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GHAPTER I 

AN INTRODUCTION 

The purpose of this study is to shed some light on 

the confessional experiences within the bodies which 

finally took part in the Lutheran Free Conferences in 

America in the decade beginning in 1856. The study has 

been carried on with the intent of determining to what 

extent doctrines formulated the climate of friendliness 

between confessional bodies. 4 

The study has revealed that factors in friendliness 

between even the confessional bodies are the personal- 

ities within the membership of the different synods. 

But the writer has been further convinced that, al- 

though personalities are a factor, they are not the sole 

cause of either good of poor inter-synodical relation- 

ships. A common interest in pure doctrines and a desire 

to work together with people of like faith have also 

caused breeches to be hcaled. Another impetus driving 

them together is an attack on their common doctrines. 

It has been impossible to determine to what extent 

the mid-nineteenth century Free Conferences have contribu-
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ted to the life of the Lutheran Church in America. But 

it has become quite evident that the conferences have 

helped to establish a consciousness of the Lutheran 

Symbols. af 

There-are also indications that these Free 

Conferences set a new pattern for synods and inter- 

synodical meetings before fellowships are formed and 

unions are consunmated, 

This study has been limited to the materials avail- 

able at Concordia Historical Institute and Pritzlaff 

Hiemorial Library of St. Louis in 1953 and early 195k. 

An effort was made to secure additional materials, 

especially issues of the Lutheran Standard. The writer 

contacted Capital University of Columbus, Ohio, out was 

  

informed that the only copies in their possession were 

reference copies, The librarian directed the writer to 

Wartburg Seminary of Dubuque, Iow:. Inquiries by the 

writer and his adviser were never acknowledged by the 

Wartburg librarian or seminary officials, The Library 

of Congress also did not have the desired issues in 

its possession. f 

The writer takes note of a study of the Free Con- 

ferences by E. L. Lueker published in the Concordia
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Theological Monthly ; volume XV. Lueker, however, limits 

his study to the minutes of the conference, Walther's 

doctrinal convictions, and his reaction to the confer- 

ences. The article contains no other historical or con- 

fessional study of men or synods, nor does it take note 

of their reaction to the Free Conferences.



CHAPTER ITI: 

EVENTS LEADING TO THE FIRST CONFERENCE 

General Historical References 

The participating bodies in the Lutheran Free Cone 

ferences: of the period 1856 to 1866 were mostly synods 

which had their beginning before the aforementioned 

period. The writer, therefore, feels that it is impor- 

tant that. we also take a backward glance into the con= 

fessional history of some of the synods. The purpose 

shall be to note trends in American Lutheran theology 

and the individual synod's reaction to these trends. 

Lutheran activity began quite early in the Ameri- 

can colonies, the first Lutheran pastor arriving with an 

expedition on April 17, 1640. Reorus Torkillus worked 

among the Swedes until his death in 1643.4 After the 

Dutch conquered the Swedes, all Lutheran pastors, with 

the exception of Lars Lock returned to Europe... The 

Lutheran Consistory in Amsterdam sent Ernest Gutwasser to 

America in 1657, but he was deported in 1659" and had 

  

1 Je Le Neve and Willard D. Allbeck, Histo f -the 
"Towa: the the auth Church in America (Burlington 

W a Literary Board, 1934), Pe 25.. 

2Ipid., pe 22s
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little opportunity to work the field. 

For the next 80 years the Lutherans in America 

became an easy prey for any ecclesiastical propagandist 3 

However, Pastor Henry Melchior Muhlenberg's arrival in 

Philadelphia marked a change to the effect that they be- 

came organized and more able to operate as a denomination. 

As a result of Pastor Muhlenberg's work the Lutheran 

church in America began to increase in numbers and 

strength, but the time of the really large increase cane 

when they gained new recruits of the same faith from 

Germany. This, naturally, coincided with the increased 

German immigration. The height of such immigration wan : 

reached in the three year period, 1652-1854, when over 

500,000 Germans arrived.© However, some of the groups 

had the opportunity to set their policies and develop 

their character before the great influx. ? 

The Pennsylvania Ministerium, the first synod we shall 

  

3vargilius Ferm, The Crisis in American lutheran Theo- 
logy (hontTorks The Century Co. “I927), pe be 

AIbid., ps 4. 

SIbid. , p. 117. 

Stpid., p. 118. 

Wbid., p- 117. 

wi
de
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review briefly, is the Mother Synod of the Lutheran 

Church in America. It had its origin as a body in 1748 

and was formed under the leadership of Henry Helchior 

Muhlenberg.& At the time of its organization, it was 

know as "United Pastors."? Since the first constitu- 

tion for the organization was not. draw up until 1781, 2° 

and its confesslonal statement is of a later date, we 

turn to 4 report which. Pastor Muhlenberg sent: to Halle 

after the dedication of Saint Michael’s. Church in 

Philadelphia, on August 14, 1746.24 The report indicates 

the confessional consciousness of the participants, 

especially that of Pastor Henry Melchior Muhlenberg. He 

‘writes: "Thereupon one of us made a short address, 

calling to mind that the foundation-stones of this. church 

had been laid . . . that . . « all the Symbolical books 

should be taught"? 

  

Srpid,, pps & fs 
*yoid., pe 5 

1Orpid., pp. 15 £. 

Minia., po 8. 
 12tbid., pe 9.



7 

The confessional stand of the Ministerium remained 

strong under Muhlenberg's leadership!3 and the constitu- 

tion of 1781 required that, “Every minister professes 

that he holds the Word of God and our Symbolical Books in 

doctrine and life.*14 

But with the passing of Doctor Henry Melchior Muh-. 

Lenberg, a definite change took place and is typified by 

the example of Doctor C. Hmmanuel Schultze, a son-in-law . 

of Doctor Muhlenberg. in 1797 Schultze wrote that there 

is no great difference in‘ point of doctrine in all of the 

Protestant churches. And “with the Church of England, 

however, the Iutherans have and ever had a closer connec- 

tion than with others, owing to a more perfect similarity 

» e e even in some particulars in doctrine."25 

After the beginning had been made to turn from the 

traditional stand and confessions of the Lutheran Church, 

the Pennsylvania HMinisterium joined in close fellowship 

with the Reformed or German Calvinistic church. Kinship . 

in language became more important than identity of 

  

Vyeve and Allbeck, op. cit., p. 60. 

Urern, op. Git., Pe 16. 

13tpid., Be al. 

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY 
CONCORDIA SEMINARY 

ST. LOUIS, MO.
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doctrine.6 tp 1821 the Ministerium noted that their 

delegates to the Reformed church had been received as 

advisory members of that body. Pennsylvania promised to 

do the same for the Reformed church.+/ 

Even the withdrawal of the Pennsylvania Ministerium 

from the General Synod in 1823 is attributed to the close 

association of the lay people with the Reformed. Their — 

association had developed into fellowship with the German 

Reformed and the ties became sacred to them because of 

church union, intermarriage and common language.2® This 

separation from Lutheran fellowship, although not pri- 

marily caused by theologians and accepted by them as a’ 

temporary thing, lasted for thirty years,-? 

In 1650 a doctrinal discussion broke out on the floor 

of the Pennsylvania convention. Now there was evidence 

that a trend of confessionalism had started within Synod." 

One of the prominent leaders of the confessional awaken- 

ing which followed this convention was Doctor W. J. Mann, 

wnose Leadership we shall discuss later. 

  

16thid., pe 63. 

17Tbid., pe 43. 

18rpid., Pe 43. 

19yeve and Allbeck, Ope cit., pe 7h. 

20rerm. op. cit., Pe. Uk.
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The:New York Ministerium was the second lutheran 

organization of ministers and congregations to form on 

the American shores. Although there might have been a 

meeting in 1785, the first successful meeting of which we 

have records, took place in 1786.24 ‘This necting was held 

at Albany at the instsnce of Doctor John Christopher 

Kunze, another son-in-law of Doctor Henry Melchior liuhien- 

berg. The meeting was held at the dedication of a church. 

However, six years passed before the group met agein.** 

As long as Doctor Kunze remained, the spirit of :Muhlen- 

berg lived through him, 2 although he saw nothing wrong 

in coning into close relationship with the Episcopal 

Church. In 1797 the Ministerium, under Doctor Kunze, 

resolved not to recognise newly erected Lutheran Churches 

in an area where the people could be served by the 

Bpiscopal Church. 7% 

After the death of Kunze, the New York Ministerium 

was controlled for twenty years”? by the gifted, but 

  

2lyeve and Allbeck, op. cits, pe 6h. 
22L0c. cit. 

23Ibid., pe 6h. 

2hrerm, ope Cite, Ds Zhe 

25Neve and Allbeck, op. cit., Dp.» 6h.
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rationalistic Doctor F. H. Guitman.*° He published his 
own catechism in 1814, with the "consent and approbation 

of the Syriod «7! This catechism had no relationship with 

the historic catechism of Luther either in form or 

® doctrinal content, but was entirely based on rationality. 

The New York Ministerium members of this period have 

been accused of being Socinians, denying the Trinity.°9 

4nd Doctor Quitman, the president, permitted only pastors 

of that nature and rationalists to fill his pulpit.2? 

It is easy, therefore, to understand that the constitution 

of 1616 required no confessional statement from its 

ministers.*+ In Chapter V, Section 10, we note that a 

minister having been ordained by any Bishop, Convention, 

Presbytery, Association or Council. could join the New York 

Ministerium without being reeordained, provided he could 

  

6rpid., p. 65. 

27Fern, Op. Gite, Pe 25. 

oc. cit. 
29ueve and Allbeck, op. cit., p. 85. 

30rpid. , ps 86. 

Jlrerm, op. cite, p» 41.
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satisiy 9 committee that he had the proper piety, language 

abilities, and “unexceptional a aracter."92 

T% was out of special consideration for the Hew York 

and Pennsylvania Ministeriums that the General Synod re- 

frained from incorvoreating any doctrinal declarations, 

aven of the Augsburg Confessions? Both Ministeriuns 

withdrew from the Genersl.Synod, New York in 1620 and 

Fennsylvania in 1823. The New York group was received 

back inte the General. Synod in 18367 4 even though it exe 

pressly stated ite refusal to accept the recommended cone 

stitution for district syneds and its declaration, but to 

renain faithful to its om constitution, “which contained 

no reference to allegiance on its part te any of the 

Lutheran Confessions." 

Fut New York also found ite way baek te confession- 

alien. The strong wave of German lsmigration threw the 

weight of its influence to the second oldest of the 

Lutheren bodies in America. "The process was slower than 

  

F2tp4d., pe 40. 

33yeve and Allbeck, ope Cltes Pe 90. 

Shrern, Ope Cites Po We 

39Ipid., pe 100.
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that in Pennsylvania, yet it was felt 136 4nd so one of 

the most liberal bodies, which had denied almost every- 

thing which marked it as lutheran, was on its way back to 

the confessions in the second half of the nineteenth 

century. 

The third of the synods which concerns us primari- 

ly is the Ohio Synod. It was formed at Somerset, Ohio, 

in September 1818,°" although it had been meeting as a 

especial conference of the Pennsylvania Ministeriun since 

ig12.38 

The practices of the new synod were not always con- 

sistent with its own confessions. In 1833 the Joint Synod 

of Ghio passed a resolution in which they declared their 

willingness to enter into a union with the German Reforned 

Churches "provided terms of union can be found which are 

based on truth and righteousness."?? And some of the 

pastors undertook to teach both Lutheran and Reformed 

children their respective doctrines "taking the Lutheran 

  

36rpia., Pe 149. 

37¢, V. Sheatsley, Hi Ve. ey story of the Joint of Ohio 
(Columbus, Ohio: lutheran Book Concern, 1919}, pe 67. - 

38Loe. cit. 
39Ibid., p. 10k.
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Catechism in one hand and the Heidelberg in the other." 
The synod also resolved to invite the German Reformed 

Church to send its young men to the Ohio Synod's seminary 

if they were “desirous of studying Theology at our seml- 

nary." 

Other members of the synod had a much firmer footing 

in their teaching and induced their body to take an of- 

ficially strong stand in 1836. They resolved: “That this 

Synod shall strictly adhere to the Augsburg Confession 

and admit no one to membership in its Body who shall deny 

any part thereof. alt? 

Other strong American influences came to the atten- 

tion of the synod in this free country. One of those 

influences, which had its origin in denominations which 

did not practice indoctrination of their members, was the 

spirit of reviyaliam. This spirit had taken hold of some 

of the other synods, but it was soundly condemned by the 

Joint Synod of Ohio in 1832, because "we believe that our 

Church will thereby be polluted with sectarian forms and 

principles. Furthermore they feared that revivals would 

  

4rpig., pe 105. 
4tpig. a pe 105, 

*2rytd., ps 103. 

DS. 
o
h
 
e
e
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“beget and nourish fanaticlem and disorder, which do more 

to promote the spirit of unbelief and skepticism than the 

writings of Voltaire and Paine have done. 3 They pro- 

tested against the new ways and measures which accomodate 

themeelvas to the fanatical spirit of the timee and "hereby 

publicly declare our intention to renain ismutably pure 

Svangelical lutheran in faith, form and discipline accord=_ 

ing to the Bible and the Symbolical books 14 

in 1836 the Rnglish Synod of Ghio was forned out of 

the Joint Synod. This new synod stayed in fellowship with 

the Joint Synod, also known as the German Synod .49 "But 

it wes not long until thore was some dissatisfaction exe 

pressed with references to the confeasional basie and re= 

lation to the Joint Synod. th6 In 18,0 an “Zanesville, the 

new English-speaking synod resolved to expurge the articles 

laying tholr confessional besis, and thet the synod 

ah? 
NShould be free and independent of all others. This 

resolution was opposed by “but one loud dissenting 

  

43zu4d., ps 107. 

Abtpid., p. 108. 

495Tbid., p» 112. 

toc. cit. 
W7ho0. cbt.
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voice."48 wis Body became know as the East Ohio Synod 
and united with the General Synod. However, Pastors 

Charles Henkel, James Nanning, E. Greenwald, Joseph A. 

hoof, and 4. Harthalomew reorganized and remained with 

the Joint Synod of thio.49 
The Tennesses Synod was formed during a decade when 

only 6,761 German immigrants cane to fAmerica.°? Its 

formation was a result of an open rupture in the North 

Carolina Synod due to differences in doctrine and prace 

ice. The new grovp, having left the convention of the 

North Garolina Synod in Lincolnton, met in Solomon's 

Ghureh, Cove Greek, Green County, Tonnessee om July 17, 

1820 “to organize 4 conference or synod in accordance 

with the teachings, doctrines, and policy of the Word of 

God, as set forth in the Confessions of the Evangelical 

nd Lutheran Church. fo carry out their purpose they in- 

cluded the requirement in their constitution that "all 

  

ASivid., pe 113. 

W9uoc. cit. 
Ferm, op. cite, pe 117. 

21k enkel pocracee) ete ! elical Find 
theran Tennese es od { New Rerkee Wetafas Henkel : 
Co., Printers and shers, 1890),
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teachers will promise to teach according to the Word of 

God, the Augsburg Gonfessicn, and the doctrines of our 

Church. "9? 

The sincerity of the doctrinal position of the mm 

organizing the church is Lllustrated by their stand when 

attexpts were made to heal the breach with North Carolina. 

when George Goodman of Horth Carolina asked them to give 

a majority opinion, they replied, in the October convention 

of 1822, that as the Bible is the only rule and standard 

of doctrine and church discipline, and as tne Augsburg 

Confession is elear and correct, therefore the majority 

have no right to make decisions which are contrary to the 

aforementioned atandard.? 

Shortly after the break, the Reverend Cavid Moser 

of Worth Carolina tried to interest the Tennessee Synod 

in healing the breach with Horth Carolina. In 1824 three 

separate petitions were presented to the Tennessee Synod 

requesting that they state publicly the differences in 

doctrine between them and North Carolina. These petitions 

cane from Philadelphia congregations, Lincoln County, 

North Carolinas Pastor Moser's congregation and Saint 

  

22Ipid., pe 32 

53tbid., pp. 51 f. 

 



17 

John's Church of Lincoln County, North Carolina.°+ 
Tennessee appointed a committee to collect the writings 

of the.two parties and place the conflicting doctrines 

opposite to each other.99 Furthermore, that if those who 

have "deviated from the doctrines contained in the Augs- 

burg Confession and Lutheran teachings shall publicly 

renounce, in print, such deviations, further steps for a 

re-union may be instituted."96 

Again in 1625 nine persons had presented a memorial 

to the effect that if 1t were possible to effect a re- 

union with North Carolina without compromising doctrine, 

such steps should be taken.9? In answer to that request, 

the synod proposed to repeat the offer which had been made 

the previous yeer and if it were complied with, they should | 

take all necessary steps to effect peace and harmony, but 

if the responses were not satisfactory, the Tennessee 

Synod would be’ willing to furnish speakers who would dis- 

cuss the disputed doctrines with the representatives of the 

North Garolina Synod. This would be done in such a manner 

  

Phibid., pe 63. 

55Ibid., p. 6h. 

Srbide, De 6he 

S’Ibid., pe 66.
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that “The audience that may assemble at the time and place, 

may form their views relative to the differences, and that 

the arguments on both sides may afterward be published. "© 

fhe synod made several attempts to meet with the North 

Carolina ministers in 1825 and 1626, but all attempts 

failed. Then a committce was appointed. They selected a 

meeting place, Organ Church, Rowan County, North Carolina 

on November 4, 1826 ,°” but none of the North Carolina 

ninisters attended, it was reported in 1628.09 

These first attempts to re-unite with. North Carolina 

seemed to set the pattern of all wnion efforts of the 

Temessee Synod for the period under consi derationtes When 

she saw that the Pennsylvania Ministerium had left the 

General Synod in 1823, the Tennessee convention resolved 

to send an inquiry about the doctrine of Pennsylvania.©” 

{he doctrinal inquiry was repeated in 1825, and a committee — 

was appointed to follow through on the matter.°? Finally 

  

Ooee cit. 

I7Tbid., pe 70s 

COrnid., Pe 72. 

Elieve and Allbeck, op. cite, p. 66. 

G2tenkel, op. git., pp. 59 f- 

O3rp1d., Fs 66.
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someone asked them for their opinion on all major denomina~ 

tions uniting. In answer the convention of 1841 resolved 

to state that it was necessary for churches to be in harmo- 

ny on doctrine before they could unite. And since such 

harmony among all the major denominations was an impossi- 

bility, a union was entirely impractical, and it would 

prove "detrimental to the true interests of the Redeemer's 

Kingdom, and e@danger the civil and religious liberties of 

our happy country ."64 

The 1848 convention advised the Synod of Western 

Virginia that although Tennessee would be most happy to 

have all the synods which call themselves Iutheran unite, 

it would be possible for them to do so only "upon the assur- 

ance of a strict adherence to the doctrines and usages of 

the Church, as set forth in its Symbols ,©5 And in 1853, 

Tennessee sent its thanks to the Pennsylvania Synod for 

inviting her to join the General Synod, but informed her 
that no union was possible since the General body did not 

stand entirely by the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, nor 

did it require its members to do 80.08 

  

Ghipid., pp» 101 £. 

65rnid., p. 119. . 
66neve and Allbeck, op clt.,.p. 66.
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But noting in September 1845 that there was a German 

Evangelical lutheran Synod in Missouri, “Which is devoted 
to the promulgation and defense of the primitive doctrines 

and usage of the Lutheran Church,“ Tennessee rejoiced and 

heiled the appearance of Der Lutheraner.°? 
  

Like the Ohio Synod, the Tennessee Synod also dis- 

approved of revivals and the revival tendencies, called 

the "now measures" in the General Synod. In September 

1841, the synod branded these measures as “contrary to the 

Word of God, the doctrine of the Augsburg Confession and 

her (the Lutheran Church's) usage in her purest and best 

ages," and these measures are "calculated to sow the seed 

of discord among its members . #68 

Tennessee made the contribution of authorizing an 

English translation of the Book of Concord. It was to be 

printed by Doctor 8. G. Henkel. This permission was given 

in 1645. In 1851 Doctor Henkel reported that the beok was 

completed and ready for deLivery.©9 The committee had not 

made a thorough study of the translation, but the committee 

members expressed their confidence that, in keeping with 

  

Sienkel, ops cit., pps 11h £. 
68rpid., Pe 161. 

S9qpid., ps 126.
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tha quality of the work previously supervised by the 

Henkels, they could be certain of its excellency through- 

out 9, The synod, therefore, highly recommended it to 

ail "who call theaselves Lutheran ministers throughout the 

Lutheran Church, and the community in general "74 Thus 

the Tennessee Synod was instrumental in bringing the con- 

plete Lutheran Symbols into the language of the land and 

into the hands of those who were not able to use either 

the German or Latin. 

The Norwegian Evangelical Lutheran Church in 4merica 

was officially organized at the convention held at Luther 

Valley Church, Rock Prairie Settlement, Wicconsin on 

October 3-7, 1853. This successful attempt followed five 

preliminary meetings between 1649 and the aforementioned 

date.?* It accepted the sane doctrinal /? and liturgical 

  

TOrpid., pe 126. 

Aiyad., ps 127. 

725, C. Yivisaker, chief editor, Grace for Grac 
Grankete) Minnesota: Lutheran Synod Book Company, 1943), 
PPe 

73The Scandinavian Churches adhere only to the 
Augustana because they had no part in the 1560 doctrinal 
controversies in Germany.
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basis and adopted the same customs as the mother church in 

orwaree The new synod was quite hesitant about joining 

with other groups and went to the trouble of having 

Reverends J. A. Ottesen and N. Brandt visit different 

institutions of learning to find one which would be 

satisfactory for the training of their pastors. The two 

strongly recommended Concordia Seminary of St. Louis, /? 

thus beginning a rather close association with the Missouri 

Synod. 

& number of the pastors west of the Allegheny Moun- 

tains in Pennsylvania organized the Pittsburgh Synod in 

1845.76 
took their action of organization with the intention of 

These men, who came from several different synods 

insuring harmonious couperstiong i The guiding spirit 

in the organization and operation of this synod of 

  

Thyivisaker , Ope Cite, De 47-0 

75ipid., pe 69 
Toone writer has no definite tatongavl ou regan ies 

the confessional position of the members of the Pittsburgh 
Synod, but he is aware that W. A. Passavant twice publicly 
opposed Walther's insistance on confessionalism as a pre- 
neta E rae zoy pesbarshep anne Pr cer eauees eases ease 
vant so in the pages o e Missionary o y 1, 9 
Page 54 and November 12, 1857, page e = 

77 ; Hen: ster Jacobs, A History of the Evangelica 
Lutheran Church in the United States (New Yorks" Charles 

Scribner's Sons, 1899), p. 386. 
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young men was W. A. Passavant, editor of The Missionary. /© 

This young synod became active in works of charity 

and also set the pace for the lutheran Church in reaching 

cut through an aggressive mission program which extended 

from Pennsylvania to the Mississippi Valley and from 

Canada to Texas. /? 

The final synod which we shall discuss is the 

Lutheran Church - Missouri Synod.®? this one, too, had 

come into being only shortly before the first meeting of 

the Free Conferences. The Missouri Synod was organized 

in 16,7°2 largely through the efforts of the Saxons who ~ 

had immigrated to Missouri under the leadership of Martin 

Stephan in 1839. 

The confessional stand of the synod was well known 

in America because of the strong stand taken by Professor 

  

T8yeve and Allbeck, op. cit., pe 77+ 

79 Jacobs, Op. cite, p» 386. 

S0mnis synod was organized as "Die deutsche Zv. Luth. 
Synode von Missouri, Ohio u. a. Staaten." It is herein- 
after called the Missouri Synod. 

Slyeve and Allbeck, op. cit., p. Jl.
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Cc. F. W. Walther in the pages of Der Lutheraner. He used 

the publication to criticize the un-lutheran character of 

the General Synod and to laud the rising party of con- 

servative Lutherans .°” 

Some Inter-Synodical Relations 

In 1851 a letter was presented to the Tennessee Synod 

convention through the Ohio Synod delegate to the afore- 

mentioned synod. This letter, written by Professor Rey- 

nolds, “expressed a desire to see a closer and more effie 

cient union between the Teanesse and Ohio Synods, which 

have the same doctrinal basis.7©3 The Tennessee Synod 

acted favorably on the suggestion by resolving to propose 

any plen further than sending delegates to each other. The 

synod further repeated her recommendation to her owm clergy 

to make use of the Chio Synod publications, the Lutheran 

Standard and the Evangelical Reviews Again in the 1855 
  

Tennessee Synod Convention the Reverend C. Spielmann, 

president of Capital University, Columbus, Chio, was in- 

troduced to Synod and invited to a seat and vote.©9 And 

  

S2Loe. clit. 
S3ienkel, Ope cit., PPe 125 £. 

Shtpia., Pe 126. 

S5tbid., pe Wk2.



  

25 

the Reverend J. P. Cline, of the Virginia Synod, was in-= 

vited to a seat as an advisory member, °6 hO
yP
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The Missouri Synod had also appointed delegates, 

ri
ed
 

Pastors Theodore Brohm and A. Hoyer, to the 1853 con- 

vention of the Tennessee Synod. But the two pastors wrote 

a letter to Tennessee voicing their regrets that they were 

unable to attend the meeting.°? In this letter, they also 

requested the Tennessee Synod to send as many delegates 

as she would desire to the Missouri Synod convention to be 

held in St. Louis in 1854. They promised such delegates 

a friendly and hospitable receptions©® pastors Brohm end 

Hoyer also expressed the hope that the next Tennessee 

Synod convention would be held at a place more easily : ) 

accessible to the Missouri Synod representatives.°? The 

Reverend A. Blewend of Missouri also sent a notice to the 

Tennessee Synod in 1853, stating that he had been appointed 

to serve as delegate, but would be unable to attend, 

whereupon the Tennessee Convention resolved to express . 

their appreciation to the Missouri Synod and to appoint 
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de Ke Moser as delegate to the next session of the 

Missouri Gynod. | 

the Hissouri Synod was disappointed that Pastor Jd. He 

Moser could not attend the 1654 convention of Missouri and 

resolved to send Pastor T. J. Brohm cf New York to the next 

convention of Tennessee.’ the Reverend Brohm did attend 

the feunessee convention in 1854 and Tennessee appointed 

two raturn delegates "to cultivate a more intimate ace 

quaintence and a clover unions"? 

She delegates which the Tennessee Synod appointed 

to the other synods were more than good will ambassadors. 

They algo came to ask auestions and to become better ac@ 

quainted with their hosts. In 1256 Fastor J. i, Moser 

asked the Missouri Synod to explain their method of 
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colebrating the Lord's Supper? 

Temessee sent her delegates to numerous synods. In 

1657 they appoint Pastor H. Goodman to the Eastern Dis- 

trict Syned of Ghio; Pastor J. K. Hancher to the Western 

District Synod of thio; Pastor J. Stirewalt to the Joint 

Synod of Chio; Pastor a. J. Brown to the Pennsylvania 

Synod; and the Reverend J. R. Hoser to the Miscsourl Synod 74 

Similar appointments were made in 1652 with the exception 

that there was a delegate sent to the Yesatern Datrict of 

the Missouri Synod, since the hody met in districts that 

year.?? 

Ohio Synod, in exchanging delegates with the other 

synods we have mentioned was alse making a bid for church 
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union, however she insisted on “one confession. This cone 

fession « . « mont unequivocally expressed in her symboli- 

cal pooks "7° 

The Ohio Syned was intorested also in promoting good 

ralations between the other synede. She noted with regres 

the difficulties between Missouri snd Buffele. In the 

Ohie convention of September 1856, she pleaded that more 

brotherly relations might be sought by both parties with 

all, their might.” She felt that unity between the churches 

was much more important than winning a fight. Kovever, 

she also lnew that brotherhood could be established only 

through agreerent on doctrine. She reninded Buffalo that 

as long as she condemmed, slandered, and perverted the 

Lutheran doctrine, there was no possibility of union. 72 

The Definite Platform Appears 

The influx of the German imnigronts was felt also in 

the General Synod by an increased demand for confessionai- 

ism. ‘Those who were not in sympathy with the confessions, 
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noted that they would have to take some action to stem 

the tide within their general body. The Reverend 3. We 

liarkey, Profeacor H. L. Baugher, and Doctor Benjomin Kurtz 

made an attenpt in 1644, as a committee, when they gave 

a report that they regarded the Symbolical Books as “good 

and useful exhibitions of truth, but . « e NOt es « e 

binding on the conscience, except as far as they agree 

with the word [sig] of God 99 

These committee members were concerned about the 

change which was taking place confessionally within their 

body. They had becone used to confessional laxity like 

that exhibited by F. He Guitman. Toctor Quitman stated in 

his catechism that doctrines are set forth on the basis of 

their ratlonality, and he used Scripture passages “only as 

they can be made to conform to this test .200 

The first neeting of the mother synod of the South was 

held jointly with the Epiecopalians. Their firot consti- 

tution made no reference to, nor did it in any way inply 

adherence to, the Augsburg Confession.~o2 
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The General Synod was formed by some of the nominal 

Lutheran bodies in an attenpt to save the American 

Lutheran churches from complete disruption end amalgama- 

tion with the Reformed.102 So it served in a way to bring 

more confessional consciousness!93 to the rationalistic 

and unionistic groups. However, it was not a confessional 

organization, and, as we have noted before, the constitu- 

tion made no mention of the Lutheran Symbolical Books .-% 

But a new trend was beginning. 

Two synods with a very liberal background, New York 

and Pennsylvania, authorized work on a common liturgy 

with Ohio, a much more conservative synod, taking this 

action in 1842,195 By 1851 the German Pennsylvania Minis- 

terlum recommended the Lutheran Stendard to its friends.2% 
  

fnd when the Pennsylvania Ministerium rejoined the General 

Synod in 1853 it did so entertaining the 
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views of the fundamental doctrines of the gospel 
as these are expressed in the Confessional writings 
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, ang especially 
in the Unaltered Augsburg Confession. 

The Ministerium furthermore reserved the right to have its 

delegates withdraw should the General Synod at any time 

require their synod or any other synod to accept anything 

which is contrary to the old and accepted faith of the 

Evengelical Lutheran Churcher 

With many of the synods moving towards confession- 

alism, each at a somewhat different rate, the more liberal 

men saw themselves losing ground. From the middle forties, 

men like &. S. Schmucker were waging a losing battle.2°? 

But they were determined to make a final desperate try to 

turn the trend. 2 
yy? 
\ 

Early in September, (1653,' many of the leading minis- 
oe 

ters connected with the General Synod received a forty-two 
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page bockict, published by Miller and Burlock of Fhilae 

delphia,. it contained neithor the names of the writers 

nor wio had authorised ite distribution. It was entitled, 

Definite Platform, doctrinal and digcinlinarian, for Evan- 

gelical iutheran District Synods, constructed in accordance 
    

with the principles of the General Synodi10 There was no 

explanation except that the recipient should look at the 

pamphlet and 1f he desired to keep the copy, send twenty- 

five cents to the printer. If he did not want it, he was 

directed to return the pemphiot. 221 

The Definite Platform was chiefly a revision of the 

iugsburg Confession. The primary changes were the omis- 

sion of five teachings, which the authors considered errors. 

The following are the five, as noted by John &. Horris: 

The only errors contained in the Confessions (which 
are all omitted in this Recesion) are-- 
1. ‘The approval of the ceremonies of the mass. 
2. Private confession and absolution. 
3. Uenlal of the divine obligation of the Chrictian 

Sabbath. 

4. Baptismel Negeneration. 
5. ‘The real presence of the Body and Blood of the 

Saviour in the Eucharist. 
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With these few exceptions we retain the entire Augs- 
pure eon eee a. with all the great doctrines of the 

This document immediately caused much excitement. 

The fact that it was sent out anonymously did not help it 

to be accepted, although many were quite certain of the 

authorship at the time it was sent out. Sechmucker acknow- 

ledged having prepared it with Benjamin Kurtz.213 This 

admission appeared in the Observer of December 7, 1655,114 

The third party implicated in the venture was Samuel 

Sprecher ,115 professor at Wittenberg Seminary of Spring- 

field, Ohio, and a brother-in-law to Schmucker.116 

Sprecher freely admitted, in 1853, that they had 

departed from the doctrines and customs of the Lutheran 

Church. He expressed the feeling that the American Lutheran 

Church should do as the churches of the Augsburg Confession 

"did in 1580, exercise their right to declare what they 

regarded as the doctrines of the sacred [sic] Scriptures 

in regard to all points in dispute in the church, "117 
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The ather authors also stated that they rejected all the 

other Symboliecal books except the Augsburg Confeesion.-2¢ 

Schmucker contended that all Nive of the dectrines 

of the dugshurg Confeasion which they considered incorrect 

were non-fundamentaL. 9 The following was his definition 

of a fundamental doctrine: 

A fundemental dectrine of Serlpture is one that is 
regarded by the great body of evangelical Christians 
ag essential to salvation, or essential to the 
system of Christianity; so that he who rejects it 
eannot be saved, neither be regarded_as a believer 
in the system of Christian doctrine.220 

With thie interpretation, Sehmucker did not feel that he 

had gone too far afield, desnite his acknowledgnent thet 

he had departed from the views of Luther and the early 

Lutheran divines en such doctrines as the Lord's Supper 

end baptism. 

ict nearly so mild mannered as S. S. Schmucker was 

his co-liberal, Benjasin Kkurts. We had shown his theo- 

logical thinking freely through the pages of the Observer, 

which he edited.®" ne exhibited his coler especially in 

his pamphlet, “shy Are You a Lutheran?” in which he 
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nointained that it was a Luthoran principle “not to exact 

uniformity in minor pointe. "423 In this work, he also 

denied the real presence in the Lord's Supper by stating, 

"the bread end wine remain unchanged."224 

Kurts loved controversy and readily detected weak 

points in the argument of opponents.29 In 1857 Doctor 

Walther noted that kurts, in his ignorance of tha confes= 

sions, was trying to diract the hatred of others against 

the concervatives.22o when he was unsuccessful at pere 

suading aven hig own synod to adopt the Befinite rlatforn, 

he teok the lead, in 1557, in forming a new one, the 

127 He finally resigned the editorship 

of the Gbserver in 1853 128 The immediate reason for his 

Helanchthen Synod. 

resignation has not been determined by the writer. 

  

123 ern, Op. git., pe 159. 

12btysdey pe 160. 

125uorris, Op. cite, Pe 137. 

Lz6uyarchlich-Zeltgeschichtliches,” Lehre und Wehre, 
TIX (1857), 190. 

127rern., Ove Gite, Pe 336. 

128i rchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches,” Lehre 
Iv (1658), 6h. 

  

Wahre, und  



M
M
E
 
o
d
:
 

36 

Reactions to the Definite Platform 

One of the colleagues of Schmucker at Gettysberg 

Seminary, Charles Philip Krauth, wrote a letter to his son, 

Charles Porterfield Krauth, in which he deplored the fact 

that the Definite Platform appeared. He stated that he 
  

was sorry that Kurtz was defending it so vehemently in the 

Observer. There “ought to be an antidote to the Observer 

somewhere," he wrote.229 

Charles Porterfield Krauth led the Pittsburgh Synod, 

of which he was a member, in rejecting the Platform at the 
  

convention in May 1856.739 But his action did not mean 

that he was completely convinced of the necessity of con- 

fessionalism in theology. In 1859 he prepared the resolu- 

tion admitting the unionistic Melanchthon Synod, under the 

leadership of Kurtz, into the General Synod. 131 By 1866, 

however, he completely endorsed the stand of requiring 

exactness in doctrine.132 

The first pamphlet which was written in opposition to 

the Definite Platform came from the pen of the Reverend 
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N. d. Hoffman. It appeared in January 1856 and wes en= 

titled, The Broken Platform; or, A Bricf Defense of Our 

Symbolical Books Against Recent Charges of. Alleged 

Errors .!?> The panphiet was generally considered poorly 

    

written and it failed to impress either side of the con- © 

troversy./>4 

The really substantial opposition to the Definite 

Platform from within the General Synod came from W. J. 

Mann, a man who had come to America from Germany and, 

in 1845, had begun his ministry in the Reformed church! 2” 

In 1850 he was called as assistant pastor to Doctor C. R. 

Denme at Saint Michael's and Zion Lutheran Church in 

Philadelphia 6 since he had indicated that he was no 

longer satisfied by serving in the Reformed church.-7" 

Even Doctor Schmucker had to admit that the forty-six 

page pamphlet published by Pastor Hann against the 

Definite’ Platform was 2 truly Christian and gentlemanly 
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work,238 Wann called his work, A Plea for the Augsburg. 

Confession, In Answer to the Objections of the Definite 

Platform: An Address to All Ministers and Laymen of the 

  

Evangelical (iutheran) Church of the United States.139 

In it he charged the writers of the Platform with 

trying to remove the historically doctrinal basis of the 

Lutheran Church and force the members of the church to 

accept the new basis, suggesting that the writers would 

"unlutheranize everyone who would not accept their 

views "140 

Mann took each of the points of the Augsburg Confession 

which the authors of the Definite Platform had rejected, 

and showed the correctness of the confession and the folly 

of the Platform authors. He said that the Augustana does 

not "show approval of the ceremonies of the mass s"241 as 

concern the private confession, Mann asked, why a minister 

should be permitted to hear the general confession of his 

entire flock, but not the individual confessions. 142 

In his argumentation on the Christian Sabbath, he 
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contended that if the command were rightly understood, 

it is a divine obligation, but Sunday is not the divinely 

appointed day because the examples!4+3 of the anostles were 

not inspired .14+4 To this Schmucker answered: 

The apostles “when engaged in the specific and appro- - 
priate duties of that office, for which they were in- 
spired . . . were as much under the guidance of the 
Spirit in their actions 2 as their words." Thus their 
"inspired [3ic) example" in observing the day of the 
Lord's resurrection as a day of special religious $93 
vocation “is obligatory on Christians of all ages. 

Hann explained that the difference between the Augsburg. Con- 

fession and the Definite Platform was not so great on the 

Sabbath as it appeared at first, because both carried the 

idea that it was a sin to impede the holiness of the Lord's 

day ,146 

However, on the Sacraments the Augsburg Confession 

and the Definite Platform had very marked differences. The 
  

Platform denied the ‘Yords of Seripture and the writers 

maintained that doctrines surrounding the Sacraments are 

of a non-fundamental nature. “Here, surely, is an issue,” 
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Mann said. +7 fhe Augustana is, and ever shall be cor- 

rect ii8 because Jesus' words mean exactly what they say. 

When Jesus says to Wis disciples, "Ihis is my blood," then, 

"this is my blood.« gic) 149 wenn felt that it was strange, 

indeed, that the authors of the Platform felt so strongly 

about the Christian Sabbath, yet were so shallow on the 

Sacraments.°9 

In 1857 Pastor Mann wrote an essay entitled, "Imther- l 

anism in America,"/51 sn which he described the church as 

having two wings and a center. The left wing was made up 

of those in sympathy with Doctors Kurtz and Schmucker, whom 

he calls "Know-nothings.® The right wing is the confession- 

al group of Lutherans in America examplified by Missouri 

and Buffalo.453 ana despite the fact that Mann belonged to 

a synod which he called the center group because they 
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wented to tread between the tro extremes, his sympathies 

were with the Missouri Synod./94 and later in life, 

Dector Mann became a very strong defender of the Confes- 

sional writings. . 

Although the Definite Platform had caused a great 

stir within the church bodies, the authors had composed 

  

  

it for a different purpose. They wanted it adopted by 

the various district synods of the General Synod. The 

following is a compilation of the action taken by those 

synods. Some of the synods are also included which were 

not in membership with the general body. 

In September 1856 the Pennsylvania Synod unanimously 

resolved to ask their representatives to vote against 

it.156 380 in 1856 the Alleghany Synod adopted the 

doctrine, but rejected the Platform.” The East Pennsyl- 

vania Synod rejected the Platform already in September, 

1855.298 Maryland had a resolution on the floor to oppose 

the Platform but the secretary failed to record whether 

this synod, to which Kurts belonged at the time, passed 
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the resolution in 1855,299 

fhe Hartwick Synod drew up its own doctrinal declarae 

tion in preference to the Platform for reasons of its own. 160 

In 1855 the Virginia Synod condenned the document to and 

Korthern Illinois added ite rejection in 1856.16? Although 

western Virginia heartily agreed with the doctrine of the 

Platform the synod unanimously condemned 1t in 1856, bee 

cause “it is deprecatinge for a controversy ."263 Herth Caro- 

lina Syned veted that there be no new doctrinal statements 

anc no changed requirements from those held by the general 

vody e264 ess Pennsylvania, which had Schmucker within its 

membership, warned against the Definite Platform in 1855-165 
    

The German Pennsylvania Hinisterium rejected the motherless 

document and asked that the other synods be warned against 

it. She encouraged all to renain loyal to the Unalterad 

sugsburg Confession.” siomt agreed with the doctrine, 

  

L59rhid., pe 255 

160yeve and Allbeck, op. cit., Pe 99. 

W6lrern, op. chte, pps 2h7 fe 

162rpid., pe 320. 

L63rpid., Pe 316. 

1Ghrpid., pe 326 
165tbid., pp» 2h2 fs 

166rpid., ppe 310 £.



a
r
 

43 : 

but rejected the Definite Platform in 1856, 167 As early 

as 1855 the English District of the Joint Synod of Ohio 

rejected the document, in the form of a solem protest 268 

The synods which were favorably disposed towards the 

Platform were: the Olive Branch Synod in 1855 ;169 the - 

Wittenberg Synod, a district synod of Ohio;270 the English 

Synod of Ohio in 1855;472 ana the Central Pennsylvania 

Synod in 1856.172 However, Central Pennsylvania 1ad such 

an internal disturbance thereafter that the. president 

called a special meeting the same year to ‘clarify their 

action on the Platform.?73 : 

’ It became evident that the Definite Platform 4ncited 
    

people to action, but generally not favorable towards\ the 

document. A growing confessional consciousness was defi-. 

nitely on its way up in America and the proponents of * 
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liberalism became increasingly unpopular. But they did not 

give up easily. f&ven a native Lutheran preacher from Colume 

bus, Texas, a Mister Scherer, complained to Kurtz of the 

growing number of confessional clergymen in his state.-74 

Schmucker noted in the Observer of Decenber 21, 1855 

that the Evangelical Review!75 had taken a stand against 

the Platform.176 Aiso the New York Lutheran Herold pro- 

claimed that treason had been committed against the hise 

toric Symbols of the church. Schmucker branded the writers 

as “forelgners" who did not know how "to appreciate the lib-e 

erties of jmerica, either civic or religious. "177 

Walther noted that with the exception of the Observer, 

‘the Lutherische Kirchenbote!?® of Gettysburg and the Evan- 
  

gelical Lutheran!79 of Springfield, there was no official 

publication of. any Lutheran synod which recommended the 
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Platform. All other leading publications opposed at 180 

And, certainly, those edited by him in the Missouri Synod 

were opposed to it. Pastor Walther was happy that the 

Platform was being so largely rejected by the bodies and 

181 their papers. In January of 1656 he called the docu- 

ment a dark cloud, hanging over the horizon of American 

Lutheranism.2°2 

When the Definite Platform rather divided the General 

Synod than helped unite her, md when it became evident 

that the controversy carried on in the pages of the 

Observer harmed the body further, leading men from both 

sides of the dispute in the General Synod signed an agree- 

ment and published it in February 1856, stating that they 

would desist and declare peace. 293 In this peace treaty, 

called the “Pacific Overture", the men agreed to 

Unite and abide on the doctrinal basis of the General 
Synod of absolute assent to the ra of God as th 
only rule of faith and practice — sic 

aercenent with the Augsburg Gosbaretons note [sg ] 
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Schmucker was one of those signing the overture, but 

since he was certain that some would not take his signa- 

ture as genuine, he also inserted another article in the 

same issue of the Observer attesting the fact that he had 
  

really signed the agreement._29 But later he decided that 

he was not obligated to silence except in the church peri- 

odical. He felt the need of answering Toctor Mann's 

pamphlet. He wanted to place the Platform in as favorable 

a light as possible for the coming conventions. So in 

April, 1856 he published a book of 192 pages bearing the 

title, American Lutheranism Vindicated; Or, Examination 

of the Lutheran Symbols, on Certain Topics: Including a 

Reply to the Plea of Rev. W. J. Mann.186 
But even after this was done, it had to be admitted 

that the Definite Platform failed to liberalize the General 
  

Synod, “but it encouraged the old school to prosecute its 

views with more boldness and ardor, %187 Many concluded 

that Schmucker with his liberal propaganda was actually 

harming the church of Christ. A. Biewend of Missouri was 

  

185tpid., pp» 295 fs 

186qpid., p. 300. 

187rp14., Pe 33h.
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one who was convinced of this. 288 

Finally in 1864, a document known as the Pittsburgh 

Agreement , 289 Grawn up by Charles Porterfield Krauth, 

was adopted by the General Synod. ‘his agreement repudi- 

ated the doctrines of &. S. Schmucker ,299 thus under- 

scoring the contention of many that Schmucker had acted 

most unwisely, even for his owm interests. He defeated 

his own purpose by the manner in which the Definite Plat- 

form was distributed. He turned people against it who 

would have subscribed to its doctrine. After this set- 

back liberal “American Lutheranism" never rallied there- 

after. 291 

  

168,, Biewend, "Wo die Lehre falsch ist, ist das 
Leben auch nicht recht," Lehre und Wehre, IV (1858), 70. 

189rerm, op. cit., pp. 312 ff, 
This document is not to be confused with the "Pittsburgh 
Agreement" of the twentieth century. 

190Ferm, op. cit., pp. 340 f. 

Wlyeigie, ope clt., ps. 1x.
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CHAPTER IIT 

THE CONFERENCES 

Preparatory Events 

The conservative Lutheran theologians of America feared 

that the Definite Platform would threaten the very existance 
  

of confessional theology. These men realized that, at best, 

liberal theology would crumble under its own weight only 

after doing considerable damage to the church. That know- 

ledge prompted the conservatives to take the action which 

we discussed in the preceding chapter. But most of the 

opposition to the Platform started with people acting indi- 

vidually. The results of their opposition were so pro- 

nounced and strong that other conservatives took heart. 

C. F. We. Walther, for one, was filled with joy and hope 

that there might soon be a united Lutheran Church in america.+ 

fhe problem of uniting the conservatives was one of finding 

a method by which they could reach doctrinal agreement. 

  

1g. L. Lueker, "Walther and the Free Lutheran Con- 
{occ = 1856-1859 »* Goncordia Theological Monthly, XV 
L944), 5336
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In Europe a kind of gathering had been instituted, 

in which people came together for the sole purpose of 

discussing the content of the Augsburg Confession.“ Fae 

Walther concluded thet conferences of that nature could 

well be utilized to unite the Lutheran churches of America 

in their doctrine.? Therefore in January of 1856 he pub- 

lished a notice in Lehre und Wehre suggesting that such 

conferences might be used. He asked for comments from 

others on the practicability of the idea of inviting all 

who would subscribe to the Augsburg Confession.4 

Endorsements came to encourage such conferences. In 

March Lehre und Wehre carried an endorsement by a person 

identified as A. B.? This man suggested that the idea of 

having the free conferences might be practical, but it 

would be necessary for more persons of the same opinion 

to let themselves be heard .© He, as an individual, 

  

2u, As Passavant, "Free Conferences," Missionary, i% 
(May 1, 1856), 54. 

3nyorwort zu Jahrgang 1856," Lehre und “ehre, II 
(1856), 4. 

‘Loe. cit. 
*The writer is of the impression that the article was 

written by A. Biewend of the Missouri Synod. 

(sg yh Bs "Eine Freie Conferenz," Lehre und Wehre, Ii 
185 ee 

; fegust Ceseud 

 



Ab
a 

B
R
 

50 

was convinced that a free conference of the nature sage 

gested would unite the spirit of the people in the 

knowledge of a common faith, and in that way would serve 

to unite the church. 

In June of the same year, Walther published the first 

appeal for such a conference. This appeal bore the sig- 

natures of four men besides Walther. The four, all 

pastors in St. Louis, were, F. tiyneken, G. Schaller, F. 

Buenger, and A. Biewend. 4nd each of them suggested that 

Columbus, Chio be used for the meeting place.® 

The second appeal, identical to the first, was 

  

TIpid. , pe Sh-5. \ 

Staufruf,* Lehre und Wehre, C. F. W. Walther, editor 
II (1856), 186 ¢ The following is the text: : , 

Aufruf gu einer allgemeinen Confereng aller Luther- 
aner, Welche die ausburgsche Confession als das Bekenntnis 
ihres Glanbe@s anerkennen. ; 

"Die Unterzeichneten, Prediger der evangelisch- 
lutherischen Kirche in den Ver cinsecen Staaten, lassen in 
der Ueberzeugung, dass die Elnigkeit und das Wohl unsers 
lutherischen Zion durch den freien Austausch von Ansichta 
ueber die verschiedenen Interessen unserer Kirche in 
diesen Lande unter im Glauben einigen Bruedern kraeftig 
wird befoerdert werden, hiemit cine inla an alle 
Glieder der evangelisch-lutherischen Kirche in den Verein- 
igten Staaten ergeben, welche die unveraenderte ausburgsche 
ean Seem. oa fuer. eina getr Oe ee ges. 
goettlichen tes anerkennen, en ner en 
und brueder. en Conferenz ueber die gegenwaertige Lage 
und Beduerfnisse der Kirche in Amerika, in der Stadt-- — 
Mittwochs den l, October d. j. susammenmitreffen."
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published one month later and had a total of twenty-five 

signatures attached. (This included the five which ape 

peared on the original appeal. )9 The men suggested three 

additional places which might be considered as possible 

locations for the conference. Not all of the signatures 

appearing on this second appeal were those of members of 

the Hissourl Synod. And thirty-four more men signed an 

identical petition in August, dividing their place prefer- 

ences among the same four places suggested in July .10 

The fourth and final appeal was published in Septene- 

ber, with twelve new signatures. Of the four cities which 

had been suggested by the petitioners as the meeting place 

the final count showed the following results: Columbus, 

Ohio was selected by fifty-eight as the most desirable 

. place; eight preferred Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; seven 

chose Cincinnati, Ohio; and two requested New Market, 

Virginia. 

Even before the appearance of the appeals, other pub- 

lications and individuals began to take cognizance of 

Walther's suggestions for the meeting. 

The Lutheran Standard welcomed the idea and endorsed 

the necessity of such conferences, stating that there was 
- 

  

Mnaufruf," Lehre und Nehre, II (1856), 216 f. 

LOe,ufruf," Lehre und Wehre, II (1856), 245 f.  
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genuine hope in meetings of that nature. The paper re- 

peated the appeal of Walther verbatim. The editor further 

suggested that for a perlod of two months prior to the 

meeting, the announcement appear in all of the friendly 

church periodicals. On June 13, 1856 the editor proposed 

that the conference be made self-sustaining so that the 

burden of supporting the conference would not fall on the 

people of the city which might be selected as the conference 

site. By doing so, the conference members would not have 

to wait for an invitation from any group, but could select 

the most suitable place for themselves. 12 

A member of the Ohio Synod expressed his joy in the 

pages of the Lutheran Herold. He said that it was such a 

good thing for the members of the rechgleubigen Synoden 

to gather and interchange ideas and share experiences with 

  

one another. They could do so at a Free Conference._3 

But there were also some words of a different nature. 

In an article entitled "Free Conferences," in the May 1, 

1856 issue of the Missionary, Passavant stated that he had 

  

Unvyorschlag in Betreff der al: eneinen lutherischen 
Conferenz," Lehre und Wehre, II (1856), 185 f.-. 

Thee. cit. 
13egine Allgemeine Conferenz der lutherischen Prediger 

in America," Lehre und Wehre, II (1856), 149. 
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also had the opportunity to be in Germany when a free cone 

ference was held. At that conference, he said, there were 

people even of different denominations, discussing the 

Augsburg Confession. Passavant ‘thought that aiok confer 

ences could also serve as a pattern for America. And he 

stated thet if the Americans hoped to have fruitful confer- 
ences, they would not limit their attendance to such as 

subscribed to the Augsburg Confession .24 

A supporter of Walther's plan defended the churchman’s 

position by noting that much more can be accomplished by 

brothers who are united in one house of faith and stand 

together against the outside.29 if others attended, such 

proximity would be lost. 

But the editor of the Missionary did not let his ideas 

drop very easily. iIn October 23, 1856 he suggested that 

the next October there might be a free conference held at 

Reading, Pennsylvania in the same week as the General 

  

lipassavant, Ops Cites Po She 

1onpie allgemeine Conferenz Raa der Missionary ," 

Lehre und warcas IT (1856), 163 f. : : 

 



  

Sly 

Syned. At this conference all those who were pastors or 

members of any Lutheran church would be welcome.26 He 

was apparently convinced that something might be done to 

form a larger organic union of Lutherans in America. But 

Walther would not be deterred. He contended that it is 

essential to be united in doctrine before two groups can & 

cooperate. There could be no exception even in such things 

as publishing common Sunday school material, doing mission 

work and the like.17 Hence there was no point in getting 

together with those who are admittedly not of the same faith. 

Soon after the pleas for the Free Conference began to 

be published, the South conference of the East Ohio District 

of the Joint Synod of Ohio resolved that they would be un- 

able to attend ot a conference because: 

(1). Lip service and paper endorsement of the ‘Augs- 

burg Confession were common in America, but not a true 

acceptance of the symbols. 

(2). ‘The call to the conference did not mention any 

Symblos except the Augustana. 

  

. lényermischte kirchliche Nachrichten," Lehre und . 
Wehre, II (1856), 380. 

17nynionistische Werktaetigkeit, w " Der Lutheraner 

(1857), 53. 
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(3). The Zouth conference was of the opinion that 

the iuffalo Synod would be excluded from the conferences. 

And 411 such as accepted the confessions should have been 

permitted to take part 2? 

Walther answered the objections of the conference in 

Ber Lutherencr. In substance, these sre his answers: 

(1}. The fact that there was an insineere acceptance 

of the Augsburg Confession in imerica Gid not militate 

against the purpose of the Free Conference. 

(2). imy person who conscienciously rejected a doce 

trine taught in any of the Symbolicsl books, could rot 

give as unqualified endorsement of the Augustana. 

(3). He could not determine why the Buffalo Synod 

would be excluded from the proposed conference, unless she 

would refuse to attend because Hissourl were there. if the 

Hissourians were stending in the way of a true Lutheran 

union, then they would be most willing to stay away end 

bear the shame of not being in the true union, ‘ialther 

conciuded.29 

  

1ryrtheil einer Conferens," Ber Lutheraner, “IT 
(1856), 131. 

Wipnid., pp. 181 £f. 
: 
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The First Conference Results 

The first Free Conference was held from the first to 

the seventh of October, 1856, at Trinity Church in Columbus, 

Ohio. Walther reported that there were seventy-three per- 

sons present, representing Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York 

and Missouri. 2° They had also received correspondence from 

many within the aforementioned synods as well as from some 

in the Tennessee, Scandinavian,@! and Iowa?? synods. 

The host pastor, F. W. Lehmann, a member of the Joint — 

Synod of Ohio, opened the conference with a hymn, a prayer 

and the confession of faith in the words of the dpostles' | 

Creed. The conference immediately took note of the divided zi} 

condition of the Lutheran Church in America. Observing 

that oneness consists in unity of doctrine, the conference 

called on all members of the Lutheran Church in America to 

"gather with them to form a union of faith. 

  

20npie allgemeine Conferens," Der Lutheraner, XIII 
(1856), 33. | 

2luvermischte kirchliche Nachrichten," Lehre und 
Wehre, II (1856), 346 f. 

22upie allgemeine Conferenz," Der Lutheraner, XIII 
(1856), 33. 
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In the second session of the Free Conference, the 

members decided to adopt a plan of reading an article from 

the Augustana and then discussing it. After some prelimi- 

nary exchange of ideas, the conference discussed the forward 

to the higeburg Confession and proceeded with the first 

article. The conference membership affirmed its acceptance 

of each of the articles as they completed discussing it. 

There were, however, some slight differences in the opine 

ions of the proper application of the articles, as the 

conference proceeded with the discussion of the first 

  

23the first noteworthy difference was voiced in the 
discussion of the fifth article. The conference partici- 
penal socoesaees wee among Saeeenee they cence xe ae 
garded Pre skent an arramt to be synonymous.. t the “~ 
Augustana made a difference in that the fifth article ex- 
plained the means through which saving faith is attained, 
namely through the ministry of the Word and Sacraments. 
The Latin clearly illustrates it thus: institutum est 
ministerium docendi evangelii et porrigendi sacramenta. 

Afver three sessions of Sdoneeine this difference, 
it was moved to discuss the difference further when they 
would come to article fourteen. Then the conference z 
agreed that the term Predigtamt meant the services within 
the church, or the administration of the means of grace. 

The members of the Free Conference expressed their 
agreement with the fifth article of the Augsburg Confession. 

tausgzug," Der Lutheraner, XIII (1856), 50 ff. 
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seven articles. 24 

  

2hin the discussion of the seventh article they obe 
served that the "Church" described is one which has always 
existed. For that reason the Lutheran Church is historie 
cally not identical with the “Christian Church.* However 
any church which is fully "the true church" must show the 
marks of the true church, which the Lutheran Church does 
in its historical development. It is not identical with 
"the Christian Church" because it has not always existed 
nor does it embrace all believers. But since the Lutheran 
Church confesses as the Christian Church has always cone 
pence it could be spoken of as the one holy Christian 

urch . 
The opinion was expressed that the phrase "in which 

the Gospel is rightly taught and the Sacraments are rightly 
administered® can only refer to a visible organization, in- 
asmuch as the preaching of the Word and the administration 
of the Sacraments is a visible act. The view prevailed, 
however, that the marks of the Church can be visible with- 
out the thing itself being visible. The presence of the 
marks of the Church indicates that the Church is present 
but does not indicate who the members of the Church are. 
It is easier to recognize the presence of the Church where 
the Word and Sacraments are present in their purity than 
where they are not thus present. it would be a mistake, 
however, to deny that the Church is also present there, 
where, in addition to destructive errors, fragments of the 
truth are taught. For alse these fragments are the pure 
Word and hence marks of the Church. Yet this fact does not 
warrant the conclusion that one is free to join any visible 
church. Every Christian is bound upon pain of losing his 
salvation to flee all false prophets. 

The conference agreed to the following in point of 
ceremonies. "Although the return to the doctrines of our 
fathers will more and more tend to instill a pleasure in “ 
the beautiful forms of church service which they had and 
a person may have it as a goal to lead our Lutheran people 
to them eran still the matter is and always will remain 
a matter of Christian freedom. « » «™ 

E. L. tueker, "Walther and the Free Lutheran Confer- 
ences," Concordia Theological Monthly, XV (1944), 548 f. 

v 
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The persons present then resolved to meet again on 

October 6, 1857. They closed the conference with prayer 

and “singing. "*) 

After that. first conference, Walther was very enthusi- 

astic about the venture. He said that all of those who were 

there were seeking God's will rather than their own, and 

many were examples of Christian humility.26 All discussion, 

he said, was in the attitude of love and in the interest of 

truth and peace and for the purpose of attaining true unity. 

He was also highly pleased by the fact that the delegates - 

understood that it was far less important that the state 

of organic union be established than that all agree in 

doctrine.2? Taking these things into consideration, 

Walther concluded that the conference was a success and 

true blessing, even far beyond the fondest hopes which 

they had entertained. there had been differences of a 

opinion between those who came to the conference, but after 

they. got there and the members saw each other face to face, 

many of the differences vanished and many misunderstendings 

  

2onausgug," Der Lutheraner, XIII (1856), 49-52. 

26npie allgeneine Conferens," Der Der iutheraner, XIIZ 
(1856), 33. Sy Gh sy 

2710c. eit. ° 

28nvermischte kirchliche Nachrichten," — uence und 
Wehre, IT (1856), 3490 
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cleared up, he eaid.”” =| 

The conference proved most encouraging for many parti- 

cipants. Before the conference, they recognized that a 

large segment of the Lutherans in America had fallen prey 

to the spirit of laxity in doctrine. But at this confer- 

ence, it had become evident that those who attended had not 

fallen into that temptation. This knowledge strengthened 

and encouraged those present. By their strengthening one 

another thus, Walther was of the opinion that the partici- 

pants had come closer to their goal. Before the conference 

most of the men had found themselves in a dilemma, with a 

choice of either separating into small groups or uniting 

in a unionistic manner. Now they had found a possible an- 

swer to their problem and they had taken the first step 
0 

in overcoming the situation? by making the beginning nove 

toward a confessional amioneoa 

Another of the men attending the conference fron 

Missouri was Doctor Gustav Seyffarth, who had just come 

from Germany and accepted a post at Concordia Seminary. 

  

2anie allgemeine Conferenz," Dor Lutheraner, XIIT 
(1856), Bhe 

20nvorwort su Jahrgang 1857," Lehre und Wehre, IIT 
(1857), 1 f. 

31, a ; 
Die allgemeine Conferenz," Der Lutherener, XIIT 

(1856), 3h. :
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Walther had a very high opinion of him, having known hin 

while they were both still in Germany. He recognized 

Seyffarth as a great teacher who had instructed many of the 

pastors who had studied at Leipzig, and Walther considered 

Concordia very fortunate to get this man, who had other 

opportunities to get positions of prestige and good pay .22 

So far as the writer can tell, Seyffarth made no liter- 

ary record of his impressions of the conference, but he gave 

a verbal report of his impressions to the St. Louis Pastoral 

Conference on October 11, 1856. According to the minutes on 

the report, Seyffarth's evaluation was considerably different 

from Walther's. Seyffarth said that the conference seemed 

to accomplish very little and lacked interest and enthusiasm 

until they finally got into a good discussion of the Augs- 

burg Confession proper. 

The Standard agreed with Walther that the first Free 

Conference was more productive than “even the best friends 

could have hoped." In enthusiastic fashion the Standard 

noted that the Apostolic church, with its entire membership, 

  

32g, F. W. Walther, Briefe von G. F. W. Walther, I 
(St. Louis: Goncordia Publishing House, 1915), pp. to1-102. 

23uinutes of 08 a ; 180, Erotokel Pratekol-Buch der TE. 
Louis Conferenz yon 8 « Oktober 23 bis sun | sun 2. April 

This volume is in the archives 0 3 pepe Tee 
Institute in St. Louis, Missouri.
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was hardly any larger at one time than this gathering. 24 

From this observation one can readily note the inference 

that the Standard saw a great potential in the conferences. 

On the other side of the argument, the editor of the 

Lutheren Observer?) found few favorable words about the 

Free Conference. Kurtz called the results poor and the 

accomplishments meager. 2° 

The buffalo Synod said that she could not see any pur= 

pose in the Free Conferences nor would she expect any good 

to come of them. There was no reason for their being held, 

Buffalo continued. Of first concern, said Buffalo, should 

be the fact that a dispute existed between her and the 

Missouri Synod. Buffalo suggested that an uninterested 

iutheran National Court be established in America to handle 

all difficulties between synods. Now, without even bothering 

to answer Buffalo's proposal, Missouri had gone to the Free 

Conferences and put Ohio on the spot between the two con- 

tending synods. Buffalo was certain, however, that God 

  

Jhuvermiachte Eezobiiens Nachrichten," Lehre und 
Wehre, II (1856), 381 

35¢he Lutheran Observer was editéd Benjamin, Kurtz _ 
of the General Synod. ‘The periodical, wal hereinafter be 
referred to as the Observer... 

taxes kirchliche Nachrichten," Lehre un und 
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wouleé take care of the pituation.?? 

This controversy was also noted by an outsider, who 

had previously called both of the contending synods con- 

fessional. Uoctor Mann of the General Synod concluded, 

however, that Missouri was not the guilty party in the 

Gispute.24 

The Secend Gonference 

The second Free Conference was in session from October 

tuentyeninth throush November fourth in 1557 ab the -First 

German Lutheran Church of Fittsburgh, Pennsylvania. ?? This 

conference, also, was opened with a hysm and prayer by 

Professor Lehmenn, the previous year's chairman. ‘This time 

the following synods were represented: Ohio, eleven dele~ 

gates; Pittsburgh, five delegates; Tennessee, one delegate; 

New York, threa delegates; Norwegian Lutheran, two delegates; 

  

37K rchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehro und sehre, 
YII (1657), 127. 

38 nxsechlich-Zeltgeschichtliches," ichre und Wehre, 
Lil. (1857), 125. 

J5py going through the records of the charges of the 
pastors who were members of the second Free Conference, 
and by eliminating men in this manner, the writer has come 
to the conclusion that this conference was probably held 
at a Pittsburgh Synod Church, despite the fact that no 
Pittsburgh yned pastor had joined the first Free Conference.
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Missouri, twenty-two delegates and four delegates with no 

affiliation. 

The conference began its doctrinal study with the 

eighth and ninth articles of the Augsburg Confession. 

After a lengthy discussion of the ninth article of the 

Augustana ,40 a non-conference-member insisted that the 

conference was deviating from its purpose and intent and 

had begun condemning individuals. He said that as soon 

as they condemned anyone, they were acting as a synod and 

were oppressing free thought. The conference answered the 

  

40tn the ninth article, the conference noted the 
phrase "Baptism is necessary." Some concluded that this 
would mean that Holy Baptism is a requirement to salvation. 
In such a requirement, it condemned the anabaptists. But - 
the point was made that the phrase does not refer to an 
absolute necessity, but rather, that such necessity flows 
from the divine command to perform the divinely ordained 
meanse 

The papists, who teach ex opere operato could teach 
the absolute necessity of Holy baptism, but not the Luth- 
erans who teach that man is justified by the faith which 

_ is generated in Holy Baptism, not by the mere performance 
of an act. 

Anabaptists, on the other hand, are not condemned by 
their rejection of the absolute necessity of Baptism, but 
by their rejection of the divinely ordained means, and 
failure to follow the divine command. 

It was further pointed out that the emphasis in the 
second article does not rest on Baptism, but on the words, 
"born again." . 

"Auszug," Der Lutheraner, XIV (1857), 81 ff.
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objections’? and then concluded its discussion of the 

ninth article, proceeding next to the tenth. 

Before its adjournment with a hymn, prayer and 

blessing, the conference resolved to have its next session 

earlier so that the teachers from the schools could more 

readily attend.“ This also would give an opportunity to 

the students of theology to attend. A number of them did 

attend the fourth Free Conference.“ 

Reports of this Free Conference do not appear to be 

  

41in substance the reply of the conference follows: 
: 1. The conference by its action condemned no one, 
but was merely denying the right of such as do not accept 
the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, to bear the name 
Lutheran. 

2. Every individuel Christian and every Christian 
group has the right to condem false doctrine and mark 
those who promulgate false doctrine. The conference de- 
manded only that persons adhere to the verbal meaning of 
the Augsburg Confession. 

3. The question here was not one of expediency, but 
one that pertained to the glory of God and the truth. It 
was not useless to correct false brethren. 

4. The conference would have dealt unjustly if it had 
failed to condemn those who ope adhered to the Symbols, 
but actually rejected some of their doctrines. 

5. The motion adopted would certainly not be directed 
against those to whom it did not pertain. 

"Aussug," Der Lutheraner, XIV, (1857), &1 ff. 

*2Loc. cit. 
A3naugeug," Der Lutheraner, XVI (1859), 10. 
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dle but it is quite noticable that Walther, at numerous , 

least, was aware that confessionalism was gaining ground 

among the participants and their neighbors. He began the 

year 1858 in Lehre und Wehre by pointing out that it was 

the duty of the confessional church to lead others into the 

  

A4y. A, Passavant gave his impression of this Free 
Conference in an article in the Missionary. Alth 
Passavant was not & member of the conference, he gives in- 
dications that he attended the sessions and observed the 
delegates in all they did. His article carries the follow- 
ing observations. 

The conference was true, in its complexion, to what 
might be expected, its being called primarily by the con- 
servative Lutheran bodies of the west. The fact thet it 
was held in the east did not deter the participants from 
holding to their confessionalism. 

The dominating figure at the conference was Walther, 
of the Missouri Synod's Concordia College in St. Louis. 
He held his position as a leader in the discussion by the 
fact that he was a man of “singular power as a logician, a 
conversationalist and a profound theologian.® 

The other participating men were also remarkable 
men, according to Passavant. He says, "We are deeply 
thankful in being able to testify, that in our humble 
judgment, no class of ministers in this country are more 
sound in their doctrine of justification by faith, and all , 
the great doctrines of God's word [sic] . If they are not 
Protestant, then were Luther and the early Reformers not 
Protestants." 

But the candor and impartiality of the conference was 
remarkable, the members even going to the extent of courte- 
ously answering objections of a non-member. 

However, Passavant could not be sympathetic to the 
Free Conference because he insisted that to draw outside 
people into the conference and convince them of the correct- 
ness of the Augsburg Confession, the comference would have Vv 
to broaden its membership to permit also such as did not 
fully accept its teachings. it happened, he said all 

3 were of the same opinion before they came. 
W. A. Passavant, "The Recent Free Conference," fhe 

Missionary, II (Nov. 12, 1857), 166. 
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Word of God. Other synods matched his words with action. 

In the Tennessee Synod, some of the members wented to 

increase the confessional requirements to include a sub- 

scription to all of the Symbolical books, instead of merely 

to the Augsburg Confession, as had been the case.46 And 

in January of 1858, Walther noted that Tennessee was re- 

moving her "splinters" from her "ody . "+7 By May of that 

year, Pastor H. Wetzel of Tennessee had drawn up a consti- 

tution for English-speaking congregations. This model re- 

quired that the entire Book of Concord be accepted as 

authoritetive in doctrine.4? 

  

45"Vorwort zu Jahrgang 1858," Lehre und Wehre, IV 
(1858), 1. 

46m irchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, 
III (1857), 352. 

47 uxirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches,” Lehre und Wehre, 
IV (1858), 28. Saye Lor ea 

48, portion of this constitution read as follows: 
"Sect. 3. Our Congregation acknowledges 
ist, All the canonical books of the Old and New Testa- 

ment as the revealed Word of God. 
2nd, The collective Symbolical Books of the Evangelical 

Lutheran Church as that form and rule drawn from the word 
ef God according to which, because it is taken from the word 
of God, not only doctrine is to be-held and examined in our 
congregation, but also all doctrinal and religious contro- 
versies are to be decided and regulated. These are the 
Three Chief Symbols, the unaltered Augsburg Confession, the 
Apology of the same, the Smalkald Articles, Luther's Smaller 
and Larger Catechism, the Formula of Concord, and the 
Articles of Visitation." 

H. Wetzel, "Form einer Constitution fuer eine englisch- 
lutherische Gemeinde", Lehre und Wehre, IV, (1858), 153.
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in her May meeting, the Wisconsin Synod, formerly an 

unconfessional group, pledged herself to the Unaltered 

Augsburg Confession with "heart and mouth."49 thus the 

confessional picture seemed to be changing so rapidly that 

Walther expressed surprise whe the newly organized English 

District of Ohio required only the Unaltered Augsburg Con- 

fession as its doctrinal standard.°? To require more, had 

been very unusual a few years before, even among the con- 

fessional bodies. But in 1858, Walther reminded the people 

that anyone who carried the name "Lutheran" should certain- 

ly believe, teach, and confess in accord with Lather. ?+ 

The Third Conference 

Pastor H. C. Schwan announced that the third confer- 

ence would be held at Zion Church? in Cleveland, Ohio, be- 

ginning August 5, 1858.9 There were twanty-five repre- 

sentatives from Missouri, sixteen from Ohio, three from 

  

A9uKirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, 
IV (1858), 285. 

50uxirchlich-Zeltgeschichtliches," Lehre und Webre, 
Iv (1858), 381. ; 

Slevorwort der Redaction,” Der Lutheraner, XV (1858), 1. 

52rhe writer is of the opinion that this church was 
  

‘Missouri Synod. 

53, c. Schwan, "Die allgemeine evangelisch-lutherische 
Conferenz," Der lutheraner, XIV (1858), 167.



PU
B 

Sa
 
e
e
e
 

69 

New York, one from Tennessee and one unaffiliated member 

present at the sessions.>4 

After this conference was opened with a hymn and a 

prayer by the chairman (of the previous year) Lehmann, some- 

one present noted that many were not in attendance because 

they were unaware of the goal of the conference. Thereupon 

the conference referred back to the second session in Colum- 

bus, where the assembly had agreed to read the Unaltered 

Augsburg Confession together so that they might discuss its 

meaning in a brotherly fashion.?? The conference then pro- 

ceeded to discuss the eleventh and the twenty-fifth-© 

  

348 ,ussug'n Der Lutheraner, XV (1858), 19. 

5 53Ibid., p. 20. The reference from the second session 
reads: : 

"Sie wolle die ungeaenderte augsburgsche Confession ge- 
meinschaftlich lesen, um sich durch daran knuepfa@nde, freie, 
bruederliche Aussprache gegenseitig zu vergewissern, dasz 
sie in ihren Gliedern im rechten Verstaendnisa derselben 
Eines Herzgens und Sinnes sel, und sich dadurch in der Einig- 
keit des Glaubens m staerken." 

56sance the eleventh and the twenty-fifth articles both 
deal with confession, the two related articles were dis- 
cussed. In connection with these two articles, all of 
those who had discontinued private confession fn their con- 
gregations were encouraged to reinstate it and offer abso- 
lution. Other notations from the discussion included: 

1. That the church at the time of the Reformation 
retained private confession, 

. Why it was ey regarded, aro 
3. Enumeration of sins is not necessary in confession, 
4. Gonfession is a church institution. 
WAussug," Der Lutheraner, XV '(1858), 19 f. 
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articles before proceeding to the twelfth>’ and thir- 

teenth?® articles of the Augustana. At the conclusion, the 

conference held at Zion lutheran Church of Columbus, Ghio, 

was closed in the customary manner.?? 

In December of 1858 Der Lutheraner took note of the 
  

fact that the Lutheran Herold was attacking the Missouri 

Synod for its stand against the unionism of the General 

Synod. And in Jenuary, a certain Anderson wrote a letter 

  

27in the discussion of the twelfth article note was 
taken of the fact that the Augustana speaks of repentance 
as consisting of the two parts: the smiting of the con- 
science through the knowledge of sin, and faith that, for 
Christ's sake, sins are forgiven. The conference noted 
that in theory this was correct, but that in practice, the 
two must always go together. The practice of some secta- 
rians to preach Law first and wait for a certain amount of 
repentance before bringing the comfort of the Gospel, was 
incorrect. The two must always go hand in hand, so that the 
sinner might be comforted immediately. 

They noted that contrition should continue throughout 
life, because of the constant presence of the Old Adan. 
But the conference bemoaned the fact that the Law and 
Gospel were currently being confused by many and that too 
little Gospel was being preached. 

"Ausgzug," Der lutheraner, XV (1658), 19 ff. 

S8pelative to the thirteenth article it was noted that 
the Sacraments really and truly communicate God's grace to 
those who use thane And the Sacraments are used in the 
seme manner as the Word wakens and requires faith to work 
for salvation, the Sacraments are efficacious only when used 
in faith. And, finally, as the Word is for the ears so the 
external signs are for the eyes that the heart might be 
moved. : 

“Ausgug," Der Lutheraner, XV (1658), 27 ff. 

*9tbid., pe 27s. 
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to the Lutheran Herold in which he denounced the Missouri 
    

Synod. Walther answered the charges by branding them all 

as lies. These attacks would indicate that the unionists 

were feeling the results of the influence of the conserva- 

tives, as they shared their common faith at the Free Con- 

ferences. 

Differences Arise 

In 1854 a committee, in compliance with a request 

from two pastors within the Ohio synod, brought a resolu- 

tion to its convention expressing their findings on secret 

societies. The resolution was adopted. It condemned all 

societies outside the church, particularly secret societies 

which try to accomplish those purposes for which the church 

had come into existence ,? or tried to render a religious 

service. 

But on the seventeenth of May, 1859, Der Lutheraner 

carried an article in which Pastor P. Eirich of the Ohio 

Synod complained that Free Masonry was tolerated in the 

Ohio Synod." ‘the article had originated as a pamphlet 

  

60¢, v. Sheatsley H4 sto: of ‘ne Joint od of Ohio 
(Columbus, Ohio: Lutheran Book Concern, 1919), pp. 59 f. 

6lp, Eirich "Ein ernmnsedealaastentliches Zeugnis . » ." 
Der lutheraner, XV (1859), 157. |
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and after it had been so published, then Walther took it 

62 

In its May 27 issue, the Standard cherged Der 

Lutherener with becoming a complaint sheet. Editor Worley 

thereby gave notice that he would not be intimidated by Ber 

Lutheraner nor would he forsake his present policy of 

operating the Standard. He would be the judge of what 

would appear in his paper. 

The dune 18, 1859 issue of the Standard announced that 

Pastor Eirich had served notice to the Western District of 

the Ohio Synod that his conscience would not permit hin to 

remain in the ministry of the Ohio Synod, therefore he 

would withdraw his membership. The district, in return, 

announced that Eirich was no longer a menber of the Ohio 

Synod and should not be granted any of the privileges of 

membership in it. 

In a footnote to the article which Der Lutheraner 

carried, it called attention to the fact that Pastor H. 

  

-62nirich had served asa secretary at one of the Free 
Conferences. 

63uper Lutheran Standard ;’ * Der Lutheraner, IV (1859), 

  

1756 

Stioc. ott.
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Koenig, formerly of the Missouri Synod, had preferred cer- 

tain charges against the Missouri Synod while still in 

menbership with her. These charges had never been accepted 

and Pastor Koenig had left without settling the differences. 

Without having made peace with his Missouri brethren he had 

been received into membership with the Ohio Synod. The 

tandard immediately answered that the case of H. Koenig had 

been thoroughly investigated at the time he joined the Chio 

Synod and that the case was not going to be opened again .o8 

The Fourth Conference 

Despite the verbal battle which was ‘being carried on, 

in June, 1859, Doctor William Sihler of Fort Wayne announced 

in Der Lutheraner that through the courtesy of one of his 

members, delegates to the fourth conference traveling via 

the Pittsburgh, Fort Wayne and Chicago Radlroad®? would re- 

ceive free return tick ets.o8 

When the fourth Free Conference was called to order, 

it was opened in the usual menner, but with a note of 

  

S510. cit. 

. 66uLytheran Standard," Der latherenex, XV (1859), 203. 

67this railroad had completed its line only shortly be- 
fore this time. - 

68y, sihler, "Zur Hachricht»* Der Intheraner, XV 
(1859), 183. '



  

r/c 

sadness because Doctor Walther, the chief promoter of the 

Free Gonferences, could not be present. He was suffering 

from a throat ailment®? which became so severe that he was 

forced to temporarily resign less than a year later, 

The seventy-two pastors, teachers, professors end 

70 
laymen who were present’ continued to discuss and agree 

on the correctness of the articles of the Augsburg Con- 

71 
fession. And before the end of the sessions, J. A. 

Ottesen, a clergyman from the Norwegian Lutheran Church, 

invited the pastors to attend a pastoral conference of his 

synod. Then the conference resolved to meet again on the 

first Thursday after the Festival of the Trinity in 1860 

on the west side of Gleveland.’2 the conference was 

closed with a hymn and a prayer. 

  

69nsussug," Der Lutheraner, XVI (1859), 10. 
  

WtLoc. cite 

7ithne conference discussed article five concurrently 
with article tourecen on she. ques e OF peer ame and . 

punedt meant e agree a sa e arrangement: 
tha é Word be Peached and the Sacraments be administered 
by a divinely called person. The call was discussed at 
Length 

Wiussug,” Der Iutheraner, XVI (1859), 10-12, 19-20, 
27-28, 35-37. - 

l2tp1d., Pe 37.
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The Breach Widens 

In October, 1659 Der Lutheraner contained an article 

sent to the paper on the discussion in the Southern District 

of the Ohio Synod. In the discussion, the thought was 

accepted that a certain priesterliche Qualitaet was necessary 
  

to make the forgiveness of sins valid when pronounced. 

The author of the article inquired whether the life and 

death of the Lord Jesus was insufficient to atone for our 

sins and wash us clean without the presence of the priester- 

liche Gualitaet. ¢3 

This article of Der Lutheraner could hardly have reached 
  

the desk of the editor of the Standard before he printed 

excerpts of a certain letter written by Walther to Eirich. 

This letter had been in answer to Eirich's inquiry of what 

to do since the editor of the Lutheran Standard had re- 
  

fused to print his complaint against the Ohio Synod's 

lamess on the Masonic question. Walther had advised 

Eirich that he should remain within the Ohio Synod and 

fight the evil from there. He should let himself be 

  

73upie den Gliedern des suedlichen Districts von 
Ohio in '!Priesterliche Cualitaet,' verkuendigte Abso- 
lution," Der Lutheraner, XVI (1859), 38.
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heard by writing and publishing a pamphlet on the sub- 

ject. If Eirich would do this, then Walther indicated 

that he would publish excerpts from it in Der Lutheraner. 

Eirich had brought the letter to the Western District 

of the 9hio Synod's Convention and used bits of it in his 

complaint and announcement that he was leaving the synod. 

After having used it, he left it in the study of Koenig, 

who copied the letter and sent ths copy to 0. Worley, the 

editor of the Standard. 
  

Because a part of the letter had been read to the 

convention, Worley argued that it had become the property 

of the Ohlo Synod and could be used by then at their om 

Giscretion. ‘Walther disagreed, stating that it is entirely 

illogical to assume that all of it would become the 

property of the synod, when only a portion of it had heen 

used. He said that he was happy for the students at 

Columbus that Worley was not teaching logic or theology, 

because of his Jesuit logic. For the case in point, 

Walther contended that even if it were proper for him to 

use a letter of that nature, then it should have been 

published in full, not in excerpts which give an incorrect 

picture. “4 

  

Thuper gestohlene Brief," Der Lutheraners XVI 

(1859), Ake
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In the same issue of Der Lutheraner, Walther called 

attention to a complaint which Worley registered against 

the Missouri Synod in that it received Eirich into its 

membership. Walther replied that Der Lutheraner had not 

made an issue of the case when Koenig had left the Missouri 

Synod and had been received by the Ohio Synod. Assuming 

that the cases are alike, said Walther, then Ohio is 

indicting itself for the action it took in behalf of 

Koenige.> 

Worley had also called attention, with pride, to the 

fact that the Ohio Synod always managed to be in the 

correct middle-of-the-road and did not become guilty of 

the extremes doctrinally. Walther agreed that the Ohio 

Synod was inclined to compromise instead of supporting 

a doctrinal position which appeared extreme, therefore 

they did not necessarily support correct doctrine, he 

said. Their doctrinal position, said Walther, was correct 

only when Scripture condemned the extremes and demanded 

a middle-of-the-road positions!” 

In the next issue of Der: Lutheraner, Eirich printed 

  

Sunie Chio 4 Babee Der. ee XVI (1859), hs 

TB i56, Git.
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& report, in which he maintained that Yorley wae causing 

harm, not only to “irich, but wes involving many others 

and making attacks on the innocent. Yorley had departed 

from discussion of vrinciples and had been condeming 

personalities, Hirich said.’ 

The same issue of the paper carried an open letter 

from Rector Sihler to valther. In it he pleaded that Ler 

iutherener cease publishing materials pertaining to the 

jorley controversey, because no good would come of it if 

it were continued she walther heeded that letter and 

Gropped the subject completely. Sut vorley was not 

satisfied, nor were others in the Chio Syned. 4b the 

1860 convention of Chic, Vorley got @ hearing on his 

complaint that Eirich had been received by Missouri.! 9 

As time went on, Dector Walther's health continued 

to fail end he did net expect to live long anymore. 

President, tiyneken pleaded with him that he give his work 

  

Wp. tirich, "Zine kurtze Erwiderung," Der Lutheraner, 
RVI (1859), 5h. 

78, Sihler, "Gffener Yrief an den Hedaktour des 
Lutheraners," Der Lutheraner, “Vi (1259), 59-60. 

; ?oxsrchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches ," Lehre und Xehre, 
Vi (1860), 362.
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over to others and he take a trip to the mineral baths 

in Germany to restore his health. Therefore, in the 

Yebruary 7 issue of Der Lutheraner Walther announced 
  

that Theodore Erohm would edit Der Lutheraner and Rudolph 

Lange would take Lehre und ¥ ehre.£° Shortly thereafter 

Walther left for Germany, the cost of the trip being 

  

borne by the members of his congregation in Saint Touleess 

Although the Hirich Controversy was dropped, the 

May 15, 1660 issue of Der Lutheraner announced that the 

Standard had printed a letter written by some individual 

from the Missouri Synod and had given the impression 

that it represented the stand of that body. Brohmn de- 

plored the bringing of a private matter into-the open 

to be aired. 3 

In the same issue of Der Lutheraner an announcement 

appeared that the fifth Free Conference would be held at 

Trinity Church in Cleveland.°? The announcement contained 

  

80nDen Gliedern unserer Synode und Lesern der 
Lutheraners," Der Lutheraner, XVI (1860), 102. 

Slo. Pp. u. Walther, Briefe (footnote) op. cit., p» 13h. 

S2upie Lutherische Kirchenzeitung von Columbus," 
Der Lutheraner, XVI (1860), 157. 

83tnis congregation was probably a member of the- 

Missouri Synod.
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information of the method which the delegates were to use 

to make reservations** 

But the announcement was of no avail, because the 

Ohio Synod chose its young German language periodical, 

Die lutherischer Kirchenseitung, to announce that the 

synod no longer cared to continue with the conferences, 

because they had keine Lust anymore.¢” And the Ohio 

convention of October 1860 clarified the stand a bit by 

announcing that the Missouri Synod had dominated the con- 

ferences and was trying to impose its ideas on the rest. 

Since they felt justified in their accusation, they decided 

that the Free Conferences would no longer serve any 

purpose.°° 

The writer did not find literary references from the 

other participating bodies on their reaction to the thought 

of dropping the Free Conferences. It is therefore con- 

cluded that the responsibility for the conferences was 

carried chiefly by Missouri and Ohio. iihen one of these 

dropped out, the fifth conference was not held and the 

others did not encourage continuing the Free Conferences. 

  

Bhs G. W. Lindemann, "Die allgemeine evangelisch- 

lutherische Gonferens" Der lutheraner, XVI (1860), 158. 

85 axirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches ," Lehre und Wehre, 
VI (1860), 153. 

864 pch1ich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre,



  

CHAPTER IV 

SOME INTER-SYNODICAL RELATIONS 

The abrupt ending of the series of conferences also 

brought to a close, with one exception, ! the Free Confer- 

ences for the ten year period considered. The develop- 

ment of Lutheran bodies in America however continued 

through the intersynodical relations after the close of 

the Free Conferences. The groundwork was also laid for 

the formation of the General Council of the Evangelical 

Lutheran Church in North America. 

  

lunder the Leadership of Pastor Brobst (the writer 
assumes that this must be Samuel Brobst, although he did 
not have a congregation at this time), a Free Conference 
was held at Allentown, Pennsylvania, April 5-7, 1864. 
There were about thirty pastors present, who agreed that 
all such as accepted the Unaltered fugsburg Confession 
and Luther's Small Catechism should be invited to future 
conferences. The conference also resolved the following: 

a) That an immigrants' mission should be established 
in Castle Garden, New York, and that the mission be main- 
tained by the New York and Pennsylvania Synods. 

b) That the above mentioned Synods should write to 
Germany in an attempt to secure good pastors who were 
suffering there. The Synods should also establish a Ger- 
man Theological seminary. 

ec) That a plan similar to that of the college in 
Allentown be presented to the next convention of the 
Pennsylvania Synod. 

ad) That the Pennsylvania Synod should take the lead 
and guide in establishing a new Pastors’ periodical. 

: e) That all pastors would work towards the enlarg- 
ment of their Sunday Schools and direct them to good 
literature. : 

"Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, 
X (1864), 189. : 
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Prior to the formation of the General Council, the 

Free Conference leader, the Missouri Synod, kept up her 

observation of other bodies. She wis interested in pro- 

noting confessionalism, and did so by giving erring 

groups a verbal chastisement. 

The Wisconsin Synod, which had adopted the entire 

group of the Lutheran Symbols in 1857," showed only three 

years later that their adoption was not entirely genuine. 

In 1861 the editor of Lehre und Wehre noticed that the 

Wisconsin Synod was making excuses for having some pastors — 

in her membership who did not accept the historic Lutheran 

faith. Wisconsin pleaded that it had been impossible to 

spot the Reformed men when they entered the body. The 

Missouri editor observed that he had not found it difficult 

to detect those who were Reformed.” ; 

Four months later Lehre und Wehre reprinted a portion 

of the Wisconsin Synod president's address, in which he 

pledged the synod to the Symbols. Again the editor com- 

  

mented that the thoughts were pious and would be worth 

  

exirchlieh-Zeltgeschichtliches," Lehre Lehre und Were, 
IIE (1857), 28h. 

see uilae ct cesciliad lence el Lehre und Wehre, 
VII (1861), 220. 
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while, if they were only true. 

It became more evident as time went on that the 

Missouri Synod was not the only one to voice disagreement 

with another synod. In 1662 a letter appeared in the 

iutherische Kirchenbote in which a pastor of the Wisconsin 
    

Synod stated that he was convinced that the Wisconsin 

Synod should consolidate lts efforts in Watertown, Wisconsin. 

He stated that there was a Methodist Church and the 

fiissouri Lutheran Church, with the HMissouri Church prac- 

ticing “unChristian exclusion." He felt that people should 

have the privilege: of leaving the Hissouri Church and still 

be counted as Lutheran. In answer to this, the Lehre und 

Nehre editor accused the Wisconsin Synod of being lax in 

its teachings and discipline. 

In 1863 the Lutheran Observer published the fact that 
  

the Wisconsin Synod was planning to open a seminary in 

Watertown and had authorized pleas to be sent to Germany 

requesting help in their venture. The Observer expressed 

its hope that this seminary would be the factor which 

  

4uxirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, 
VII (1861), 349. 

3 "Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, 
VIII (1862).
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might build a General Synod of the West with Wisconsin, 

Ghio, Michigan and Minnesota participating.© 

The Wisconsin Synod found a sympathetic listener in 

Doctor Wangemann of Germany. He re-emphasised the plea 

and asked that help be sent. He said that he was fully 

aware that the “young chick" (the Wisconsin Synod) still 

had some "eggshell" clinging to it, but he supposed that 

in time their practice would also become more uniformly 

Lutheran,’ 

The Missouri Synod, defending what it believed to be 

the correct doctrine, stood firmly on its criticism of 

Wisconsin, even though William Loehe expressed the hope 

that the two synods might form a closer union. The Lehre 

und Wehre editor stated that before a closer cooperation 

could exist officially, there would also have to be a 

closer cooperation in practice. In 1863 he said that 

there was a church which had formerly been Missouri Synod, 

  

Sukirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, 
TX (1863), 251. 

Tarchlich-Zeltgeschichtliches »" Lehre und Wehre, 
X (1864), 127. a 
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but was now being served by a Wisconsin Synod pastor. 

That congregation, he charged, had been unwilling to 

submit to church discipline.® Missouri found further 

fault in the fact that the Wisconsin Synod received and 

reordained pastors from the churches of the Prussian 

union.” 

The Lutheran Standard, a paper of the’ Chio Synod, 
  

seemed to be of little interest to the Missourlans so 

long as tiorley remained its editor. Missouri made very 

little mention of the Ohio Synod at all until in 1864, 

when the March 15 issue of the Standard announced that 

Pastor Loy would become the new editor. The Missourians 

expressed their confidence that the paper would become 

more worth while, and stated that up to that time the 

paper had merely reprinted sectarian materials.~° When 

the new editor took charge of the Standard, the Missourians 

referred to it more frequently and carried some news about 

the Ohio Synod. The interest was rekindled, which later 

  

.  Sugirenlich-Zeltgeschichtliches," Lehre und Nehre, 
IX (1863), 311. 

OnKirchiich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre Lehre und wenneT 
X (1864), 312. : 

l0uxirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, 
& (1864), 151. 
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grew to such an extent that the Ohio Synod institution in 

Columbus granted Walther his honorary doctorate and the 

two synods were among those forming the Synodical Con- 

ference! 

Meanwhile the intersynodicol relations between the 

Missouri Synod and the General Synod were usually made 

public through the pericdlcale® In 1862 Brauer, of the 

Missouri Synod, noted that the Missionary and the Lutheran 

of the General Synod had been combined into one periodical 

and immediately had begun to plead for union between the 

synods. But Brauer contended that the outward hand of 

fellowship would mean nothing without true doctrinal unity. 

He said that Missouri could not heed the call, because that 

would make it unionistic since the clergy of the General 

Synod were undontatiess 

In its hope that something might come of the invita- 

tion to join the bodies together, the new périodical 

  

11 ; 
Henry Eyster Jacobs, A History of the svanaslicel 

Lutheran Shave ain North America “(second edition; New York: 
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1699), De 499. hon 

12zrauer, "Der Missionary und Lutheran, " Lehre und 
Wehre, VIII (1862), 18-23. 

he: HY 
‘ 

b



SSE 
P
E
E
R
 

87 
1 

commended the Missouri Synod's stand on doctrine in 1963 

and began to lead the way to a more conservative lutheranisn 

within the General Synod. In 1864 the paper strongly 

supported the establishment of a new seminary in Pennsyl- 

vania."“ ‘his seminary, when it was established, bound 
itself to all of the Symbolical Books.” 

But the Missourians found much to complain about, 

even declaring that the General Synod had lost its reason 

for its existence because it could no longer produce a 

book which was accepteble to all of the synods within the 

body. But Missouri said that there were many men within 

the general body who were protesting against the laxity of 

doctrine, and were displeased at the unconfessional stand 

of the others.° 

The liberal element in the General Synod found its 

champion in the Lutheran Observer, which criticized the 

Missouri Synod sharply, even blaming Missouri that there 

  

LSucinchlteh-Zeitgeechichtliches," Lehre Lehre und Wehre, 
X (1664), 

TA cat ae Lehre und Wehre, 
X (1664), 250. 

15uxirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches 9" Lehre und Wehre, 
XI (1865), 310-311. 

16ncirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches »* Lehre und Wehre, 
X (1864), 25. 
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were so many of the "German Lutherans" joining the other 

Protestant denominations. The reason for this, said the 

Qbserver was that the people found the Missourians bigotted, 

and so turned from it in disgust. Missouri had beer able 

“ to gain only 5,000 of the 50,000 Germen "Lutheran" 

immigrants of the eighteen years of its existence./? én 

extremely liberal synod looked to the Observer as a bulwark 

against the flood of confessionalism._® 

The paper also set aside a new section for S. W. 

Harkey so that he might devote it to the interest of the 

west. He immediately proceeded to explain that the various 

groups would have to forget that they had differences be- 

cause the Word of God demanded that they have union.2? 

He said that the basic Christian teachings were sufficiant 

for unionsacmathe Lutheran and Missionary reminded the 

Observer that there was nothing doctrinally Lutheran in the 

basis of the General Synod which would bar the Missourians 

  

lixirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches,* Lehre und Wehre,: 
VIIE (1862), 152. 
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from membership. a 

  

The Observer proceeded to condemn the Missouri Synod 

for its intolérannes and commended the Evangelical Union, 

a Reformed. group, as a good influence in the West." The 

Observer supporters however, could never quite bring them- 

selves to completely condemn the Missourians. Repeatedly 

they stated that the Missouri Synod members had many 

commendable traits, among them was their devotion to 

Scripture end their éxamplary lives, but that they were 

bigoted, exclusive, and too "high church", But on the 

last count, the Observer lost even its tosom-friend, Der 

Lutherische Kirchenbote, another liberal publication from 

within the General Synod. The paper carried some "high 

church thoughts." 

Those were the grounds for the observation of the 

Missouri men that the General Synod was falling apart and 

that, like carpenters, they were frantically trying to 

  

weikitchitch-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre Lehre und Wehre, 
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keep her together. ”? A Missourian, going by the initial 

eRe, saw the two parties within the General Synod. The 

Gbservor was guiding the party sympathetic to the Reformed. 

The General Synod, itself, took note in the 1864, convention 

that she would have to avoid all controversy and would try 

to do so with the old stand which “was hroad enough, 

Scriptural enough and Lutheran enough" to take in all of 

the Lutheran Churches in North Anerica,~" But the 

resolution apoveared to be rather fruitless to the General 

Synod. It had shown a steady growth between 1820 and 1650, 

but the introduction of the new catechism by Pennsylvania 

and the opening of the new Seminary to promote 

"ulsraconfessLonalism™ fanned the flames for a genuine 

controversy." And finally Doctor John Bachmann found 

  

25 ux4rchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, 
X (1864), 154. 

260pie Observer-Partei innerhalb der reformicten Gen- 
eralsynode," Lehre und Wehre, XII (1866), 13-19. 

27 0:4 pehlich=Zeitgoschichtliches a" Lehre und Wehre, 
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himself in the position of having to defend himself against 

the onslaught of others.” 

The Pennsylvania Ministerium was still on the ascent 

towards confessionalism as it resolved in 1862 to receive ; 

only the ministers of other Lutheran synods into advisory 

membership at their convention. But at the very same ‘ 

convention, they heard the greetings from the representative 

from the German Reformed group and appointed their own 

representative to her as a return gesture of friendship.-° 

Iowa stayed aloof: of all other Lutheran bodies in 

America. A member of the General Synod thought that this 

meant that not even the Missourians were conservative 

enough or confessional enough for Towa. Towa did not 

participate with any other Lutheran organization until the 

formative meeting of the General Council. 

The Ohio Synod and the General Synod also had their 

difficulties. At one time a notable member of thé Ohio 

Synod ewore under oath in court that the General Synod was 
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not Lutheran and, therefore all ministers united with the 

body were not butherenscs 

Missouri and Buffalo continued the controversy already 

noted at the time the Free Conferences began.?> The Hor- 

wegian Synod, which had attended some of the Free Con- 

ferences, seened to feel a kinship to Missouri through 

their common stend on the slavery question and an indi- 

cation that progress was being made on the vrospect of 

having the Norwegian students study at the Hissouri 

institution. Missouri published a complete account of the 

Norwegian Synod's convention of 1864." a 

In answer to all of these difficulties and synodical 

tensions and the fact that the Pennsylvania Hinisterium 

had been dropped from the General. Synod in its Fort Wayne 

convention, a call was issued for representatives from the 

more conservative bodies to meet with the intention of 

forming a closer relationship. 

  

32this reference is to Rev. Blerdemann. - "Kirchlich- 
Zeitgeschichtliches,;" Lehre und Wehre, VIII (1862) » 25k. 

33"siebente Synode,” Lehre und Wehre, VIII (1862), 
51-55 and 65-84. 
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In response to that call, delegates assembled in 

Reading, Pennsylvania. The following synods were re- 

presented: Pennsylvania Ministerium, Joint Synod of Ohio, 

English District Synod of Ohio, English Synod of Chio, 

Pittsburgh Synod, the Synods of Michigan, ‘Wisconsin, 

Minnesota, Missouri, Iowa, Canada, the Norwegian Synod and 

the Ministerium of New York.29 

The Missouri Synod was represented by Jd. A. Fa We 

Mueller and the Wisconsin Synod had two delegates present.” 6 

Pastor Kueller of Missouri played a rather important part 

in the formative meeting of the Council ye but his synod 

dic not ratify the Council. She insisted that differences 

existed between her and some of the members of the 

Gounci1.?° 

Each of the four districts of the Missouri Synod sent 

  

35 John G. Morris, Fifty Years in the Lutheran Ninist 
aor Printed for the Author by dames Young, 1678), 

Pe . 

36, 
e &. Gchsenford, Docum History of ene G28 

Council of the Evangelical quran Chasch tn Ho aa 
(Philad CiL ae i siphia: General Coun ishing ine eure, 2 SP 
Pe 36 

37He presented a paper and also sateed on the committee 
to which all of the papers were referred. 

Ochsenford, op. cite, pe 135. 

38ochsenford, Ope Gite, Pe 157.
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its regrets instead of delegates to the next meeting of the 

Council, where they might have had "the priviledge of 

debate and the open comparison of views." Sut Missouri 

Geclared that she could attend only a truly free conference.” 

She meant that persons should not attend as delegates of a 

synod but as individuals. 

In answer to this statement, the General Council 

agreed to set apart a time of their sessions for a free 

conference." But Missouri declined the invitation on the 

grounds that they would not feel that the conferences would 

be free in the true sense of the word if they were heid 3 

as & part of the sessions of another body. 

After this answer: in 1869, the Council suggested that 

a time be set aside before the next council meeting in the 

same place as the Gouncil would meet, but not at the same 

time and with no official connection between the swo.*? 

M4ssourits answer was that some bodies would not send any 

delegates to any free conference. If any Hissourians 
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attended, they would do so as individuals and not re- 

presentatives of Missouri. With this communication, all 

official intercourse between the General Council and 

Missouri Synod ceased. ind Missouri later became one of 

the originators of the Synodical Conference, which Ohio 

and Wisconsin also joinea.“? 

The Free Conferences did not effect an organic 

organization between Synods. The conferences probably 

: played only a very minor part in such later organization 

but they did encourage and foster confessionalism, which 

to a greater or lesser degree, has taken hold of all of 

the American Lutheran Churches. 

The joining of the Missouri, Ohio, and Wisconsin 

Synods into the Synodical Conference demonstrated that 

harsh criticism of one another need not stand in the. 

way of fraternal relations if each of the synods is willing 

to maintain her confessional basis and charitably discuss 

differences of opinion and so arrive at a common conclusion. 
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