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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.
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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.



