Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship
6-1-1959

Lutheran Free Conferences in America from 1856 to 1866

Edward L. Schneider
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, schneidere@sbcglobal.net

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

b Part of the Biblical Studies Commons

Recommended Citation

Schneider, Edward L., "Lutheran Free Conferences in America from 1856 to 1866" (1959). Bachelor of
Divinity. 921.

https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/921

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


https://scholar.csl.edu/
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv
https://scholar.csl.edu/css
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F921&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/539?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F921&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/921?utm_source=scholar.csl.edu%2Fbdiv%2F921&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:seitzw@csl.edu

| ot
b Pl

LUTHERAN FREE CONFERENCES IN AMERICA
FROM 1856 TO 1866

A Thesis Presented to the Faculty
of Concordia Seminary, St. Louis,
Department of Church History
in partial fulfillment of the
requirements for the degree of
Bachelor of Divinity

by
Edward L. Schneider

Jurie 1954

Approved by: M’ %f




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Chapter Page
I. Al INTRODUCTICH e ¢ © ® € ¢ @ & ©@ o 0 ® ® ¢ @ @ 1
II, E;iVENTS LEADING TO THE FIRST CONFERENCE o o o o &
General Historical References « « « ¢ o s ¢ o &

nge In:er-Syggdigal Rzlations s @ o ®» @« e 2‘8t

The Definite atform PPears « o o e o o @ 2
Reactions to the Definite Platform : e o oo 36

III, THE CONFERENGES o« ¢ o o o o o s s o o 0 o o o o A48
Preparatory Svents « o« ¢ ¢ ¢« ¢ e o ¢ o o o o 48

The First Conference ResultS8 o « s o ¢« ¢« o o 56

The Second Conference o ¢« ¢« ¢ ¢ ¢ @« o o« a o o 63

The Third Conference e« ¢ o ¢« ¢ ¢« ¢ ¢ s ¢ o o 68
Differences AriS@ ¢ o« ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ ¢« o T1

The Fourth Conference « ¢ o o ¢ ¢ ¢ o o ¢ o ¢ 3

The Breach Widens ¢« ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 ¢ ¢ o o 75

IV. SOME INTER-SYNODICAL RELATIONS o ¢ o« « o o ¢ o 31
1'-SIBLIOGRI%PHY ® ® © ¢ © © & & & & o O o 9 & & & B 9 s O 96



CHAPTER 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
/merica in the decade beginning in 13856. The study has
been carried on with the intent of determining to what
extent doctrines formulated the climate of friendliness
between confessional bodies. :

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 healed. 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 Confersnces have contribu-



ted to the life of the Lutheran Church in America, But
it has become quite evident that the conferenceé have
helped to establish a consciousness of the Lutheran
Symbols, ;

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 consummated,

This study has been limited to the materials avail-
able at Concordia Historical Institute and Pritszlaff
Memorial Library of St. Louis in 1953 and early 1954.
in effort was made to szecure additional materials,
especially issues of the Lutheran Standard, The writer
contacted Capital University of Columbus, Ohio, but was
informed that the only copies in thelr possession were
reference copies, The librarian directed the writer to
Wartburg Seminary of Dubuque, Iowa. 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,

The writer takes note of a study of the Free Con-
ferences by E. L. Lueker published in the Concordia




3
Theological Monthxz; folume XV. Lueker, hoﬁever, limits
his study to the minutes of the conference, Walther's
doctrinal convictlions, and his feaction 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 IX
EVEHTS LEADING TO THE ﬁRST CONFERENCE
General Historical References

The part.icipa.ting b_od:l.es in the Lutheran Free Con-
i‘erences- of the period 1856 o 186-6 were mostly synods
wnich had their beginning before the aforementioned
period. The m-i'ter, therefore, feels that it is impor-
tant that we also teke a backward glance into the cone-
fessiona:!. 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 begam 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 1653.1 ifter 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 16592 and had

15, L. Neve and Willard D. Allbeck, History of -the

Lutheran Church in America (Burlington, lowa: e
fuﬁ:ran Iiterary Board, 1934), p. 25.’

2Ibid., p. 22.
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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 Muhlemberg's arrival in
Philadelphia marked a change to the effect that they be-
came organisged and more able to operate as a denomination."‘

is a result of Pastor Muhlenberg's work the lutheran
church in /merica began to increase in numbers and
strength, but the time of the really large increase came
when they gained new recruits of the same faith from
Germany.5 This, naturally, coincided with the increased
German immigration. The helght of such immigration ;lvas :
reached in the three year period, 1852-185k, vhen over
500,000 Germans an'.'t':l.veﬁ.6 However, some of the groups
had the opportunity to set their policies and develop
their character before the great influx,

The Pennsylvania #¥inisterium, the first synod we shall

3
Virgilius Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran Iheo-
logy (New Yorks The Cen Tury COey 1927)p Pe ke

kIbid., pe &.

SIbid., p. 117.
6Ibid., p. 118.
72_[_1&51_., p. 117.
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review briefly, is the Mother Synod of the Lutheran
Church in /Amorica. It had its origin as a body in 1748
and was formed under the leadership of Henry Melchior
1‘--“21.1111r.a:.'mea.-g.s At the time of its organization, it was
known as “United Pastors." Since the first constitu-
tion for the organization was not drawm up until 1781 ,10
and its confesslonal statement is of a later date, we
turn to & report which. Pastor lMubhlenberg sent: to Halle
after the dedication of Saint lMichael's. Church in
Philadelphia, on August 1k, l7ls8.11 The report indicates
the confessional consciousness of the participants,
especlally that of Pastor Henry Melchior Muhlemberg. hHe
" writes: "Thereupon one of us made a short addreés.
calling to mind that the foundation-stones of this church
had been laid « « o that « . + all the Symbolical books
should be taught."lz

81bide, pps b £.

%Ibid., p. 5.

101v1d,, pp. 15 £.

ibid., p. 8.

i lzIbi.d.. p- 9-
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The confessional stand of the liinisterium remained
strong under Muhlenberg's leadershipl? 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.n4

But with the passing of Doctor Henry Melchior Huh-.
lenberg, a definite change took place and is typified by
the example of Doctor C. Zmmanuel Schultze, a son-in-law
of Doctor Muhlenberg. In 1797 Schultsze 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 Lutherans have and ever had a closer connec-
tion than with others, owing to a more perfect similarity
« o « 6ven in some particulars in doctrine.mld

After the beginning had been made to turn from the
traditional stand and confessions of the Lutheran Church,
the Pemmsylvania Ministerium joined in clese fellowship
with the Reformed or German Calvinistic church. XKinship .
in language became more important than identity of

Lyeve and Allbeck, op. cit., p. 60.
uFem,__QD- glt., p. 16.
ls.Ibid._. P. 21,

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCOSDIA SEMINARY
ST. LOUIS, MO.

~
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doctrine, 16 In 1821 the Ministerium noted that their
delegates to the Reformed church had been recelved as
advisory members of that body. Pennsylvania promised to

do the same for the Reformed church.t?

Even the withdrawal of the Pennsylvania lHinisterium
from the General Synod in 1823 is attributed to the close
assoclation of the lay people with the Reformed. Their
association had developed into fellowship with the German
leformed and the ties became sacred to them because of
church union, intermarriage and common J.anguage.m This
separation from Lutheren fellowship, although not pri=-
marily caused by theologians and accepted by them as a
vemporary thing, lasted for thirty years.19
_ In 1850 a doctrinal discussion broke out on the floor
of the Pennsylvania convention. HNow there was evidence
that a trend of confessionalism had started within Synod-.zo
One of the prominent leaders of the confessional awaken-
ing which followed this convention was Docter W. J. Mann,
whose leadership we shall discuss later.

15}1551_., P. 63.

171bid., p. 43.

18101d., p. 43.

19%eve and Allbeck, op. cit., p. 7h.
2Drern, op. cit., P. J.M..r
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The:New York Ministerium was the second Iutheran
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.?1 This meeting was hsld
at Albany at the instance of Doctor John Christopher
Kungze, another son-in-law of Doctor Henry ¥elchior luhlen-
berg. The meseting was held at the dedication of a church.
However, six years passed before the group met aga..'n.n.z2
As long as Doctor Kunze remained, the spirit of:}uhlen-
berg lived through him,?? although he saw nothing wrong
in coming into close relationa!ﬂ.p with the Episcopal
Church. In 1797 the Ministerium, under Doctor Kunse,
resolved not to recognise newly erected Lutheran Churches
in an area where the people could be served Ly the
Zpiscopel Church.®

After the death of Xunze, the New York HMinisterium
was controlled for twenty yearszs by the gifted, but

2lyeve and Allbeck, op. Cit., pe 6k
221.0¢. cit.

231bid., p. 6k.

2hFerm, ope Cite, Do Zke

25Neve and Allbeck, op. cit., P. 6k.
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rationalistic Doctor I, H, Qu:l.t.m_an.26 He published his
ouwn catechism in 181k, with the "consent and approbation
of the Syziocl.z7 This catechism had no relationship with
the historic catechism of Iuther either in form or

8

doctrinal content, but was entirely based on rationality.
The New York Ministerium members of this period have
been accused of being Socinlans, denying the 'l!ri.:n:li'.;v.29
And Doctor Quitman, the president, permitted only pastors
of that nature and rationalists to fill his pulpit.ao
It is easy, therefore, to understand that the constitution
of 1816 required no confessional statement from its
ministers.>r In Chapter V, Section 10, we note that a
minister having been ordained by any Bishop, Convention,
Presbytery, Assoclation or Council could join the New York
Ministerium without being re~ordained, provided he could

261bid., p. 65.

27Ferm, op. cit., P« 25,

#roc. git.

2%eve and Allbeck, op. cit., p. 85.
301big., p. 86.

31Fem, op. cit., p. 41.
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satisiy o committee thut he had the proper piety, language
abilities, and "unexesptional c BrAChEr, "2

It was out of spocial consideration for the Hew Tork
and Pennsylvania Ministeriums thet the (eneral Synocd re-
freined from incorvorating any doctrinal declarations,
aven of the fAugssburg (:cnfession.” Both MHinisteriume
withdrew {rom the Genersl Synod, New Yorkx in 1820 and
Fenngylvania in 1823. The New York gioup was recelved
baclk inte the General Synod in 1836'731’ even though it ex-
prossly stated ite refusal to accept the recommended cone
stitution for dlastrlict synods and its declaration, but teo
remain faithful to its own constitution, "which contained
ne reference to allegiance on its part ¢o any of the
iuthersn Confesglons,">?

Eut New York also found its way back to confessione
allsm, The strong wave of German lumigration threw the
weight of its influence to the second oldest of the

Lutheran bodies in America. "The process was slower than

32_1_'_51_4., pe 40,

33yove and Allbeck, op. ¢lte, P 90.
3‘*Ferm, op. cit., p. 9%

3%1pid., p. 100.
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that in Pennsylvania, yet it was felt . w36 ind so one of
the most liberal bodies, which had denied almost every-
thing which marked it as Imtheran, was on its way back to
the confessions in the second half of the nine.teenth
century.
The third of the synods which concerns us primari-

ly is the Chio Synod. It was formed at Somerset, Ohio,
in September 1818 ,37 although it had been meeting as a
speclal conference of the Pennsylvania Ministerium since
(éélgiss

The practices of the new synod were not always con-
sistent with its own confessions. In 1833 the Joint Synod
of Chio passed a resolution in which they declared their
willingness to enter into a union with the German Reformed
Churches "provided terms of union can be found which are
based on truth and ri@teousneaa."” ind some of the
pastors undertook to teach both Lutheran and Reformed
children their respective doctrines "teking the Lutheran

36_:_2!-9_.. Pe 149. .

376, V. Sheatsley, Hi ry
e Vo ey story of the Joint od of Ohio
{Columbus, Chio: Lnt.h;ran ook Concern, 1919), p. 67« -

Broc, clt.
391bid., p. 104.
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Catechism in one hend 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 Pdesirous of studying Theology at our semi-
nary.“kl

Other members of the synod had a much firmer footing
in their teaching and induced their body to take an of-
fiecially strong stand in 1836, They resoclved: "That this
Synod shall strictly adhere to the Augsburg Confession
and admit no one to membership in its Body who shall deny
any part 1;her¢ao:l:'.“’l#2
: Other strong American ;nfluances came to the atten-

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

influences, which had its origin in denominations which
did not practice indoctrination of their members, was the
spirit of revivaliem. This spirit had taken hold of scme
of the other synods, but 1t was soundly condemned by the
Joint Synod of Chio in 1832, because "we believe that our
Church will thereby be polluted with sectarian forms and

principles. Furthermorse they feared that revivals would

h?!kiﬂ't:?!'lost
#l1pig., p. 205,
421v1d., ps 103.
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"heget and nourish fanaticlasm and disorder, whieh do more
%o promota the spirit of unbeliof and skepticism than the
writings of Voltairo and Paine have done."h3 They pro-
tested against the new ways and measures which accomedate
themselvos to the fanatlical espirlt of the timee and "herely
publicly declare our intention to remain lsmutably pure
Svangelical latheran in faith, form and di scipline accord~
ing %o the Bible and the Symbolical books,™

In 1836 the English Syncd of COhio was formed out of
the Joint Synod. This new synod stayad in fellowship with
the Joint Synod,; 8lso kiown as the Cerman 3ynad.k5 "E\it
it wes not long until there was some dissatislaction oxe-
pressed with referencs to the confensional basis and re-
Jation to the Joint Sync;d.“"é In 1840 :l.ﬁ Zanesville, the
new inglishe-speaking synod reselved to expuryge the articles
laying thelr confessional basias, and thet tho syncd

wb?

"Should be free and independent of 21l others, This

resolution was opposed by "but one loud dissenting

b3rnid,, p. 107.
khivid., p. 108,
#51bid., p. 112.
broc, gie.
4700, cit.
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voice,nhd This Body became known as the Ragt Chio Synod
and united with the fieneral Jynod. NHowever, Pastors
Charles Henkel, James Manning, ¥, (reenwald, Joseph &,
Roof, end i. Barthalomew reorgsnized and remained with
the Joint Synod of Chio.%?

The Tennessee Synod was formed during a decade whe:
only 6,761 German immigrants came to imerica,?? Its
formation was a2 result of an open mapture in the Horth
Carvlina Synod due to difi‘erenlcea in doctrine and prt-e-r
tice. The new group, having leoft the convention of the
Hortk Carsiina Synod in Lincolnton, met in Solomon's
Churck, Cove COresek, Green County, Tennessse on July 17,
1820 "o organize & conference or synod in accordsnce
with the teachings, doctrines, and policy of the Word of
God, as set forth in the Confessions of the Evangelical

adl

Lutheran Church. To carry out thelr purpose they in-

cluded the requiremont in their constitution that Pall

h87bid., p. 113.

49u0c. cit. |

*OFerm, op. eit., p. 117.

51lienkel, Socrates; History of the elical Lu-
theran Tenneségo Synod lﬂw Harﬁa%'g %’?&nia: Henkel and

Co., Printers and shers, 18903. Ps 2k.
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teachers will promize to teach according to the llord of
God, the jlugsburg Confessicn, and the doctrines of our
Church,"9?

The sincerity of the doetrinul position of the men
organizing the church is illuatrated by their stand wheén
%ttempts viere made teo heal the breach with North Carolina.
vhen Ueorge Goodman of Lorth Carolina asked them to give
a majority opinion, they replied, in the October convention
of 1622, that as the Bible is the only rule and standard
of doetrine and éhurch discipline, and as the Augsburg
Confession is ¢lear and correct, therefore the majority
heve no right to make decislons which are contrary to the
aforementioned standard.’>

Shortly after the break, the Reverend Uavid Moser
of North Carolina tried to interest the Tenncasee fiynod
in healing the breach with Horth Carolina. In 1824 three
geparate petitions were presented to the Tennessee Synod
requesting that they state publicly the differences in
doctrine betweem them and North Carolina. These petitions
camne {rom Philadelphia congregations, lincoln Gounty,
ﬁorth Carolina; Pastor loser's congregation and Saint

521pid., p. 32
531bid., pp. 51 f.



17

John's Church of Lincoln County, Horth Garollna.sl’
Tennessee appointed a conmittee to collect the writings
of the.two parties and place the conflicting doctrines
opposite to each other.’® Furthermere, 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."56

Again in 1825 nine persons had presented a memorial
to the effect that if it were possible to effect a re-
union with North Carolina without compromising doctrine,
such steps should be vakeno 2! In answer to that request,
the synod proposed to repeat the offer which had been made
the previous year 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 Carolina Synod. This would be done in such a manner

sh3p1d., p. 63.
55Ibid., pe 6k.
561b1d.; pe e
57]51_:1_9_., pe 66,
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that "The audience that may assemble at the time and place,
may  form their views relative to ths differences, and that
the arguments on both sides may afterward be jgmbl:l.s}_xed.“58
‘The synod made several attempts to meet with the North
Carolina ministers in 1825 and 1826, but all attempts
faiiede Then a committce was appdintad. They selected a
meeting place, Crgan Church, Rowan County, Horth Carolina

6,59 but none of the North Carolina

60

on Hovember L, 182
ninisters attended, it was reported in 1828,
These first attempts to re-unite with.lorth Carolina
seemed to set the pattern of all union efforts of the
Tennessee Synod for the period under consideration.61 When
she saw that the Pennsylvania Ministerium had left the
General Synod in 1823, the Tennessee convention resclved
to send an inguiry sbout the doctrine of Pennaylvania.62
The doetrinal inquiry was repeated in 1825, and a committee

was appointed to follow through on thsa matter.63 Finally

Loc. cit.

$91bid., p. 70.

60rp14., p. 72.

61geve and Allbeck, op. eit., p. 66.
%24enkel, op. git., pP. 59 £

631b14., B 66.
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someone asked them for their opinion on all major denomina-
tions uniting. In answer the convention of 1841 resclved
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-
bllity, & union was entirely impractical, and it would
prove ﬁdetrinental to the true interests of the Redeemer's
Kingdom, and endanger the civil and religious liberties of
our happy country.“eb

The 1848 convention advised the Synod of Western
Virginia that although Tennessee would be most happy to
have all the synods which call themselves Lutheran 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 .65 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 ﬁbdy did not
stand entirely by the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, nor

did it require its members to do 50.66

6h1n1d,, pp. 101 £.
651b1do’ po u9' .
66yeve and Allbeck, Op Git.,.Pe 66.
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But noting in September 1848 that there was a German :
Evangelical Lutheran Synod in Missourl, "Which is devoted
to the promulgation and defense of the primitive doctrines
and usage of the Iutheran Church,” Tennessee rejoiced and
hailed the appearance of Der Luthﬂ'aner.é'?

Like the Chio Synod, the Tennessee Synod also dis=-
approved of revivals and the revival tendencies, ealfl.ad
the "new 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 lancaml:ie!:'a."(‘g

Tennessee made the contribution of authorising am
English translation of the Book of Concord. It was to be
printed by Doctor S, G. Henkel, This permission was given
in 1845. In 1851 Doctor Henkel reported that the book was
completed and ready for delivery.69 The comm;lttee had not
made a thorough study of the tramslation, but the committee
members expressed their confidemce that, in kaepi.ns wvith

67“@1'191.22. _E_!P_o’ Pp. 114 £,
681p4d., p. 161.
%1big., p. 126,
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tha quality of the w.ork previously supervised by the
lienkele, they could be certain of 1ts excellency through=
out70. The syned, therefore, highly recommended it to
all "who call themselves Ilutheran ministers throughout the
Iutheran Church, and the community in gmeral.“71 Thus
the Tennessee Synod was instrumental in bringing the com-
plate Lutheran Symbols into the language of the land and
into the hands of those who wers not able to use either
the Cermen or Latlin. !

The Norwegian Evangelical iutheran Church in America
was officially organized at the convention held at Luther
Valley Church, Rock Prairie Settlement, Wisconsin on
October 3-7, 1853. This successful attempt followed five
preliminary meetinge between 1849 and the aforementioned

date,. 72 It accepted the same doct.ri.nal73 and liturgical

701bid., p. 126,
P1big., po 127.

723, c. Ylvisaker, chief editor, Orace for Grac
(Manl;;to Minnesota: lutheran Synod Book Company, 1943),
PDe )

73The Scandinavian Churches adhere only to the
fugustana because they had no part in the 1580 doetrinal
controversies in Germany.
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basis and adopted the same customs as the mother church in
Horway.7h The new synod was quité hesitant about joining
with other groups and went to tﬁs 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,75
thus beginning a rather close association with the Misscuri
Synod,

£ number of the pastors west of the Allegheny Moun-
tains in Pennsylvanlia organized the Pittsburgﬁ Synod in
18#5.76 These men, who came from several different synods
took their action of organization with the intention of
insuring harmonious cooperation;77 The guiding syirit

in the organization and operation of this synod of

7“Ilvisaker, opes cite, Pe 47,
751bid., p. 69.

76Tha writer has no definite information,regarding
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-
requisite for membership ig.gge gieeiconferegcﬁ:. 1Pa§§§Z
vant did so in the pages o e Missionary o y 1, 5
Page 54 and November 12, 1857, page . :

77 i
Hen ster Jacobs, A History of the Evidngelica
Lutheran cﬁgfgg in the United States (New YogEir”EEhrIas_

Scribner's Sons, 1899), p. 386. '
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young men was W. A, Passavant, editor of The !l!i.szed.c:m_a_u.78
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 Misslssippi Valley and from
Canada to Texas.79
The final synod which we shall discuss is the
fmtheran Church - lMissouri Synod.so This one, too, had
come into being only shortly before the first meeting of

the Free Conferences. The Missourl Synod was organised
in 184751 largely through the efforts of the Saxons who .
had immlgrated to Missouri under the leadership of Martin
Stephan in 1839.

The confessional stand of the synod was well knowmn
in America because of the strong stand taken by Professor

78jeve and Allbeck, op. cit., pe 77s
79Jac°b9’ op. giﬁ., P 386.
8D'.l?hi.s synod was organized as "Die deutsche Ev. Luth,

Synode von Missouri, Ohio u. a. Staaten.” It is herein-
after called the Missouri Synod.

8lyeve and Allbeck, op. cit., p. 9l.
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C. 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 I-utherans.sz

Some Inter-Synodical Relations

In 1851 a letter was presented to the Tennessee Synod
convention through the Ohio Synod delegate to the afore-
nentioned synod. This letter, written by Professor Rey-
nolds, “expressed a desire to see a closer and more effi-
cient union between the Tennesse and Ohio Synods, which
have the same doctrinal l:m\aii.s.“83 The Tennessee Symod
acted favorably on the suggestion by resolving to proposs
any plen further than sending delegates to each other. The
synod further repeated her recommendstion to her own clergy
to make use of the Chio Synod publications, the Lutheran
Standard end the Evengelical Review " Again in the 1855
Tennessee Synod Convention the Reverend C. Splelmann,
president of Capital Un:l.vers:l.ty 5. Columbus, Chio, was in-
troduced to Synod and invited to a seat and vote.85 And

82100. clt.
83Henkel, op. cit., pp. 125 f.
8h1vid,, p. 126.

8511:;&.. pe 142, |
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the Reverend J. P, Cline, of the Virginia Synod, was in-
vited to a seat as an advisory memhem86

The Missouri Synod had also appointed delegates,
Pastors Theodore Brohm and A. Hoyer, to the 1853 con-
vention of the Tennesseec Synod. But the two pastors wrote
a letter to Temnessee voicing thelr regrets that they wers
unable to attend the meet:l.ngos" 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 8t. Louis in 1854. They promised such delegates

a friendly and hospitable ::'et::el;vt:l.t:m.-38 Pastors Brohm aad
Hoyer also expressed the hope that the next Temnessee
Synod convention would be held at a place more easily
accessible to the Missouri Synod representattves.sg The
Reverend A. Biewend 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,
vhereupon the Tennessee Convention resolved to express |
thelr appreciation to the Missouri Synod and to appoint

86!._29_. eit,
37@_13.. p. 140,
881pid., pp. 140 £.
891b4d,, p. 140
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de He MOBaGr &8 delegate t0 the next sossion of the
ﬁissouri_&ynoﬁ.go

The Fissouri Iynod was disapnainted that Pastor J. He
Hoser could not attend the 1854 convention of Missouri and
resolved to send Pastor T. J, Brohm of Hew York to the next
convention of Tennessee.gl The Reverend Drohm dld attend
the Tennessee convention in 185, and Tennessee appointed
two return delegates Lo cultivate a mwore intimate ac-
quaintance and & clogser union.”

“he deolegates which the Tennessea Synod appointed
%o the other synods were more than good will ambaszadors.
They also came Lo ask guestions and to become hetter ac-
quainted with their hoste. In 1856 Fastor J. R, Hoser

asked tha Missouri Synod to explain thelr method of

9°:rbid. , pe 137.
91,

cdal-Hericht der deutschen Ev. Luth. Synode von
ﬂ.auouri EI U. a. aﬁ%m a 'x;!é _Lﬁ gecond Lai=
tion. !5t. ulss (gﬁiﬁ%?ﬁ!" Synode von Rissouri,
Ohio u. 8. Stoaten 291,

--.....—-"

9%Henkol, op. cit., o5 1

P AL RSP T W B S RS




27
colebrating the Lord's 5upper.93
Tenmessee sent her delsgates to numerous synods. I
1857 they appeint Pastor He Goodmen to the Eastern Dige
trict Synod of Chio; Pastor J, K. Hancher to the Westemrn
Blstrict Synod of Chio; Pastor J. Stirewalt to the Joint
Synod of Chio; Pastor i. J. Frown to the Pennsylvania

Synod; and the Reverend J. R. Hoser to the Misgsouri -‘:‘iymd.g'*

Similar appointments were made in 1858 with the exception
that, there was a delegate sent to the Weatern Diatrict of
the Missouri Synod, since the body met in districts that
year.gs
Chio Synod, in exchanging delegates with the cther

egynods we have mentioned was alsoc meking a bid for church

£ 2 (zg“lé!ircg%gch-Zeit;;eaehieht.liehes,“ Lehre und Kehre,
5 .

it ap;':eara to have been the policy to mark all are
ticles sent in or contributed to Lehr %nLd Wehre. It was
done with a notation immediately Tollowing the title of
the article, hence the writer will assume, in the b:g{ of
tho thegis, that ummarked articles were written or ted
by Walther until his resignation in February, 1859.

gkﬂmkﬂl. Op. ﬁo. Pe 149,
95M0| De 156.
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union, however she insisted on "one confession., This cone
foosion « . . moot unequivocally expressed in her symboli-
cal ‘m:mkts."g6 :

The Thio Syncd was interested also in promoting good
ralations between the other synods. 3he noted with regret
the difficulties between Missouri and Buffale., 1In the
Uhio convention of September 1856, she plended that more
brotherly relationa might be sought by both parties with

all their mi.g;,ht.97 She felt that unity between the churches

was much more important than winning a fight. FKowever,
she alsc knew that Lrotherhood could be eatablished only
through agreement on doctrine. She reminded Buffalo that
as long as she condemned, slandered, and perverted the
lutheran doctrine, there wes no possibilicy of uni.cm.g'e

The Definite Platform Appears

The influx of the Usrman lemigronts was felt also in
the General Synod by an increased demand for confesslonal-
icm. Those who were not in sympathy with the confessicns,

96Sheatsley, op. git., p. 160,

97nvermiachte kirchliche Nachrichten,” Lehrs und
Wehre, IT (1856, 379

981h1dl. Pe 3800
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noted that they would have to take some action to stem
the tlde within their general body. Tha Reverend 3. W.
Harkey, Prof'sacor H. L. Baugher, and Doctor Benjomin Kurtz
made an atteapt in 1844, as a committee, when they gave
& report that they regarded the Symbolical Booke as "good
and useful oxhibitions of truth, but « « « NOL o « »
binding on the conscience, except as far as they agree
with the word (pig] of God 197

These commitiee members were concerncd about the
change which wae taking pliace eenfessionally within thelr
vody. They had become uzed to confessional laxity like
that exhibited by F. He Cuitman. Uoctor Cuitman stated in
his catechis:m that doctrines ars set forth on the basis of
their rationality, and he used Seripture passages "only as
they can be made to conforas to this teaﬁ."wo

The first meeting of the mother synod of the Socuth was
held jointly with the Eplscopalians. Thelr first constie-
tution made no reference to, nor did it in any way imply
adhersnce to, tha Augsburg Confassion. Ot

ggFm’ Sn. m.. Po 165-
1001_&&4-. De 25,

101!M.d.. P. 30.
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The General Synod was formed by soﬁe of the nominal
Lutheran bodies in an attempt to save the /American
Lutheran churches from complete disruption and amalgama-
tion with the !1‘.91‘0:‘!.\1@(1..m2 So it served in a way to bring

more confessional conaciouane51°3 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.lok‘
But a new trend was beginning.

Two synods with a very liberal background, New York
and Pennsylvania, authorized work on a common liturgy
with Chio, a much more conservative synod, taking this
action in 1842,19° By 1851 the German Pemnsylvania Minis-
terium recommended the Lutheran Standard to its fr:lenda.:"o6
énd when the Pennsylvania Ministerium rejoined the General

Synod in 1853 it did so entertaining the

102yeve and Allbeck, Op. cit., p. 85.
103Ferm, op. cit., pp. 3k f.
10kzpia., p. 39.

1051b1d., p. ik,

1061p3d., p. L45.
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views of the fundamental doctrines of the gospvel
as these are expressed in the Confessional writings
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, a§87aapecia11y
irn the Unaltered lugsburg 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
Gvangelicel Lutheran f.‘vhurch.ms

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. S. Schmucker were waging a losing battle.log
But they were determined to make a final desperate try to
turn the trend. ‘ ?’

5
Early in September, 135?, s many of the leading minis-
ters connected with the General Synod received a forty-two

1071p1d., pp. 146 f.

1084351ph D, Spaeth, D. Wilhelm Julius Mann, ein

dg% ch-%gi%ig her Theologe (Reading, Pemn.: Pilger-
uce asmd ung, c. Pe ﬁeoi.o = = ;
1

ogl.uther A. Weigle, in a "Foreword" to Vergilius

Ferm's The Crisis in Ameri%g Lutheran Theology (New York:
The Century E'o'., 1 s Do 1X.
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page booklet, published by Miller and Burlock of Philae
delphia. It contained neither tho names of the writers
nor who had suthorized its distribution. It was entitled,
Definive Platform, doctrinal amd digcivlinerian, for Evan-
gelical iuthersm Distrdct Svnods, constructed in accordance
wich the prineiples of the Gensral _m__lm There was no
explanation excopt that the recipient should look at the
pamphlet and if he desired to keep the wpy, send twenty=-
five conts to the printer. If he did not want it; he was
directed to return the pemphlet,.lll

The Definite Platf{orm was chiefly a revision of the
imagsburg Confespion. The primary chenges were the omige
gion of five teachings, vhich the authors considered errors.
The following are the five, as noted by John &. Forris:

The only errors contained in the Gonfessioms (which

are all omitted in this Recension) are--

1. 7he approval of the ceramonies of the mass.

« Private confession and absolution,.

3. UDenlal of the divine obligation of the Christian
Sabbath,

k. Baptismel flegemeration.

5. The real presence of the Body and Blood of the
Saviour in the Bucharist,

110jonn G, Morrls Years nist
(Ba%%more. Frinted ﬂ;r ﬁ uthor #’ g !%751,
Pe °

Urog. cit.
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With these few exceptions we retain the entire iugse

ggggrggg{::figE! 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. Schmucker acknow-
ledged having prepared it with Benjamin Kurtz.113 This
admission appeared in the Qbserver of December 7, 1855.11k
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, 17

11271pi4., p. 338.

113Ferm, op. cit., p. 308,

11419;2., pp. 269 f.

110yeve and Allbeck, op. cit., p. 95,
uéFerm, op. cit., p. 187.

1171p14., p. 188.
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The other authors alsc stated that they rejected cll the
cther Symbolical bocks except the Augsourg cwfaeﬁion.ne
Schmucker contended that all five of the doctrines
of the lugshurg Confession which they considerad incorrect
wers non-funﬁa.mmtal.llg The following was his definigion
of a fundemental doctrine:
A fundmental doctrine of Scripture is one that is
regarded by the great body of evangelical Christians
as essential to salvation, or cssential to the
gystem of Christianity; so that he wvho rejects it

cannot be saved, nelther be regarded_as a believer
in the system of Christian doctrine.i20

With thie interpretation, Schmucker did not feel that he
had gone too far afield, despite his acknowledgment .t.hat.
he had departed from the views of Luther and the early

lutheran divines on such doctrines as the Lord's Supper

end baptism.lal

fict nearly so mild mannered as 5. S, Schamucker was
his co-liberal , Benjamin Eurts. He had shown his theo-
logical thinking frecly through the pages of the Observer,
vhich he edited.’®® He exhibited his colar especially in
his pamphlet, "ihy Are You a Lutheran?” in which he

L85hid., p. 192,

2197p34., p. 301.

1201,_“&. cit.

1213bid., pe 307.

1225eve and Allbeck, 9p. €lt., P« 76.
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acintained that it was & luthoran principle "not to exact
uniformity in minor points.“ms in this work, he also

denied the real presence in the lLord's Supper by stating,
“the bread and wine remain unéhau{»;ed."lz"

turts loved controversy and readily detected weak
points in the argumant of Opponents.laf’ In 1857 Doctor
Walther noted that Rurtg, in his ignorance of the confes-

sions, was trying to diract the hatred of others against

126

the coneervatives. #hen he was unsuccessful at pare

suading oven his own synod to adopt the Befinite Platform,

he took the lead, in 1857, in forming a new one, the

ielanchthen Synod.t?7 fio finally resigned the editorship

of the Cbserver in 1858 .123 The immediate reason for his

regignation has not beoen determined by the writer.

123verm, op. cite, pe 159.
12L3bide, pe 1604
125310!‘!‘13' ob. 9_1_!3_-, pPs 137,

126w4rehlich-Zedtgeschichtliches,” Lehre und Wehrs,
113 (1857), 190. PR

la”?ﬁﬂ.. 9_2- &!-io; Poe 336.

123"E1reh11ch-Zeitgesehichunchen o Lehre und iehre,
Iv (1858), 64,
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Reactions to the Definite Platform

Une 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 vehémently in the
Observer. There "ought to be an antidote to the Observer
somewhere,™ he wrote.129

Charles Porterfield Krauth led the Pittsburgh Synod,
of which he was a member, in rejecting the Platform at the
convention in May 1856.130 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.13l By 1866,
however, he completely endorsed the stand of requiring
exactness in doctrine,.l32

The first pamphlet which was written in opposition to
the Definite Platform came from the pen of the Reverend

129Ferm. Op. 2!-20. p. 270,
1301p34,, p. 312.

131p, Bente, American Lutheranism, II (St. Louis:
Concordia Publiaﬁing House, 1919), P. 18z,

132100, cit.
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N. J. Hoffman, It appeared in Janusry 1856 and was en-
titled, The Broken Platform; or, A Brief Defense of Our
Symbolical Books Against Recent Charges of Alleped
Eg;ggg-lBs The pamphlet was generally considered poorly

written and it falled to impress either side of the con- °
t.rovarsy.lsh
The really substantial opposition to the Definite
Platform from within the General Synod came from W, d.
dann, a man who had come to America from Germany and,
in 1845, had begun his ministry in the Reformed church-.us
In 1850 he was called as assistant pastor to Doctor C. R.
Denme at Saint HMichael'!s and Zion Lutheran Church in
Philadelphia ,136 since he had indicated that he was no
longer satisfied by serving in the Reformed church.137
Even Doctor Schmucker had to admit that the forty-six
page pamphlet published by Pastor Mann agalnst the

Definite Platform was a truly Christian and gentlemanly

133Ferm. oo. git., p. 280,

Phroe, ctt.
1355])&81}11, op. EE.' Pe 32,

lssIbigo, Pe 127.

13711:1;., Pe k6.
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work.138 Mann 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 (Lutheran) Church of the United States.l39

In it he charged the writers of the FPlatform with
trying to remove the historically doctrinal b_as:ls 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

dMann took each of the points of the Augsburg Coniession
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 iugustana does
not "show approval of the ceremonies of the mass .‘“1"‘1 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.li2

In his argumentation on the Christian Sabbath, he

138Ferm..22- cit., p. 287,
1391_%‘1., p. 286,
1401pid,, p. 248.
1hl1pid,., p. 290.

U200, oit,
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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 examplesl#3 of the apostles vere
not :I.nsp!.red.l‘*"' 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 [8ic] example" in observing the day of the

Lord's resurrection as a day of special religious igg-

vocation "is obligatory on Christlans of all ages.
jiann 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
dr:ty.]'l"6

However, ‘on the Sacraments the Augsburg Confession
and the Definite Platform had very marked differences. The
Platform denied the ‘ords of Scripture and the writers
maintained that doctrines surrounding the Sacraments are

of a non-fundamental nature. "Here, surely, is an issue,®

1431talics thosé of Mann.
J-"‘*F'ex-m, op. cit., p. 290.
1"5_1_1:;9_., pp. 306 £,
1b1pid., p. 292

it |
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Mann alsax:l.cl.:!“""‘7 The Augustana is, and ever shall be cor-
1:«?.4:‘!:]""8 because Jesus'! words mean exactly what they say.
ithen Jesus says to His disciples, "This is my blood,"™ then,
“shis is my blood.v |sic) 149 Mann felt that it was strange,
indeed, that the authors of the Platform felt so strongly
about the Christlian Sabbath, yet were so shallow on the
Sacraments .15 0

In 1857 Pastor Mann wrote an essay entitled, "Luther- |
anism in Ameriea,"lsl in vhich 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 Schomcker, whom
he calls "Know=-nothings.® The right wing is the confession=-
al group of Lutherans in America examplified by #issouri
and Buffalo.153 jpng desplte the fact that lMann belonged to

a synod which he called the center group because they

U71vid., p. 293.
UBroc, cit.
14910¢c. cit.
1501bid., p. 29k.

151y, 4, Mann, "Lutheranism in America™, Lehre und 1
Wehre, III, (1857), 123. ‘

152100, eit.

153100, cit.



41
wanted to tread between the two extremes, his sympathies
were with the Missouri Synod.l1%% and later in life,
Doctor Mann became a very strong defender of the Confes-
sional writinga.lss '

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 Ceneral 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
1t,156 1180 in 1856 the Alleghany Synod adopted the
doctrine, but rejected the Platform.t?7 The East Pennsyl-
vania Synod rejected the Platform already in September,
.'1.355.]'5s Marylend had a resolution on the floor to oppose
the Platform but the secretary falled to record whether
this synod, to which Kurtz belonged at the time, passed

15h1pid., o 12ks
155gpaeth, op. cit., pP. 98.
156]?9!‘0!. op, eit., p. 318,
1571vid., pe 320
153;_5&9_,, pp. 236 £.
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the resolution in 1355.159
The Hartwick Synod drew up its own doctrinal declarae-

tion in preference %o the Platform for reasons of its cwn. 160

In 1855 the Virginia Synod condemmed the document ,161 and

Lkorthern Iliinols added 1tes rejection in .1856.]'62 Although
“estern Virginia hesrtily agreed with the doctrine of the
“latform the synod unanimously condemned it in 1356, Le-
cause "It is deprecating for a cmt,roveray.“laa florth Caro-
lina Syncd voted that there be no new doctrinal statements
ané no chenged reguirements {rom those held by the gemeral

body . 154 Wost Penmnsylvamia, which had Schmucker within its
membership, warned against the Definite Platform in 1855.165
The German Pennsylvania FHinisterium rejected the motherlsss
document and asked that the other synods be warned against
it. She encouraged all to remain loyal to the Unaltered

Augsburg confession.166 “lami agreed with the doctrin_e.

1591uid., p. 255.

160yeve and Allbeck, op. git., p. 99.
161perm, ope chte, PPe 247 £.
1621vid., p. 320.

163;\3_12., p. 316,

16h1p3d., p. 321.

1651p4d., pps 242 £.

1661b1d,, pp. 310 £.
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but rejected the Definite Platform in 1856.167 4s early

as 1855 the English District of the Joint Synod of Chio

rejected the document, in the form of a solemmn px'c:ﬂ;esis.:"f'8

The synods which were favorably disposed towards the

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

vittenberg Synod, a district synod of Chio;l70 the English
Synod of Ohio in 1855;171 and the Central Pemnsylvania
Synod in 1856,172 However, Gentral Pennsylvania “ad such
an internal disturbance thereafr.er that the. president
called a special meeting the same year to clarify their
action on the Platform.l?3 :

" It became evident that the Definite Platform 1nci€éd
people to action, but generally not favorable towa:;dé\phe
document. A growing confessional consciousness was de_‘;:'{‘g-_

nitely on its way up in America and the proponents oft * ..

1678eve and Allbeck, op. git., P+ 99.
168rerm, op. git., pp. 264 £.°

169nyorwort =u Jahrgang 1856 ," Lehre und h‘ehrd\, \;[I\
(1856), 3.

1705eve and Allbeck, 9pe cit., P« 99

171wyorwort ‘su Jahrgang 1856," Lehre und iehre, IE
'(1856), 3.

172F°m' 9op. ﬂ!'! ps 309.
1731bid., pp. 316 £.
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liberalism became increasingly unpopular. But they did not
give up easlly. Even a native Lutheran preacher from Colume
bus, Texas, a Mister Scherer, complained to Kurtz of the
growing number of confessional clergymen in his state.17h

Schmucker noted in the Observer of December 21, 1855
that the Evangelical 253;53175 had taken a stand against
the Platform.176 Also the Hew York Lutheran Herold pro=
claimed that treason had been committed against the hig-
toric Symbols of the church. Schmucker branded the writers
as “foreigners" who did not know how "to appreciate the libe
erties of ‘merica, either civie or religioua."177

Walther noted that with the exception of the QObserver,
‘the Lutherische Kirchenbotel?8 of Gettysburg and the Evan-
gelical Lutheranl?9 of Springfield, there was no official
publication of. any Lutheran synod which recommended the

17hwgirchllch-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Hehrs,
III, (1857), 61. T v A et

175Founded in 1849 by Prof. i. M. Reynolds then of
Pennsylvania College. It existed within the General Symod.

176Fem, op. eit., p. 276«
17T10c. cit. '

1780¢ the Gemeral Synod and under the same influence
as the Observer.

179The.period1eal was influenced by Sprecher and was
published by S. W. Harkey.
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Platform. All other leading publications opposed 11;.180
And, certainly, those edited by him in the lMissouri 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 1856 he called the docu=~

ment a dark cloud, hanging over the horizon of American

Lutha'an:lsm.lsz

%hen the Definite Platform rather divided the General

Synod than helped unite her, and 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.183 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 Wmd of God as thzﬂ

only mle of faith and practice gzmental
agreecment with the Augsburg conf‘ess:lon.

L-.,-

180nyorwort su Jshrgang 18560 Lehre und Wehre, II.
(1856), 3.

1811pid., pp. 3 £.

1821'00. _4.

183Ferm, op. cit., pp. 295 f.
1841p4d. ; ppe 312-3L.
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Schaucker wae 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 agre.temeni;.:"85 But later he decided that
he was not obligated to silence except in the church peri-
odical. He felt the need of answoring Doctor Mann'ts
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, dAmerican Lutheranism Vindicated; Or, Examination
of the Luthcran Symbols, on Certain Toplics: Including a
Reply to the Plea of Rev. 4. J. Menn,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

1851bid,, pps 295 f.
1861vid., p. 300.

1871pid., pe 33ks
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one who was convinced of this.lsa

Finally in 1864 a document known as the Pittsburgh
igreement ,189 drawn up by Charles Porterfield Xrauth,
was adopted by the General Synod. This agreement repudi=-
aged the doctrines of £, S, Schmucker ,190 thus under-
scoring the contention of many that Schmucker had acted
most unwisely, even for his own interests. Ilie defeated
his own purpose by the manner in which the Uefinite Plat-
form was distributed., He turned people against it who
would have subscribed to its doctrine. After this set-
back liberal ®imerican Lutheranism" never rallied there-

after,191

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

1897erm, op. cit., pp. 312 £f,
This document is not to be confused with the "Pittsburgh
Agreement™ of the twentieth century.

19°Ferm, op. cit., pp. 340 £,

191yeigle, op. cit., p. ix.



CHAPTER IIX
THE CONFERENCES
Preparatory LEvents

The conservative Lutheran theologlans of /merica 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
oppoeition 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.

Ce Fo W, Walther, for one, was filled with joy and hope

that thers might soon be a united Lutheran Church in imerica.l
The 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-
feran?es of 1856-1559,“ Concordia Theological Monthly, XV
194%), 533.
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In Europe a kind of gathering had been instituted,
in which people came together for the sole purpose of

k’}.'-,fa, g
discussing the content of the Augsburg Confession.? "oy,

L

Walther concluded that 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 & notice in Lehre und liehre suggesting that such
confeerences 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.
EIndorsements came to encourage such conferences. In
March Lehre und Wehre carried an endorsement by a person
identified as h. B.” This men 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.6 He, as an indivigual,

24, A, Passavant, "Free Conferences,®™ Missionary, iIX
(May 1, 1356)’ S5k

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

broc. cit.

5The writer is of the impression that the article was
written by A. Biewend of the Missouri Synod.

6A. B., "Eine Frele Conferenz," Lehre und Wehre, II
]

(1856), 8. _
{lflilvb( ?:-: (7 43
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was convinced that a free conference of the nature sﬁg—
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 pubi:lshed the first
appéal for such a conference. This appeal bore the sig-
natures of four men besides VWalther. The four, all
pastors in St. Louis, were, F. Vyneken, G. Schaller, F.
Buenger, and A. Biewend. /nd each of them suggested that
Columbus, Chio be used for the meeting ;:.lauze..8

The second appeal, identical to the first, was

7Ibid¢, Pe 8‘}"5- \

8wpufruf,® Lehre und Wehre, C. F, W, Walther, editor
e Lo (] . [}
II (1856), 186 &, The following is the text: :

Aufruf zu einer allgemeinen Conferenz aller Luther-
aner, Welche die ausburgsche Confession als das Bekenntnis
ihres Glaubens anerkennen.

"Die Unterszeichneten, Prediger der evangelisch-
lutherischen Kirche in den Vere:ln:ften Staaten, lassen in
der Ueberzeugung, dasg die Einigkeit und das Wohl unsers
lutherischen Zion durch den freien Austausch von Ansichten
ueber dle verschiedenen Interessen unserer Kirche in
diesen Lande unter im Glauben einigen Bruedern kraeftig
wird befoerdert werden, hiemit eine tinla an alle
Glieder der evangelisch-lutherischen Kirche in den Verein-
igten Staaten ergeben, welche die unveraenderte ausburgsche

Confession fww des
goettlichen tes anerkennen, mit ihnen in einer freien

und brueder en Conferens ueber die gegenwaertige Lage
und Beduerfnisse der Kirche in Amerika, in der Stadte- °
Mittwochs den 1, October d. J. susammensutreffen."
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published one month later and had a total of twenty-five
signatures attached. (Thia included the five which ap-
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 Missourl Synod. And thirty-four more men signed an
identical petition in iugust, dividing thelr place preier-
ences among the same four places suggested in July.lo

The fourth and final appeal was published in Septenm=
ber, with ;welve 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 praferre& Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; seven
chose Cincinnatl, Ohio; and two requested New larket,
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

F

mpugrue,” Lehre und Wehre, IT (1856), 216 £,
10nsufruf,” 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 friandly
church periodicals.ll 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 yhé city which might be selected as the conference
site. By doing so, the conference members would not have
to walt for an invitation from any group, but could select
the most suitable place for thenselves,12

A member of the Ohio Synod expressed hls joy in-tha
pages of the Lutheran Herold. He said that it was such a
good thing for the members of the rechegleubigen Synoden

to gather and interchange ideas and share experiences with
one another. They could do so at a Free Conference,13

But there were also some words of a di;ferent nature,
In an article entitled "Free Conferences,™ in the May 1,
1856 issue of the Missionary, Passavant stated that he had

ll"Vorschlag in Betreff der allgemeinen lutherischen
Conferenz," Lehre und Yehre, II (1856), 185 f..

12Loc. cit.

13“Eine'Allgemeine Conferenz der lutherischen Prediger
in America," Lehre und Wehre, II (1856), 149.
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also had the opportunity to be in CGermany when a free con-
i‘erencg was held. At that conference, fxe said, there were
people even of different denomination, diseusa_ing the
Augsburg Confession. Passavant thought that such confer-
ences cimld also serve as & pattern for 4merica. ind he
stated that if the Americans hoped t.o' have fruitful confer-
ences, they would not limit their attendance to such as
subscribed to the Augsburg Confession .14 :

A supporter of Walther's plan defended the churchman's
position by noting that much more can be accomplished by
brothers vho are united in one house of faith énd stand
together against the outside.l® If others ati:mded, such
proximity would be lost.

But the editor of the Missionary did not let his ideas
drop very easily. In October 23, 1856 he suggested that
the next October there might be a free conference held at
Reading, Pennsylilran:la in the éame week as the General

1hpagsavant, op. cit., pPe She

15'?!)13 allgemeine Conferenz .u:nd. d& Hisgongg.“
Lehre und Wehz]:lef IT (1856), 183 £f. ;
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Syncd. At this conference all those who were pastors or
members of any Lutheran church would be welcome.16 He
was apparently convinced that something might be done to
form a larger organic union of Lutherens 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.l7 Hence there was no point in getting
together with those who are admittedly not of the same falth,

Soon after the pleas for the Free Conference began to
be published, the South conference of the East Chio i):lstrict
of the Joint Synod of Ohio resolved that they would be un-
able to attend su.eh a conference because:

(). 1Lip service and paper endorsement of the'm'lgs-
burg Confession were common in America, but not a true
acceptance of the symbols.

(2). The call to the conference did not memtion any
Symblos except the Augustana.

: 16"Vem:lschte kirchliche Nachrichten,® Lehre und
Wehre, II (1856), 380.

17"Un:loniat:l.sehe Werktaetigkeit," Der Lutheraner
(1857), 53.
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{3). The Zouth conference was of the opinion that
the uffalo Synod would be excluded from the conferences.
ind all such &s accepted the confessions should have been
permitted to take par!'..ls

“althsyr ansvered the objactiocns of the conference in
Der Luthersner. In substance, these sre nls answers:

{1). %he fact that there was an insincare acceptance
of the lugsburg Confession in imerica did not militate
against the purpeose of the Free Conferance.

{Z). iny person who consciencicusly rejected a doc-
trine taught in any of the dymbolical books, could not
give as unqualified endorsement of the Augustana,

{3}« He could not determime why the Buffalo Syned
would be exoluded from the proposcd conference, unless she
would refuse to attend because iissourl were thore. if the
Hissourions were stonding in the way of a true Lutheran
union, then they would be most willing to stay away and

bear the shame of not being in the true union, ‘alther
concluded.t?

18¢yrtheil einer Conferens,” Der Luthersner, XII
(1856), 131,

191b4d., pp. 181 ££,
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The First Conference Results

The first Free Conference was held from the first to
the seventh of Cctober, 1856, at Trinity Church in Columbus,
Ohio, Walther reported that there were seventy-three per-
sons present, representing Ohlo, Pennsylvania, New York
and Missouri.?0 They had also received correspondence from
many within the aforementioned synods as well as from scme
in the Tennessee, Scandinavian,?l and Iowa®2? Synods.

The host pastor, F. ¥, Lehmann, a member of the Joint
Synod of Chio, opened the conference with a hﬂn, a prayer

ey —

and the confession of failth in the words of the ipostles'
Gf_e_gd. The conference immediately took note of the divided j
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 Jonferensz," Der Lutheraner, XIII
(1856), 33. e

2lwyermischte kirchliche Nachrichten," Lehre und
Wehre, II (1856), 348 f£.

22wDie allgemeine Conferens," Der Lutheremer, XIII
(1856), 33.




57
In the second session of the Free Conferemce, the

members decided to adopt a plan of reading an article from
the Augustana and then discussing it. ifter some prelimi-
nary exchange of ideas, the conference discussed the forward
to the fugsburg 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,23 as ths

conference proceeded with the discussion of the first

23'1‘he first noteworthy difference was voiced in the
discussion of the fifth article. The conference partici-
pangadrgeog?‘ized thag ;.l;ong thef:se%ves they genera]]gl]l.y r:- 129
garded Pred sgamt an arramt to be synonymous. t the A
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 porrigendl sacramenta.

After three sessions of dﬁcnssﬁg this difference,
it was moved to discuss the difference further when they
would come to article fourteen. Then the conference ;
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 .ugsburg Confession.
*iussug," Der Lutheraner, XIIXI (1856), 50 ff.
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seven articles.2l

2h1n the discussion of the seventh article they ob-
served that the "Church" described is one which has always
existed. For that reason the Lutheram Church is histori=
cally not identical with the “Christian Church." However
any church which is fully "the true church" must show Ghe
marks of the true church, which the ILutheran Church does
in its historical development. It is not identical with
"the Christian Church" because it has not always existaed
nor does it embrace 2ll believers. But since the Lutheran
Church confesses as the Christian Church has always cone
ggsseg, 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-
asuuch as the preaching of the VWord 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 recognlze the presence of the Church whsre
the Word and Sacraments arse 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 also 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
galvation to flee all false prophets.,

The conference agreed to the following in point of
cerecmonies, "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 lsad our Lutheran people
to them aggn still the matter is and always will remain
a matter of Christian freedom. « o o

E, L. Ilueker, "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 “a:l.nging.“25

After that first conference, walther. wﬁs_ very enthusli-
astlic about the venture. He said that all of those who were
there were secking God's will rather than their own, and
many were examples of Christian humili.ty.26 All discussion,
he said, was in the attitude of love and in the interest of
truth and peace and for the purpose of attalning true unity;
lie was aleo 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,
Wialther 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
opinion between those who came %o the confenér;ce, but after
they . gdt there and the members saw each oi_;hei- face to face,
many of the differences vanished and many misunderstandings

25"Auszug " Der Lutheraner, XIII (1856), 49-52.

26np1.e allgemeine cqnfarans,“ &r_ Lutheraner, XIII
(1856), 33. T T

27I.oc. cit.

28nyernischte kirchliche Nachrichten," Lehre und
Wehre, II (1856), 349.
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cleared up, he se::l,d.29 _1

The conference proved most encouraging for many parti-
cipants. Before the conference, they recognized that a
large segment of the Lutherans in fmerica had fallen prey
%o the spirit of laxity in doctrine. bBut at this confer=-
ence, it had become evident that those who attended had not
fallen intc that temptation. This knowledge strengthened
and encouraged those present. By their strengthening one
ancther thus, Walther was of the opinion that the partici-
vants 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. HNow they had found a possible an-
swer to their problem and they had taken the first step

0
in overcoming the aituat:l.on3 by making the beginning move

toward a confessional uni.on.31
Another of the men attending the conference from
Missourli was Doctor Gustav Seyffarth, who had just come

from Germany and accepted a post at Concordia Seminary.

2Jupie allgemeine Conferens," Der Lutheraner, XIII

3Ouyorwort su Jahrgang 1857," Lehre und Wehre, III
(1857), 1 £.

31!! w
Die allgemeine Conferenz," Der lutherpner, XIII
(1856), 3k. :
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Walther had a very high opinion of him, having known him
while they were both still in CGermany. 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.32

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 seecmed
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 Fres
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,

32;. F. W. Walther, Briefe von C. F. W. @alther, I
{St. Louis: GConcordia IguEIf'Efn-ﬂ'ouae, 19157, pp. {01-102.

33M:|.nutea of chobgi- 1% ’ 1236 Protokol;ﬂuch der St..
Louls Conferenz vom o tober 5% bis uum ; April

8 volume 18 in the archives O ntorIeil
Institute in St. Louis, lMissouri. -
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was hardly any larger at one time than this gathering.34
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 Observer3® found few favorable words about the
Frec Conference. Kurtz called the results poor and the
accomplishments meager.36

The Buffalo Synod said that she could not see any pur-
pose in the Free Conferences nor would she expect any good
%o 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 oxisted between her and the
Iissourl Synod. bBuffalo suggested that an uninterested
lutheran National Court be established in America to handle
all difficulties between synods, HNow, without even bothering
%0 answer Buffalo's proposal, Missouri had gone to the Fres
Conferences and put Ohio on the spot between the two con-

tending synods. Buffalo was certain, however, that God

3bwyermischte kirchliehe Nachrichten," Lehre und
Wehre, II (1856), 38l.

35The Lutheran Observer was editad Benjamin Kurts
of the General Synod. The periodical il hereinafter be
referred to as the Qbserver..

36"Varmischte kirchliche Nachrichten," Lehre‘__g
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would take care of the aitua;ion.37
This controversy was also noted by an outsider, who
had previously ealled both of the ccatending synods cone
fessional. loctor Mamn of the General Synod concluded,
however, that Missourl was not the guilty perty in the

dispute.33
The Second Conference

The second Free Lonference was in session frem Jctober
tuenty-ninth Shrough lovember fourth in 1857 &t the First
German Lutheran Church of Pittaburgh, ?ennﬁylvania.39 This
conference, 2lso, wos opened with 2 hysm and prayer by
Frofessor Lehmenn, the previous year's chairman. 7This time
the following synods were represented: OChio, sloven delee
gatea; Plttsburgh, five delegates; Tennessee, one dolegate;

Lhew York, threas delegates; lorvweglan Iutheran, two delegates;

37wg 1 pchlich-Zeitgaschicntliches," Lehre und Zehre,
III (1857), 127.

33"Hirchlich-ﬁaiugeschichtliches,“ Lehre und Wehre,
I11.(1857), 125,

395y going through the records of the charges of the
pastors who were members of the second Free Uonference,
and by eliminating men in this manner, the writer has come
to the conclusion that this conference was probably held
at a Fittsburgh fynod Church, despite the fact that no
Pittsburgh Zynod 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.
ifter a lengthy discussion of the ninth article of the
Augustana,ho a non-conference-member insisted that the
conference was daviétihg from its purpose and intent and
had begun condemning individuals. He sald that as soon
as they condemned anyone, they were acting as a synod and

were oppressing free thought. The conference answered the

401p the ninth article, the conference noted the
phrase "Baptism is necessary." Some concluded that this
would mean that Holy Baptism 1s a requirement to salvation.
In such & requirement, it condemned the anabaptists. But -
the point was made that the phrase does not refer to an
absvlute necessity, but rather, that such necessity flows
from the divine command to perform the divinely ordained
means.

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 Luthersner, XIV (1857), 81 f£f.
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objections! and then concluded its discussien 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.l"a

Reports of this Free Conference do not appear to be

4lIn substence the reply of the conference follows:

; l. 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 individual Christian and every Christian
group has the right to condemn 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 dedlt unjustly if it had
failed to condemn those who ope adhered to the Symbols,
but actually rejected some of thelr doctrines.

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

"Aussug," Der Lutheraner, XIV, (1857), 81 ff.

b2p00. ait.
b3npugsug," Der Lutheraner, XVI (1859), 10.
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ad but it is quite noticable that Walther, at

numerous,
least, was aware that confessionalism was gaining ground
among the participants and thelr neighbors. He began the
year 1858 in Lehre und Wehre by pointing ocut that it was
the duty of the confessional church to lead others into the

b4y, A, Passavent gave his impression of this Free
Conference in an article in the Missionary. Alth
Passavant was not a 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, 1ts being called primarily by the con-
servative Lutheran bodies of the west. The fact that it
was held in the east dld not deter the participants from
holding to thelr confessicnalism.

The dominating figure at the conference was Walther, .
of the Missouri Synod's Concordia College in St. Louis,

Hle held his position as a leader in the discussion by the
fact that he wvas a men 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
gound in their doctrine of Jjustification by faith, and all
the great doctrines of God's word [8ic] . 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 inslisted that to draw cutside
people into the conference and convince them of the correct-
ness of the Augsburg Confession, the canference would have
to broaden its membership to permit also such as did not
fully accept its teachings. it happened, he said all
were of the same opinion before they came,

W. A. Passavant, "The Recent Free Conference," The
Missionary, II (Nov. 12, 1857), 166.

\
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Word of God.'? Other synods metched 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 <=ase.l"6 And
in January of 1858, Walther noted that Tennessee was re-
moving her %splinters™ from her "body."w By May of that
year, Pastor H. Wetzel of Tennessee had drawm up a consti-
tution for Englishe-speaking congregations. This model re-
quired that the entire Book of Concord be accepted as
authoritative in doci'.r.l.ne."'g

k3vwyorvwort zu Jahrgang 1858 ," Lehre und Wehre, IV
(1858)), 1. e e

46wy rchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches,” Lehre und Uehre,

k7vgirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches,” Lehre und Wehre,
IV (1858), 28.

”SA portion of this constitution read as follows:

fSects 3. Our Congregation acknowledges

last, All the canonical books of the 0Old 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
of 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-
verslies are to be decided and regulated. Thsse are the
Three Chief Symbols, the unaltered Augsburg Confession, the
Apology of the same, the Smalkald Articles, Luther's Smaller
and Larger Catechism, the Fornula 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 mecting, the Wisconsin Synod, formerly an
unconfessional group, pledged herself to the Unaltered
lugsburg Confession wi._th “heért. and mouth,"? Thus the
confessional picture seemed to be changing so rapidly that :
Walther expressed surprise when the newly organised English v
District of Chio required only the Unaltered Augsburg Con-
fession as its doctrinal standard.’® To require more, had
been very unusual a few years before, even smong the con-
fossional bodies. But in 1858, Walther reminded the people
that anyone who carried the name "Lutheran" should certain-
ly belleve, teach, and confess in accord with Luther.?t

The Third Conference

Pastor H. C. Schwan announced that the third confer-
ence would be held at Zion Church?? in Cleveland, Chio, be=-
ginning August 5, 1858.%3 There were twenty-five repre-
gentatives from Missouri, sixteem from Chio, three from

h9ugirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre,
IV (1858), 285.

50wg4 rchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre,
IV (1858), 381. .

5l#Yorwort der Redaction," Der Lutheraner, XV (1853), 1.

: 52The writer is of the opiniom that this church was
Missouri Synod. e

534, o. Schwan, "Die allgemeine evan el:lseh_-élutherischb
Conferens," Der Iutheraner, XIV (1858), 167.
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New York, one from Tennessee and one unaffiliated member
present at the sessions.’k '

AfGer 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. Thersupon
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 .f.‘ash!.on.s 5 The conference then pro=-

cceded to discuss the eleventh and the twenty-ﬁfth56

54“Auzug 'n_llel Lutheraner, XV (1858) s 19.

- 55Ibid., p. 20. The reference from the second session
reads:

"Sie wolle die ungeaenderte augsburgsche Confession ge-
meinschaftlich lesen, um sich durch daran knuepfende, freie,
bruederliche Aussprache gegenseitig zu vergewissern, dassz
sie in ihren Gliedern im rechten Verstaendnisz derselben
Eines Herzems und Sinnes sei, und sich dadurch in der Einige-
keit des Glaubens su staerken.®

568:!.nce 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 :[n 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,

2. Uhy it was hig‘n:i rqgarded, ‘

3. Enumeration of sins is not necessary in confession,

L. Confession is a church .institution.

"Ausgug,” Der Lutheraner, XV '(1858), 19 f.
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articles before proceeding to the twelfth57 gng thir-
teenf.h58 articles of the Augustana. At the conclusion, the
conference held at Zion Lutheran Church of Columbus, Chio,
was closed in the customary manner.59

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
Syncd. And in January, a certain Anderson wrote a letter

571n the discussion of the twelfth article mote 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 Adam.
But the conference bemoaned the fact that the Law and
Gospel were currently bhelng confused by many and that too
little Gospel was being preached,

"iuszug," Der Lutheraner, XV (1858), 19 ff.

58Relative to the thirteenth article it was noted that
the Sacraments really and truly communicate God's grace to
those who use them. And the Sacraments are used in the
same manner as the Word wakens and requires falth to work
for salvation, the Sacraments arse 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, -
“Auszug,"” Der Luthersner, XV (1858), 27 ff.

59Ibid., pe 27
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to the Lutheran Herold in which he denounced the Missouri

Synod. UYalther 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.
Differcnces Arise

In 1854 a committee, in compliance with a request
from two pastors within the Chio synod, brought a resolu-
tion to its convention expressing their findings on secret
socleties. The resolution was adopted. It condemned all
societies outside the churcl}, particularly secret societies
vhich try to accomplish those purposes for which the church
had come into e:d.:si’.au:e.60 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 Chio
Synod complained that Free Masonry was tolerated in the

Ohio Synod.%} The article had originated as = pamphlet
60, v. Sheatsley, History of tl.xle. Joint Synod or oo
(Columbus, Chio: Lutheran 'G' oncern, 1919), pPp. O

61?. Eirich iv"E:l.n erswungenes . oeffent.‘l.i.ches Zougnis « o "

Der Lutheraner, (1859), 157. .
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and after it had been so published, then talther took it
as a x'apr:l.m;.62

In its May 27 issue, the Standard charged Der

Luthersner with becoming a complaint sheet. Editor Worley

thereby gave notice that he would not be intimidated by Ler

Lutheraner nor would he forsake his present policy of

operating the .3_‘53_11_‘1.?.1‘.2-63 He would be the judge of what
would appear in his paper.

The June 18, 1859 issue of the Standard amnounced that
Pastor Elrich had served notice to the Western District of
the Chio Synod that his consclence would not permit him %o
remain in the ministry of the Ohio Synod, therefore he
would withdraw his membership.sh The district, in return,
anncunced that Eirich was no longer a member of the Chio
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,

.62Eirich had served as a secretary at one of the Free
Conferences.

63nper Luthersn Standard) ° Der Luthersner, XV (1359),
175. : :

Slroc. cit.




3

=

3

Koenig, formerly of the Missouri Synod, had preferred cer-
tain charges against the lMissouri Synod while still in
membership with her. These charzes had never been accepted
and Pastor Koenig had left without settling the differences.
Without having made peace with his Missouri brethren he had
been recelved into membership with the Ohio Synod.®® The
tandard irmediately 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 opemned again.66

The Fourth Conference

Despite the verbal battle which was ‘being carried on,
in June, 1859, Doctor William Sihler of Fort VWayne announced
in Der Lutheraner that through the courtesy of one of his
members, delegates to the fourth conference travellng via
the Pittsburgh, Fort Wayne and Chicago Railroad®? would re-
ceive free return tickets.68

When the fourth Free Conference was called to order,
it was opened in the usual menner, but with a note of

6510¢. cit.

. 66nLytheran Standard," Der lu_t_!_:_ﬂn_g;, IV (1859), 203.

671his railroad had completed its line only shortly be-
fore this time. - -

68y, Sihler," #Zur Nachricht o" Der Lutheraner, XV
(1859), 183. . b
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sadness because Doctor Walther, the chief promoter of the
Free Conferences, could not be present. He was suffering
from @ throat ailment®9 which became so severe that he was
forced to temporarily resign less than & year later.
The seventy=-two pastors, teachers, professors and

70

laymen vho were present’  continued to discuss and agree

on the correctness of the articles of the Augsburg Cone

f'ession. &

ind 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 Cleveland.’? The conferemnce was |

closed with a hymn and a prayer,

69npussug," Der Lutheraner, XVI (1859), 10,
Lo, cit.

71lThe conference discussed article five concurrently
with article fourteen on the question of "Pfarramt¥ and

“Predi.?amt“. They agreed that it is a divine arrangement
tha e word be a¥'aau=hed and the Sacraments be administered
by a divinely called person. The call was discussed at
length

“iusm’g,“ Der Lutheraner, XVI (1859), 10-12, 19-20,
27-28, 35-37. A

721bid-| pe 37.
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The Breach Widens

In October, 1859 Der Lutheraner contained an article
sent to the paper on the discussion in the Southern District
of the Ohlo Synod. In the discussion, the thought was
accepted that a certain priesterliche Cualitaet 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 Cualitaet.’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 Ohlo Synod's
laxness 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

73npie den Gliedern des suedlichen Districts von
Ohio in 'Priesterliche Cualitaet,' verkuendigte Abso-
lution,™ Der lutheramer, XVI (1859), 38.



|

76
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 Ohio 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 the copy to I. Worlsy, the
adivor of the Standard.

Because a part of the letter had been read to the
convention, iWorley argued that it had become the property
of the Chlo Synod and could be used by them at their owm
discretion. Walther disagreed, stating that it is entirely
1llogical to assume that all of it would become the
property of the synod, when only a portion of it had hsen
used. He said that he was happy for the students at
Cclumbus 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 s letter of that nature, then it should have been

published in full, not in excerpts which give an incorrect

picture.7h

Thuper gestohlene Brief," Der Lutheraner, XVI
(1859), kk.
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In the same issue of Der Lutheraner, k.'.'alther called
attention to a complaint which VWorley registered against
the Missouri Synod in that 1t 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 Ohlo Synod. iAssuming
that the cases are alike, said Walther, then Chio is
indicting itself for the action it took in behalf of
Koenig.75

tiorley had also called attention, with pride, to the
fact that the Chio Synod always managed to be in the
correct middle-of-the-road and did not become gullty of
the extremes doctrinally. Walther agreed that the Ohio
Synod was inclined to compromise ingteed of supporting
a doctrinel 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 poaition.76

In the next issue of Der Lutheraner, Eirich printed

75»]}1e Chio Synode," Rer. mm:m IVI (1359)- &7,
76L°c0 cit'
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a report, in which he maintained that Worley wue causing
harm, not only to uirich, but was involving many others
end making attacks on the innocent. Worlsy had departad
from discussion of prianciples ond had boen condemning
personelities, Hlrich said.77

The sume issue of the paper carrled an open letter

from Doctor Sihler toc Yalther, iIn it he pleaded that Ler

inthercner cease publishing materials pertaining to the

vorley controversey, becluse no good wouid come of it if
it were t:cm:.:lm.\e»:z.?3 Walther heeded that letter and
déropped the subject completely. “ut Forisy wss not
satisfied, nor vere othere in the Chio Syned. it the
1860 convention of Chio, Worley got & hesring on his
complaint that Zirich had been received by %1ssour1.?9

iz time went om, Doctor Walther's health continuaed
to fall end he did not expect to live long anymore.

Fresident Gyneken pleaded with him that he give his work

_ 7z, Firich, "Zine kurtze Erwiderung,” Der Lu;ﬁeruner,
XVl (1859), 5k.

784, sinhler, "Offener Prief an den Hedaktour des
iutheraners,” Der Lutheraner, Vi (1259), 59-60.

. ?9"K1rehlieh-3aitgeschiéhtliches," Lehre und Wehre,
Vi (1869), 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
February 7 issue of Der Lutheraner Walther announced
that Theodore Erohm would edit Der lutheraner and Rudolph
Lange would take Lehre und E,'_gh_:_‘g.sc Shortly thereafter
Walther left for Germany, the cost of the trip being
borne by the members of his congregation in Salnt Lou:ls.m
Although the Eirich Controversy was dropped, the
May 15, 1860 issue of Der Lutheraner announced that the
Standard had printed a letter written by some individual
from the Missourl Synod and had given the impression
that it represented the stand of that body. Brohm de-
plored the bringing of a private matter into:the open
to be aired.
In the same issue of Der Lutheraner an announcement
appeared that the fifth Free Conference would be held at

Trinity Church in til.mrel.ami.83 The announcement contained

8°“Dan Gliedern unserer Synode und Lesern der
Lutheraners,” Der Lutheraner, XVI (1860), 102.

8Lg, p. w. Walther, Briefe (footnote) op. cit., p. 13k

82“11;!.9 Lutherische Kirchengeitung von Columbus,™
Der Lutheraner, XVI (1860), 157.

83'I‘h:l.s congregation was probably a member of the:
Missourli Synod. |
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information of the method which the delegates were to use
to make reservation ash

But the announcement was of no avail, because the
Chio Synod chose its young German language periodical,
Die Lutherischer Kirchengeitung, to announce that the
synod no longer cared to continue with the conferences,
because they had keine Luet anymora.ss And the Ohio
convention of Uctober 1860 clarified the stand a2 bit by
announcing that the Missourl Synod had dominated the con-
ferences and was trylng to impose its ldeas on the rest,
Since they felt justified in their accusation, they decided
that the Free Conferences would no longer serve any
yn.u-pce'e.86

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 Hissouri and Chio. When one of these
dropped out, the fifth conference was not held and the

others did not emcourage continuing the Free Conferences,

ez"J. C. W, Lindemann, "Die allgemeine evangelisch-
lutherische Conferens®™ Der lLutheraner, XVI (1860}, 158.

85“Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtl:lchea," Lehra und Wehre,
Vi (1860), 153. .

86"Kirchlich-Ze!.tgeschichtliohes,," Lehre und Wehre,
VI (1860), 382. 2
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CHAPTER IV
SOME INTER-SYNODICAL RELATIONS

The abrupt ending of the series of conferences also
brought to a close, with one exception,l 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 Genersl Council of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in North America.

1Under 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
waes held at Allentown, Pemnsylvania, 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.

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

d) 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. z

"Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre,

X (1864), 189. :
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Prior to the formation of the CGeneral Council, the
Free Conference leader, the Missourl Synod, kept up her
observation of other bodies. ©She wus interested in pro-
noting conflessionalism, and did so by glving erring
groups a verbal chastisement.

The Wisconsin Synod, which had adopted the entire
group of the Lutheran Symbols in 1857,2 showed only three
years later that thelr adoption was not entirely genuine.
In 1861 the editor of Lehre und liehre noticed that the
Wisconsin Synod was making excuses for having some pastors
in her membership who did not accept the historic¢ Lutheran
faith., ilisconsin 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.3 ‘

Four months later Lehre und lehre 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 thoughte were plous and would be worth

2"K1rchlich-2eitgeschichtlichas,“ Lehre und iiehre,
III (1857), 284.

3"K:I.rchlich-Zeitgeach:l.chtlichea," Lehre und Hehre,
VII (1861), 220.
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while, if they were only true.l”
It bocame more evident as time went on that the
Missouri Synod was not the only one to voice disagreement
with another synod. In 1862 a letter appearsd in the
Lutherische Lirchenbote in which a pastor of the Wisconsin
Synod stated that he was convinced that the Wisconsin
Synod should consolidate 1ts efforts in liatertown, Wisconsin.
He stated that there was a Methodist Church and the
fiisgourd Lutheran Church, with the lissouri Church prac-
ticing "unChristian exclusion.® He felt that people should
have the privilege: of leaving the Hissourl Church and still
be counted as Iutheran., In answer to this, the Lehre und
Hchre editor accused the Wisconsin Synrod of being lax in
its teachings and (i:lso::.'t.p.‘..il.me.5
In 1863 the Lutheran Observer published the fact that
the Wisconsin Synod was planning to open & seminary in
Watertown and had authoriszed pleas to be sent to Germany
requesting help in their venture. The Observer expressed

its hope that this seminary would be the factor which

kwgipchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches,™ Lehre und Hehre,
VII (1861), 349.

5“Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtliehea," Lehre und Wehre,
VIII (1862).
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might build a General Synod of the West with Wisconsin,
Uhio, Michigan and linnesota participating.6

The Wisconsin Synod found a sympathetic listener in
Doctor Wangemann of Germany. He re-emphasized the plea
and asked that help be sent. He sald that he was fully
aware that the "young chick" (the Wisconsin Synod) still
had some Yeggshell" clinging to it, but he supposed that
in time thelr practice would also become more uniformly
Lu‘bheran-7 l

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 & closer union. The Lehre
und Wehre editor stated that before a closer cocperation
could exist officially, there would also have to be a
closer cocperation in practi.ca'. In 1863 he sald that

there was a church which had formerly been Missourl Synod,

6"I'H.x-ch1'.!.1:11--.':1ei.tg\‘a:s::l’n:l.chi:l:l.nheti_," Lehre und Wehre,
IXx (1863), 251.

7K1rch11ch-2;aitgaschichtliehes," Lehre und Wehre,

X (1864), 127. ST
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but was now being served by a Wisconsin Synod pastor.

That congregation, he charged, had besen unwilling to
submit to church di.sc::\.pl.'n.ne.8 Missouri found further
fault in the fact that the Wisconsin Synod reccived and
reordained pastors from the churches of the Prussian
um.i.cm.9

The Lutheran Standard, a paper of the Chio Synod,
seemed to be of little interest to the Missourians so
long as torley 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 anncunced 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.lo Yhen _
the new editor took charge of the Standard, the Missourians
referred 1-.6 it more frequently and carried some news about

the OChio Synod. The interest was rekindled, which later

. 8wgirchlich~Zoitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Yehre,
IX (1863), 311.
9"Kirch1:|.ch-Zaitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre,
X (1864), 312. .

1°“Kirchlich-231tgeachichtl:l.ches,“ Lehre und Wehre,
X (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 werce among those forming the Synodical Con-
ference.tt

Meanwhile the intersynoﬁical relations between the
Missouri Synod and the General Synod were usually made
public through the periodicala. In 1862:§rauer, of the
lilissouri Synod, noted that the Misslonary 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 wiﬁhout true doctrinal unity.
He sald that Missouri could not heed the call, because that
would make it unionistic since the clergy of the General
Synod were unionistic. '

In its hope that something might come of the invita-
tion to join the bodies together, the new periodical

liehre, VIII (1

11 ;
Henry Eyster Jacobs, A History of the Evangelic
Lutheran ch:;c;yin North America (Second edition; ffow York:

Charles Scribner's Sons, 1899), Ds 499.

125rauer, "Der Missicnary und Lutheran, * Lehre und
562’, 1 - [ ]
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commended the Missouri Synod's stand on doctrine in 1363
and began to lead the way to a more conservative lutheranism
" within the General Synod. In 1864 the paper strongly
supported the establishment of a new seminary in Pennsyl-
vania.'* This seminary, whem it was established, bound
itself to all of the Symboliecal Booka.ls

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 acceptable 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.16

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

13"Kirchlich-Zeitgeschichtlichal.“ Lehre und Wehre,

14"K1rch11eh-Zeitgaschiehtlidhea,“ Lehre und Wehre,
X (1864), 250.

15"Kirchlich-Zeitgaschichtlichea.“ Lehre und Wehre,
X1 (1865), 310-311.

16"K1rchlieh-Zeitgeschiehtliehea.' Lehre und Yehre,
X (1864), 25.
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were 8o many of the "Cerman Ilutherans® joining the other
Protestant denominations. The reason for this, said the
Obgerver was that the people found the Missourians bigotted,
and so turned from it in disgust. Missourli had been able

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

imnigrants of the eighteen years of its existence.17 in
extremely liberal synod looked to the Ubserver as a bulwark
against the flood of confessionalism.l8
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 uni.an.]'9
He said that the basic Christian teachings were sufficiant

for union.ao The Lutheran and Migsionary reminded the

Qbserver that there was nothing doctrinally. Lutheran in the

basis of the General Synod which would bar the liissourians

lzKirchlich—Zeitgeschichtlichas,“ Lehre und Wehre,
Vii (1862), 152.

18"Kirchlieh-Zeitgeschiehtliches," Lehre und Wehre,
VIII (1862), 28.

19“Kirchlich-Zeitgeachichtliehes," Lehre und Wehre,

2°ux1rchuch-2e:u-.geachichtnchas.n Lehre und yehrs,
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from membersh:lp.al
The Observer proceeded to condemn the Missouri Synod
for its intolérennes and commended the Evangelical Unicn,

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 and their eéxamplary lives, but that they were
bigoted, exclusive, and too "high t:hu:'t:h".23 But on the
last count, the Observer lost even its blesom-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
IMissourl men that the General Synod was fal;ing apart and

that, like carpenters, they were frantically trying to

21“K:I.rchl:lch-Zeitgeschichtliehes," Lehre und Wehre,

22"K1rchlich-2e:l.tgesch:l.chf.l:lches," Lehre und. Wehre,
IX (1863), 379.

23wk jvchlich-Zeltgeschichtliches," Lehre wd yehre,
X (1864), 59-60.

2l""Ki.::'t:hJ.:!.i:h-Za:I.i'.get;::hi.chtli.t:hes," I.ehre m ﬁehre,
x (186",’ 61-2.
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keep her togather.as A Missourian, going by the initial
WER, saw the two parties within the CGemeral Synod. The
Cbserver was gulding the party sympathetic to the Reformed.
The Gemeral Synod, itself, took note in the 1864 convention
that she would have to avoid all controversy and would. Ty
to do so with the old stand which "was broad enough,
Seriptural enough and ILutheran enough" to take in all of
the Lutheran Churches in North Ameriea.z" But the
resolution apneared tc be rather fruitless to the General
Synod. It hdd shown a steady growth between 1820 and 1850,
but the introduction of the new catechism by Pennsylvania
an¢ the opening of the new Seminary to promote
“ultraconfessionalism®™ fanned the flames for a genuine

cont'.rc:nre::-aatzr.23 ind finally Doctor John Bachmann found

25wgipchlich-Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre,
X (1864), 15k

26“!):‘:.e Observer-Partei innerhaldb der reformicten Gen-
eralsynode,” Lehre und Wehre, XII (1866), 13-19.

27“K1rehlich-2eitgaschichtliches o' Lehre p_nj._ Wehra,
X (1864), 187. i

28, : iy
Der ueber die Generalsynode hereinbrechende Theo-
logische Conflict," Lehre und Wehre, X (1864), 372-7.

26
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himself in the position of having to defend himself against
the onslaught of cmhﬁu's.29
The Pennsylvania Hinisterium was still on the ascent
towards confessionalism as it resolved in 1862 to receive
only the ministers of other Lut;haran 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
dmerica. & member of the General Synod thought that this
meant that not even the ¥Missourians were conservative
enough or confessional enough for Iowa.31 Jowa did not
participate with any other Lutheran organization until the
formative meeting of the General Counecil.

The Ohio Synod and the General Synod also had their
diffioulties. At one time a notable member of thé Ohio

Synod swore under oath in court that the General Synod was

29"'l?:r. Bachmann Vertheidigung gegen einige. im

I.uf.nar%g
_aﬁ_g Mi.ss:lon wider ihn veroeffentliche Beschuldigungen,

3

3°"xs.rehuch-2eugesehicht.uches, " Lehre un Hehre,
VIII (1862), 348. SR .

31“K1rch11ch-Zeitgaachichtliches, Lehre und Wehre,
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not Lutheran and, therefore all ministers united with the
body were not Lutheran.32

Missouri end Buffalo continued the controversy already
noted at the time the Free Conferences began.33 The Hor-
wegian Synod, which had attended some of the Free Con-
ferences, seemed to fesl a kinship to Missouri through
thelr common stand on the slavery question and an indi-
cation that progress was being made on the orospect of
having the liorwegian students study at the lMissouri
institution. Missourl published a complete account of the
Norwegian Synod's convention of 186#.3h

In answer to all of these difficulties and synodical
tensions and the fact that the Penmsylvania Hinisterium
had been dropped from the General Synod in its Fort Wayne
convention, a call was issued for representatives from ths

more conservative bodies to meet with the intention of

forming a closer relationship,

32This reference is to Rev. Bierdemann. - "Kirchlich-
Zeitgeschichtliches," Lehre und Wehre, VIII (1862), 25k.

33vsiebente Synode,” Lehre und Wehre, VIII (1862),
51-55 and 65-84.

3l""I*I«-n':I.chis der sechaten ordentliches Synbdalversammlung
der norwegisch-evangelisch-lutherischen Kirche in jmerica,"

Lehre und Wehre, IX (1863), 271-282, 306-309,332-3kk,360-
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In response to that call, delegates assembled in
Reading, Yennsylvania. The following synods were re-
presented: Fennsylvania Ministerium, Joint Synod of Ohio,
English District Synod of Ohio, English Synod of Chio,
Pittsburgh Synod, the Synods of lMichigan, Wisconsin,
Minresota, Missouri, Iowa, Canada, the Norwegian Synod and
the liinisterium of New Yérk.35

The Missourd Synod was represented by J. A Fu W,
Yueller and the Wisconsin Synod had two delegates present.36
Pastor kHueller of Missouri played a rather important part
37 but his synod
dic not ratify the Council. She insisted that differences

in ths formative meeting of the Council,

existed between her and some of the members of the
38

Council,

Each of the four districts of the Missourl Synod sent

35
John G, Morris, Fifty Years in the Lutheran Minist
(Baltimore: FPrimted for the Fathor by Janes Young, 3

P 301,
36

S. E. Uchsenford, Document History of the Gener:
Council of the Evangelical Iutgar Gfur_eﬁn-ﬂo?ﬁﬁ 7meri
TPhilad ouncil F%%l

elphiat General C

Po 133.

3T presented & paper and also served on the committee
to which all of the papers were referred.
Ochsenford, op. cit., p. 135.

BSOGhBQBford' Op. _c_iicg Pe 157'

Ishing House, 19127,
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its regrets instead of delegates to the next meeting of the

Council, where they might have had ™the priviledze of

debate and the open comparison of views.® But lMissouri

declared that she could attend only a truly free conference.

ihe 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
coni'arence.l'o 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 held
as & part of the:mmsssions of another body."‘l

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 Council would meet, but not at the same
time and with no official connection between the 'bwo.l"z
Missouri's answer was thet some bodies would not send any

delegates to any free conference. If any lilssourians

‘*Olbido s Do 156.
klipig., p. 158.

1!12_@_. cit,
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attended, they would do so as individuals and not re-

presentatives of Missouri. Uith this communication, all
official intercourse between the General Council and
Missouri Synod ceased. i/nd Missourl later became one of
the originators of the Synodical Conference, which Chio
and Wisconsin also joined.":’

The Free Conferences did not effect am organic
organization between Synods. The conferences probably
- played only a very minor part in such later organisation
but they did encourage and foster confessionalism, which
t0o a greater or lesser degree, has taken hold of all of
the jmerican Lutheram 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 confessiocnal basls and charitably discuss

differences of opinion and so arrive at a common conclusion.

’*sJacobs, ODs clte; Pe 499,
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