorsjeven when they
were obliged to preach in e Reformed church,they did not hesitete to




Yestify against jJoint services with the seots. They declered thet in
such a union without brue unity in doctrine,the pestor wes o‘bligbd.
to become either "a dumb dog or & memeluke". )

We next come to an event ﬁhioh A,L.Graebner cells "the most
importent in the history of the Americen Imtheran Church of the 18th
century”, On Auzust 26,1748 ,H.1i, Huhlenberg,one of the eblest leaders
of his period,bogether with five pestors aml ten congregetions,orgen-
ized the llinisterium of Pennsylvenia, At first the doetrinal position
of the pestors of +this Ministerium wes Imtheran and._ they eadmitted no
congregetion into the newly formed body without demanding the escknow-
ledgment of the symbols of the Lutheran faith. Although these men stood
for confesiionsl Lutherenism,yet it was the Iutheranism edvocated by
retionelistic and pietistic Helle,e Iutheranism whose mein Pfestures
vere 1egs.lism,v.ni onism,and infdifferentism, }Muhlenberg hed the intention
of being and remaining e Lutheran,but he was entirely un-Iutheren in
hie freternsl reletions with the sects. He regerded the different
Christien denominations es s-:l.s'l;er congregeiions,vho had the same
divine right to existence as the ILutheran Church. A few of the more
glering instences of his unscriptural and un-I.u'.bheran unionism will
suffice to show his stend with respect % ecclesiasticel unioniim as
opposed to Christien unity. :

then he dediceted his new church at Philadelphia i.n 1769,he
invited Episcopelien end Pres'by-l:er.ia.n pestors to ettand and to speek,
During the meeting of the Ministerium of Permmsylvenie in 1763,the
examinetion of the children of St,.lichael's church wes held. The
"evangelist" WhitePield was present and made a "fervent"™ preyer end
en edifying address." lMuhlenberg worked for the establishment of the
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Wion seminery for Lutherens,Reformed,end other sects at Lancester,
Pa, His unionism is all the more reprehensible beosuse of the high
Position which he held among the Lutherens bdf thet deay. His unionism
vith other demominetions left its mark of influence on the entire
Kinisterium of Pennsylvanie. We see the result of his influence in
the Agende of the Ifinisterium,vhich was published in 1818. In this
book we find two forms for edministering the sacrament of baptism,
Vhich contein no confession of faith;the confession fo the Iutheran
Church wes striclken from the form of confirmetion;in two of the forms
for the distribution of the Iord's Supper the Union Formula was used;
the formules for ofdination no longer demanded adherence to the
Inthersan confessions. In 1817 this synod celebrated the tercentenery
of the Reformation ‘together with Reformed,Episcovalian,and others, In
the unionistic Reformation celebration held et Frederick,lid.,the
following hymn,especlally composed for thim occesion,wes sung to the
tune of "How Lovely Now the llorning Ster®:

"One hundred years,thrice told this day

By heavenly grcee,trith's rediant ray . \]&
Beemed through the reformetion; ﬂ‘l
Yee. glorious es Aurora's i::lght, ﬂ\o @
Dispels the gloomy mists of night, O-
Devm'd on the world salvetion. \‘\
Tuther! \'Pg? Go?*

Zyringle ! \gﬂ*
Joined with Celvin! ¥
From error's sin

The church to free

Restored religious liberty."(2.p.664,665.)

A long period of unionism end indifferentism followed all during
the next few decedes, As late eas 1851,this synod,=according.to a report
of the convention of thet yeer,mainteined fraternal relations with

the Reformed,lfethodists,and loravians. lost of the eberretions from
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true Iutheranism,which we £ind in this synod and elso in the General
Synod,ere due to the influence exerted by the man,vho hes been celled
"ﬂ}e petrisrch of the Americen Imthersn Ghureh:“

Other synods of this period,which ere notoriously kmovm for
their mﬁbbtura.l end un-Iutherens reletions with the sects,are the
Bynods of New York ond Caroline. In 1792 the Synod of New York edopted
the new constitution of Ministerium of Pehnsylvenie,which conteined
no reference to the Tutheren confessions. For meny yeers this synod was
under the lerdershin of the eble DI;.F;H;Quitmm,who wves 1ts president
from 1809 to 1825. The rationslism,which he had imbibed while studying
under the retionealistic end pietistic Semler,worked hevoe with the
Iutheran churches with which he ceme in contazet. In his catechism,which
vas published with the approvel of synod in 18143he virtually denied
such fundemental doctrines es the Trinity,Deity of Christ,Vicarious
Atonement,end Justifiestion by Faith. In 1816 "A Collection of Hymns
end & Liturgy for the Use of Evengelicel Imtheren Churches" was pub-;
lished by order of this synod. On pege 60 of the litmrgy we f£ind these
vwords regerding the distribution of the Lord's Supper:"Vhen the
minister presents the breasd to the communicents,he seys:'Jesus seid,
teke and eet,this iz my body given for you;do this in remembrence of
me!, Then the minister delivers the cup to them,he says:'Jesus said,
drink ye ell of this cup;this cup is the New Testement in my blood,
vhith is shed for you end for many for the remission of sin. Do this
in remembrence of me."™ In the Order of _Gonﬂme.tion found on pages
50 to 54 no mention is made of the Imtheran Church, liany of the hymns
876 0f such e nature that they could be sung by Jew or lMohsmmeden. The
third verse of hymn 345 reads:"On esrth aeeord:!.ng' to their light,They




sirove to prectise vhet wes right;Hence 211 their errors are forgiven,
end Jesus welcomes them to heeven." Hymn 349 is e hymn of "Candour
and Toleretion". Its unionistic sentiments ere far from expressing
the serinturel teaching regerding Ghristian.unity. V'hen we read such
hyms es 546,458 ,509,end 515 we egree with the words in the:rforeword,
vhere we sre told thet "e considereble degree of freedom hes been used
in selecting end freming them."

The first director of the Hartwick Seminsry,which wes under the
Supervizion of the Ilew York Symod,wes Dr.Hazelius,who did not lesve
the lioreviens for doctrinel ressons end who believed thet Iutherens
end Reformed did not differ very much. He approved of the distribution
of the Tord's -Supper to both Tumtherans end Reformed et the seme z2ltar.

The leat synod which we shall review in this period is the Symod
of Horth Cerolins,vhich was orgenized et Salisbury,N.C.,in 1803. Scme
of tl:le lowest depths of doctrinel degredetion were resched by the
pestors of this synod. Ho mention of the Imtheren Confessions woe mede
in its constitution. In 1794 R.J ;Hgl.ller ves pledged to the 39 Articles
of the Episcopeliens, At its synodicsl meeting in 1804 a Reformed
minigter delivered the sermonjin 1810 a resolution wes passed,which
vermitted every nastor to administer communion to -l:hpe of enother
feith. In 1817 this body resolved to publish Shober's Jubilee Book,
in the preface of which Shober gives utterance to the hope that Pall
Protestent churches would,by reeding this book,be moved to prey God
that he would eweken the spirit of love end union in gll,vho believe
in the deity of Chrie$,.....in order to atthin the happy time prb-
Phes.:l.ed. vhen we shell blissfully live es one flock under one Shepherd."
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On pege 209 of this Jubilée Book he seys:"Among all classes of those,
"-‘1‘-.0 edore Jesus es their God I:see mothing of importence,which could
Trevent e cordiel unionjand whet e fortunate event it would be if all .
churches would unite end send delegates to a general convention.of sll
denominations and there could settle dowvmn on Christ,the Rock,vhile et
the same time,ecch denomination would be permitted to retein its
beculier weys end forms." Thé North Carolins Synod deoclered thet this
book will "give to all our fellow=Christians in other denominetions e
eleer view of vhet the Lutheren Ghurch reelly is."(2.p.121,122.)

And synod wes right in this declaration. Shober's Jubilee Book
did give a rether cleer view of what the ILutheren Church reelly wes in
thet ege. Our brief study of this period hes shown us thet the unionism

advoseted in thet book was more or less revresentative of ell the

Iutherem churches until the yeer 1820,

We need not look far for the reeson for such deplorable oonﬁ%’f;ns
in'the early period of Americen Imtherenism, In the foreword to his
"A Short Exposition of Dr.Martin Tuther's Smell Cetechism" sProf . Ed.
Koehler mekes this statment:"Ignorance begets indifference., It is
largely due to the general lack of en scourate Imowledge of the
Seripiure doctrines that the si::trit of indifferentism and unionism
ves eble to win so meny sdherents."” We realize the truth of his words
vhen we look at the history of the early deys of Imtheranism in
Americe. One of the main ceuses for such widespread indifferentism
toward confessionel Iutheranism and Seripture teachings was the dearth
of well-trained and eble Tutheran pastors. Most of the peastors were
ignorant of whet geruine Iutheranism is,and their ignorance begot

Indifferentism in’ doctrinal matters. How could one look for the
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Iuthereniem of the Imthersn confessions when the lesders of the ol;u'?ches
vere béing trained in pietistic Helle with 1ts unionism end indiffer-
entism,or in the Reformed theologlicel seminaries of America? In 1864,
more than 120 yeers efter the first appeerence of the Hinisterium of
Permsylvenie,this synod sterted its first seminery., Up till the yeax
1827 only ten ministers hed been treined in Iutheran semineries of
AmericelAnother cause wes the leck of Imtheren literature. The leymen,
vho spoke end resd English,resorted to devotionel literature full of
Yethodistic end Puritanic suggestions,while ministers filled the

shelves of their libreries with the vritings of Reformed theologiens.

I1

The organization of the Temm€ssee Synod in 1820 Fforms the stert-
ing point of e new ere in the history of Americen Iutherenism. This
Synod wes orgenized at a time when there was not a single synod in
Americe. thet unreservedly sccepted end received the Unaltered Augs-.
burg Confession. The Tennessee Synod wes formed in the year 1820 as a
solemn protest to the sutocratie end unionistic synod of North Caro-
line. This new synod not only eccepted ell the symbols of the Imther-
én Church,but,in privete and in public,it chempioned the cause of
gemuine. confessional Tutheranism most energetically. The more this
8ynod was sbused end maligned and persecuted by the indifferent
Bynods of that ;period.\on eccount of its doetrinal position to which
1t closely adhered,the more necessery it beceme for it to procleim and
rerpetuete the sound Beriptural doctrines of the Church from the
pulpit,in the femily,end through the printing press. In her relations
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| vith the North Cerolins Synod snd the General Synod the prectise of
Tennessee was in perfect a.greement' with her dooctrinel end confessionzl

Dosition. Thet this synod demanded umity in the spirit,unity in
doctrine,es the absolute necessary ocondition of all church-fellowship

7e see from the letter written by Moser end Henkel,two of its lead-
ing pestors,in comnection with the debates proposed in the "interest

of e union with the North Ceroline Synod. We reed in this letter:“As
ve differ with you in the fundemental doctrines of the Christian reli-
glon,en ecclesziestiodl union is imprecticsble until one or the other
rerty be cleerly refuted end convinced..';(i.p.171 .) Tennesse made
repested efforts to establish e union with the Synods of North Caro-
lina end Pennsylvenis on the pletform of pure and unadulterated

Evengelicel Tutherenism,but these cordial offers were spurned &s

often es they were mede. Tennessee stood for public discussions to
settle the differences between the different synods. This we see Lfrom
the reports of the minutes of the sessions held in 1824,1825,1_826,
1827.(5.p.64,66,70,72.) This synod vehemently opvosed the General
Synod,vhich was working for en extermel union o;r all bodies bezsring
the neme Tutheren,irrespective of doctrinal differences. It severely
criticised the General Synod for its thorpughly un-Lutheren consti-
tution. In the report of the yeer 1821 we reed:"This body,indeed,mey
call itself Evengeliocel .I.utheran,and yet not 'I_ia such., The constitution

does nowhere say that the Augsburg Confession of Faith,or Imther's
Cetechism,or the Bible,shall be the foundation of dootrine and disci-

.pline of the General Synod. It is well kmovm thet they ha:v_'e alwveys
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been the stendard of the Tutheran Church. Vhy does the constitution
not once neme them%.....This body may consist of deputlies from the
different evengelical commections. It is mot seid of the seversl
Evengelical Imtheren commections. If this body:mey consist of the
different evengelicel comnections,then it is evident that it may be |
composed of 2ll denominstions,such es Presbyteriens,liethodists,Baptists,
elc. These all denominate:themselves Evengelical,and are even recog- |
nized &s such by some who cell themselves Iutherens. Thus it §s mani=
fest thet all denominetions vho eell themselves Evangelical mey have
seats end votes in this body,forasmuch as there is nothing to prohi-

bit them from it."(5.p.164.) The Tennessee Synod also sought to unite

ell true Imthersns in defense of confessionsl Iutherenism egeinst the
Refornmed and other corruptionz then preveiling in the some of the
Intheran synods. :

The Iissourl Synod displeyed e lively interest in the Tenuessee
Synod., The "ILuthersner" of Februery 22,1848 ,mede this stetement with
reference to the Tennessee Synod:"VWe confess thet e closer scguaint-
ance hes filled us with the best prepossessions for this synod. As
fer as we can see from the Report,they ere earnmestly striving to
preserve the treasure of true Iutheran tecching." The Tennessee Synod
"fully and cheerfully reciproceted the kind end fraternel feelings
expressed =2nd menifested toward 'l:l}em by the ifissourl Synod." Dele=
gates were exchenged for severel years,articles commending eech
other eppeered in the officiel papers of these two synods. The Synod
of liissouri rejoiced thet in spite "of the great dearth of English

literature"” Tennessee had preserved such a "living consciousness of




‘14

Imtheren orthodbxy end such e firm Jutheran cherscter."(cf.Renmort
of Brohm on his wvisit to the convention of the Tennessee Synod es
found in "Imtherener" XI,v.78) .

However,the hopes,whish the Hissourl Synod hed et one time
herbored with regerd to this synod,were shattered. Although the
ettitude of Temnessee egainst un-Iutheren synods and Reformed influ-
ences ves of £ most détermined end eonsistent neture during the eerly -
deys of its hiztory,yet it geve ur this loyel position in ;I:he:-yeaz:“
1866,vhen it joined the United Symod of the South. Thus,Tennessee,
with one strole,grve up the Imtheran principles for wvhich it hed et
one time fought so veliently.

At Hegerstorm,lid.,on October 22,1820,the liinisterium of Pernnsyl-
venia,vhich at this time was plenning e union with the Reformed denomi-
netions,the Ilinisteriuvm of Hew York,the North Teroline Synod,and the
nevly orgenized synod of Marylend end Virginia met to form a new body .
vhich wes subsecuently Jmovm es8 the Gencral Synod.

In the "Lutheran Observer" of Januery 2,1863,H.Hartley wrote:
"Some sey thet unity must precede union. But the Bible demands-that
ve unite. Hence,those vho megnify these differences and endeavor
to keep us sepsrete are the greatest sinmers in the church."™ This
statement give= us & good key to the entire history of the General
Synod.. Union,irrespective of doetrinal differences,has alweys been
the chief aim of the General Synod., Any one vho 15:nows his Bible will
reedily see the utter fallacy contained in the statement of Hartley.
The Bible very clearly tells us that a striving after true unity in
doctrine is et all times and in e.l;l. pleces of divine obligetion,but
thet efforts at orgenic union slweys remein a matter of Christian
wisdom end liberty. All endeavors et union vhich disregard the
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divine norm of uhity in doctrine end in spirit sre out of place and
ere doomed to fallure sooomer or leter. At its orgenization in 1820,
the sole objeet of this synod ves to unite all the Iuthersn churches
of Americr. in e well-orgonized end imposing body. Dr.W.li.Reynolds =seid
in 1850:"The constitution of the General Synod does not present a
system of doctrine,s confession of faith. On the contrery,this
constitution itself confesses that it was drafted Yonly for purposes

’ of government and discipline',ond expressly denies the right "to any

General Synod to meke chenges in metters of faith which in any wey
night burden the conscience of bretﬁ;n.“("I-utherener',' April 30,1850.)
The hisftory of the Generel Synod from the time of its orgenize-
tion wntil it joined the United Imtheran Church in 1918 is the
history of renl: unionism end e gradual confessionel decline. And howr
Bould it heve o Gifferent history? The Ilinisterium of Pemmnsylvenis,the
prime mover in this new body,wes looking forwerd to a union with the
Reformed. The 1es.6.e1;s of the different symods which made up the
Generel Symnod were cherishing the fond hope of the grend union of ell
Protestent bodies. lere ecclesiesticel union wes alweys,true unity
in doetrine end in spirit,wes sometimes not even a secondery consider-
etion for the leeders of this new body. Looking &t the constitution,
we find no direet references to the confessions of the Lutheren Church.
It bind=s only the "fundementel! erticles of the Bible. It presupposes
thet "fundemental" erticles are such as are held by ell evengelicel '
churches. It does not stete whether sll twenty-one erticles of the
Augsburg Confession ere to be rezerded as Mfundamental™ or not. It
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edopts the erticles of the Augsburg Confession,not sinply,not ebso-
lutely,but nerely as "substentielly correct™. According to Dr.S.S.
Schmucker,vwho hes been erlled "the most authentic interpreter of

the constitution of the Generel Synod end thet of its theological
seminery"™ ,the fundementel doctrines in which the General Synod demends
&sreement ere:“the cerdinal doctrines of the Reformeation,the points
of sgreement between the different creeds of the sixteenth century”,
distinetive doctrines of the different denominstions being points of
non-fundemental difference. The "Imthersn Observer™ of October 26,
1849, quoiing from the ineugurel eddress of Dr.S.Sprecher et Witten-
berg College,Springfield,0.,declered thet Imtherens &f the Generel
Synod, in edonting “the confes sions,"do no bind their conscience to
more then vhat 211 evengelieel Christiens regerd as fundementel
doetrines of the Bible. Ve are hound to believe only the the sublime
plen of the Cospel is teught in the Augsburg Confession,™ In 1860
this seme »eper declered thet the Gemeral Synod was orgenized on the
besis of & compromise with resvect to doetrines of minor 1mpor'|;,aunh"
es the doctrine of the Lord's Supper,of the power of Baptism end of
ebsolution.

Having briefly studied the constitution of this body, we need
not register eny emazement when we £ind that during the wvhole course
of its history the Genersl Synod indulged in all menner of unionism.
The historicel platform of the confessions of the Lutheran Church had

been ebendoned in the cons-l:i-l:u'bion,unionism end doetrinel laxity

vere bound to follow. V.J.Menn in a létter written in 1847 to Ph. S.ﬁta.:rf,
described the relation of the Gemeral Synod to the sectarian churches

es a "goncubinsge with the sects." The extent and nature of this
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"eonoubinage™ with the seots eppeers from the minutes of the conven-
tions of the Genersl Synod. At the meeting held et Hegerstovm,1837,
& Presbyterien,en Epizcopalien,a Reformed,end a Methodist were receiv-
ed es advisory members. Two Iutheran pastors preachef in the Reformed
church,two in the Lethodist church,snd Dr.Petton of the American
Educetional Society in the Imthersn church during this convention. At
Gharleston,1850,delege.tes were evvointed to the German Reformed,the
Presbyterisn,the Cumberlend Presbyterien,and the Congregetionel church.
It was ol=o moved thet the mihutes:-of the Gemeral Synod be sent: to
the Congregetionsl Association of New Hempshire,to the Assembly of the
Cumberlend Presbyteriens,end to the Synod of the Germen Reformed
Church. At Deyton,0.,1855,sixteen secterien ministers were seated es
edvisory members;at Pittsburg,1859,Ffourteen were sested. At Carthags,
I11.,1877,delegates were eppointed to the General Assembly of the
Presbyterian,the Reformed Church,the Netional Council of the Congre-
gational Churches,the United Presbﬁeria:n Church,the Cumberlend
Presbyberié..:a Church,the Provinecial Synod of the Moravian Church,the
United Brethern in Christ,and to the Evangelical Synod-in the West,
Similer feets are recorded in the minutes of the General Synod dorm
to the yeer 1918 ,when it merged with two other synods. We see the
un-Luthersn prectise of this body vhen we le=arn that it cooperated
wvith such bodies es the Federal Council,the International Sundey
School Associetion,the Inter=Church Federation,the Y.H.C.A.,the
Y.W.0.A.,the W.C.T.U.,the Anti-Saeloon Leegue end other Puritenic end
secterian bodies. r

Communion=Ffellowship with non-Lutherens wes at all times per-
mitted end,at times,even encoursged. At F:I.nd.-'l.a,y.o..1§68 yITutherans,

R———
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Presbyterians,Methodists,Congresationalists,Weinbrennerians,and United
Brethern selebrated the Lord's Supper in the Presbyterien Church,an
event,which the "Lutheren Observer™ called "a celebration of the
Lord's Supner in the true spirit of the gospel." Up to the year 1899
the Communion Formule contained a general invitation to all memhers
of other churches in good standing or to all vho love the Lord Jesus
Christ. Dr.Velentine,writing in the "Tutheran Encyclopedie® of 1205,
sald;"The General Synod enscts no restrictive law ageinst fellowship
in pulpit or at eltar,but ellows to both ministers end members the
freedom of conscience and love in this matier.™

The stand of Dr.S.S.Schmucker,whose esmbition,eccording to Dr.
Bente in the vpreface to his "Americen Iuthersnism",wes to "trens-
.morgii*' the Tumtheren Church into en essentially unionistic Reformed
body" ,is fairly representetive of the position held by all the other
lecderz of the Genersl Synod. This men wes not only an enthusiestic
advocete of the "Evangelical Allience",but was the suthor of an
elaborate eand comprehensive scheme of en "Apostolic Protestent Union™
with the Ffollowing feetures:"Unity of nemejunity in fundementel
doctrines,while diversity in non-essentials wes concededj;mutual
osclmowledgment of each other's acts of discipline;sacremental and
ministerial inter-communion;convention of the different churches of
the land in synod or council for mutual consultetion or eoelesiast:u;hi
reguletion.” This plen of the arch-unionist Sahmuok.':er was edopted by
the General Synod et its meeting in New Yoxrlk,1848.

From such unionism end indifferentism there is but ome step
t0 dooctrinel confusion disorder. The netursl result and full develop~-

A
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ment of the unionistic germs which the Generel Synod hed inherited

end vhich it cultiveted most essiduously during its history we see

in the "Definite Plafform". This "Definite Platform" wes nothing

else then & revised edition of the Augsburg Confession,with the
distinetive Lutheren doctrines entirely repud.:l.'g.teﬁ. or omitted or
obscured. Eleven of the s.rti.cles of this confession wiere chenged and
the opposite tecchings of the Reformed taught in their '_gle.ee; Eight

of the erticles were omitted entirely. In spite of .the faet thet this
"Definite Fletform™ cansed guite & storm emong the "conservetives" end
the "liberzlz",nothing wes done by the body &s such with respect either
to the "Pletform™ itself,or its euthors and endorsers.

Cur brief study of the General Synod has shown us that it was
nothing more them s ILutheran body,deprived of its bones end heart,
and vhose empty skin might be filled with vhetever wes most pleasing
et the time,if only the Iuthersn neme reméined. This description is
true of the Genersl Synod not only et its beginning in the year 1820,
but elso in the year 1917,one yeer before it merged .wi'bh other synods
to form the United Tutheran Church of America.

In response to & cell sent by the Ministerium of Pemmsylvenie
to 2ll Tutheran synods,ministers,end congregetions in the Un:l-l:ed:
States and Censde vhich confessed the Augsburg Confession,a convention
was held ot Reading,Pe.,1866,attended by delegates from thirteen
§ynod.s. Professor li.Loy,of the Joint Synod of .Ohio,preached. ‘the
opening sermon,besed on the text,1 Cor.1,10. The theme of his sermon
ves:"The Conditions of Chrigtien Union." He. stetéd thet these are the
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conditions of such union:"I.Heving the seme faith in the same truth.
II.Having the seme confession of the seme faith, III. Heving the seme
Judgment under the seme confession; "(6.p.152.) At the :E:I.r-st conven-
tion of this new body Imovm es the General Council of the Evengeliocsel
Intheran Church of Horth Americs held at Fort Weynme,Ind.,1867,repre-
sentetives of thirteen synod:s vere present. At this conventlion it wes
shovn thet the Following synods had edopted the "Confessional Besig"
of the Reeding convention,end thereby eclknowledged themselves es -
members of +the Genecrel Council:l.The Ministerium of Pemnsylvanie.,
2.The Ministerium of Iew York, 3.The Pittsburg Symod.4.The English
Distriet Synod of Ohio., 5.The Cenede Synod. 6., The Augustene Symod.
(These first six remeined with the Genersl Council throughout its
history.) 7.The Iowe Synod. 8.The Wisconiin Synod. 9. The iichigen
Synod. 10.The Ifimmesote Synod. 11.The Texas Synod. 12. The Synod

of. Illinois. Seversl smeller synods Joined at & later period.

The Hissourl Synod,insisting on free conferences in order first
to bring sbout resl doctrinel egreement,did :ne'l: take pert in the
hesty organizetion of the Gemersl Council, The Joint Synod of Ohio
sen-l-.‘ delegates to this convention but was not mlly.p;repe.red. to join.
The Ohio delegates osked the General Gounqil for a decleration on the
following "Four Points¥:1.Chiliesm.2.Alter Fellowshivn.3.Pulpit Fellow=-
s8hip.4.Secret Societies. Beceuse the General Council vias not will:lng
to give & definite enswer to these "Four Points",the delegetes of the
Joint 'S:ynoﬂ. of Ohio refused to join. After the next convention of
the General Council held at Pittsburg,1866,where the "Four Points"
were again discussed,the Wisconsin Synod withdrew;the Synods of




B

:

w21

limesote end Illinois withdrew after the convention e Akron,0,,1871,
the Synods of Ifichigen end Texes withdrew after e few yeers also.

The "Four Points",concerning which the Synods of Ohio and Iowa
desired e decleretion at the first convention of the General Counecil,
Oceupied e. very prominent plece in the subseguent history of this body,
80 that it mey be said thet the history of these “Four Points" is the
history of the Genersl Council. The answver given to the delegetes of
the Towe. #nd Ohio symods show thet the Council wes umwilling to “teke
en wnequivocal end decided stend for a genuine Lutheran doctrine and
Practise,end thet it wes imbued with e spirit of unionism and indiffer-
entism =ziniler 4o thet found in the General Synod emd the Ministerium
of Penneylvenia,though of o finer grade and of = more Bubtle nature.
Aocording to the lecders of the Council,its eim has elweys been to
be "gredually educrtionel™,whetever thet mey mesn. In reply +to the
stetement of the Iowe delegetes thet the adoption of the "Fundemental
Prineciples of Feith and Church Polity" by the General Council es its
confessionel besis demended thet "there must be,end is,condemned ell
church fellowship with such =8 ere not Iutheran,"end that church
diseipline muat be exercised "especielly at the celebration of Holy
Communion,end be likewise exerci_sed towverd those vho ere members of
Becret societies",the General Council gave e reply vwhich is very
similar to the evesive and gualified one given to the delegeates of
the Joint Symod of Ohio,e reply which is cheracteristic of the
rractise of the Coumeil throughout its enmtire history,namely,"Thet
the Generel Couheil is not prepered to endorse the declaretion of
the Synod of Iowa,as a correct end logicel deduction and epplicetion
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of the negative part of our Confessional Books,end thet we refer the
metier to the District Symods,until such time as by 'I:h_e bles=ings of
God's Holy Spirit,end the leadings of His Providence,we shell be
enebled throughout the vhole Generel Councll end ell its churches
to see eye to eye in sll the detells of prectise and usesge,vowErds
the consummetion of which we will d.:l.:.'.eot our unceesing vreyers.(6.p.
161.) As Dr.Behte has it,this meent mothing else than:"Unite with us,
end we shell see vhet cen be done in the future,end whether your
position reclly is in hermony with the Iutheran confessions."(4.p.
209,

The matter of the rule concerning pulpit snd sltar :f:.'ellowship,
or the so-cclled “Qalesburg Rule",is e part of the history of the

"Four Poinis", At the convenition et Lencester,0,,1870,President Irauth,

one of the more conservetive leaders of the Council ,prompted dby:&a
cuestion on the pexrt of one of the delegetes of the Ilinnesote Synod,
mede the following declaretion:™The Rule is:Imtheren pulpits for
Tutheren ministers,Imtheren altarg for Intheren communivents ™. At
the next conventlon held at Akron,0.,1872,the delegates of the Iowa
Synod desired thet this declaretion should be mede the ofiflcial stand
of the Council. In reply,the Generel Council said:"1.The Rule 1s:
Intheren pulvnits ere for Iutheran ministers,lutheran a.l‘l;.ars ere for
Iutheren commmicents only. 2.The exceptlions to this rvle belong to
the sphere of privilege,not of right.5.The determinttion of the
nexcep-bic'ms i8 to be mede in consonence with these principles by the

conscientions judgment of the pestors es the cases arise."(6.p.216.)
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In the snswer to en eppeel from the Ministerium of Hew York sgeinst
violation of +the Gelesburg Rule,the General Council virtuelly edmitted
that the following iz the correot interpretetion of the Akron-Geles-
burg Rule:The exceptions are:Tutheren pulpits ere for non-Imtheren
ministers,Tutheren slters ere for non-Lutheren communicents. The

finel official stotement c_;f the Generel Council with respect to

these two points wes thaﬁgxceptioan-mtnerm mey be- admitted
to Tutheran sltoers end pulpits.

How the s.ntiscrip‘l:ura.i sentiments of this rule worl=d out in
prectize end what they led to ,77¢ see from the following:in 1916 the
Hiczion Board of the Council was cooperating with the Foreign liission
Gonference,e body composed of Adventists,Baptists,Quelsrs,Universelists,
Reformed,rnd others;the Rev.E.S.Bromer,D.D.,of the Reformed Church
eddresscd the First Tubtheren Church of Greensburg,Pe.,on the occesion
of its hundredth emmiversery;in 1915 the General Council permitted Dr.
Gerberding to ococuny the pulpit of the Presbyterien church at Rock
Islend.,T11,,during its convention in thet eity.

This "edueatlionesl gne-l:hod." finally led to the herboring of meany
Reformed. errors in doctrine end practise;it proved to be dhe entering
wedge for many un-Imtheran teachings. Some of the pastors believed thet
e fine grede of chiliesm wes not out of hermony with the Bible end
the Tutheren symbols;some were joining _ha:nc:i.s with thq Puritans in the
observence of Sundey es e dey divinely appointed by the Lord;otheis
vere precching symergistic views concerning conversion, lieny of the
pestors joined different lodges,held funeral services for their
"brethern" in the lodge,end even 1ee-l;ured. on the advantaggs (?) of
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lissonry, The doctrine concerning the verbal inspiretion and the
complete inerrency of the Holy Bible wes esseiled end repudisted

by some of the leading ministers. In her controversies with other
Iutheren synods the Genersl Council elweys tool & week and undecided
stend., :

So we =ee that,vhile the constitution of this synod declered "gﬁa.t
the Holy Sgriptures ere the insbired Vord of God and the only source:
end guide of feith end life,end the confessions of the Lutheran Church
ere the trve exposition of the dooctrines of the Bible,yet its prectise
. Bhovis that this synod neither fully epprecieted the truths set forth
by the confesnions,nor fully reelized vhat the rejection of errors on
the pert of the confessions implies. It lacked e Iuthersn eonshiggghass,
e consciousness of the fact thet the doctriﬁa of the ILutheran Church
is the truth of God,ond thet the ccceptence of this truth implies the
rejection of all error snd likewise & refusel to fellowship with eesch
end. every errorist.

On Tovember 12 end 13,1884 ,delegetes from the following Sauthein
synods ceme together to e conference at Salisbury,N.C.,in order to
deliverate on the question of en orgsnic union of all synods in the
South:the Horth Ceroline Synod,the Tenmessee Synod,the Synod of
South Ceroline,the Virginie Synod,the Southwest Virginie Symod,the
Hississivpi Symod,the Synod of Georgie,and the golsﬁon Synod. A dootri=-
nel besis wes egrced upon,in sccordance with which the Holy Seriptures
were eccepted es the only ru;e of falith end life,and the ecumeniéel
symbole,together with the Unaltered Augsburg Confession,os = correct
and feithful exhibition of the dootrines of the Bible.
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Looking at the history of the United Synod of the'South,we
See the seme forces of unionism end indifferentism et work whish
led to the degemerstion and. cheos in the Genersl Synod end the
General Council. The attitude of this synod toward lodges,alter end
pulpit fellowship has elways been of & kind which emounted to a
deniel of its good confessionel besig. This synod,believing that the
"lump" (non-Intheran ghurches)cennot receive ebsent treatment,and that
"the Luthersn lesven cemmot be pleced in the lump from & prohibitive
distence" ,ild not comsider it e denisl of the Imtheren confessions
vhen its:-pestors openly participeted in locel ministerial unions,vhen
they extended s general invitation et communion to all Christiens,or
vhen they nrenched in the pulpits of non-Tutheren churches. Advencing
the argument thet e husbend end wife mey live together in pesce end
in heppiness although they do not sgree on every point,this symod
refused to teke & definite stend with respect to the doctrinel differ-
ences within the Imtheren Church of Americe. -

On November 15,1918,the United Symod of the South,the Generel
Synod.,and. the Generel Council,which synocds hed for a long time ex-
chenged delegrtes and coopereted in verious weys with one another,
formed the United Iuthersn Church. The eim of this body was to unite
ell Tutherans in e lerge end imposing body in spite of the leck of
real confessional un:l.ty. This new union wes not the result of any
diseussions of,end egreements in,doctrinel or prectical questions.
Although ite constitution accepts the Bible end the ILuthersn ooni'-eeﬁ‘;ions
es e correct ex.hibi'l::l.on of the feith end doctrine of the Iutheran
Church,yet it fails to include & persgreph directed sgeinst pulpit
end elter fellowship with non-Iutherans,end mekes no definite and '
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setisfectory stetement perteining to lodges. ?ﬂhen we look et 1t=

short history,we wonder why such & body has the aﬁdaeity to still

cell itself o Lutheren body. All the un-Lutheran practises,which we
have noted in the three synods which merged to form the mew body,
cropned out in thé history of the United Imtheran Church. A few
_instences will suffice. During the convention held lesgt fell et
Richmond ,Virginia,United Iutheran pestors f£illed the pulpits of meny
of the secteriesn churches. Dr.Delk and a Ffew others heve.openly evowed
thet they ere "theistic evolutionists ;Harry Emerson Fosdick,the most
"modern" of modermists,wes permitted to £ill the pulpit of the United
Iutheren Chureh ot Springfield,Ohio. liany of the pastors boast ,'bh’éihé
gelves on being members of the different lodges. The matter of pulpit
end elter fellowshiyp is left to the consclence of the indlvidusl
pestor.Union seﬁice with the sects ere often held,especielly at
Thenl=giving time. This body cooperates vwith the ilorld Conference

on Feith end Order to be held next Bummer in SwitzZerlend. In "The
Lutheren" of larch 31,1927,we find ean erticle by Dr.Iknubel,the pre-
sident of the United Imtheran Church,in which he states rather bluntly
that Romen Cetholicism,Anglicenism,Pen-Protestantism,end Iutherenism
are the "only forms of Christianity thet are entitled to c"sl.a.im
conmon end vorld-iride application”.We agree with the editor of "The
Iutheren" when he says in the same issue that this statement 1s "cer-
teinly celculeted to meke onme sit up and take notice™. Such a s'l:a.ii'e-'
ment coming from e secterian modermists would not cemse much of &

' surorise,but vhen it comes from 1§he president of & body whiohgs 2

ey
sssumed. the name "Tutheren",we begin to wonder vhet the neme "I.uthiia.n“

reelly meens,yes,vhether it mesns enything at ell. In this same article

the president seys:"We need some agency which will stand forth c':lj':'a.rly
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eg en indicetion that Imthersns heve an essential messege for whigh
they stenc wniversally end which they must maintain.” But vhy look
for such en sngency when the Iutherens of the United Lutheren Church
heve no essential mesmsege for vwhich they stand universelly and vhich
the wquﬂ really needs? This question forces itself ﬁpun any one,who
with open eyes views the confessionel confusion which the unionism
of ﬁhis body hes brought with it. _
And novr,a final,briéf word regerding the stand of the Ilissouri
Synocd., The ztudy of the "Lutherenism™ of the bodies which we have
mentioned hes inculcated e deeper epprecietion of my membership with
the ITizzourli Synod. This synod hez at 21l times mainteined thet church
union dare not be advocated end effected at the expense of eny doctrine
clearly tought in the Bible ehd the Iutheren confessions. But while
it hes refused to Jjoin = mere ecclesiastioal mnion without the ?rue
wnity in feith,it hes been eanxious end willing to edvence thet unity
vhere nothing of the divine truth of the gospel is surrendered,where
no room is given to the least error. This is the true Imtheren stend,
This we =ee from the Formule of Concord,vhere we reed:"ile hawp no -
inteﬁtion of yielding eught of the eternel,immutable truth of God for
the =ake of temporel peace,tranquillit&.anﬂ unity(which,moreover is
not in our power to do). Nor would sﬁdh peace end unity,since it is
devised egeinst the truth and for its suppression,have eny permenency.
«ess.But we entertein heartfelt pleasure and love for,and ere enxious
end sincerely inclined to sdvence,thet wnity eccording to our utmost
povier,by vhich His-glory remains to Goé uninjured,nothing of the
divine truth of the gospel is surrendered,no room is given to the |
leest error."(Concordia Triglodta.p.1095.) In the Preface to the
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Augsburg Confession we resd:"Ve zre...prepered to confer amicably
concerning ell possible weys end meens,in order thet we mey come
together,ss fer es this mey be honorsbly done,end the matier between
us on both sides being pescefully discussed without offemsive strife,
the dissens=ion,by God's help,mey be done ewey end brought begk to
the one true cccordent religion."(Concordie Trizlotta.p.41.)

Following the advice end the exemple of Luther and his coworkers
durinz the sixteenth ceantury,the liiszouri Synod hes been enxious to
confer amicably with other Imtheren synods in order thet these might
come together as for-as this mey be done in sccordence with the
clecr teachings of the Bible. In asccordence with the principles of
the Holy Seriptures end the Lutheren confessicns.thet church-fellowship
presu.pm;:;es.: ity in doetrine end in nrectise,the llissouri Synod in-
sizted on Free Conferences in order first to bring sbout resl doctrinsl
egreement., This was her practise with respect to the General Council
in the year 1866. The members of the lilssouri Sy:zod,during its con-
vention in Chicego in liey,1867,renewed their proposel to the General
Gouncil for Free Conferencez in these words:"Even at the ex_pehse of
epnesring cepricious in the eyss of the Reverend Body,and less
diligent in our efforts for churchly unity,we beg lesve to declare
is sgein 5 our convivtion thet Free Conferences;such as are 's'epe.rated
from officielly orgenized conventions of ecclesiesticel bodies,on the
be=sizs of the Symbols of our Church,as contained in the Form of Concord
of 1850,are the only proper mesns for an exchange of such conviections,
o8 ere still divergent ,end which,by the grace of God,ﬁe.y lecd to &
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unity on the besis of our beloved Confession."(6.p.157.) These re-
veeted requests Lfor Free Conferences,in the interest of resl unity es
& prerequisite of union,were d.isrege.rsled by the Generel Council.

Illssouri stood for such Free Conferences in hexr reletions with
the Buffalo Synod,the Norwegisn Symod,the Iowe Synod,the \iisconesisn
Synod.,the Ohio Synod end others. In some ceses these Free Conferences
heve been successful in Bringing 'e:nout union with doetrinel unity.

The orgenizetion of the Synodiesl Conference et ifilweukee in 16872

cen be troced meinly to such ¥Free Conferences. Even todey the ifissouri
Synod. hae its committee which meets with the commitiees of the Iowa
end Ohio synods in en effort to bring sbout real confessional and
orgenic union betireen these three synods. This synod hes at no time
held beeclr from enything thet could bring ebout Christien concord,such
ee could be effected with God and a good consciene. .

At the present time,vhen it seems es though purity of dooctrine
is no longer upvermost in the heexrts and nind.s' of meny who cell them=
s;:l.ves Inthersn,vhen differences in doot:f.'ine ere regerded by meny as
deed iszcues,vhen we ere being told that Imtherens must ley aside their
"netty end nerrovw™ doctrinel dofferences end unite to form e Imtheran
Church vhich will be eble to exert its influence throughout the entire
world,we need e complete end universetl return to the Bible and the
Tutheranism found in the Iumtheren confessions. Vhenever the Lutheran
Church ignored her symbols or rejected ell or some of them,there she
elweys fell en essy prey to her ememies, Let the different Tutheran
synods study end esteem the Iuthersn confessions,let them hold fast to
the feith of Tuther,end meke the symbols of the Luthersn Churdh the
norm end stendard of their entire life and practise.Then,end then only,
will the TLutheran Church flourish and confound her enemies.
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