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Walther and the Free Lutheran Conferenc:ell 529 

ceuion for us." ua, His blood cleanses,1m and keeps on cleansing, 
us from all sin, thus making lt possible for us to continue in fellow­
abip with the Father, Son, and Spirit. By that faith we live and 
hope to die. By that faith we loolt with expectant eyes and longing 
hearts for the consummation of our fellowship with God at the 
coming of the Lord, when the vision of the seer on Patmos shall 
have been fulfilled: "And I saw a new heaven and a new earth, 
for the first heaven and the first earth were passed away. And I, 
John, saw the Holy City, new Jerusalem, coming down from God 
out of heaven, prepared u a bride •domed for her husband. And 
I heard a great voice out of heaven saying: Behold, the tabernacle 
of God is with men, and He will dwell with them, and they shall 
be His people, and God Himself shall be with them and be their 
God. And God shall wipe away all tears from their eyes, and 
there shall be no more death, neither sorrow nor crying, neither 
ahall there be any more pain; for the former things are passed 
away." 1411> Then Paradise lost will be Paradise regained, and in 
that Paradise we shall enjoy blissful, unbroken communion with 
our God forever and ever. Until that day dawns, may the saving 
grace of the Lord Jesus Christ, the redeeming love of the Father, 
and the sanctifying fellowship of the Holy Ghost be with us all. 

Milwaukee, Wis. C. AuausT HARDT 

Walther and the Free Lutheran Conferences 
of 1856-1859 

I. Incidents Leading to the Fint Conference 
The minutes of the first session of the Fourth Free Conference 

contain this sentence: 
''The meeting expressed its heartfelt sorrow because Professor 

Walther, who gave the first impetus towards the calling of free 
conferences and through whom God Himself caused so many bless­
ings to be add~d to the conferences, was prevented this time by 
a severe throat illness from participating in the transactions of 
the conference." u 

The immediate cause of the conferences was undoubtedly the 
attempt made within the General Synod to overthrow the Un.:. 

143) Heb. 7:25. 
H4) Here we have the durative present, XC1faQ[ta, 1 John 1:7. 
HS) Rev.21:1-4. 
1) Luchenuler, XVI, 10. 

34 
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680 Walther and the Free Lutheran Conferenc:ea 

altered Augsburg Confession by substituting for lt an American 
recension called the Definite Pla.tfonn.. This recension was ap­
proved by the Wlttel\berg Synod 1n September, 1855.:ll Walther 

2) Tho nature and tendency of tho De/mite Pr.t/o'rm ma:, be -
from the following quotations aelected from Part I ("Prelimlnar:, Prln­
clplea") of the Platfonn.: 

"Thua a1so did the Lutheran Reformen of the aixteenth century, 
when cited by the Emperor to appear before the Diet at AupbUl]I, l)l'INDt 
the Confeuion, bearing the name of that clty, u an expoN cif their 
principal doctrines; In which they also profeaedly reject only the 
greater part of the erron that had crept Into the RomJah Church. CS­
eonclualon of the Abuses Corrected.) Subllequently Luther and 1111 
coacUuton ltlll further changed their views on some subjects In that 
Confession, such u the Mau, and seven yean later taught purer vfewl 
in the Smalcald Articles. 

"Again a quarter of a century after Luther's death, these and other 
writings of Luther and Melanchthon, together with another wmk whfeb 
neither of them ever saw, the Form of Concord, were made bJnd1ns cm 
ministers and churches, not by the Church herself •ctlnl of her OWD 
free choice, but by the civil authoritlca of certain idqc1oma and prin­
cipalities. The majority of Lutheran kingdoms, however, rejectecl one 
or more of them, and the Augsburg Confession alone bu been ac:Jmowl­
edged by the entire Lutheran Church (Hutrenu Red., I 118, p. 50). 

"Whereas the entire Lutheran Church of Germany hu rejected the 
symbolical books as a whole and also abandoned some of the doctrina 
of the Augsburg Confession, among others the far greater part of them 
the doctrine of the bodily presence of the Savior in the Eucharist, and 
our fathers In this country also more than a half century_ ago ceued to 
require a pledge to any of these books, whilst they still believed and 
In varioua ways avowed the great fundamental doctrines conta!ned 
In them; 

"And whe.reas the General Synod of the American Lutheran Church, 
about a qWll'ter of a century ago, again introduced a quallfted aclmcnrl­
edgement of the Augsburg Confession, in the ConsUtution of her 
Theologlcal Seminary, and in her Constitution for District Synods, at the 
ordination and licensure of ministers, without specifying the doctrines to 
be omitted, except by the designation that they are not fundamental 
doctrines of Scripture; and whereas a general desire hu prevailed 
amongst our ministers and churches, to have this basis expressed In 
more definite manner; and the General Synod hu left the matter 
optional with each District Synod: 

'Therefore we regard it as due to the cause of truth, u well u 
to ourselves and the public, to specify more minutely what tenets of 
the Augsburg Confession, and of the former symbolic system, are rejected, 
some by all, others by the great mass of the ministers and churches 
of the General Synod in this country. 

"Accordingl),, the following American. Receulon. of th• Aua,&u'll 
Con./enlon. hu been preparecf, by consultaUon and co-operation of 
a number of Evangelical Lutheran Ministers of Eastern and Western 
Synods belonging to the General Synod, at the spec:la1 request of 
Western bretliren, whose churches particularly need it, being Jnter­
mJngled with German churches, which avow the whole mus of the 
former symbols. In this revision, not a single sentence hu been added 
to the Augsburg Confession, whilst those several aspects of doctrine have 
been omitted which have long since been regarded by the great mus 
of our churches as unsc:riptural, and as remnants of Romlsh erron. 

"The only errors contained In the Confession (which are all omitted 
in this Recension) are-
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Walther and the Free Lutheran Conferences 681 

Immediately recognized the danger in this attempt to overthrow 
the Magna Charta of Lutheranimn. He had previously warned 
Lutherans against the tendency to delete certain articles from the 
Confession or to subscribe to lt with reservatlons.11 The move-

1. The Approval of the Ceremonies of the :Mus. 
2. Private Confession and Absolution. 
3. Denial of the Divine Obligation of the Christian Sabbath. 
4. Bapt.lsmal Regeneration. 
5. The Real Presence of the Body and Blood of the Savior in the 

Eucharist. 
" ••• whilst we will not admit into our Synod any one who believes 

in Exorcism, Private Confession and Absolution, or the Ceremonies of 
the Mass, we grant liberty in regard to the other omitted topics, and 
are willing, as heretofore; to admit ministers who receive them, provided 
they regard them as non-essential, and are willing to co-operate 
in peace with those who reject them, and to subscribe the pledge defined 
in the following Resolutions: 

"I. Therefore, Resolved, That this Synod hereby avows its belief 
in the following doctrinal Basia, namely, the so-called Apostlea' Cned, 
the Nicene Creed, and the Americ:an Recension of the Augaburg Con­
feufon, as a more definite e~rcssion of the doctrinal pledge prescribed 
by the General Synod's Constitution for District Synods; and as a correct 
exhibition of the Scripture doctrines discussed in it: and that we regard 
greement among brethren on these subjects as a sufficient basis for 
harmonious co-operation in the same church. 

"D. Resolved, That we receive the General Synod's FormulA of 
Government and DiacfpHne, contained in her Hymn Book, as our 
directory, and that any ·additions or alterations we may desire we will 
embody in by-laws; so that our beloved Church may possess and 
exhibit to the world entire harmony in the reception of one Doetrinal 
and Disciplinarian Platform. 

"W. Resolved, That we will not receive into our Synod any minister 
who will not adOJ>t the Pledge defined in these Resolutions and faith­
fully labor to mamtain its discipline in his charge." (Definite Platform, 
Doctrinal and Disciplinarian, for Evangellc:al Lutheran District Synods; 
Constructed in accordance with the Principles of the General Synod, 
Philadelphia, Miller & Burlock, 1856, pg. 3-6.) 

A "Symbolical Disclaimer" in which certain articles in the Con­
fessions were rejected was appended to the Definite Platform. The 
following introductory remarks to the "Disclaimer" are significant: 

"The extraordinary length of the other former symbolic books as 
a whole, Is sufficient reason for their rejection as a prescribed creed, 
even if all their contents were believed to be true; because neither 
the Scriptures nor the practice of the early centuries, affords any 
warrant for an uninspired and therefore fallible creed, nearly as large as 
the entire Old and New Testament together. The exaction of such an 
extended creed is subversive of all individual liberty of thought and 
freedom of Scriptural investigation." 

''The following extracts from the former symbolical books we 
reject, not because they do not contain some sentences of truth; but 
because the particular doctrine taught in each is regarded as erroneous 
by the great mass of the churches in connection with the General 
Synod" (op. cit., 20). 

3) He criticized the deflections of the General Synod (Luth. VI, 35; 
et al.). He o_pposed Sprecher of the college in Spring6eld, Ohio, for 
maintaining that the Augsburg Confession provided only "bistoric:al 
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1582 Walther and the Free Lutheran Confenaca 

ment inaugurated by the Wittenberg Synod caused him grave 
anxiety for the future of Lutheranism. He wrote In Leh,w 1&1MI 
Wehn:•> 

''When in September of the previous year the Wlttenbert 
Synod of Ohio brought forth its Definite Pl.a.tform, for a so-called 
American Lutheran Church, together with her o&icial repudiation 
of the constitution, the Magna Charta of our Church, the Unaltered 
Augsburg Confession, and exhorted all who shared their opinloDI 
to quit traditional Lutheranism, then it seemed as though a de­
structive storm was gathering and threatening to strike the Lu­
theran Church of our New Fatherland." 

The storm, however, did not strike as devastatingly as Walther 
had feared. Only three synods subscribed to the Definite Pl.at/om& 
by January, 1856.G> Only three leading church periodicals showed 
Interest in the Definite Pla,tform.0> Other publications rejected lt. 

information and witnesses of faith" (Luth. VI, 57). Be received for 
publication an article which censured the Iowa Synod because uld QDOd 
subscribed to the Augsburg Confession but qualified its subllcriptkm 
In such a way as to leave room for "doctrinal progress" (Luth. XII. 2). 
On the other hand, Walther praised those who were loyal to the Con­
fession. Thus he spoke of Professor Reynolds of Columbus, Ohio, u 
one "who is loyal in attitude toward our Church and her Confealom': 
(Luth. VI, 134). 

4) D,3. 
5) These 9nods were the Wittenberg Synod, the Olive-Branch 

Synod, and the English Synod of Ohio. By the end of the year, however, 
the Northern Synod of Indiana, the Kentucky Synod, the Miami Synod. 
and the Synod of Central Pennsylvania had adopted the Plat/offll, while 
the Pittsburgh Synod had shown definite leanings toward it (L. u. W., 
D, 223; 280) . The Alleghany Synod discussed the seleetlon of a committee 
to alter the Augsburg Confession, but action was postponed (L. u. W., 
D, 223) . 

6) The Lutheran. ObffnJer, the Lutheriache Kirchenbote of Gelt,yl­
burg, and the EVAngeZic:al Luthenin of Springfield, Ohio (L.u. W., II, 3). 
The Luthenin Obnruu became the chief open exponent of the movement. 
When the editor of the EVAngeZical Lutl1eran. W1111 urged to champion 
the Platform, he Indicated that he would resign (Evanc,1Zical Lu~ 
Feb. 1, 1856). Later the Evcingelical Luthc?n&n. gave its sublcrlptlon list 
to the Ludlenm Obnru1r and ceased to appear (L. u. W., D, 156). '1'u 
Luthffcin. Obun,er continued the struggle for the PZatfaffll. It challqed, 
for example, the Virginia Synod for calling the Augsburg Confession ltl 
confession and maintained that the Augustana was only a relic of the 
Reformation (L. u . W., D, 28). When confusion and diuension lll'Ole 
because of the Definite Platform, the editor of the same paper declared 
that the Recension contained nothing new, that all members of the 
General Synod had always dealt according to the princiDles therein 
contained (Lutheran Ob1en1er, Jan. 25, 1856; L.u. W., D,N). In the 
Feb. 15 number of the Obun,er, the editor 'Ul'Jled a compromise by which 
the Aupbw,r Confession would be left unharmed but at the same time 
the friends cit the Recension would be satiafted. He urged the adoptian 
of the fallowing resolutions: 1. That the errors In the Aupburs Con­
fealon should not be tausbt; and that, according to our oplniaa, a correc:t 
interpretation of the Confession excludes such erron entirely; 2. '!'hat 
whatever opinions a person may have reprdlng the points mentianld, 

4

Concordia Theological Monthly, Vol. 15 [1944], Art. 44

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol15/iss1/44



Walther and the l'ree Lutheran Conferences 688 

The Luthenan Stmlclclnl of Ohio strongly opposed the move­
ment;'> the Miaicma,-,, agreed with the condemnation of the Re­
c:enaion voiced by the East Pennsylvania Synocl;II the Lutheriache 
He-roltl •> likewise rejected the shameful attempt to overthrow the 
constitution of Lutheranism. 

The strong oppoaltion to the DfljiT&iCe Platform. filled Walther 
with joy and caused him to hope that a united Lutheran Church 
of America would soon come into being. In order to hasten the 
formation of such a united Lutheran Church, he published the 
following appeal for free Lutheran conferences in Leh'f'e und 
Wehn:10> 

"This constellation [that is, the united front of those loyal to 
the U. A. C.] certainly fills all who love the Lutheran Zion of this 
land with great joy and also with hope for the future. It has 

our preachers and our people have the fullest freedom, and by right must 
have such freedom._ to believe regarding the Confealona what, acconilns 
to their opinion, the inspired Word of God teaches, and that neither 
Church nor Synod has the right to dJsquiet or disturb them in their 
belief. Walther pointed out that the General Synod might have effected 
such a compromise before the Definite Platfom1 appeared: That document 
had opened the eyes of many. Furthermore, human right granted to 
all the privilege to believe as they chose; God, however, ~uired that 
everyone believe the doctrines of the Bible (L. u W., D, 95). The Luthen1• 
O&aeruer continued to attack doctrines taught in the Aupburg Con­
feaion, e. r,., the Real Presence, rebirth through Baptism, confession and 
absolution, etc. (L. u. W., II, 140). 

7) L. u. W., D, 3 
8) The Miuionarv seems later to have disappointed Walther. The 

Pittsburgh Synod at its meeting at Zelienople declared itself opposed to 
alterations in the Confession ancl formally subscribed to the A. C. At the 
same meeting, however, it rejected the "error'' of ''the real presence or 
the Roman Catholic transubstantiation" and also "priestly absolution." 
Furthermore, it declared, if the Augsburg Confeaion were properly 
interpreted, it. would not disagree with the convictions held by ~ Synocl 
on the points mentioned (Luth. XD, 181). 

9) L. u. W. D, 3. Other voices opposing the Platform were heard. 
W.J.Mann, pastor of St.Michael's and Zion Churches, Philadelphia, in 
a pamphlet entitled "A Plea for the Augsbµrs Confeaion in Answer to 
the OlijecUons of the Definite Pl11tfom1" (Philadelphia, 1856), vigorously 
attacked the Platfonri and above all the conceit of synods whicli would 
ban ministers from Lutheran congregatlona because they adhered to 
certain articles of the Augsburg Confeaion. (This "Plea" was answered 
by S.S. Schmucker in a pamphlet enUtled .. American Lutheranism Vindi­
cated: or Examination of the Lutheran Symbols on Certain Disputed 
Topics," Baltimore, 1856. This pamphlet attacked especially the teaching 
of the Real Presence and rebirth through Baptism. The pamphlet was 
endorsed by the Lutheraa Ob•en1a.) Another pamphlet, pulilished by 
Pastor J. R. Hoffmann, with the title "The Broken Platform" (Phila­
delphia, 1856), likewise attacked the Recension. Hoffmann belonsed to 
the General S}'Dod and bad hoped that this organization would unite 
American Lutherans. The Def{niCe Platfom1 opened his eyes to the 
dangerous tendencies within that Synod. Bill attitude is ahown in the 
motto of his pamphlet: "0 Teucrl, ne credite equo." 

10) D,3-8 

, 
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158' Walther and the Free Lutheran Confenmca 

become evident that the number of those who do not bow, nor wllh 
In the future to bow, their knee to the Baal of the so-called 'de­
velopment' and the so-called 'higher enlightenment' of the 19th 
century, is without a doubt greater than our feeble faith or despa!r 
had believed. The more this strengthens the faith and the counp 
of all true Lutherans here, the more compelling is the cb•Jlenge 
therein contained to nurture with supreme faithfulness and greatelt 
diligence the unity which God through His marvelous grace bu 
already wrought among us. We, at least for our little part, feel It 
a sacred duty to add our little bit. 

"Our brothers in Germany, working apart in various state 
churches, have utilized free conferences, religious assemblies, etc., 
as a means toward the promotion of their unity in faith and con­
fession. We are convinced that after a time in which the various 
local churches lapsed into a deep and general decay in matten of 
doctrine and practice (as occurred in the last century), there la 
no way more fitting, with the exception of published written testi­
monials, for awakened individuals within the various church bodies 
to strengthen and advance the church unity which has become 
apparent than that which has been chosen within our mother 
Church. Since we are living under different circumstances, may 
we not hope that smiliar general conferences would be more pro­
ductive here, in proportion to the extent that the Church is free 
from the bonds of the State and mere theories alone militate 
against church life in this land? We do not doubt it. 

"So we venture openly to inquire: Would not meetings, held at 
intervals, by such members of churches as call themselves Lutheran 
and acknowledge and confess without reservation that the Un­
altered Augsburg Confession of 1530 is the pure and true state­
ment of the doctrine of sacred Scripture and is also their own 
belief, promote and advance the efforts toward the final establllh­
ment of one single Evangelical Lutheran Church of America? We 
for our part would be ready with all our heart to take part in ,uch 
a conference of truly believing Lutherans whenever and wherever 
such a conference would be held pursuant to the wishes of the 
majority of the participants; at the same time we can promise In 
advance the support of numerous theologians and laymen to whom 
the welfare of our precious Ev. Lutheran Church in this new 
fatherland is equally a matter of deepest heartfelt yearning and 
with whom we have discussed the thoughts here expressed. 

"Since it is true that many differences of opinion still exist 
among those Lutherans who hold with all their heart to the funda­
mental Confession of our Church, the treatment of which in our 
periodicals can more easily hinder than advance unity among us, 
the personal and verbal statements and expressions of opinions 

---

6

Concordia Theological Monthly, Vol. 15 [1944], Art. 44

https://scholar.csl.edu/ctm/vol15/iss1/44



Walther and the Free Lutheran Conferences 585 

would above all else surely bring about this unparalleled blessing, 
namely, that the contest within our Church (which will always 
be necessary) will receive and keep the nature of a mutual com­
petition among brethren for the faithful preservation of the pre­
cious gem of doctrinal purity and unity. In order, however, not 
to overreach the brethren, we shall refrain from expressing our­
selves further on the proposal made.'' m 

Walther invited others to express their opinions. either in 
personal letters or in periodicals and publications. Such opinions 
were soon expressed. In Lehf'e und Wehn llll an article written 
by a person with the initials A. B. endorsed such a conference. 
The author felt that the following rules should govern the con­
ference: 

1. That the conference be an open one and the minutes thereof 
published; 

2. That only those who expressed adherence to the entire Book 
of Concord be permitted to participate in the discussions; 

3. That the conferences be held annually; 
4. That the purpose of the conference should not be to dis­

solve any Lutheran body in America; 
5. That those who attended the conference should bear 1n mind 

that the purpose thereof was to unite and not to separate; 
6. That the Leipzig Conferences should be taken as models; 
7. And that theses for the conference should be drawn up 1n 

advance. 
Walther opposed the suggestion that theses be drawn up in 

advance. He was also opposed to limiting the membership of the 
conference to those who subscribed to the entire Book of ConcoTd. 
After quoting the above-mentioned suggestions, he criticized some 
of them with the following words: 

"There · is no doubt that the person who without reservation 
subscribes to the Unaltered Augsburg Confession cannot reject 
one single phrase in the other Confessions, inasmuch as these 
are nothing else than a further development and apology of that 
which is contained in the Augustana. Nevertheless, as church 
conditions have been here in the last decades and to some ex­
tent still are, there may well be many a genuine Lutheran who 
is loyal from the heart to the Augsburg Confession yet does not 
have the clear knowledge rightly to subscribe to the whole Con­
coTdia. Also such Lutherans are, without a doubt, our brethren. 
For that reason the free general conference should not adopt a basis 

11) Walther adds that those in attendance at such a conference 
should not come as representatives of their respective synods but only 
speak for their own persons. 

12) D, 84-85 
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by which it would give the lmpreaion of not being willlD8 or 
able to extend the hand of brotherhood to all upright, honest, 
Lutherans who hold that general Confealon with us; nor should 
they, we feel, despair of the blealng which could easily come 
1f their buls would make room for those Lutherans, who, with all 
firmness (Entsch1edenheit) for the teachinp of our bulc Con­
fession, atlll have scruples (Bedenken) concemlng the capstone 
of our confealonal structure, the Fonnul11 Concordfae. We be­
lieve one of the most important duties of the conference would 
be just this, to remove the uncertainties from the minds o.f thON 
brethren who still harbor scruples against the consequent un­
folding (Durchfuehrung) of the doctrine confessed at Augab'IUI 
and, by the grace of God, to lead them to the blessed, happy con­
viction that the other symbols of our Church are implic:ite con­
tained 1n the Augustana, which they accept." 

Other opinions on Walther's proposal were soon expressed. 
The Luthuan Standanl quoted Dr. Walther's appeal in full (Feb. 
18, 1856) and later assured the movement its wholehearted sup­
port (April 4, 1856).13> The editor of Lehn und Wehn received 
many letten from Lutherans throughout the United States which 
urged and endoned the conference.14> The New York pastors, 
at their conference held in March, 1856, endoned the free Lu­
theran conference as proposed by Walther. The Luthemche Her­
old (April 15, 1856) quoted the original proposal in full and SUI· 
gested topics to be discuaed at the conference.JD> The Mia.riona,v 
of Pittsburgh (June 1, 1856) agreed with the purpose of the free 
conference, but held that the time for such a conference had not 
yet come, since many ministers who could not understand German 
would not be able to take part in the discussions. It suggested 
that local free conferences be held for the purpose of disc:ussial 
doctrine. Walther, however, felt that general conferences should 
first be held 1n order that the participants would first of all be 

13) "It He111S as though a general Interest In the Importance of UYI 
step of that nature Is stirring In all parta of the Chun:&. • • • We can 
assure the friends of this movement that If auch a conference is held ••• 
the brethren In Columbus, If such be the general wish, will 11adly 
receive them or meet with them at any other place."-L1&thma11 
Staftcfard (translated from Lehre uncl Wehre, D, 152). 

H) L. u. W., II, 148. 
18) These topics included the followln1 problems: In what matten 

must all Lutherans qree? How far does such unity exist amoDI 111T 
Wh1ch synods of our country, by the stanclarda of the A. C., are still truly 
bellevlngT In which matters may dffferences be permitted, and what 
attitude should the synods take toward one another ln view of thole 
dffferences? Would it be advantageom or not to 8Cllve thole cWrerencs 
at the present time, and If so, what means should be adopted to nmGft 
them? What rules are to be followed in establishing new conpeptlom 
and ln those matters pertaining to the ministry, etc. (Cf. ~ .. W., D. 
150-151.) 
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Walther and the l'ree Lutheran Conferencea 1587 

Ul1U'lld of their unity and then work for unity in smaller circles.m 
'l'be EmngeUc:al Lt&thenln. (Feb. 15, 1858) hallecl the proposal of 
Walther u an Indication that the ma:lmlve, ''haftl-sb•JJed" 18> 
MJaomiam were ::,ieldlng.U> 

11> L. 11. w.
1 
u. 185-188. The Mluloftcl7v be1cl to 11a op1n1on. Later 

(Oct. 23, 1856) t i,~ that not only ttiCllle Lutherans meet at free 
ccmfennces who aclhered to the U. A. C. but all who called themselva 
Lutheran. 

18) It ls hard to understand how Walther, who for yean had cham­
pioned the doctrine of the invlslble Church and Its unlvenallty, could 
be called exclusive or how the person who made the following statements 
could be called "harcl-ahelled". Walther made many statements lllmllar 
to the followlnl: 

"The Lutheran Church is not limited to thole people who from 
their youth have bome the name 'Lutheran' or have taken that name 
later on. To every J)erson who honestly submits to the whole written 
Word of God, bears the true faith in our dear Lord J'esus Christ in his 
heart and confesses it before the world, we extend our hand, reprd 
him also as a fellow believer, as a brother In Christ, as a member of 
our Church, no matter In what sect be may lie concealed and captive." 
Luth. I, 5. 

"As far as our relation to the Indianapolis Synod ls concerned, 
Inasmuch as they stand on the IIBIDe confessional basis with us and 
are shaping their church practice more and more in accordance there­
with, we have decided to propose closer church fellowship to them. FtW 
ic 10ould 11ot be in. Ju1nnon.11 witJ~ the Word ol Goe! and church practice 
if we, living in the same counb'y and being in church matters eaen­
tially one, would exist aide by aide as two divided chun:b organizations." 
Lut1•. VDI, 17. (For doctrinal differences betweeen the two synods at 
this time see Luth. vm, 39.) 

"We are not fighting for a particular constituted divlslon which calla 
itself Lutheran. It is not our goal to bring matters to such a PUii that 
all Christians accept a so-called Lutheran Church polity and Lutheran 
ceremonia, join a Lutheran Synod, or bind themselves by Lutheran 
symbols. • . • The object of our struggle ls nothing else than the true 
faith, the pure truth, the unfalsilied Gospel, the pure foundation of 
the Apostles and Prophets.'' LutJi. I, 100. 

"We do not hereby mean to indicate that we are among those who 
believe that their understanding requires no development or correction. 
It is rather our constant, serious endeavor to make progress in 
the recognition of truth and, with the help of God, to free ounelva 
more and more from the errors which still cling to us." Luch. XIII, 1. 

"We, only a short time ago, were held captive by many errors, and 
God had patience with us and with great long-suffering led us unto 
the way of truth. Remembering that, we also wW show patience with 
our erring neighbors and, by God's grace, will refrain from all sinful 
judging and condemning. We will not attack erring persons but rather 
the errors. Nor will we pose as people who alone are true Luthcram 
and alone possess the truth, but only bear testimony that God has done 
great thlnls also for us and has brought us to the knowledge of the 
savinl truth." Lutl,. I, 1. 

''People thought that after withdrawing from the left there was 
no possibWty of erring in the other direction. Thus It has come to pass 
that no one has departed farther from true Lutheranism than those who 
want to be the strictest Lutherans. They did not consider that also 
the way of truly pure doctrine ls everywhere a narrow way, on wblch 
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cm1Y be nmalm who with holy eunestnea fa lntat an tumlq mltblr 
to t1MI ript nor the left. It wa UIUIDed that the pralae of belnl mlctly 
orthodox wu easy to obtain; that it required no earnest atud.7, 
.-n:bJn, dellberation, prayer, ~ and the ~ of IIIIIDY 

Ct~~; ~co;~~m:. -~ ~ belq ev:,=:t 
laxity with utmost ferocity and to prea and 111'1• everything whim 
had the appearance of being churcbly, then the deed wu ~ 
the prize of orthodoxy won, the Great Inqufaitor bad est■b1fsbea blm­
aelf, and all now bad to fear bfa citation to judJDnent. Thua It bu came 
to the stage that no teacher atanda more In ihe way of the ao-c■Jlecl 
'atrict churchly Lutherans' than -Luther." Luth.. xm, 58. • 

19) Wu Walther yielding? He ii ready to call men brethren with 
whom be bad controversies. Walther nlwaya considered error a terrible 
thing. Time and again he Indicated that be felt that "every error, wbm 
It bcieomea active In a man, ii a deadly poison to the 110ul" (Luth. I, 1'). 
On the other band, he also realized that no human being wu free fram 
errors or. could perfectly understand or explain Scripture. Luther 
erred (Luth. 1, 3); Walther erred (Luth. xm, 1); it ii wrong to -, 
that the true preacher cannot err (Lutheraner 1, 83). But let it not be 
overlooked that Wnlther wrote ugainat unionism even while the fne 
conferences were being held (Luth. XU, 193; XIII, 167; XIV, 53, 150; XV, 
79, 117, 121, 185; XVI, 46). These articles, however, u were mast of 
Walther's articles against union, were in the early years directed apimt 
union with the Reformed. Walther opposed three types of union: 

1. Union with heretics. In Walther's estimation a heretic is a pencm 
who is not a member of the Invisible Church and therefore an un­
believer (Kb-c:7&e und Amt, Port 1, Thesis II). Furthermore, a heretic, 
according to Walther, is a person who bolda o false doctrine against hil 
own better judgment and thus despises the Word of God: "Accordilll 
to the Word of God thot person is a heretic who, first of all, agalmt better 
knowledge and conscience and in spite of repeated admonitions, punu• 
bis erroneous way" ("Die Ev.-Luth. KiTche, die wahTe slcht&are Ktrc:lu 
Gotte• auf Enlen.", ein Referat fuer die Verhandiung der Allg. Ev.-Luth. 
Synode von Missouri, Ohio, u. a. Staaten, Oct. 31, 1868, Thesis V, I 2'). 
The following statements illustrate this opinion still more: 

"Finally, there ore mnnilcst heretics, who deceive others and in 
toho•e cue there u little hope of imJ)l"CWement. The Corinthians and 
Galatians belong to the first two classes (le., weak, erring Cbmtianl), 
whom he (Paul) calls brothers, becouse a person did· not yet despair 
of their convemon; for that reason he dealt with them, instructed them, 
and found that they could be taught. But stiffneeked heretics he c:mn­
manda us to avoid. Tit. 3: 10. The same thing happens In our churches 
today, inasmuch u we do not immediately exclude from church fellow­
ship those who have been deceived by Calvinists and other heretics, 
u long u they are instruetible." Luth. XU, 205. 

'The purity of the Word has, u far os the preaching thereof In the 
Church is concerned, in different· periods bod different degrees, and 
for that reason the Bible compnres it to the changing moon (Soni of 
Solomon 8: 9). Also members of the true Church often build on the 
true foundation not only 'gold, silver, and precioua stones' of pun 
doctrine, but also the 'wood, hay, ond stubble' of erroneous, human 
ldeu (1 Cor. 3: 11-15), so that the Church itself muat dally pray: 'For­
give us our trespasses.' These errors, however, are of such a natun 
that they do not destroy the foundation, nor are they stubbornly held. 
u we also see in the case of the Apostles, who often erred, but recelftcl 
correction. For where false doctrines are not only preached but 
also 1tubbomly held, there the true Church is not present. • • . 'Bow e1le 
could n person distinguish which is the true Church of Christ and which 
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There were, as could be expected, also objections to the general 
conferences. The Reformed churches regarded the attempt at 
union as a premature one undertaken "before the leaven of truth" 
(undoubtedly their view on the Lord'■ Supper) "bad su&iciently 
permeated the Lutheran Church of America." Nor could they un­
derstand why the Lutheran■ could not agree on a qualified ■ub­
■cription.:!O> The Buffalo Synod felt that Walther was seeking 
■elf-aggrandizement through the conference■.21> Benj. Kurtz of 
the Luthen&n Obaen,er (May 23, 1856) ■aw in the proposed con­
ferences nn attempt to unite the "symbolical Lutherans" against 
the "American Lutherans," i.e., adherents of the Definite Plat­
f07'm.22> 

The Southern Conference of the Eastern District of the Synod 

the Church of the devil except by the obedlence or disobedience t.o 
Christ?' " Luth. I, 83. 

Walther points out that Luther bad patience with the Bobem!an 
brethren and had patience with their errors because "they were un­
learned men who s taggered often In knowledge, but ncverthelcsa, 
had an open heart for the truth and did not cherish a darkened pleasure 
in their errors." Zwingli, on the other band, wu regarded by Luther u 
a heretic. Luth. II, 102. (Cf. Luth. I, 99; I, 83; Ill, 49; XD, 205.) 

2. Union with Reformed ond other sects. "We are eager t.o show 
the Reformed all love, innsmuch M we love them all from the heart; 
nor do we condemn them u harshly M Luther once had to condemn 
Zwingli; nor do we want to act bitterly toward them or appear eager 
lo condemn them •.. but as a Church we cannot join with them." -
L111la. I, 52 (cf.1, 11; I , 43--44; VIII, 10; VDI, 38; et mulff). 

3. Union with Lutherans who did not 111bseribe or adhere to the 
Augsburg Confession or who 111bscribed with reservallons. The Luthe­
rllner vindicated Missouri's early attitude toward the Ohio Synod on 
the following grounds: a. The latter, by the use of the phrase "Christua 
sprach" at the Lord's Supper indicated that it made the Real Presence 
a matter of indifference; b. it served Lutheran and Reformed churches; 
e. although it endorsed the oath on the Symbolical Books at ordination, 
it was not in earnest in the oath (Luth. IV, 137). He opposed the General 
Synod because it did not demand unqualified 111bseripllon to the symbola 
and was Reformed, Methodlstie, unlonlstie, and rallonallstic In practlee 
(Luth. VIII, 10). The Pennsylvania Synod received Reformed and 
Presbyterian ministers as advisory members (Luth. VIII, 138) and bad 
a joint agenda with the General Synod which voieed the faults of that 
Synod (Luth. VIII, 10). The Iowa Synod gave a qualified 111bseripllon 
to the Augsburg Confession (Luth. XII, 5). 

20) L . u. W., II, 187. 
21) L. u. W., II, 188. 
22) An interesting objection wu voieed by a layman of New York. 

In an article published in the Lutherlln Obsen,er (Aug. 22, 1858) be re­
quested those aynods who were urging that free conferences be held 
to desist from endeavors to restore· the symbolical writings, inumuch 
u he saw in such endeavors the attempt to give the preachers in America 
the AJDe authority over the laity which wu exercised in Germany. 
Re felt that the efforts made toward free conferences were only bringina 
dlsunlty. Therefore he requested all Lutheran periodicala and espec1ally 
Lehre uncl Wehn to permit the matter t.o rest (L.u. W., D, 187). 
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of Ohio at its conference May 20-22, 1858, resolved not to take 
put at a free conference as proposed by Walther for the following 
ftlUIODS: 

1. Because they felt that experience taught that aubac:riptlon 
onbr to the Augsburg Confession with the lips or on paper is euy 
enough and often made in America, but in practice is so com­
pletely ignored that pastors and congregations without the leut 
fear of God establish opposition congregations where there are 
ministers who are known to be loyal to the Confession. 

2. Because the person who does not declare adherence to all 
the Symbolical Books is not sincere in his subscription to the 
U. A. C. The conference saw no reason why the other Symbollc:al 
Books should not be included. 

3. Because the conference felt that the Buffalo Synod was ex­
cluded from the free conferences. 
Walther replied to these objections as follows: :!3> 

"Ad l. That many are loyal to the U. A. C. with lips only and 
deny it in practice cannot be brought to bear against the principle 
in accordance with which the general conference is to be composed 
and held, since that objection would hold in the case of the best 
formulated confession. 

"Ad 2. That the person who knowingly rejects a doctrine 
taught in one of the other Lutheran confessions cannot be in 
earnest with his professed loyalty to the U. A. C. is also my con­
viction, inasmuch as the other symbols contain nothing more than 
a development, proof, and apology of the doctrines of the U. A. C. 
That, on the other hand, the person who declares the Augsburg 
Confession his confession, but not, for example, the Formula of 
Concord, is a genuine Lutheran is just as certain. There are whole 
Lutheran state churches, like the Swedish and the Danish, which 
have never oJlicial)y acknowledged the Formula of Concord and 
have not required their candidates to subscribe to it, which, never­
theless, were for that reason never suspected by other Luthel'BD 
churches nor denied church fellowship by those churches which 
subscribed to the whole Formula of Concord. In America it fl 
also the case that, with the exception of U. A. C., the symbols are 
still somewhat unknown to many Lutheran preachers and for 
many, because of the nature of their training, it would be no 
amall task to examine quickly the whole ConcOT'dia and orientate 
themselves in it. We therefore deem it right and proper not to 
look with suspicion on those who for the time being declare their 
adherence to the U. A. C. without reservation, but to extend the 

23) Luth. XD, 181!....112 
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hand of brotherhood to them and confer with them, with the con­
vlc:tlcm that such are implicit• subscribers to the teachings con­
tained in the other symbols, although perhaps they do not yet 
know these and for that reason are held by a certain hesitancy. 
We remind ourselves of the words of Luther. He writes in his 
Urteil uebff dn Reichmbschied as follows: 'In addition we mud 
-=knowledge that the doctrine preaehed and submitted at Augs­
burg is the true and pure Word of God and that all who believe 
and hold it are children of God and will be saved, whether they be­
lieve now already or will be enlightened later ODi which confeuiml 
will endure until the end of the world and the Last Day. For it 
fa written: "He that believes and calls upon God will be saved." 
And one must pay loving attention (wahmebmen) not only to 
all those who will still join us, but also to the Christian Church 
which preachea the Word and our people who are its members. 
For it fa written Gal. 8: 16: "As many as walk according to this 
nile, etc.;" which excludes no one. In accordance therewith, all 
who believe and live according to the teachings of the Confession 
,and its Apology are by such faith and teaching our brothers, and 
their danger concerns us as much as our own. Also we dare not 
forsake them as members of the true Church; whether they unite 
with us whenever they willi whether they do thfa quietly or openlyi 
'Whether they live among us or at a distance. That we say and hold. 
If Jesus, John 17, prays for all those who were to believe the 
teachings of the Apostles, why should we, then, forsake and not 
regard those for whom Jesus prayed? In the fifth place, n person 
cannot deny that this doctrine which was preached and presented 
at so many diets has at all times converted a number of people to 
God, and, if a person were to repulse and separate from this 
doctrine, he would be fighting against the Holy Spirit inasmuch 
as they were illumined by the Holy Spirit, who so openly declared 
1hat such deeds and works please Him' (Luther, XVI:1857, 58). 

"Ad 3. We cannot understand why the proposed plan fa held 
to involve exclusion of the Buffalo Synod. Perhaps the conference 
means to say that if the free conference tolerates the 'Missourians' 
in its midst and does not cum infamia ban them as unworthy of 
the name Lutheran, the Buffalo Synod will not participate. The 
latter has really said this herself. The Synod writes in the 
lnformatorium: 'How would it be possible for our ministers to 
confer with such preachers as absolve our excommunicated people 
and receive them to Communion?' After the Buffalo Synod, like 
every other one which subscribes to the U. A. C. without reserva­
tion, has been invited to take part in the free conference, it is 
ridiculous to speak of exclusions. . . . Surely, if a person fails 
to answer direct invitations to a discussion aimed at peace and 
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rejects them without shame, then it is not to be wondered at if 
indirect suggestions for the establlshlng of peace in Israel are re­
jected. He who because of alleged aim in life will not hold dis­
cussions concemlng doctrine or want to hear of church fellowablp 
thereby shows that he is given to Donatlatlc falaehoods and separa­
tfstlc inclinations. . . . It is true, the Buffalo Synod accused our 
men of saying: 'The Buffalo Synod must be annihilated.' We, 
however, have declared again and again that the person who in­
vented this fable was a liar and challenged the Buffalo Synod to 
produce its witnesses. 

''We finally herewith declare with a sincere heart that if the 
purpose of unifying the Lutherans in America could sooner be 
attained if we did not take part in the same, we, as far as our 
person is concerned, would be willing to stay away and would 
also then praise God from the bottom of our heart if all true 
Lutherans of America would rally around the Auguata.na. invariata, 
and we would have to bear the shame of being excluded from the 
work of establishing the brotherhood (Ps. 122: 3-9). God in his 
own time would undoubtedly espouse our cause and remove the 
undeserved shame." 

The Lutheran StandaTd (1856, 6) suggested that the following 
invitation be published in church papers and that pastors who 
desired to take part in the conference send l'l1eir names to their 
respective periodical together with theh· vote £or the place where 
the conference was to be held: 

''The undersigned ministers of the Ev. Luth. Church in the 
United States, with the conviction that the unity and the well­
being of our Lutheran Zion will be greatly advanced through the 
free expression of opinions regarding the various interests of our 
Church in this land by brethren who are united in faith, herewith 
extend an invitation to all members of the Ev. Lutheran Church 
in the United States who hold the U. A. C. to be a true presentation 
of the teachings of the Word of God to meet with them in the city 
of ----- --- Wednesday, Oct. l, in a free and brotherly 
conference concerning the status and needs of the Church in 
America" (translated from the German of L. u. W.). 

Lehf'e und Wehf'e (II, 186-187) reprinted the invitation to­
gether with the following signatures: F. Wyneken, G. Schaller, 
F. Buenger, C. F. W. Walther, A. Biewend. All these men voted 
for Columbus, Ohio. The notice was repeatedly published, and the 
list of names increased (II, 216-217: 245-283). The majority of 
Missouri Synod ministers and ministers of other Synods voted for 
Columbus, Ohio. The official invitation was then published in the 
Luthmit1. Standcznl (Sept. 9, 1856. Cf. Luth. xm, 21). 
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D. 'J.'he Pint ll'rN Confseace lM) 

Col_.__ Olllo 

Oct. 1-7, 1111 

Fifty-four pastors and nineteen laymen (a total of seventy­
tbree) attended the First Free Conference. These men came from 
four synods: Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and Missouri. Letters 
from pastors in these synods u well u from ministers of the Ten­
neaee, Wisconsin, and Iowa Synods 111> indicated that others who 
were unable to be present were in accord with the purpose of the 
conference and wished the men assembled at Columbus the guld­
ace of the Holy Spirit. 

The following men were, present from the Missouri Synod: 
Pres. F. Wyneken; Vice-Pres. H. C. Schwan; Profs. C. F. W. 
Walther, W. Sihler, and A. Craemer; Pastora 0 . Fuerbringer, E. A. 
Brauer, F. W. Foehlinger, H. Kuehn, J. A. F. Mueller, A. Saupert, 
G. Schaller, A. Volkert, E. 0. Wolff, A. Wavel, and A. Selle. Lay­
men of the Missouri Synod were also present. 

Pastors present from other synods: Pastora F. L. Daib, G. 
Doepken, C. Ebert, A. Ernst, H. Fick, F. Groth, P. Heid, R. Herbst, 
J. P. Kalb, A. Kleinegees, K. Koeberlin, E. Kombaum, Prof. W. F. 
Lehmann, Prof. M. Loy; Pastora D. M. Martens, K. Mees, J. G. H. 
Nuetzel, D. Rothacker, A. Rueter, J. A. Schulze, J. C. Schulze, 
J. Seidel, C. Spilmann, F. W. Steimle, C. F. Stohlmann, C. H. Weisel, 
C. Wemle, Prof. D. Worley ; Pastora P. Gast, J. J. Fast. 

The conference met in Trinity Church, Columbus, Ohio, and 
was opened with n hymn, prayer, and the recitation of the Apostles' 
Creed by the pastor of the church, Prof. W. F. Lehmann of the 
Ohio Synod. Professor Lehmann was elected as chairman, Pastor 
C. F. Stohlmann as vice-chairman, Pastor H. C. Schwan and Prof. 
M'. Loy as secretaries. 

After the greetings and communications - had been read, the 
chairman called for motions relative to matters to be discussed. 
Motions were made to discuss 1) doctrine; 2) church worship; 
3) church polity. It was also proposed to discuss the various needs 
of the Lutheran Church in America. It was pointed out, however, 
that recent attacks on the Augsburg Confession had motivated 

2') The minutes of the free conferences were written in German 
and English ond submitted to various Lutheran perlodlcala for publica­
tion (e.g., Lutlum.m Standanl, Lutherlache Herold, Lutheniner, et al.). 
The minutes were also printed in pamphlet form ("A~ aus den 
Verhandlungen der Freien Ev.-Lutherlschen Konferenz, zu ~, H.Lud­
wlg, New York, 1858. Unless otherwise indicated, all quotatlom and 
material in this description of the conference are translated from the 
Lutheraner. The minutes of the first conference are In LudaffClner 
XDI, 49ff. 

25) Luth. XDI, 33 
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the calling of the conference. For that reuon it wu of the peatat 
importance that the delegates at the conference assure each other 
of their loyalty to the U. A. C. not only in substance, but In all 
ibl parts.H> After some dlscuaion, the following resolution wu 

26) In a Reffffl& (read at the synodical meet.Ing held at St.Laull In 
1858. Luth. XIV, 201 ft.) Walther defines the meanlns of an unquall8ed 
subacrlptlon to the U. A. C.: "Since the Symbola are c:onfesslom of the 
faith or doctrine of the Church (and can ba or aim at being notbJng elae), 
an unquali&ed subscription can be understood as nothing elle than 
a aolemn oathllke promise to the Church by the penon who is enterma 
lta service that he considers the cloctrinal content ltaelf of the Coa­
fealons (but this without exception) as differing in no alngle inltance 
(either In a primary or secondary point) from the Scripture and • 
being In harmony with it In every point, ond for that reuon believes 
In It as In God's Word itself and thus intends to preach that cloctrille 
without falsification. Therefore whatever position a teaching oceupls 
in the doctrinal structure of the Symbols and in whatever 1orm it is 
presented, ba it that of a matter specifically (e:a: pTOfeno) treated or that 
of an incidental statement, the unqualified subscription applies to all 
of them. . . . Clinging to the principle that the Symbols are COD• 
fessions of faith and doctrine, tlic Church, on the other band, muat 
nec:eaarily exclude all that which does not pertain to doctrine from 
the material by which the subscriber is bound." Walther considered the 
following of the lotter nature: 

1. Matters of style and language. 
2. Everything belonging to the field of human sciences (mensch­

liche Wissenschaften) and the field of criticism. 
3. Historical matters. 

· 4. Exegesis. ("In einem achnlichen Verhoeltnisz steht ouch die Aus­
legung welche im Symbol von einzelnen Sehriltstellen gegeben wird. 
Der heilige Apostel Paulus selbst stellt als dos einzige unbedingt noth­
wendlge Erf'ordemlsz einer unverwcrflichen Welssagung oder Auslcguq 
der Schrilt auf: 'Hat jemand \Veissagung, so sei ale dem Glauben 
achnllcb,' Rom.12: 7. Hieraus zleht Johann Gerhard den Auslegunp­
knnon: 'Moegen wir auch immerhin den elgentllchen und besondcm 
Sinn aller Stellen nicht errelchen, so genuegt es doch, in der Auslegung 
derselben nlchts wider die Aehnlichkeit des Glnubens vorzubringen. 
Gesetzt also, dass eln Ausleger den besondem Sinn lrgend einer Blbel­
stelle nlcht traefe, legte er dieselbe aber so nus, doss seine Auslcguq 
ihren Grund in ondern Schriftstellen hoette, so irrte er slch wohl ID 
der Meinung, dass cine gewisse Lehre in elner bestlmmten Stelle enthalten 
•I, er lrrte o.ber nlcht in der Lehre. Auch wer die symboliscben Buecher 
unbedingt unterschreibet, erklaert daher domit our, dosz alle in den­
selben enthaltenen Auslegungen 'dem Glouben aehnlich' seien.") 

5. "Since, moreover, the proof for n doctrine con be incomplete, 
although the doctrine to be proved or the conclusion itself rests on an 
unshakable divine basis and also the doctrines selected to aid in the 
proof of the preceding or following clauses are correct, hence also an 
unqualified subscription does not include . • • the form, method, and 
process of argumentation • • • and thus bind every loyal servant of the 
Church to use the method of the Symbols and no other." 

8. While the doctrine of Christian freedom is subscribed to and 
binding, matters pertalning to church constitution (Kircbenverfallunll), 
church laws (Klrcbenordnung), and church ceremonies (K1rchencere­
monlen) touched on in the Confessions naturally are odiaphora and mQ 
be adopted or rejected. 
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adopted: n, .,Surely all who love our Lutheran Zion deplore with 
grief the aad divided state from which our Church suffers here 
In the United States of North America, and all earnestly desire to 
see the growth of this evil checked and all sincere Lutherans 
united on the basis of truth. We Lutherans, too, who are at present 
assembled here ln Columbus perceive with great sorrow the 

' lamentable divided eondltlon afflietlng our dear Lutheran Chureh 
in this eountry. We recognize also the sacred duty whleh devolves 
upon us ehlldren and members of this Church to do whatever we 
can through God's grace that the breaehes in the walls of Zion be 
closed, that which is separated be united and, God willing, be 
fonned into one Evangelical Lutheran Chureh of North America. 
For this reason we have convened here to humble ourselves 
before the Lord, aware of the remissness of which we os members 
of the Church have all become guilty. We wish jointly to ask for 
forgiveness and in His fear fraternally to take counsel as to the 
means by which the desired help for our Chureh might be ac­
complished. Now, since, according to the Word of God, the true 
unity of the Church consists above everything else in the unity 
of faith and of confession (Eph. 4 and 1 Cor.1) and only on 
this foundation true, pennanent, external unity can be established, 
we regard the return of our Church in this country to its Con­
fession as that which is chiefly necessary if true unity is to be 
achieved. Hence we consider it our duty in a humble spirit to 
address all Lutherans in the United States of North America, 
individuals as well as synods, and to ask them that they together 
with us gather again about the good confession of our faithful, 
pious fathers and with us, before everything else, state freely, 
publicly, and without reservation that the fundamental Confession 
of our Evangelical Lutheran Church, the Unaltered Augsburg 
Confession, presented 1530 publicly to Emperor Charles V, is their 
own confession and that the faith set forth in it is in all respects 
the faith of their own heart. The more frequently, alas! it happens 
in our days that people who accept the Confession of our Chureh 
and acknowledge it as the foundation are not thoroughly con­
vinced of the full agreement of this Lutheran symbol with the 
Word of God and willing to use it as their doctrinal guide, the 
more necessary and salutary it appears to us that we should in this 
our meeting consider above everything else this fundamental Con­
fession of our Church and through frank, brotherly exehange of 
views assure one the other that we all agree in the proper under­
standing of this document and thereby confirm each other in the 
unity of the faith." 

27) Translation by Wm. Arndt (ConconHe& 7'heologic:a1 Monthlv, XI, 
pp. 6 and 7). 

35 
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At Its third session the Conference decided to make It a rule 
to d1scuas all questions pertalnlng to faith and comclence, but to rule 
out all those matters which were comequences (Consequenzen) 
and pertained to the field of practical problems and were not matten 
of conscience In the true sense of the word. After the dlacus­
sion of an article had been completed, unity In the undentancling 
and acceptance of it was to be attested by a rising vote. 

The Conference then proceeded to the diacussion of the Augs­
burg Confession. The Introduction, it was pointed out, described 
the Confession as containing, not only the relatively purest doctrlDe, 
but the only correct doctrine which all true Chriatlans have ffll­
plicite, even if they have not come to a full understanding of all 
the teachings. For that reason no one could be regarded as a mem­
ber of the Lutheran Church who rejected or changed the U. A. C. 

The question arose out of this discussion how a person should 
regard those who for themselves accepted the U. A. C., but be­
longed to a church organization which did not recognize the sym­
bolic authority of the Confession. This question was answered 
as follows: "That we regard such persons as brothers as long 
BS they zealously contend against prevailing false doctrines and 
for the truth, and that we regard it as their duty to remain in 
the church organization in which they are established as long 
BS there are still reasonable hopes for improvement." l!S> 

After this discussion, the Conference declared that it consid­
ered the Foreword an integral part of the Confession and that this 
Foreword described the 1·elation of the Confession to our Church 
in the words: "that in this matter of religion the opinions and 
judgments of the parties might be heard and weighed among our­
selves in mutual charity, leniency, and kindness, In order that 

28) This resolution indicates that the Conference did not wllb to 
dissolve any synod or to endanger its existence, but rather to lead the 
erring bodies to the truth. This was not a new principle for Walther. 
It is embodied in his teaching on the Invisible Cliurch. In 18'1, when 
Walther defended the right to existence of the churches of the Saxon 
fathers although these churches had erred at the time of their d~ 
from Germany and also in America (Luth. XIV, 1 ff.), he succeafulJy 
defended the thesis: "Erring groups should not be dissolved, but 
reformed (Auch lrrglaeubigc Haufen 1lnd nlcht aufzuloesen, sondern 
zu reformieren)" (Thesis 3 of the Altenburg Debate, Guenther, C.F. W. 
WczltJun·, St.Louis, 1890, p. 45). We have already noted how eamatly 
Walther defended himself ngnlnst the charge of attempting to dlaolve 
the Buffalo Synod. In 1860 Pastor Grosz of the Eastern District requested 
Synod to give an opinion ns to whether a teacher who had accsted 
a call to a school which belonged to an erring synod could be received 
Into the Missouri Synod. The opinion of Synod held that Inasmuch u 
the teacher (Knoche) had accepted the call with the uudentandirur that 
he be permitted to teach Luther's Catechism and heard the Won! and 
took the Sacrament in a Missouri Church, he was In reality servfDa the 
lllaourl Synod and could be received u a member. (AUgemeiu 
Svnodczlberichte, 1860, p. 78.) 
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after the removal and correction of such things as have been 
treated and understood in a different manner in the writings on 
either aide, these matters may be settled and brought back 
to one simple truth and Christian concord, that for the future one 
pure and true religion may be embraced and maintained by us, 
that as we all are under one Christ and battl~ under Him, so we 
may be able also to live ln unity and concord in the one Chris­
tian Church," and "we offer in this matter of religion the Con­
fession of our preachers and of ourselves showing what manner 
of doctrine from the Holy Scriptures and the pure Word of God 
has been up to this time set forth in our lands, dukedoms, domin­
ions, and cities, and taught in our churches." 20> 

.After a brief discussion the first article of the Confession was 
approved. In the discussion of the second article the conference 
emphasized that all men sinned in Adam because all were in Adam. 
Original sin is not only a disease or the inability to do good, but ls 
really and truly sin. The Conference expressed its belief that the 
words "true God and true man" in the third article are to be con­
nected with all the predicates following: born, suffered, died, 
etc. Thus the Communion of Attributes l~ already taught in 
the Augsburg Confession and only expanded in the Formula of 
Concord. We pray to Jesus also according to His human nature 
(Deshalb beten wir auch Christum nicht blosz nach seiner Gott­
hcit, sondem auch nach seiner Menschheit an). In the discussion 
of the fourth article the Conference emphasized that faith justifies 
not because it is an inner condition (Beschaffenheit) and the 
source of good works, but because faith lays hold on the merits 
of Christ and appropriates them. Thus sins are forgiven for 
Christ's sake and not for faith's sake. 

Differences of opinion became evident in the discussion of the 
fifth article. On the one hand, it was held that "Predigtamt'' had 
the same meaning as "Pfarramt." It was, however, pointed out 
that the two did not have the same meaning in this article, inas­
much as the fifth article explained the means through which the 
saving faith described in the fourth article is attained, namely, 
through the ministry of the Word and the Sacraments, as could 
clearly be seen from the Latin (inatitutum. est m.inisterium. docendi 
evangelii et pon-igendi sacm.m.ent«). After three sessions had 
been given to the topic, it was moved to postpone the discussion of 
the relationship between "Predigtamt" and "Pfarramt'' until the 
fourteenth article had been read. It was then stated in a general 

29) All English quotations of the Symbols are taken from the 
ConcordiA Triglotta, St. Louis, 1921. 
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way that the Conference interpnted the term ''Predlgtamt" to 
mean services within the Church, or the admlnlstration of the 
means of grace, and thereupon the Conference expressed Its agree­
ment with article five in the usual manner. 

The discussion of the sixth article centered around the phrue 
"It is necessary to do good works." The question whether good 
works are necessary because they are marks of faith was answered 
to the effect that good works are indeed slgas of faith a 
long as the Christian ls not in a state of temptation, but when he ls 
in such a condition, faith alone can destroy the fiery darts of the 
Evil One. The Conference finally agreed to the following sentences: 

''We must do good works, partly because of the divine com­
mand, from which also believers are not excluded, and partly be­
cause good works necessarily flow out of faith. Therefore be­
lievers need the preaching of the Law not Inasmuch as they are 
new creatures, but inasmuch as they still have the Old Adam 
in them." 

After this explanation the Conference proceeded to the dis­
cussion of the seventh article. It was first of all observed that the 
"Church" therein described is one which has always existed. For 
that reason the Lutheran Church In its historical appearance II 
not identical with the concept "Christian Church" of which the 
seventh article speaks. On the other hand, a Church which in the 
full sense of the word is "the true Church" must show the marks 
of the true Church, i. e., the pure Word and the Sacraments.•> 
Since the Lutheran Church has these marks, it is called the "true 
Church," yet not the Church in the real sense of the tenn.1U Thus a 
person could regard the Lutheran Church from two points of view. 
On the one hand, a person might regard it In the light of its his­
torical development. Then a person could not identify it with 
the one,32> holy,11> Christian Church, since it was not always in 

30) 'To the extent that an ening group stW ha1 the truth, it belonp 
to the Christian Church; to the extent, howev~ that it corrupt.a the 
truth, It ii a sect and not an institution of salvation." Walther lD 
Luth. I, 98. 

31) "The Lutheran Church is not the visible group of DCOllle wbo 
call themselves Lutheran, but the great changeless Churdi to which 
those who properly call themselves Lutheran pledge themselves with 
their teaching, and to which millions have belonged before Luther'• 
name was mentioned in the world .••• We therefore gladly admit that 
the aum total of those who heretofore called themselves Lutheram are 
only a particular church body and not the catholic Chriltian Church, 
but only a part of it". - Walther in Luth. I, 99. 

32) The Conference held that the Church was one because 1) there 
are no IJ)ecla of the one genu; 2) it has one faith; 3) because it ha 
always been one in Christ. 

33) The Conference agreed that the Church ii not "boJy" in the 
Old Testament sense, I. e., as the children of llrael were outwardly 
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exiatenc:e, nor did it ever embrace all belleven.H> On the other 
hand, inasmuch u the Lutheran Church declares by that name its 
allegiance to the same belief which the one, holy, Christian Church 
has always confessed, a person could speak of the Lutheran Church 
u the one holy Christian Church.:11, 

The opinion was expressed that the phrase "in which the 
Gospel is rightly taught and the Sacraments are rightly admin­
istered" can only refer to a visible organization, inasmuch as the 
preaching of the Word and the administration of the Sacraments 
is a visible act. The view prevailed, however, that the marks of 
the Church can be visible without the thing itself being visible. 
The presence of the marks of the Church indicates that the Church 
is present but does not indlcate who the members of the Church 
are. It is easier to recognize the presence of the Church where the 
Word and Sacrament are present in their purity than where they 
are not thus present. It would be a mistake, however, to deny 
that the Church is also present there, where, in addition to destruc­
tive 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 salvation to flee all false prophets. 

As far as ceremonies are concerned, the Conference agreed 
that no ceremonies are essential for the unity of the Church. It 
was pointed out, however, that the Lutheran Church has certain 
ceremonies which are types (Sinnbilder) of Christian truth and 
contribute to the growth in Christian virtue. The Conference felt 
that a return to the old Lutheran customs was desirable.H> 

selec:ted by God, but in the true inner New Testament aeme, belnlE the 
congregation of all believers. This Church is holy 1) because o1 the 
administration of the Word and the Sacrament.; 2) because of the 
imputed righteousness of Chmt; 3) beeause its memben lead holy Uva. 

34) The Conference held that the tenn "believers" doa not include 
those who have "an historical faith" (den historischen Glauben), but only 
the vere CTedente•, f. e., those who through a living faith are united 
with Christ. 

35) For a fuller discussion of Walther's views on the Church see 
the forewords to the first editions of the Lutherancr. Cf. Luth. %Ill, 
51 ff.; 73 ff.; ete. 

36) "Although the return to the doctrines of our fathers will more 
and more tend to Instill a /leasure in the beautiful forms of church 
service which they had an a person may have It as a goal to lead 
our Lutheran people to them again, stlll the matter is and alwaya will 
remain a matter of Christian freedom, and the preacher deals contrary 
to this freedom and (if against better knowledge and conscience) god­
lessly who upholds any ceremony as necessary for his congregation." 
:Minutes of the Conference, Luth. xm, 52. 

The Conference also expressed the opinion that the outward form 
(Verfassungsform) clld not belong to those thinp on which true unity 
depended. 
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On Oct. 8 the Conference heard the report of tht: correspond­
ence committee. It expressed its joy over the many letters reeelfld 
and expreaed regrets that the writers could not be praent. It aJao 
decided to conduct the next conference in October, 1851. 'l'be 
selection of the place wu left to the executive committee. At tbe 
next session the Conference resolved that only those should haw 
a voice at the conference who were members of a Lutheran synod 
or could present satisfactory credentials. 

The conference adjourned with prayer and benedlctlon.111 

m. Walther's Evaluation of the Fint Free Conference 
Walther wu 6lled with joy over the results of the First FrN 

Conference. We shall quote at length from his evaluation of the 
Conference as given in the LuthflYlneT'. After acquainting bla 
readers with the purpose of the Conference and saying a few words 
about the synods represented, he adds: :sa, 

''The Conference received proofs that many dear brethren who 
were absent in body were present in spirit, since these· men who 
wrote showed their sympathy with the purpose of the Conference, 
extended words of encouragement and advice, and wished the 
guidance of the Holy Spirit and the richest blessings on the delib­
erations. 

"The spirit which permeated the Conference wos the spirit of 
truth, of love, and of peace. Naturally it wos too much to expect 
that among the members of the Conference, who 1n most instances 
aaw each other face to face for the first time, differences in doctrine 
should not at first become evident. At the same time, however, It 
became apparent in the clearest possible way that no one present 
would not have been ready to conform to recognized truth. Every 
voice heard testified that in all hearts there lived an upright and 
yearning desire for unity in spirit through the bonds of love and 
peace. No free utterance which followed on a frank ossertion pro­
duced a lasting false note. One surpassed the other in showing 
deference according to God's Word; no one appeared to be seeklnl 
his own; the speakers showed that Christian spirit which regards 
the next person as higher than himself, and each was ready to 
learn from his neighbor. The result of this was that the longer 
they dealt with one another and the more thoroughly they ex-

37) On Oct. 26 Pastor A. Klelnegces wrote a letter to the secretu7 
at Columbus. Ohio, In which he stated that it wu known that he dlil 
not agree with the Interpretation of the fifth and aeventh articles • 
adopted by the Conference. He also Ctm out that he had mt.eel Ida 
reuona for differing from the views y accepted at the Ccmfrm 
but had been persuaded not to enter his obJectloDII In the mlnut& 
At thla pastor'■ request, the letter was publlahed ID the ofBcla1 minute■• 

38) Luth. XIII, 33, 3'. 
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pressed themselves on the altuatlom whlch arose, the more firmly 
the members of the Conference were united in the ever-growing 
c:onscioumess of etancUng In one faith and in true brotherly Jove. 

"The Conference fbw1y decided to read the Unaltered Augs­
burg Confession together, to evmln"' each word carefully and to 
voice opinions freely and without reserve, not only in order first 
of all to become conscious together of Its doctrinal content in its 
definiteness and completeness, but also thorougb1y to convince 
Itself that all its members were truly loyal to the Unaltered Augs­
burg Confession, and that each one present accepted it without 
reservation in its simple verbal meaning. 

"It Is true that the Conference, by this method of free ex­
pression of opinions, reached only the seventh artlcle in thus read­
ing and discussing the basic Confession of our Church, since most 
of the members bad to leave in order to attend the sessions of 
their own respective synods. Nevertheless, each conference mem­
ber joyfully went his way, convinced that our meeting had, by 
the grace of God, attained the desired goal, namely, that a good 
foundation had been laid on which we could now continue to 
build. They had seen each other face to face; they had learned 
to lmow each other; many premature judgments ha:d been laid 
aside; much misunderstanding had been removed; they had found 
themselves going the same way toward the same goal; many a 
wall which formerly separated them had crumbled; the con­
sciousness of fellow membership in one Church had been awak­
ened and nourished; under the banner of the Unaltered Augsburg 
Confession in its literal meaning they extended each other the hand 
of brotherly love; in joint confession of mutual guilt they bowed 
themselves together before God and pleaded for His grace and 
forgiveness;391 they had agreed that each one would now raise his 
voice in his own circle and occupation and call, with heartfelt 
humility, urging all true sons of our Church to rally around the 
basic Confession of our Church and to fight with us the good fight 
of faith and confession. Thus all finally parted with the joyful hope 

39) Walther did not hesitate to set an example of Christian 
humility. He wrote in the foreword of the Luthff'Clner of that year 
(1856): "As we look back over the years during which we edited the 
LuthcmUT, we find just as many reasons for humbllrur ourselves before 
God on account of the great wealmesscs which are tliereln brought to 
light as to J)raisc God's eternal mercy, which aided us in the ~ of 
toe knowleclge of the truth." Nor was this statement a "nod' to otber 
Lutherans. He apologized in the columns of the Lutheniner (1, 79) for 
the harsh judgments passed on people in Germany by tke Saxons ("wlr 
haben lieblos gerichtet ueber viele in Deutschland"). and although he 
commends the zeal with which he and the Saxons left Germany, a zeal 
proved by the sacrifices made, he nevertheless states: "They, without 
knowing it, were far from being true members of the Evangelical 
Lutheran Church" (Luth. XIV, 1). 
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that the ftnt, even if only a amall, step had been taken In ant.. 
that the state of disunity In which the Lutheran Zion flnda ltae1f 
ID our Jami would, with the help of God, flnaUy be removed, and 
the different aynoda of our land, without banning their own 
peculiar cbarac:terlstics, would flnaUy take OD the fonn of a united 
Lutheran Church of the Unaltered Augsburg Confession. 

"To many who were not present the accompJl,bmenta of tbe 
Conference may appear so Insignificant as to be unworthy of 
mention. We, however, who were privileged to take part received 
an altogether different impression, so that surely all of us could 
join wholeheartedly in the words of the song which were selected 
&om the hymn 'Dir, dir, Jehovah, will ich singen' by the moderator 
of the Conference as the closing theme: 

'Du thust uebencbwengllcb mebr, 
Ala lcb verstehe, bitte und begebr.' 

"Just consider the relationship which existed before In this 
land between the synods which called themselves Lutheran. Each 
one followed, according to the measure of its knowledge and ac­
cording to its opinions and local environments, its own peculiar 
direction. Instead of emphasizing their common relationship and 
serving one another with the special gifts which each possessed, 
they separated, step by step, farther and farther from each other, 
and thus fell into a divided state of jealousy. It appeared entirely 
as though in the end as many divisions, yes, and In part sects, would 
arise in the Church as there were synods. It ls without doubt true 
that the so-called General Synod of the Ev. Lutheran Church In 
the United States likewise arose through the apprehension that 
unless its various synods united, they would finally become oppos­
ing camps. But that union ls built on a foundation on which no 
true, unified Lutheran Church of North America having the cor­
rect belief can be built. It drew an external band around itself and 
at the same time received into its midst the seed for continuous 
inner difl'erences, inasmuch as it yielded the confession of truth 
through which the Lutheran Church reached unity and which it 
is her God-given duty to preserve. For acceptonce of the Augs­
burg Confession with reservations ls no acceptonce of the Con­
fession, but a repudiation of it. For that reason we cannot expect 
salvation for our Church from the General Synod. An outward 
union, as outlined by a constitution, ls not at all the thing we need. 
If one single Evangelical Lutheran Church, strong in unity, ls to 
arise here, it can arise only through the unity of faith, through the 
awakening of the consciousness of the presence of such unity and 
through rallying around one Confession, as around a treasure wbich 
must be mutually defended and preserved. 

'"The General Conference was to serve this purpose, and the 
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remit of that Conference Is that the 6nt step In that direction bu 
been taken. With joy and thanks to God the participants ex­
perienced that through the individual expression of opinion relative 
to the content of the basic Confealon of our Church the con­
sciousness of unity in faith and their mutual relationship was In 
part aroused and In part enlivened and strengthened. When we 
finally bad to part from one another, it was the wish of all that 
God would grant a speedy reunion, In order that we might continue 
on the way of the blessed work, and the hope dwelt In each one 
that finally a bond of spirit and heart would unite all true Lu­
therans of North America, a bond which would bind them to a 
closer and more '61essed union In endeavor than an external organi­
zation, no matter how well elaborated, could do." 

IV. The Second Free Conference 
Pltblnlqb, l'enllqlftllla 

Oct.19---ll'ov.t, 1117 

Present at the Conference: 
Missouri Synod: F. J. Bilz, E. A. Brauer, J. H. Doermann, E. J. 

Fritze, 0. Fuerbringer, C. Grosz, H. Habermehl, W. Holls, A. Hoppe, 
J. A. Huegli, C. G. W. Keyl, W. Nordmann, H. C. Schwan, A. Selle, 
G. Seyffarth, W. Sihler, R. Voigt (c.T.m.), R. Volkert, C. F. W. 
Walther, A. Wevel, H. Wunder. 

Ohio Synod: J. 0. Becker, P. J. Buehl, P. Eirich, F. Groth, 
J. G. Kranz, H. S. Lasar, W. F. Lehmann, M. Loy, F. Schiedt, J. G. 
Theisz, C. Wemle. 

New York Synod: H. Ludwig, W. Steimle, C. W. Weisel. 
Pittsburgh Synod: W. Berkemeier, C. W. Brecht, M. F. Deth-

lefs, H. Gilbert, F. Zimmermann. 
Tennessee Synod: Socr. Henkel. 
Norwegian Synod: V. Koren, J. A. Ottesen. 
The Conference was opened with song and prayer in the First 

German Evangelical Lutheran Church by the chairman of the pre­
vious year, Prof. W. F. Lehmann. Professor Lehmann was re­
elected chairman, the Rev. Steimle, vice-chairman, and Pastors 
Schwan and Loy, secretaries. 

The minutes of the meeting held In 1856 were read, and all 
present signified their agreement with them through a rising vote. 
At the second session the eighth article of the Confession was dis­
cussed. It was agreed that four points were emphasized in this 
article: 

1. That the Church consists of all believers. 
2. As it appears on earth this Church is never totally free of 
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hypocrites. These, however, are never memben of the Church. 
but only mingled with it (1hr belgemlscht). 

3. The means of grace are potent and efBcacloua even when ad­
ministered by hypocrites and godless persons within the Church. 

4. Hence it ls permissible (uti Ucet) to receive the Word and 
the Sacraments from such persons. 

After the Conference had reached agreement on these point., 
the ninth article was read and dlscuased. Fint of all, it was pointed 
out that the phrase "Baptism ls necessary" does not refer to an 
absolute necessity, but only to that necessity whlch flows from the 
divine command and the divinely ordained means. Some of the 
brethren felt that the second article of the Confession teaches the 
absolute necessity of Baptism lnumuch as It teaches that orlglnal 
sin condemns all under -the eternal wrath of God who are not born 
again through Baptism and the Holy Spirit. It was pointed out. 
however, that the emphasis in this phrase of the second article does 
not rest on Baptism but on the words "born again" (cf. John3:5). 
Attention was also drawn to the fact that papists who teach a 
opere openito could teach the absolute necessity of Baptlsm. but 
not Lutherans, who teach that faith generated In Baptism justUles. 

The latter explanation at first seemed unsatisfactory. The point 
was made that this same article condemned the Anabaptists be­
cause they taught that children are saved without Baptism. After 
it was pointed out that the Anabaptists were condemned not be­
cause they rejected the absolute necessity of Baptism, but the 
necessity which resulted from the divine command, the Conference 
agreed that Baptism was necessary because of the divine command 
and its being the divinely ordained means. 

The members of the Conference considered the words "through 
Baptism ls offered the Grace of God" as being so plain that the 
person who considered them Inadequate for expressing that grace 
ls offered through Baptism lacked the proper understanding of 
the words. 

At this point the Conference was interrupted by a person who 
asked for pennission to speak although he was not a member of 
the Conference. When this permission was granted, he pointed out 
that the Conference was not proceeding in accordance with Its 
original purpose, namely, that of discussing doctrine, but was con­
demning persons. Furthermore, he maintained, the Conference 
had no right to condemn persons inasmuch as it was not a synod 
or a church organization, but a free gathering. As soon as a group 
condemns persons, it becomes a "power which oppresses con­
sciences!' Thirdly, the Conference would not be dealing prudently, 
Inasmuch as it would arouse animosity through such action. 
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:Fourthly, the Conference would deal unjustly since it had not 
dealt slmllar]y with other antagonists. Finally, the criticism did 
not reach those for whom it wu Intended. To these accusations 
the Conference replied: 

Ad 1: The Conference by its action condemned no one, but 
merely denied the right to bear the name Lutheran to those who 
were not of the Lutheran faith. Furthermore, the Conference had 
declared from the very bpginnlng that it was not to be a gathering 
of all kinds of people who called themselves Lutheran, but only 
of those who were loyal to the U. A. C. 

Ad 2: Every individual Christian as well as every Christian 
group has the right to condemn false doctrine and mark those who 
disseminate false doctrine as being in error. The Conference de­
manded only that persons adhere to the verbal meaning of the 
Augsburg Confession. That was not diBicult for Lutherans. 

Ad 3: The question here was not one of expediency, but one 
that pertained to the glory of God and the truth. It was not a use­
less task to correct false brethren. 

Ad 4: The Conference would have dealt unjustly if it had 
condemned those who, while openly confessing adherence to the 
Lutheran symbols, in reality rejected doctrines taught there with­
out first showing that they were not honest in their pledged loyalty. 

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

After this explanation the Conference adopted the following 
resolution: 

"We hold that those are not Lutherans who declare this article 
(IX) to be in error and thus deny that Baptism offers grace to all 
and gives and seals it to those who believe; and we reject all who 
hold that the baptismal water is not a means through which God 
works regeneration and seals sonship." 

The Conference also rejected the error of the Anabaptists and 
others who hold that children of Christians are, according to God's 
will and order, saved without Baptism (ordentlic:herweise ohne 
Taufe selig werden). 

It was pointed out, in the discussion of the tenth article, that 
there were some who held that Jesus did not give His disciples His 
body and•blood on the night of the Institution of the Lord's Supper, 
but that this occurred only after the glorification. This false view 
was rejected. The conference endorsed the threefold manner of 
Christ's presence and also went on record as maintaining that the 
words "in, with, and under'' were still the best to describe the 
Sacramental Presence. After lengthy discussion the following 
paragraph was adopted: 
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"That the true body and blood of Chrlat, i. •·• the one which 
now indeed is glorified, but nevertheless the same one which wu 
in the womb of the Virgin Mary, hung on the cross, etc., is truly and 
essentially (yet in a way which CBllllot be understood) praem 
in, with, and under the visible elements, and la distributed by 
the administrant in, with, and under the same to all communlcalltl, 
worthy and unworthy, believers and unbelievers, and is eaten 
by them with their mouth, yet not in a Capernaitic or phydcal 
manner •••• " 

The Conference declared that it did not recognize the Altered 
Augsburg Confession, which was the brain child of a private in­
dividual and never was authorized in the Church. 4D> 

At its last session the Conference heard the report of the cor­
respondence committee, acknowledged the greetings of the New 
York Pastoral Conference, and urged all teachers of colleges to 
take advantage of these conferences. It also resolved that a person 
did not join the Conference as a permanent church organization 
by participating in the discussions. 

The Conference closed with a hymn, prayer, and benediction.a.> 

V. Third Free Conference 
Cleveland, Ohio 
Aq. 1-11, 1858 

Present at the Conference: 
Missouri Synod: F. Auch, E. A. Brauer, Cantor Brauer, J. F. 

Buenger, A. Craemer, H. Gils, W. Engelhart, Hugo Hanser, H. 

40) Walther held that the writings of a private person should never 
be made binding on the Church and that the rule and nonn for de­
termining who is a Lutheran and who is not should alwaya be the Con­
fession. Thus he wrote in 1841: '"l'he true Church is to be judpd 
chiefly by the general, true, public confession by which Its menmen 
acknowledge and hold themselves bound (Die rechtglaeubige Kirche !It 
hauptsaechlich nach dem gemeinsamen rechtglaeubigen oeffentUchen 
Bekenntnlsse zu beurtheilen, wozu sich die Gliecler denelben verbunden 
erkennen und bekennen)."-Guenther, C. F. W. Walther, Thesis Bllrht 
of the Altenburg Debate, p. 48. Approximately forty years later Waldier 
expressed the same thought still more forcefully. He wrote: "The prin­
cipal means by which our opponents endeavor to support their doetrlu 
consists in continually quoting passages from the private writlnp of our 
Church, published subsequently to the Formula of Concord. But when­
ever a controversy arises concerning the question whether a cloc:trlne 
fa LuUutTCZn, we must not ask: 'What does this or that "father" of the 
Lutheran Church teach in his private writings?' for he also may have 
fallen Into error; on the contrary, we must au:: 'What does the ptd,Hc 
CONFESSION of the Luchen&a ChuTCh teach concerning the controverted 
point?' For In her confession our Church bu recoriled for all timM 
what she believes, teaches, and confesses, for the very reuon that no 
-controversy may arise concerning the question what our Luthenn 
Church believes." Walther (translation tiy Aug. Crull): The Conlro­
veni, coneemlng .PNcle1tincztion, St.Louis, C.P.R, 1881, p. 5. 

41) The minutes of the Second Conference are In Luchere&ner, XIV, 
81-85. 
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J'uengel, H. Kuehn, August Lehmann, W. LiDdemmm, J. F. G. 
Muetzel, Christ.tan Piepenbrink, J. Rupprecht, E. Roeder, H. C. 
Schwan, G. Seyffartb, W. SJhler, H. Schoenewald, J. Strieter, H. 
Both, C. F. W. Walther, P. H. Wllll'bspna, F. Wyneken. 

Ohio Synod: S. Baechler, P. J. Buehl, P. Eirich, R. Herbst, 
A. Kleinegees, J. G. Kranz, Lazar, W. F. Lehmann, M. Loy, 
D. Martens, J. F. Nouffer, D. Rothacker, J. C. Schulze, J_ SchJader­
mund, E. Scbmld, C. Wemle. 

New York Synod: H. Ludwig, W. Steimle, C. H. WeiaeL 
Tennessee Synod: H. Wetzel. 
The Conference was opened in Zion's Lutheran' Church by 

the chairman of the previous year, Profeaor Lebm&DJ'\ with a 
hymn and a prayer. 

A member of the Conference reported that some were absent 
from the sessions of the Conference because they did not know the 
purpose and goal of the Conference. 'l1ua question was answered 
by pointing to the resolution adopted at the first meeting, which 
stated that the purpose of the Conference was to discuss the 
Augsburg Confession. 

On the afternoon of the first day the Conference discussed 
the eleventh article of the Augsburg Confession. "Confession" 
was defined as "that church inatitution, according to which com­
municants, before participating of the Sacrament come to private 
confession (Beichtstuhl) , acknowledge their sins, and receive ab­
solution." 

In accordance with the t;leventh article's admonition to pre­
serve privatam absolutionem, the Conference urged those ministers 
who had permitted private absolution to lapse, to reinstate it again, 
not, however, to make it a matter of conscience. Since the twenty­
fifth article also deals with Confession, the Conference discuaed 
that article next. It was noted that four points were discussed 
in that article: 

1. An acknowledgment that the Church at the time of the 
Reformation retained the Confeasional;41> 

2. Why it was so highly regarded;41> 

42) The Conference regarded it as an lndlcatlon of laxity that the 
private confealons had been cllacontinued In 10 many Lutheran churches 
in America. Such private confealom, however, the Conference qreed, 
are not determinative of a Church'• true Lutheran character. It opposed 
all those who considered private c:onfeaion a remnant of papery, Inas­
much as Lutherans did not: 1) make the . validity of the Absolution 
dependent on the authority of the ~ who apoke the Absolution; 
2) to make the validity dependent on a full confession of aim; 3) make lta 
efficacy dependent on the good worb of saints. 

G) In the eatlmatlon of the Ccmference the Dbrue 11our ~ are 
taught that they should highly prize the Af,.;lutlon u beinl thi voice 
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3. That the enumeration of aim la not neceaary, and no on• 
ahould be urged to enumerate them; 

4. That Confession is a church imtitutlon. 
Animated discussion was aroused by the words of the twelfth 

article: "Now, repentance conaista properly of these two parts: One 
la contrition, that is, terrors smiting the conscience through the 
knowledge of sin; the other la faith, which la bom of the Gospel, 
or of absolution, and believes that, for Christ's sake, sins are for­
given, comforts the conscience, and delivers from terrors." u, 

The following points, relative to the thirteenth article, were 
agreed upon: 

1. The Sacraments do not only symbolize spiritual glfta, 
i. e., indicate God's grace, but they are signs of grace whlc:h 
communicate, are real means of grace, and through them God offers. 
gives, and seals grace to those who use them, inasmuch u God 
gives those who use them a witness that also they ore participanta 
of the universal grace of Christ. Inasmuch as the Confession calla 

of God and rronounc:ed by God's command" does not indicate only that 
the words o Absolution are taken from the Bible, but also that u often 
u a person receives the Absolution he does not only receive the 
judgment of a man but that of the mighty God. The person who denla 
this denies the collative power of the Gospel. 

The Conference also denied the aCCU1Btion that our Church held 
Absolution to be n peeullar power in addition to the Gospel by which 
1lnl are forgiven, a power held by the regularly called mlnlater of the 
Church and which such minlater received at the Ume of his ordination. 

It felt that the difference between the Lutheran Church and false 
churches becomes apparent in the teaching on Absolution. A Church 
which believes the universal validity and power of Christ's atonement 
will prize highly the Absolution wlilch applies the grace of Christ to 
the individual. 

44) In the discussion of these words the following polnta were 
emphasized: 

1. Contrition and faith could indeed be sepanted in theory, but ID 
practice the two must. always be together. Therefore it la wrong to do u 
some sectarians do, to preach Law first and to expect a certain amount 
of repentance and love for God, and then to comfort with the Golpe]. 
The preaching of Law and Gospel should always go hand in hand; ID 
order that the wounds might be bound up u ■oon u they are made. 
Nor la it the purpose of the Law to show a person how he la to repent 
and be converted. 

2) True contrition should continue throughout life, because the 
Old Adam la always present with a person. 

3) The Conference bemoaned the J)ietl■tlc mhuding of :C.w and 
Gospel 10 prevalent at the time. It wu the conviction -of the Conference. 
that more people were lost because they had too little Goave1 preaebed 
to them than were lost because they did not hear enough t.,;. 

4) The question of repeated regenerations wu answered by refl!l'l'iq 
to Gal. 4: 19, and to Nicodemus. 

5) The words "comforts the conaclence and delivers from terran• 
do not mean that there will be no more sorrow or temptatlom, bat 
that God ~ens the heart when such temptatlom come. 
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the Sacraments ''witnesses," lt thereby indicata that the chief 
part in the Sacrament is the Word. 

2. Just u the Word 111 preached to awaken and to strengthen 
the faith in the grace of Goel through Christ Jesus which is given 
through it and at the aame time requires faith and is only then 
heard unto salvation when lt is heard in faith, thus also faith is 
related to the Sacraments. They, too, awaken and strengthen 
faith, nourish lt, and are efftcaclous only when they are used in faith. 

3. A. the Word enters the ears, so the external signs are for 
the eyes, in order that they might inwardly move the heart. For 
the Word and the external ll1gns work the same thing in the heart. 

It was moved and canied to publish the proceedings of the 
first three Free Conferences in pamphlet form. The next Con­
ference was to meet in Fort Wayne, Indiana, in July of the fol­
lowing year. The meeting closed with hymn, prayer, and bene­
dlction:111> 

VI. Conclusions 
This completes our study of Walther and the Free Lutheran 

Conferences. The Fourth Free Conference was held at Fort Wayne, 
Indiana, 1859. We have already observed that Walther, because 
of illness, was unable to be present at this Conference."> 

Walther was not the only leading Lutheran unable to attend 
the conference. The president of the previous conferences, Pro­
fessor Lehmann, was also absent. 

Rector G. Schick was elected chairman, Pastor J. A. Ottaen, 
vice-chairman, and Pastors H. C. Schwan and C. W. Lindemann, 
secretaries. After expressing its sorrow over the absence of 
Dr. Walther, the Conference .took up the discussion of the four­
teenth article. The discussion was divided into four parts: 

1. Title and heading; 
2. The necessity of the ministry; 
3. The functions of the ministry; 
4. The persons who hold the office of the ministry. 
The Conference agreed that the fifth article spoke of the min­

istry in abatTacto and the fourteenth in. c:oncreto•n and thereupon 
unanimously adopted the following paragraph: 

45) The minutes of the Th1rd Free Conference are found In Luth. 
XV,19-21,27--29. · 

46) LutJ,. XVI, 10. His name is not given in the list of those present. 
47) The Conference adopted the view that the heading of the fifth 

article as well as Its stated purpose of op~lng the AnabaptistsJ who 
denied that God gave the Holy Spirit through the external word, already 
indicated that the article treated of the preaehlng of the Word. Further­
more, the respective Schwabach article (written by Luther in 1529) 
identifies the ministry with the Gospel: "Solchen Glauben zu erlangen 
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The Conference acknowledges through the comparison of the 
heac:IJng of the fourteenth article with that of the fifth (both In the 
German and In the Latin text) that the fifth article treats of the 
ministry of the means of grace in general (through the institution of 
the Gospel as the oral Word -Predigtamt- the ministry in the 
narrower sense - Pfarramt-was naturally included); the four­
teenth article, on the other hand, treats of the ministry in the nar­
rower sense (Pfarramt). Relative to the functions of the ministry 
the Conference ruled: When the fourteenth article states that "'no 
one should publicly teach in the Church, etc.," it means that no one 
should practice the rights of the spiritual priesthood in a public 
office in behalf of the congregation without a regular call.411> 

The objection was raised that doctrine and practice contra­
dicted each other if a person taught, on the one hand, that all rights 
belonged to the congregation and, on the other hand, maintained 
that only ministers could preach, administer the Sacraments, ex­
amine, etc. This objection was answered as follows: 

''There is a difference between possessing a certain right and 
using that right wisely and in the proper way. There are divine 
and human arrangements. It is a divine arrangement that the 
public ministrations of the Word and Sacraments should be done 
by specially called persons. The same God, in this instance, gave 
the right and prescribed the way in which this right should be · 
practiced. For that reason there is no contradiction in this case. 
All human arrangements have their roots in the command to do 
all things decently and in order. This includes, by the very nature 
of the thing, that the examination and ordination of ministen In the 
Church is delegated by the Church to those who have the ability 
and are the public organs of the Church. Here also belongs the 
manner and the order in which churches outwardly maintain the 
divinely commanded unity, e.g •• by joining a synod, State Church, 
etc. Where such a synod exists to which the individual churches 
freely delegated certain rights, there the exercise of such delegated 
authority by the synod is not contradictory to congregational rights 
but a proper use of the authority granted to it. 

oder uns Menschen zu geben, hat Gott eingesetzt das Predfgtamt oder 
muencllich Wort, naemllch das Evangelium, durch welches er 10lchen 
Glauben und seine Macht, Nutz, und Frucht verkuendlgen laesst". The 
fourteenth article, on the other hand, incllcates by it• title, "De ordlne 
ec:clesiastlco," that it treats of persons and hence of the mlnfstry I• 
c:cmc:reto. 

48) "Nach laengerer Besprechung erkannte clle Conferenz, duz 
nicht elwa alleln darin oeffentlfch gelehrt u. 1. w. wercle, wenn dlesa In 
elner oeffentllchen. d. I., zuvor angesagten und jedennann ZUI•~ 
Venammlung gesehehe, 10ndem allemal dann, wenn jemand clle Gnaden­
mlttel kraft uebertragener Gewalt der Kfrehe gegenueber verwalte, wfe 
• dann z. B. auch eine oeffentllche Ausrichtung des Amts sei, wenn der 
Predlger In Privathaeusem taufe, Kranke communlcire, u. dsL 
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The Conference thereupon took up the problem of the functions 
of the public mlnlstry. Among the functions were included: 
1) preaching; 2) administration of the Sacraments; 3) public 
prayer; 4) public admonition; 5) the exercise of the divine Word 
in regulating congregational meetings. Not included in the func­
tions were: 1) private use of the Word; 2) discussion and con­
solation among Christian brethren from the Word of God; 3) emer­
gencies or necessities; 4) disseminating the Word among those 
who are not Christlans,40> 

Thereupon the need, author, and essence of the regular call 
were discussed. The need for the call, it was agreed, flows out 
of God's command and ordinance. God, who gave the world the 
Gospel, also commanded that the Gospel be disseminated. Per­
sons are necessary to effect such dissemination. God's Word makes 
it clear that no person should assume this duty through bis own 
will (Jer. 23; Heb. 5). As God Himself established the office, 
so He also is the real sender of the call He calls mediately and 
immediately. When He calls mediately, the agency through which 
He calls is the church, that is, the local congregation. 

The term rite 11ocatus next occupied the attention of the Con­
ference. Here the view adopted was that a call was rite not only 
when it was extended by those who had the power to do so, but 
also when the act of calling had been done in accordance with the 
order customary in the congregation which extends the call. The 
question arose whether the call is valid if this or that part of the 
proper procedure were lacking. Here the distinction between 
T'ecte (rite) and n1te was shown. A call can be issued n1te without 
being issued T"ecte,IIO> 

49) The Conference agreed that rules could not be made bard and 
fut: "Man koenne zwar ••• nicht in alien einzelnen Beziehungen achon 
von vom herein die Graenzen so genau feststellen, duz dadureh jede 
Ausweichung nach belden Sellen bln unm~ma .. ht werde, viel­
mehr mueszte Vieles dahin gehoerende der IC ZUlleWieHn werden. 
Das aber muesse nach Art.14 vor allem festgehalten werilen, duz Zuum­
menkuenfte fuer diesen Zwec:k nicht oeffentllch Beien (in vorher anp­
gebenem Sinne) und daaz die Erbauung nach den Schrnalk. Artikeln 
wirklich eine mutua, d. i., gegenseitige sei, duz also nicht etwa eine 
Person sich a1s Lehrer aufwerfe, oder von den andem eine jewellige Auf­
forderung annehme, welche doch nicht ein ordentlicher Bend zu einem 
Huelfsamt des oeffentlichen Predlgtamts waere, sondem dasz es doch 
wesentlich eine gegenseitige freie Unterredung sei und blelbe, die sich 
femer auch der Aufsicht des Pfarrers nicht entziehe, geschweige denn 
sich an die Stelle, oder gar in Opposition gegen den oeffentlichen Gottes­
dienst und die amtliche Seelsorge setze". 

50) The Conference decided that the following points belonged to 
the essence of the call: 1) that those call who have the rilht to call; 
2) that the call is really to the oflic:e, I. e., to the ministry o£ the means 
of grace. The Conference adopted this resolution: ''When it is stated In 
the fourteenth article: 'No one should publlcly teach in the Church 
or administer the Sacraments unless he be regularly called,' the Con-

38 
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'Ihe Conference approved the following paragraph relative to 
ordination: 

"Since the office is conferred through the vote and call of the 
congregation, ordination can be nothing else than an open and 
festive confirmation ..• ordination ... ia not absolutely necessary . 
. • . Since ordination is only a confirmation of the call, mhnrionarhts 
and traveling preachers who do not have a call to a speclflc con­
gregation should not be ordained." 11, 

In the discussion of the twenty-eighth article, which on ac­
count of similarity of contents was briefly considered, the Con­
ference noted the double danger which existed, namely, that of the 
State extending its authority to the Church or the Church to the 
State. It also agreed that the church as a whole always has the 
sole right of excommunication, but that the pastor has the right 
and the duty to keep the impenitent from partaking of Holy 
Communion. 

After hearing the report of the communications committee, the 
Conference adjourned with prayer.112> 

Before its adjournment the Fourth Free Conference decided 
that the next Conference should be held in June, 1860, at Cleveland 
Ohio. At the beginning of that year Walther was urged by frienm 
to take a trip to Europe to recover from his illness. Thus he wu 
in Europe at the time when the Fifth Free Conference was to be 
held. The notice for the Conference appeared in the May 15 
(1860) issue of the Luthemner and also in other Lutheran pub­
lications. The editors of the Luthcriache Kirchenzeitung of Co­
lumbus, Ohio, published a reply to the invitation to the Conference 
in which they openly and formally declared that their constituents 

ference understands by the 'regularly' that the call llhal1 not only have 
the essential parts (that the penon called is selectable, that the perlOIII 
calling have the authority to call, that they call to the proper olBce, 
and that both aides are agreed, those who call, that they want the pencm 
called for their minister and the person called to serve as minister), but 
also that the process of calling be carried out in the customary manner 
of the church which calls. • • . If, however, much disorder attends the 
process of calling, the call is stW valid as long u the eaentiahl ant 
not miaing altogether." 

51) Inasmuch as ordination is only a human ordinance, the opinion 
bu been generally held of late that ordination should not be refused to 
chaplains and miaionaries who do not have calls from local congreptianL 

The Conference opposed the distinction between ordination and 
imtallation which made ordination a public pronouncement of fitnal 
for the oftice and installation a public DS1WDption of office. Temporuy 
calls were opposed as being anti-Scriptural and not in harmony with 
the serioulneu, importance, and responsibility of the pastoral ollice. 

52) The minutes of the Fourth Free Conference are found in Llltl&. 
XVI, 10-12; 19--20; 27-28; 35--37. 
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withdrew from the Conference and under present conditions did 
not desire to take part In the same.II> 

Thus a great attempt to unite Lutherans in America came to • 
an end. That the Conferences produced results, however, cannot 
be doubted. The formation of the Synodical Conference of 1872 
may safely be listed among the fruits of these endeavors. 

Richmond Heights, Mo. E. L. LVBKZR 

Outlines on the Standard Gospels 

Tenth Sunday after Trinity 
Luke 19:U-CI 

Three times the Scriptures speak of Jesus' weeping or shedding 
tears: in our text, in John 11:35, and In Heb.5:7.-How strange 
that the Son of God, great God Himself, should weep, as if He 
were a weak being like ourselves. The subject takes us to the 
mystery of His divine-human person, which we shall praise and 
adore throughout eternity. Today let us inquire about 

The Significance of the Tears of Jesus 

which He wept over the city of Jerusalem. 

1. The tear• remind ua that ain. ,aill be puniahed. As the 
omniscient God, Jesus, with His mental eye, saw the scenes of blood­
shed and destruction which were to take place In and about Jeru­
llBlem in 70 A. D. They are briefly sketched in His words. Josephus 

53) "Die Redaction der 'Lutherisc:hen Kirchenzeltung' von Cobmi­
bua erklaert mil Bezugnahme auf die an ■le eingeundte Anzeige der 
n■ecb■ten Sltzung der genannten Conferenz, duz ■le oeffentllc:h und 
foermlich von lhr Abschied nchme, da ■le unter bestehenden Verbaelt­
nlaen keine Lust mehr babe beizuwohnen."-L.u. W. VI, 153. 

Strained relations had arisen between the Ohio and the llllaourl 
Synod because of the difference of opinion that bad arisen u to the 
course lo be laken loward Pa■lor H. Koerug of Wapaukonetta, Ohio. The 
M!uouri Synod charged him with unionl■tic practices inasmuch u he 
received Reformed people to Communion. It also felt that KoenJg had 
unJu■tly withdrawn from the Missouri Synod. The Ohio Synod ju■tifled 
Koenig. Thi■ action evoked the following statement from the Luthenner: 
"Als die Mis■ouri-Synode vor eirugen Jahren der Ohlo-Synode die 
Bruder- und Friedens-Hand reichte, der Henen■kuendiger weisz ea, in 
der laulenten Gesinnung, ohne irgend welcbe selbstsuechtlge Neben­
ab■ichten, da haetten wir nicht gemelnt, dasz der boffnunovolle Bund so 
bald ein Ende und zwar ein so klaegllcbes nehmen werde. Duz allein 
die Ohio-Synode daran Schuld traegt, wird, wo noethig, bed anderer 
Gelegenheit gezeigt werden. :Moechte ■le von der betretenen Bahn 
umlimken und dadurcb unsre nothgedrungene Abwebr unnoethla 
machen!" Thi■ notice was publl■bed shortly after the Fourth Free Con­
ference in 1859 (Luth. XV, 204, footnole). 
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