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CHAPTER I

What kind of things did our American Lutheran forefathers say about
the Scriptures and the Lutheran Confessions? This was the initial ques-
tion behind the research in this paper. How did they express what they
believed about the documents? There are quite a few words that surround
our expressions of fidelity to the Bible and the Confessions. We are.con-
tinually in dialogue ‘about what we are really saying when we use them.

Are they adequate for our intentions? Should we retire some of them? By
means of this paper we hope to discover what was said and what was meant
by the formulations of early American Lutheranism.

In a recent course on the canon of the New Testament we discussed
some of the doctrimal vocabulary surrounding fidelity to the Bible. We
talked about "inspiration'" and "“norm," “infailible" and "inerrant." Our
research centered on the early church with some reference also to the
Reformation period. Following up on these beginnings, I decided to launch
into a study of the doctrinal formulations of the Lutheran Church in
America as they expressed allegiance to the Scriptures and the Lutheran
Confessions. |

In determining the approach and scope of this paper, I chose to work
with official documents and with the major Lutheran organizations in
America. I centered my study on the General Synod, the first major intere
synodical organization of the Lutheran Church in America. Although a
history of the General Synod would be an extensive undertaking, what I
was looking for was more of an overall development in doctrinal stance.

This necessitated looking into the Pennsylvania Ministerium and the work



of Henry Melchior Muhlenberg. It also meant a consideration of the two
organizations that came forth out of the membership of the Gemeral Symod,
the General Synod in the South and the General Council. Furthermore, a
study of the scriptural and confessional stance of the General Synod musﬁ
include the work of S. S. Schmucker. These were the limits of this study
upon which I decided. On the one hand they were too broad. I could have

spent an entire paper on the battle over the Definite Platform in church

periodicals of that day. On the other hand, to have more narrow limits
would have blunted the movement I was observing. 1742 marks the arrival
of Muhlenberg to America and 1867 marks the organization of the Gemeral
Council. Much movement takes place within these 125 years to give us a
good picture of the stance of the Lutheran Church in America om Scripture
and the Confessioms.

The content of this paper runs along de;elopmental lines. Chronology
gives place to development. 'As a result of this, we leave the Pennsylvania
Ministerium in 1853 and begin with the General Synod in 1820. We conclude
our discussion of the General Synod in 1867 and move back to 1863 to dis-
cuss the General Synod in the South. It is also necessary in our discus-
sion of the Southern Synod to move out of our time span in order to
clarify their stance. We finally return to 1866-1867 and to the General
Council. We have minimized the discussion of important churchmen of this
period for practical reasons. It was also seen fit to minimize any ine
volvement with the new Lutheran immigration from Germany and Scandanavia
except to mention its influence upon the scriptural and confessional
stance in the General Synod.

I consider the Appendices to be very helpful. These are a collection

of documents, most of which have been reproduced from Richard C. Wolf's



Documents of Lutheran Unity in America. One is a reprint from S. S.

Schmucker's book of essays, The American Lutheran Church, Historically,

Doctrinally, and Practically Delineated, in Several Occasional Discourses.

In bringing toggther all of the research I have gathered, it was very
difficult to determine what to become involved in rather deeply and what
to mention only briefly. Where there was a discussion of a situation at
what I considered to ye a crucial point as we look at the development of
a doctrinal stance, I went into the matter in depth. This was done in
presenting the crucial convention of the General Synod at York in 1864.

The results of this study point to a very consistent stance toward
Scripture and a stance toward the Lutheran Confessions which is consié-
tently one of turmoil. Basically, the issue is the extent of authority
which should be admitted to the Confessions.1 Looking at the paper from

another standpoint would suggest the question of what it means to be

Lutheran.2



CHAPTER I1

The colonial Lutherans displayed a remarkable unity in their scrip-
tural and confessional stance. Repeatedly the following kinds of terms
appear in documents: "Lutheran," "associates in the Augsburg Confession,"
"of the Evangelical Lutheran faith,”" and '"congregations which adhere to
the Unaltered Augsburg Confession." Their doctrinal basis was the "Hsly
Bible" and "our Augsburg Confession." These early Lutherans consciously
distinguished themselves from the Zinzendorfers, Hernhutters, and
Moravians.1 It was not that they never associated with other churches.
This they did. However, they did so because they admired the loyalty
of each group to his own respective confession. In addition, they hoped
to emphasiie the truths held in common.2

The pastors of the Muhlenberg era laid the foundation of the
Lutheran Church in America upon the doctrine of the Scriptures as set
forth in the Symbolical Books. They were not symbolical in contradis-
tinction to being biblical. They were eminehtly biblical, and dise
covered the very doctrines of the Bible aptly expressed in the confes-
sional form of the Unaltered Augsburg Confession and the other
Symbolical Books. It was not held that doctrines expressed in this
manner would lead the church to dry orthodoxy and mere formalism.3
Some groups of Lutherans received the enfirg body of Symbéls. Other
groups, such as the Swedes, preferred the symbols recognized by the
church of their homeland. 1In no instance was there a protest against
any of the Symbolical Books or any part of their contents.?

Dr. W. J. Mann expressed similar coavictions in his "Theses on

the Lutheranism of the Fathers of the Church in this Country."



Those fathers were very far from giving the Lutheran Church
as they organized it on this new field of labor, a form and
character in any essential point different from what the
Lutheran Church was in the 0ld World, and especially in
Germany. They retained not only the old doctrinal stande
ards, but also the old traditional elements and forms of
worship. . . .. Those fathers were admitted to the ministry
on condition of their own declaration that they were in
harmony with the Confessio Augustana Invariata, and with
all the other Symbolical Books of the Lutheran Church.

They demanded of those whom they admitted to the sacred
office, the same condition. They allowed no organization
or constitutions of congregations, without demanding the
acknowledgment of all the Symbolical Books of the Lutheran
Church as the doctrinal basis. Their Lutheranism did not
differ from the Lutheran Orthodoxy of the preceding period
in the matter of doctrine, but to an extent in the manneg
of applying it. It was orthodoxy practically vitalized.

A decisive battle for the confessional basis of the Lutheran Church
was waged in Philadelphia in 1742. The central figures were Zinzendorf
and Muhlenberg. Zinzendorf sought to infuse Lutheranism with a Moravian
influence. Muhlenberg stood for the historic connection with, and the
sound Lutheran tradition of, a scriptural and confessional base. The
general and indefinite acknowledgment of Zinzendorf to the doctrinal
articles of the Augsburg Confession was not acceptable. Muhlenberg won
the day.

Although the pastors of the Muhlenberg era had a sound'scriptural
and confessional stance, the actual situation of the churches upon the
arrival of Henry Melchior Muhlenberg in 1742 was overwhelmingly a sad
one for them. Geographic isolation, a lack of well-trained pastors,
and a German indifference toward religion all opened the way to a nege
ligence, yea even an annihilation of "distinctive" Lutheranism. Lutherans
easily became prey to any ecclesiastical propagandist who might wander

into their pulpits.6



£

Henry Melchior Muhlenberg, the "Patriarch" of the Lutheran Church
in America, was a true son of that Church. At his ordination he pledged
himself to the full body of the Lutheran Confessions. Furthermore, he
exacted this same pledge of those whom he ordained, and inserted it in
congregational constitutions and in the constitution of the first synod.7
This ordination vow committed Muhlenberg to the office of:

teaching the Gospel and administering the Sacraments accord=

ing to the rule given in the writings of the Prophets and

Apostles, the sum of which is contained in these three sym-

bols, the Apostolic, Nicene and Athanasian, in the Augsburg

Confession laid before Charles V., A.D. 1530, in the Apology

of the same, in Dr. Luther's Large and Small Catechisms, in

the Articles subscribed to in thg Smalcald Convention, and

in the Formula of Concord. . . .
He promised that he would propose to his hearers what would conform and
be in agreement with these writings. He would never depart from the
sense which they give.9 Muhlenberg's ordination certificate of 1739 re=-
veals the same doctrinal stance..’

To these vows the "Patriarch" remained faithful. He did not aban=-
;
don them in the 0ld Country. They were a continual part of his life and
practice in the colonies. 1In his struggle to affirm histbric Lutheranism
in America, many accusers challenged him and his stance. His hearty re=
ply to one of these accusers is captured in the following quote:

I ask Satan and all his lying spirits to prove anything

against me which is not in hammony with the teaching of

the apostles or of our Symbolical Books. I have stated

frequently that there is neither fault nor error nor any

kind of defect in our evangelical doctrines, founded on

the teaching of the prophets and the apostles, and set

forth in our Symbolical Books.

It must be kept in mind that Muhlenberg came out of a German
Lutheranism modified by a Halle tradition of pietism. This loyalty to

a Spener and Francke influence led him to a theology that stressed



the Christian life. It also led him into a spiritual friendship with
other Protestant denomz'.nations.12 Bente takes a more critical view of
Muhlenberg's Lutheran pietism. To Bente this Lutheran pietism was:

a Lutheranism inoculated with legalism, subjectivism, ine

differentism, and unionism. Muhlenberg's confessionalism

was of the historic kind, that is to say, reverence for

the venerable Lutheran symbols rather than the living power

of Lutheran truth itself, directing, permeating, and shap-

ing one's entire ecclesiastical activity both as to teach=

ing and practice.

The ministry of Muhlenberg was one of pledging the churches to the
Unaltered Augsburg Confession and to the other Lutheran symbols, as the
best protection against the distracting religious movements of the per=-
iod. At the dedication of St. Michael's Church in Philadelphia on
August 14, 1748, Muhlenberg reiterated the church's doctrinal foundation.
This church had been built:

to the end that the doctrines of the Evangelical Lutheran

Church might be preached in it according to the prophets

and apostles and in agreement with the Unaltered Augsburg

Confession and all the other Symbolical books.

The death of the "Patriarch" in 1787 ushered in a period of confessional
laxity, open fraternity, and a spirit of independent thinking. Leaders
of American Lutheranism made a noticeable departure from conformity to

15 Rationalism soon

the doctrines of the historic Lutheran Symbols.
found its way into the churches. The Muhlenberg stance seemed to go

underground.



CHAPTER III

The major highlight of the Muhlenberg era was the organization of
the Ministerium of Pennsylvania. Organized on August 15, 1748 in St.
Michael's Church in Philadelphia, the Ministerium is the oldest organi-
zation of Lutherans in America. At the time of its formation it em-
braced nearly all of the Lutheran pastors and congregations faithful t6
the Confessions of the church.1 The foundation of the Ministerium was
none other than that expressed in the Symbolical Books of the Lutheran
Church, a foundation set by Muhlenberg and his associates.

The period from 1742 until 1820 before the organization of the
General Synod has been characterized very well by Vergilius Ferm.

It begins, through the influence of Henry Melchior Muhlenberg
and his associates, with a confessionalism of the type of the
school of pietists over which Spener and Francke had presided.
This type, while recognizing the principles of the historic
Lutheran confessions, did not hold to them in a rigid and
scholastic fashion, but placed an emphasis on the practical
application of those doctrines which were productive of piety
and practical Christianity. The development in the American
Lutheran Church then follows in a gradual disregard for any
inherited confessional distinctions and in courting in a

more conspicuous way an open fellowship with other Protestant
communions. The scholastic type of Lutheran orthodoxy which
prevailed in the later sixteenth and during the seventeenth
centuries in Germany was not characteristic of the American
Lutheran Church which had been planted by Muhlenberg. Notable
exceptions from the inherited doctrines contained in the
Lutheran Symbols were made by men prominent in the affairs

of the church during this period.2

At the organization of the Pennsylvania Ministerium in 1748 nb for-
mulated comstitution was adoptea. It was developed gradually in unwrit-
ten form until 1781 when a constitution was committed to writing and
formally adopted. This same constitution became the prototype for other

synodical organizations. Even though no specific confessional articles



were drawn up in 1748, the Ministerium, according to its 1748 Agenda re=-
garded as self-evident the subscription of all pastors and congregations
to the Lutheran Symbols.3 The initial convention of the Ministerium in
Philadelphia in 1748 gives us an indication of its scriptural and cone-
fessional stance. In response to the question of whether our Evangelical
Lutheran doctrine is the only saving doctrine, the convention replied:

If we examine our Symbolical Books, which contain the princi-

ples of our doctrine or religion, we will find that they are

taken from the Word of God and substantiated by the Word of

God. Consequently they belong to the class of symbols, which
set forth the correct divine truth. . . .%

John Nicholas Kurtz was examined at this convention for the office of
the Lutheran Ministry. One of the questions that he was asked, as well
as his answer in part, follows:

IV. Whether our Evangelical Luthefan is the only justifying
and saving faith, and upon what scriptural foundation does it
rest?

Now, since the fundamental articles of the Lutheran doctrines
clearly and plainly have their foundation in the Word of God,
and since they are necessary to salvation, they must be the
most correct and the best. . . .

The reputation of this group of pastors is revealed in a letter to the
Ministerium from the Tulpekocken congregation.

The reasons that move us to have recourse to the '"Reverend
College of Pastors,'" in regard to matters pertaining to our
souls, and to call them as our pastors, are among others,
chiefly the following:

1. Their true, regular, and, consequently, divine call.

2. The good testimonies given by the spiritual fathers
and public teachers of our Evangelical Lutheran Church

in Europe, who have shone, for many years, as lights in
the entire Protestant Church, because of their zeal for
the maintenance of the evangelical doctrine according to
the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, and their correct life
in accordance with the same, and the entire Word of God,
from which it is taken. . . .
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3. We are moved also by your steadfastness in the confes-

sion and doctrine of the Unaltered Augsburg Confession which

is violently attacked here. . . .6

The name given to the Ministerium in its 1751 Constitution was "An
Evangelical Lutheran Ministerium in North America." 1In chapter VI. sec-
tion two, pertaining to the official conduct of ministers, the constitue
tion states, "“Every minister professes that he holds the Word of God and
our Symbolical Books §n doctrine and life. . . Y Chapter V. section
22 concerns complaints brought against ministers. One of the subjects
to which the investigation must refer is, "1. Positive errors opposed
to the plain teachings of the Holy Scriptures and our Symbolical Books . "8
Appendix A is a copy of the 1781 constitution in part.

The "Patriarch'" was in his grave only five years when the Ministerium
of Pennsylvania made a radical change in its constitution. All confes=-
sional tests and references to Lutheran Symbols were removed from the
constitution. Candidates for the ministry were ordained with the pledge
to proclaim God's Word in its truth and simplicity in harmony with law
and gospel as explained in Luther's Small Catechism and the church
hymnal. While this does not necessarily express an antagonism to dise
tinctive Lutheran doctrines, it does indicate a toning down of Lutheran
convictions and the existence of many inconsistencies with sound Lutheran
practice.g The constitutions of the member congregations did not change.
Loyalty to the teachings of the church did remain. The catechism and
synoéical iiturgy were still in public use.

At the same convention the Ministerium moved in the direction of a
narrow particularism by introducing the word "German" into the official

name of the synod. In time this move alienated the English-speaking
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element of the church while it courted the fellowship of German-speaking
groups regardless of the difference in confession.10 Bente observes that,
“the German language was regarded as being of greater import than faithe
ful adherence to the Lutheran Confessions."'l

In 1818 at the Harrisburg convention the Pennsylvania Ministerium
removed itself further from its beginnings. The new synodical Agenda re-
moved the reference to the confession to the Lutheran Church in the form
of confirmation. Furthermore, the formulas for ordination and licensure
no longer demanded adherence to the Lutheran Confessions.12 The liturgy
adopted contained a formula for distribution of the Lord's Supper idenw
tical with that of the Reformed.l3

The close fellowship of the Ministerium with the German Reformed
Church was the contributing factor for the withdrawal of the Ministerium
in 1823 from the General Synod which it had initially called into ex-
istence. Appendix B is the Ministerium resolution to withdraw from the
Geéneral Synod. The pressure for this withdrawal came from the chuzrch
folk, especially in the rural districts, where sacred ties with the
Germaﬂ Reformed had been developed due to union churches,~intermarriage,
and the common language.14 To many the involvement of the Ministerium
with the General Synod interfered with and threatened the projected union
with the German Reformed. So the Ministerium wi;hdrew.

An 1825 publication by Johann August Probst of Forks, Pennsylvania
entitled "The Reunion of Lutherans and Reformed" may be considered the
climax of post-Muhlenberg confessional laxity in the Pennsylvania
Ministerium. The foreward by Johann Conrad Jaeger contains an invective

against historic symbols and a plea for non-confessional unity especially
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between the Lutheran and Reformed in America. For Pastor Probst the
historic confessions were out of date and obsolete. They contained cer-
tain doctrines contrary to common sense, doctrines not held by most men.
The Bible alone is our only and sufficient norm. Unconditional election
and bodily presence, the two characteristic doctrines of the Reformed
and Lutherans, are now given up. Calvin and Luther are set aside.l5
Probst writes that,

all the old confessional writings have been brought about

through particular grievous and troublesome circumstances

and are likewise with time become obsolete and have only

historical value. * Those times and circumstances are

16

past. L] . .

The Pennsylvania Ministerium experienced a return to the acceptance
and enforcement of a distinctively confessional stance beginning some
years prior to 1850. At its convention in Pottsville in 1850 the
Ministerium requested an expression from the General Synod with reference
to the Symbolical Books and especially to the Unaltered Augsburg
Confession. The convention further resolved that,

like our fathers, we regard ourselves as a part of the ome

and only Evangelical Lutheran Church, that we too acknowle

edge the word of God as contained in the Holy Scriptures as

the only ground of our faith, and that we too have never re-

nounced the confessions of our church, but continue to re=-

gard them as a faithful exposition of the divine word.

In 1853 the Pennsylvania Ministerium applied for readmission to the
General Synod after an absence of thirty years and was readmitted. At
this Reading convention two important resolutions were adopted. One,
offered by W. J. Mann, returned the Ministerium to its original position

on the Scriptures and the Confessions.

(A) That we also, in common with the Evangelical Lutheran
Church of our Fathers, acknowledge the collective body of
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the Symbolical Books, as the historico-confessional writ-
ings of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, and that we also,
like the Evangelical Lutheran Church of former times, ace
cord to the unaltered Augsburg Confession and Luther's

Small Catechism, an especial importance -among our Symbolical
Books generally.

(C) Resolved, that it is not by any means our intentiomn
hereby to diminish the absolute authority of the Holy
Scriptures, but much rather to place them in the clearest
light possible, and that we by no means design through
these Symbols to place constraint on the consciences of any,
but much rather through them to bind the conscience to the

Holy Scriptures—asthe—divine Source of truth.
The second resolution involved the relationship of the Ministerium to the
General Synod. It reads in part as follows:

VII. Resolved, 2d: That this Synod regards the General
Synod simply as an association of Evangelical Lutheran
Synods, entertaining the same views of the fundamental
doctrines of the gospel, as these are expressed in the
confessional writings of our Lutheran Church, and especi=
ally in the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, and that we
advert to the fact, that the General Synod is denied the
right by its Constitution,lgf making any innovations or
"alterations of this faith.

The complete resolution appears in Appendix C.
i



CHAPTER IV

The General Synod, organized in 1820, did not mention in its own
constitution the historical Symbolical Books of the Lutheran Church. Not
even the Augsburg Confession was recognized. This reflected differences
of opinion affecting the consciences of its constituency both in polity
and doctrine. "Concord and unity" was its earnest desire.1 John Tietjen
has placed the organization of the Synod in good perspective.

The General Synod (1820) championed the way of inclusive cone

federation. It tried to be the framework for uniting all

church bodies that stood in the Lutheran tradition, regardless

of differences in theology or practice. It required only a

limited avowal of the Lutheran Confessions and was interested
in only as much unity in faith as union would allow.

The initial goals for a "General Synod" are reflected in the resolution
of the Pennsylvania Ministerium in 1818 in convention. This was the in=
itial call for such an organization.

Resolved, Finally that the Synod thinks it were desirable if

the various Evangelical Lutheran Synods in the United States

were to stand in some way or another in closer connection with

each other, and that the venerable Ministerium be charged to

consider this matter, to prepare a plan for a closer union if

the venerable Ministerium deem it advisable, to see to it that

this union, if it be desirable, be brought about, if possible.

However unsatisfactory the doctrinal basis of the General Synod was,
its organization was a welle-meant effort to gather scattered and unorgan-
ized Lutherans into one body. That time was pervaded by a spirit of
rationalism and latitudinarianism in the church's doctrine and life.4
It did not represent a break in the spirit of confessional laxity, open

fraternity, and independent thinking. it was "a way out" of the disrup-

tion of synods into smaller and separate groups.s
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The “Plan of Union" sent out in 1819 mentions neither the Word of
God, nor any of the Lutheran Confessions. The Reverend G. Schober had
been sent by the North Carolina Synod with a plan to secure recognition
of the Augsburg Confession in the "Plan of Union" and in the comstitution
of 1820. The confessionless attitude of the majority made this impossible.6
This does not indicate an absolute absence of a true Lutheran spirit. - The
mznutes of the Maryland-Virginia Synod in 1824 indicate the opposite.

The unaltered Augsburg Confession is the only confession which

this synod receives, or which has been received by our Church

in this country; and even the "Plan Entwurf" expressly stated,

section 4, that the General Synod has no power to make any

alterations in the doctrines hitherto received in our Church.’
The "Plan of Union" is Appendix D. A document expressing the objections
to the "Plan of Union" by the Ohio Synod is Appendix E.

The purpose of the General Synod, according to its 1820 constitution,
was to assist the syﬁods in the practical work of the church. It was
assumed that the constituent synods would bear the name "Lutheran" and
stand within the Lutheran tradition.8 The Synod was a union for counsel
and work. The objectives were not doctrinal. Among the purposes of the
Genexral Synod was that of checking both rationalism and unionism. The
autonomy of its members prevented any distinct doctrinal and confessional
position in its constitution. However, this historic conmmection with the
fathers was present and the Synod stood for the confession of a positive
faith.9 W. J. Mann comes down rather hard on the General Synod. For him
it was the most important representative of the Lutheran Church in
America, but,

did not stand on the basis of the Lutheran Church, nay,

which did not even unequivocally acknowledge the Augsburg
Confession as the principal confessional document of the
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Evangelical Lutheran Church, and whose member; were, in

their theological views, decidedly Zwinglian, in their

practice generally Puritanic, and withal unable to offer

a vigorous opposition by means of sound religious prin-

ciples to the delusions of Methodism. 10
The 1820 constitution of the General Synod is Appendix F.

It appears that the New York and Pennsylvania Ministeriums prevailed
upon the General Synod at its formation to refrain from incorporating any
kind of doctrinal declaration into its constitution.ll The New York
Ministerium itself made no reference to allegiance to any of the Lutheran
Confessions in its constitution.12 Its 1803 constitution refers neither
to the Word of God, nor to any symbolical document of the Lutheran Church.
The name "Lutheran' appears only in the title and on the seal. The oﬂly
change made in the revised constitution of 1816 was that the name
"Lutheran" occurs "incidentally" several times. No statement is made as
to what the Synod believes or teaches.13 The Pennsylvania Ministerium,
while initiating the plan for a synodical organization, was at that very
time planning a union with the German Reformed Church.l# This indicates
the.substance of the Ministerium's withdrawal from the General Synod in
1823, which is the document of Appendix B.

To be sure there was objection to the lack of a doctrinal base. The
Tennessee Synod strenuously objected on the grounds of an absence of the
mention of either the Bible or the Augsburg Confession. Tennessee not
only refused to join, but fiercely attacked the plan and the constitution
of the Gemeral Synod.

All such as desire to become ministers, must solemnly promise

to teach agreeably to the word of God, and the Augsburg

Confession of Faith, and the doctrine of our church. WNeither

can it be suffered, that any minister of our Synod should be

-connected with the General Synod5 if it should ever be estabe
lished as it has been proposed.1
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David Henkel led the battle for Tennessee against the General Synod. He
made the following comments about its doctrinal character:

Had the projectors of this plan positively intended that our
present creeds and symbolical books should always be retained
in use, why was there not a clause inserted to that amount.

« « « The Bible is not once mentioned in the plan--posals
(sic.) for a General Synod! All that is said, is, that none
of our creeds should be altered; thus the Bible itself might
be omitted, if it only be not altered. . . . Would they re=-
ject Luther's catechism, our present liturgies, hymns, and
the Augsburgh confession of faith, and introduce others in
lieu of them? I do not know. . . R

Appendix G contains the objections of the Committee of the Tennessee
Synod against the constitution of the General Symod.

Even though it is true that a confessional laxity had penetrated
the life of the church at the formation of the General Synod, there re=-
mained also a strict and conservative element. Both groups came into
the Synod and continued side by side for many years.

That the General Synod was working with a definition of the Lutheran
faith is evidenced in the ocath prescribed in 1825 for the professors in
the theological seminary at Gettysburg. This is the same oath taken by
S. S. Schmucker when he assumed a position as professor in 1826.

I solemnly declare in the presence of God and the Directors

of this Seminary, that I do ex animo, believe the Scriptures

of, the 0ld and New Testament to be the inspired word of God,

and the only perfect rule of faith and practice. I believe

the Augsburg Confession and the Catechisms of Luther to be a

summary and just exhibition of the fundamental doctrines of

the word of God.l7
The seminary constitution also reveals a definite stance toward the
Scripture and the Augsburg Confession.

Resolved, 1. that the General Symod will forthwith commence,

in the name of the Triume God . . . the establishment of a
Theological Seminary, which shall be exclusively devoted to
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the glory of our Divine Redeemer, Jesus Christ, who is God

over all, blessed forever. And that in this Seminary shall
be taught, in the German and English languages, the funda-

mental doctrines of the §§cred Scriptures, as contained in

the Augsburg Confession.

In 1829 at Hagerstown, Maryland the General Synod incorporated the
doctrinal articles of the Augsburg Confession into its system. The form
of'incorporation may not have been as extensive as some would have liked,
but it certainly does represent a contrast with the attitudes of several
Lutheran Synods of that time.l? The Synod adopted a constitution for its
district bodies which included the following formula for the licensure
and ordination of candidates:

1. Do you believe the Scriptures of the 0ld and New Testament
to be the word of God and the only infallible rule of faith
and practice?

2. Do you believe that the fundamental doctrines of the word
of God are taught in a manner substantially correct in the
_doctrinal articles of the Augsburg Confession?

A further statement on the Augsburg Confession was made in a pastoral
address at the convention.

The General Synod therefore only requires of those who are
attatched to her conmexion (sic.), that they hold the fune
damental doctrines of the Gospel as taught in the Augsburg
Confession, and in all minor points leaves them unrestricted.
On the one hand we are not able to go with those who re-
nounce unconditionally all creeds and confessions, because
we cannot see how Socinians could be effectually excluded
from the Church without them. But we feel well assured,
that the great majority of creeds in the Christian church,
by entering far too much into minor ramifications of doc-
trine, and attatching too great importance to subordinate
and even doubtful points, have cherished in the most direct
manner, and from their very nature must cherish the un-
hallowed spirit of bigotry and sectarianism.

The 1835 convention added a paragraph to the constitution which re=-

quired synods wishing to unite with the General Synod to accept the
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fundamental doctrines of the Bible as taught by the Lutheran Church.zz

The New York statement of this convention was of even greater importance.
This synod, resting on the Word of God as the sole authority
in matters of faith, on its infallible warrant . . . declares
that, in our judgment, the Augsburg Confession, properly ine

terpreted, is in perfect comsistence with this our testimony
and with Holy Scripture as regards the errors specified.

In 1839 at Chambersburg the relation of the Confession to the
General Synod was fully discussed. The decision arrived at was that it
was not the province of the Synod to establish a theological basis or to
define a standard of Lutheran orthodoxy. Acceptance of any part of the
Lutheran Confessions should not be a prerequisite for admission.2% The
1844 convention saw a lot of unsettled feelings about the official posi-
tion of the General Synod. The recommended confessional basis of dis-
trict synods Qas “that the fundamental doctrines of the Word of God are
taught in a manner substantially correct in the doctrinal articles of the
Augsburg Confession."?3 The terms "fundamental," "substantially correct"
and "doctrinal" promoted the taking of great liberty.

The convention of 1855 only increased tensions over the issue of a
confessional position. The General Synod had never defined what were the
“"fundamental doctrines" of the Word of God or the "doctrinal articles" of
the Augsburg Confession. No homogenous doctrinal character could be ex-
pected of the broad base upon which the Synod was formed. This conven-
tion period'was full of charges and counter-charges, secret meetings and
private correspondence. What was consistent Lutheranism? The Synod had
divided into opposing camps and those not yet committed to either. Only
diplomacy and skillful leadership prevented the breaking out of a violeqt

StOTm.ZG
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The storm did break at the next convention in 1859. The precipitating
issue was the admission of the Melanchthon Synod. Admission was granted
under a divided and registered vote. The organization of the Melanchthon
Synod was a direct result of the controversy over the "Definite Platform."
Their declaration of faith was as follows:

I. We believe the Scriptures of the 0ld and New Testament to
be the Word of God, and the only infallible rule of faith and

practice.

II. We believe that the fundamental doctrines of the Word of
God are taught in a manner substantially correct in the doc-
trinal articles of the Augsburg Confession. . . . But while
we thus publicly avow and declare our conviction in the sub-
stantial correctness of the fundamental doctrines of the
Augsburg Confession, we owe it to ourselves and to the cause
of evangelical truth to disavow and repudiate with equal
clearness and emphasis certain errors which are said by some
to be contained in said Confession. . . 27 ’

The conservative members of the General Synoa immediately protested. The
majority even added to the resolution an urgent fraternal appeal that the
Melanchthon Synod reconsider and alter its doctrinal base. The conserva-
tives were not impressed. It was evident that the two groups were on the

verge of a break. However, the break did not come here.28



CHAPTER V

The history of the Lutheran Church in America is the story of the

transplantation and acculturation of two kinds of Lutheranism. One is (77

“pietistic Lutheranism” or as it later developed, "American Lutheranism,"
— vy e

S ——— —

and the other "confessional Lutheranism."! The position of “American
Lutheranism" was that personal piety and evangelical methodé, the
Christian life and action were of the utmost importance. '"They depre-
catea denominational exclusiveness and minimized the importance of con=-
f%ssions.'a The Lutheran Church could develop on American soil if it
accommodated itself to the American spirit. This meant confessiomal
modification and adherence to the revivalistic and puritanic spirit of
other denominations.3 It was felt that a strong infusion of historic
Lutheranism would divest the church of spirituality and aggressiveness.
They sought some of.the vigor of Presbyterianism and the warmth of
Methodism.4 The leaders of "American Lutheranism," though a minority
group, were active and vocal, and included some of the most influential
men in the General Symod. “Confessional Lutheranism' was an early nine-
teenth century movement in opposition to rationalism. The principles of
historic Lutheranism must be recovered. The confessions were ardently
studied. The recovery of "orthodox" Lutheran doctrine and practice was
the goal.5

The revival of Lutheran consciousness during the middle of the nine-
teenth century is due in part to a renewed interest in the history and
doctrine of the church, and in part to the immigration of the "confes-

sionalists" from Germany and Scandanavia. A. R. Wentz writes that the
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"eonfessional® immigrants did not initiate the move to “confessionalism."

they only helped to swell the tide of confessional

loyalty that had its source earlier in a renewed study of

the church's confessional writings. Loyalty to historic
Lutheranism had never disappeared. The deterioratiom in
liturgy and hymnbook that took place between 1786 and 1817
had been concessions to the spirit of the times, recognized
and deplored by many pastors and laymen. The 1792 change

in the constitution of the mother synod eliminating all con-
fessional tests and avoiding mention of the Augsburg Confession
or the other symbolical books was a sign of spiritual torpor
on the part of church leaders. But the constitutions of the
congregations continued to specify the Unaltered Augsburg
Confession as expressing the faith of the people. Even among
the leaders there was always some outspoken confessors, some
who regularly lifted up their voices against the current of
rationalism and unionism. Express renunciation of the dis-
tinctive doctrines of Lutheranism never had the assent of a
majority of the pastors or people. . . .

Nonetheless, the great immigration of "“confessional Lutherans "stamped
the whole church here as indelibly evangelical and forever conservative."’

The confessional reaction already begun within the bodies of Muhlenberg

4

descent were helped along by the new immigration.

The Lutheran Church just preceding 1855 was not the Lutheran Church
of 1820. The great inrush of German immigrants together with the con-
fessional revival in Germany and America had placed a different complexe
ion upon the Lutheran Church in America.s This is impressed upon us by
a sermon delivered at the Charleston convention of the General Synod in
1850 by Charles Porterfield Krauth, It reads in part as follows:

The Lutheran Church in this country is in a state of reac-
tion. She has passed, in some parts, through an extreme
leaning to the emotional in religion. . . . She is now re-
tracing her steps, acknowledging her error, seeking release
from crude views and objectionable measures. She is hunt-
ing amongst the records of the past for the faith of former
days, and endeavoring to learn what she was in her earliest
form. The desire for the symbols of our Church, the atten-
tion that is paid to them, the admiration that has been



23

expressed of them . . . all indicate a new state of things.
« « « the church is disposed to renew her connection with
the past, and in her future progress to walk under the
guidance of the light which it was furnished.

It is our duty to exert a comservative influence.9

The confessional reaction led to long and acute internal controver~

sies within the General Synod. The situation was difficult and dangerous.

Spaeth observes that,

the difficulty and danger arose from the fact that two con-
-flicting and irreconcilable elements tried to unite in it

with a sort of compromise, the one latitudinarian, unlutheran,
unwilling or unable to prize the treasures of the Mother Church
of the Reformation, and overanxious to exchange them for Puritan
legalism and Methodistic ''new measures'"; the other, conservae
tive, holding on to the inheritance of the fathers, and hoping
almost against hope, to bring the Church back to their good
foundation. If the former element succeeded in keeping out

of the Genmeral Synod's original constitution any direct and
outspoken reference to the historic confession of the Lutheran
Church, the latter might have thought themselves secure in the
provision which denied to the General Synod the power to make
or demand any alteration whatever in the doctrines hitherto re-
ceived by us.l0

The ordination subscription under the General Synod was unclear and
indefinite. Each group could interpret as they chose. Advocates of
"American Lutheranism" interpreted "substantially correct" to mean that
the Augsburg Confession was not thoroughly in accord with the Scriptures.
Therefore, they had the right to reject articles as they chose.ll The
“confessional' Lutherans complained that the phrase "fundamental doc- '
trines" permitted everyone to decide for himself what is “fundamental."
The "American" Lutherans would be bound only to points of doctrine in ;he
Augsburg Confession which exhibited the fundamental truths of the Bible.
The non-fundamental truths would not be binding.lz Many questions were

raised. The General Synod would give no definition for "fundamental
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except that no denominational peculiarity could be considered as funda-

mental.13

It was within this type of tension then that the Definite Platform

appeared. This document was the definite stand of "American Lutheranism."
This "American Recension of the Augsburg Confession,"

was framed to meet an issue and a new circumstance. Viewed
from the standpoint of the Church during the early period of
the General Synod, it was a platform definitely and speci-
fically interpreting the General Synod's attitude to the one
historic Confession which was officially recognized by that
body. It was an explicit definition of what was to be meant
by such words as '"fundamental" and "substantially correct."
The omissions made in the "American Recension' were just such
definitions. It was then, the most specific credal document
which, up to this time, had been circulated in the General
Synod. Viewed, however, from the standpoint of the Church
in the period which saw its appearance, the platform proper
« . . presented a liberal doctrinal basis upon which the

two schools of Lutheranism could unite, provided they

agreed to relegate their differeTges to a place outside the
circle of Lutheran fundamentals.

All confusion and uncertainty were not dispelled by this publication.
However, a tangible and concrete expression of "American Lutheranism"
had been produced.

Of special note is the realization that there was a third group on
the scene in the Lutheran Church in America. They had studied the
Symbolical Books with interest, but had not been brought to take a de-
cisive stand. In such a state, this group was met with the proposal of
an anonymous document which called for the pruning of the most venerable
confession of Protestantism. Suspicion and resentment were the reactioms.
Some ,who even acknowledged points of difference with the Augustana deemed
it,

an act of irreverence to alter even by way of omission a docu~
ment which had gathered around it, in the three centuries, an
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officious and hallowed character. This conservative temper,
so characteristic in religious history, became, through the
appeals and arguments of the leaders in opposition, a strong

factor in the defeat of that document and a sustaining force
in the reaction toward confessionalism.15



CHAPTER VI

In September, 1855 an anonymous document appeared entitled Definite
Platform. In substance it was an American recension of the Augsburg
Confession. Doctors Schmucker, Kurtz, and Sprecher, especially Schmucker,
were its "anonymous" authors. The document appealed for the adoption of
an "American Lutheranism" that had rid itself of errors said to be con;
tained in the Augustada. This Augsburg bonfession is presented in an
abridged form. The other symbolical books are regarded as non-essential
to Lutheran fellowship. The Augsburg Confession, 1855 revised editionm,
was to be acknowledged as containing the distinctive Lutheran doctrines

and, therefore, the basis for fellowship.1 The Definite Platform was an

attempt to check the revival in America of "confessional Lutheranism."
It brought to the forefront certain important questions.

Are the historic symbols of the Church mere descriptive state=-
ments of theological opinion which were obtained in a given
period of the Church's history, and, as such, instructive,
interesting, and suggestive historical documents; or are they
normative doctrinal expressions to which the Church must ever
remain faithful? May not the Lutheran Church in America de=-
velop its own characteristics theological and practical, or
must she revert to the written documents of a former day in
order to carry out her title to the historic name? What is
generic Lutheranism? Does it consist in a rigid adherence to
the minutiae of the written theological records of the sixe
teenth century with which all present opinions are to be cone
formed, or may it consist in an adherence to the fundamental
doctrines and polity of the Church of the Reformation?

The document itself offers an explanation for its existence. The

preface and part I of the Definite Platform are reproduced in Appendix H.
It recognizes the confused situation among American Lutherans in regard

to the Augsburg Confession.
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On the one hand there is to be found a group of Lutheran
ministers and churches that insist upon subscription not
only to the Augsburg Confession in toto, but also favoring
a return to the entire mass of the historic Symbols; on
the other hand, there is to be seen a general doctrinal
uncertainty among many of those within the General Synod,
as to the question of fundamentals. The situation de=-
mands a more definite doctrinal platform: one which will
interpret the spirit characterizing the fathers of the
American Lutheran Church and which will meet the present
demands of a more concrete expression of the doctrinal
tenets held "by the great mass of the ministers and
churches of the General Synod, in this country.

The Definite Platform contains a revised form of the Augsburg

Confession. Article XI is entirely omitted together with all references
to the five doctrines now considered as errors: the approval of the cere~
monies of the Mass, private confession and absolution, denial of the
divine obliga;ion of the Christian Sabbath, baptismal regeneration, and
the real presence of the body and blood of the Savior in the Eucharist.
All condemnatory clauses are also omitted. The section "Articles in
Which are Enumerated the Abuses Corrected,'" which includes Articles XXII-
XXVIII, are omitted. The conclusions found after Article XXVIII‘in the
Augustana of 1530 are presented in an abridged form after Article xXI.4
The document suggests that, for the sake of uniformity, it be received
and adopted in its entirety and without alteration.’

The following are five representative sections from the Definite
Platform which isolate the document's scriptural and confessional stance
and the reasoning behind it.

Whereas the ‘entire Lutheran Church of Germany has rejected the

symbolical books as a whole, and also abandoned some of the

doctrines of the Augsburg Confession . . . whilst they still
believed and in various ways avowed the great fundamental doc-

trines contained in them: and whereas the General Synod of
the American Lutheran Church, about a quarter of a century ago,
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again introduced a qualified acknowledgement of the Augsburg
Confession in the Constitution of her Theological Seminary,
and in her Comstitution for District Synods at the ordination
and licensure of minsiters, without specifying the doctrines
to be omitted, except by the designation that they are not
fundamental doctrines of Scripture.. . . and the General
SynodGhas left the matter optional with each district Symnod.

. o .

We believe, teach and confess, that the only rule and stande
ard according to which all doctrines and teachers alike ought
to be tried and judged, are the prophetic and apostolic
Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments alone. . . J

As the American Recension, contained in this Platform, adds
not a single sentence to the Augsburg Confession, nor omits
anything that has the least pretension to be considered "a
fundamental doctrine of Scripture,® it is perfectly con- 8
sistent with the doctrinal test of the General Synod. . . .

I. Therefore, Resolved, that this Synod hereby avows its
belief in the following doctrinal Basis, namely, the so-called
Apostles' Creed, the Nicene Creed, and the American Recension
of the Augsburg Confession, as a more definite expression of
the doctrinal pledge prescribed by the General Synod's
Constitution for District Synods, and as a correct exhibition
of the Scriptural doctrines discussed in it; and that we re=
gard agreement among brethren on these subjects as a suffi
cient basis for harmonious cooperation in the same church.

The extraordinary length of the other former symbolic books
as a prescribed creed, even if all their contents were be=
lieved to be true; because neither the Scripture 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 Definite Platform certainly discredited the historic Lutheran Confes=

sions, as the opponents of the document charged. The discredit, however,
was aimed not against the Symbols as descriptive doctrinal statements,
but against attributing to them absolute and normative character.11

The debate over this document was a fierce ome. Church periodicals

bekame battle grounds. Writing in the Lutheran Observer, Bemjamin Kurtz
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editorializes against the “confessionalists."

Many of these old Lutheran brethren are no doubt sincere and
honest in their adherence to the old moth eaten, and long
since abrogated and repudiated system of semi-popish error.
But still they hold on to them; this party can of course make
no progress. As they doomed themselves to go backwards, so
they are doomed to go dowm. . . .

There is one quotation from the Form of Concord, page G, that
will set hard on the party, viz: "But all human writings and
symbols are not authorities like the Holy Scriptures, but they
are only a testimony and an explanation of our faith, showing
the manner in which at any time the Holy Scriptures were under-
stood and explained by those who then lived." Now this is just
my view of the case. Those who lived in the 16th century
formed a platform to stand upon; they had a right, and it was
their duty to do it. But they had no right, and never claimed
the right to make a platform for us and for all time to come,

The next week he wrote again.

I know some profess to believe everything in them (historic
symbols), but I would like to see the Lutheran minister in
any intelligent English Lutheran congregation, get up before
the people and tell them he.believes, and that they as
Lutherans are morally bound to believe everything which the
American Recension of the Augsburg Confession rejects. . . .

The confessions of the church were drawn up to meet the
exegencies of the times. None of them are final statements.
Each succeeding age will have to alter and amend them as a
better understanding of the Bible grows. The special serve
ice of any confessional statement is to the age and circume
stance in which it appears. The present dayv demands an
honest statement of confession by American Lutherans, and
such is presented in this Definite Synodical Platform.

Schmucker himself comes to the defense of his Definite Platform in a

later issue of the Lutheran Observer.

for half a century past, men on entering the Lutheran min-
istry in this country were pledged to the Bible alone, and
not a word was said about any other confession of faith,
although there was a traditionary understanding that the
Augsburg Confession exhibited their views on the funda~
mental doctrines of Scripture, until the General Synod
recommended the express requisition of this fundzmenCal
assent in her Constitution for District Synods.1
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Schmucker's views are elaborated in a book published in 1856,

American Lutheranism Vindicated. He suggests that human creeds are
fallible and need to be revised. Each age must interpret Scripture anew
for its own time.ld Symbolism is not a part of original Lutheranism.1®
He asks, "With three centuries between the Reformers and us . . . has no
new light been thrown on the Scriptures through philological and exe--
getical studies?"l?

The debate continued onto the floor of Synodical conventions. The
Synod of Central Pennsylvania passed the following resolution in part
at its convention in 1856 in a statement of general support.

Resolved, 2. That the teachings of God's word, and the declar=-

ations of the immortal Luther himself, make it binding upon us

to amend, alter, and modify our confession of faith, whenever

we have sure and safe reasons to believe that doctrines are

taught, or views implied, which are contrary to the teachings

of the Holy Scriptures, our only infallible guide in matters

of faith and practice.

Resolved, 4. That we will never permit our hands to be bound,

or our consciences oppressed, by a subscrigtion to extended

creeds on non-fundamental doctrines. . . .1

The Pennsylvania Ministerium reacted against the "Definite Platform" at

its 1856 convention.

i Whereas the Evangelical Lutheran Church in the United States
has of late, in certain places, been agitated to a degree
threatening to the peace of the church, and likely to awaken
unkind feelings, by a pamphlet entitled: 'Definite Platform,
&c.," which professes to be an improvement on the Augsburg
Confession--the venerable, common, Confession of the entire
Lutheran Church, in the o0ld world and the newe--and in view
of the fact, that as the oldest Evangelical Lutheran Synod
in this country, we feel it our duty publicly to bear our
testimony to the faith of our Fathers, in opposition to
every innovating attempt to lay violent hands on the ancient
foundations of the faith; hoping at the same time, by such
testimony, to strengthen the faith of the brethren with whom
we desire to remain united in unity of spirit and in the bond
of peace.l9
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Prior to the May convention of the General Synod in 1857 all but

three of the member synods had reacted to the Definite Platform. Three

synods adopted it, two recognized the errors but refused to sanction the
document, two approved of the document but insisted on maintaining the
doctrinél basis of the General Synod, four rejected it, two protested
introducing any new tests of fellowship, two stated that a proper inter=-
pretation of the Augu§tana does not yield views therein that are objec~
tionable or contrary to the Scriptures, two dismissed the whole affair,
and one said that there is no need for the General Synod to express its
views since they are clear enough.zo The General Synod convention found

the delegates very hesitant to bring the matter to the floor. The question

was no longer a matter of the Definite Platform. That was settled. It

was a question of the peace, harmony, and life of the General Synod itself.
The 1857 convention minutes, as a result, do not mention the document.

The Definite Platform did not settle the issues between "American

Lutheranism" and "confessional Lutheranism. Instead, it aggravated the
whole situation in the church.2l The General Synod officially called a
halt to the controversy raging on the pages of the church periodicals.

The exchange from an inclusive to an exclusive basis for the General Synod,

which the Definite Platform suggested, was rejected by the district synods.




CHAPTER VII

The General Synod era is not complete without a discussion of the
influence of S. S. Schmucker. It can be said that Schmucker was both the
savior and the destroyer of the General Synod. At the formation of the
Synod he was a more positive theologian than most of his contemporaries.
In spite of the influence of rationalism, he sought to raise the Augsﬁurg
Confession out of the dust. This is significant because he was involved
with the New York Ministerium which would have little to do with the
symbols. He demanded that every clergyman sign the Augustana and declare
its harmony with the Scriptures.1 This early desire for a confessional
basis seems to reflect the influence upon him of his formative years.

His theological teacher was Dr. Helmuth, a veteran of the Muhlenberg era.2

His concern to save the General Synod from dissolution lay in the
need he saw for a revival of confessional subscription and for an edu-
cated ministry.3 With Schmucker's election to Gettysburg Seminary is to
be seen the first official reference by the General Synod to any of the
historic Confessions.* Yet Schmucker was not able to keep ahead of the
confessional advance of the 1840's and 1850's. Some accuse Schmucker of
changing his position. What changed was the theological world around
him.:

Schmucker did not hold slavishly to all of the doctrines of the
anfessions. His Qritings for the Synod and his own works indicate that
he considered the Confession of 1530 to be only substantially correct.

His editions of the Biblical Theology of Storr and Flatt and his Popular

Iheology support this stance. He had been faithful to his professorial
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oath.5 It was Schmucker who put the phrase "fundamental doctrines' into
the documents of the General Synod. He asserted that §6Z;nly the funda=
mental doctrines of the Scriptures contained in the Augsb;rg Confession
should members be obligated.6 J. W. Mann supports this view of Schmucker's
confessionalism, although he is in a less than objective position to write.

Dr. Schmucker has been accused of being less of an orthodox
Lutheran now, than formerly. . . . still in the main, we be-
lieve that he entertained the same views and opinions thirty
years ago . . . notwithstanding the well-known fact, that he
formerly stood forth in the defence of that same Confession,

by asserting its authority as the Lutheran Symbol, which now
he wishes to see altered, and purged of supposed errors therein
contained; a measure, by the way, which, if carried out, would
also make an alteration in the General Synod's basis, which has
hitherto left the Augsburg Confession untouched, absolutely and
indispensably necessary. . . . He received his theological
training at a Presbyterian seminary. There his mind was im=-
press%d with, and his views shaped by, the reformed doctrines.

In several essays, Schmucker sets out his position in The American

Lutheran Church, Historically, Doctrinally, and Practically Delineated.
Schmucker regarded all confessional books as good and useful exhibitions
of truth, but not as conscience binding except as they agree with the

Bible.8 Muhlenberg in his Discipline of the Church at Philadelphia

(Kirchenordnung) of 1762, while binding ministers to the Unaltered

. .
Augsburg Confession, says nothing about the other symbolical books.9

Schmucker knows of no Lutheran kingdom or principality which receives any
confessional book as binding outside of the Augustana, and that only in
substance.l0 He answers the issue of who is entitled to be called
"Lutheran" as follows:

Cur own impression of the equity of the case is this, that so

long as the Lutheran church, in this or any other country,
adheres to the fundamental principle of Lutheranism, that the
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Bible is the only infallible rule of faith and practice, and
believes the great, the cardinal doctrines of Luther's system,
together with so many of his peculiarities, as to agree more
fully with them as a whole, than with the peculiarities of any
otherlgenomination, she may justly retain the Lutheran name.

In this book under the essay, "Doctrinal Basis and Ecclesiastical Position
of the American Lutheran Church,' he sets forth his stance in seven

propositions. Appendix I reproduces these.

4



CHAPTER VIII

The General Synod had reached its height at the convention of 1859.
Now followed a steady decline. At the 1862 convention the Civil War had
separated the Southern synodical delegates. This was a break not accord=
ing to doctrinal differences, but according to the political situation of
the country.1 The doctrinal basis of.the General Synod, nevertheless,.
was in a confused state. All of the Lutheran Symbols were not recognized.
The twenty-one doctrinal articles of the Augustana were embraced. The
question of which of these twenty-one contained "fundamental doctrines
of the Bible" was open. Even these fundamental articles were not simply
or absolutely, but only “substantially correct."2 Vergilius Ferm gives us
a brief summary of the years of the General Synod from 1864 until 1867.

The minutes of the General Synod in its next two conventions
(after 1862) reveal page after page of discord and dissension.
The Platform controversy had left a bad taste and had strained
the relationships of cordiality and confidence among the lead-
ers. The admission under protest of Dr. Kurtz' group with its
expressed declarations concerning the Augsburg Confession, and
the admission in 1864 of the Franchean Synod which had in its
constitution given no official recognition to the same
Confession, the walking out of the delegates of the Pennsylvania
Ministerium as a protest against this admission and the ruling
of the president of the General Synod, Dr. Samuel Sprecher, in
1866 that the Pennsylvania Ministerium was in a "state of prac=
tical withdrawal" and therefore could not take part in the
initial business of that conventione~all bear witness to the
distracted state of affairs in this body. The schism, which
had been threatening for so many years, came in 1867 with the
Mother Synod taking the lead. The American Lutheram Church
had reached the end of another period in its history. Instead
of centralization upon one large church organization, three
large groups emerged from out of the old gemeral body. Each
shifted for itself, carrying on its work in a spirit of com~
.petition with the others, and carrying over the feeling of
strife which had so long been rampant.

At the York convention of the General Synod in 1864 the constitution

was amended regarding the admission of synods.
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All regularly constituted Lutheran Synods, not now in comnec=-
tion with the General Synod, receiving and holding with the
Evangelical Lutheran Church of our fathers the Word of God,
as contained in the Canonical Scriptures of the Old and New
Testaments, as the only infallible rule of faith and practice,
and the Augsburg Confession, as a correct exhibition of the
fundamental doctrines of the Divine Word, and of the faith of
our Church founded upon that Word, may at any time, become
associated with the General Synod, by complying with the re=
quisitions of this Constitution, and sending delegates to its
Convention according to the ratio specified in Article II.4

It also passed another interesting resolution.

Resolved, That while this Synod, resting on the Word of God
as the sole authority in matters of faith on its infallible
warrant . . . nevertheless, before God and his Church, we
declare, that in our judgment, the Augsburg Confession,
properly interpreted, is in perfect comsistence with this
our testimony and with the Holy Scriptures as regards the
errors specified.

The spirit of the 1859 convention was again present in 1864 when the
Franckean Synod sought admission into the General Synod. Ochsenford
writes, "This was an un-Lutheran Synod, which not only did not endeavor

to hide its variance with the Confessions of the Lutheran Church, but .

6

openly boasted of it."  The convention committee reported the following

on the reception of the Franckean Synod:

Resolved, That the Franckean Synod be admitted, as an integral
portion of the General Synod, so soon as they shall give formal
expression to their adoption of the Augsburg Confession, as re-
ceived by the General Synod.7

The convention passed this resolution and the delegates representing the
Franckean Synod immediately replied to it.

As we think that there was a misunderstanding on the part of

the General Synod in regard to the position of our Synod rela-
tive to the doctrinal position of the former body, we therefore,
beg leave as the delegation of the Franckean Synod, to inform
the General Synod that, in adopting the Constitution of that
body, the members of the Franckean Synod fully understood that
they were adopting the doctrinal position of the General Synod,
viz, "That the fundamental truths of the Word of God are taught
in a manner substantially correct in the Augsburg Confession."8
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Then the General Synod adopted the following resolution ninety-four to
forty.

Whereas, It is desirable that said Synod should express in a
more formal manner, its adherence to said doctrinal basis,
therefore,

Resolved, That the Franckean Synod is hereby received into
connexion with the Gemeral Synod with the understanding that
said Synod, at its next meeting, declare, in an official
manner, its adoption of the doctrinal articles of the
Augsburg Confession, as a substantially correct sxhibition
of the fundamental doctrines of the Word of God.

In response to this resolution a protest was issued against the ade
mission of the Franckean Synod. Many of the supporters of this protest
were delegates from the Pennsylvania Ministerium.

I. The Constitution of the General Synod, in Art. 3 Sec. 3,
provides for the admission of regularly constituted Lutheran
Synods, solely. A regularly constituted Lutheran Synod is
one, that "holds the fundamental doctrines of the Bible, as
taught by our Church." By universal consent these doctrines,
so taught, are expressed in the Augsburg Confession. The
whole history of the Franckean Synod represents it as having
no relation nor connection whatever with the Augsburg Con-
fession; and upon diligent examination of its official docu-
ments we have failed to discover any evidence that it has
ever accepted said Confession. It is not therefore a regu-
larly constituted Lutheran Synod, and by admitting it as an
integral part of the General Synod, the General Synod has
violated its Constitution.

The chairman of the delegation from the Pennsylvania Ministerium reminded
the Synod of its own resolution upon re-entering the General Synod in
1853 L ]

should the General Synod violate its Constitution, and re=-

quire of our Synod assent to any thing conflicting with the

old and long established faith of the Evangelical Lutheran

Church, then our delegates are hereby required to protest

against such actionito withdraw from its sessions and to re-

port to this body.
In the opinion of the delegates of the Pennsylvania Synod the General

Synod had violated its constitution. They issued the following statement:
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The undersigned, therefore, representing the Synod of
Pennsylvania, fully persuaded, that the terms upon which
the Franckean Synod was admitted into the General Synod,
are in direct violation of the Constitution of the General
Synod, hereby protest against said act of admission and
withdraw from the sessions of the General Synod, in order
to report to_the Synod of Pennsylvania at its approaching
Convention.

In part the following reply was made to the statement of the General
Synod

lst. . . . It is admitted that the Constitution of the
General Synod does not define the mode by which a regularly
constituted Synod may be formed. The Protestants there-
fore make their own definition and affirm that a Lutheran
Synod, by universal consent, is one which holds the doc~
trines of the Bible, as taught in the Augsburg Confession.
We accept of the definition and go with them one step
farther and admit, that the Franckean Synod has not for-
mally adopted the Aubsburg Confession. They have, however,
formally adopted the Constitution of the General Synod.

3. They allege, that we have admitted the Franckean Synod
without a compliance with the conditions, required by the
Constitution. We reply that they (the Franckean Synod)
aver that they have really, although not formally complied
and that their formal compliance shall be secured at their
next stated meeting. ’

Inasmuch as the Constitution of the General Synod is ine
definite in its requirements on this point, we have yielded
this point as has been done in the admission of other
Synods, until the formal action required may be had. We
have yielded to the consciences of some of the brethren
that we might more certainly harmonize the whole Synod.13

The Pennsylvania Ministerium returned to the 1866 convention and,

after one parliamentary-hassle—-after-another; reached-the limit—ofits
participation in the Synod. Behind all of that procedural thicket lay
the sincere dissatisfaction of the Ministerium with the Lutheranism of
the General Synod. The existence of the Lutheran Church itself was the

issue for them. Having withdrawn from the General Synod, the mother
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synod of Lutheranism issued a call for the formation of a truly Lutheranm
organization based upon subscription to the Unaltered Augsburg Confession.
This criterion, then, is what the Ministerium defined as what was truly

Lut:heran.l4



CHAPTER IX

The four Southern Synods that separated from the General Synod at
the time of the Civil War established the "General Synod of the Evangelical
Lutheran Church in the Confederate States of America." Appendix J pre-
sents this constitution. After the war they resolved to continue as a
separate body changing "in the Confederate States of America" to "in the
South.”™ They placed themselves on a more positive confessional basis
than the General Synod. In embracing the Symbolical Books, they had no
feFIing that any part of them would become obsolete. The doctrinal basis
from the 1863 constitution affirmed the following:

We receive and hold that the 0ld and New Testaments are the

Word of God, and the only infallible rule of faith and

practice.

We likewise hold that the Apostles' Creed, the Nicene Creed,

and the Augsburg Confession, contain the fundamental doctrines

of the Sacred Scriptures, and we receive and adopt them as the

exponents of our faith.

Inasmuch as there has always been, and still is, a difference

of construction among us with regard to several articles of the

Augsburg Confession; therefore, we, acting in conformity with

the spirit and time-honored usage of our church, hereby affirm

that we allow the full and free exercise of private judgment

in regard to those articles.

In 1866 the third section (Inasmuch. . . . ) was omitted from the doctrinal

stacement.2 The 1868 Book of Worship required an ordination oath of

fidelity to the Word of God and the Lutheran Confessions based thereon.
The form of confimmation also contained a pledge of fidelity to the
Lutheran Confessions.3

An 1872 resolution indicates therise of a sentiment toward an une

equivocal acceptance of the Lutheran Confessioms.
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It (the General Synod South) was designed to nurture and
secure unity "in the one true faith." To promote this

end it has placed itself unequivocally upon the Ecumenical
Creeds and the Azgsburg Confession, "in its true native and
original sense."

In 1880 the other Symbolical Books were aécepted by the Synod. "Resolved
that we asknowlecdge said additional testimonies as in accord with and an
unfolding of the teachings of the Unaltered Augsburg Confession.’
In 1884 the General Synod in the South had a doctrinal basis in which
the Scriptures were accepted as the only rule of faith and life. The
Ecumenical Symbols and the Unaltered Augsburg Confession were accepted as

correct exhibitions of the doctrines of Holy Scripture in matters of faith

and life. The other confessions of the Book of Concord were declared

correct and scriptural interpretations of the doctrines taught in the

Augustana, and were in harmony with the faith of the Scriptures.6



CHAPTER X

The organization of the General Council in 1867 promoted confessional
subscription as the way to unity among Lutherans. Formed by synods who
considered the doctrinal basis of the General Synod insufficiently
Lutheran, they looked to the Confessions as the definition of Lutheran
teaching. Complete and unqualified subscription to the Augustana was
basic.l The Pennsylvania Ministerium resolved to withdraw from the
General Synod and suggested the formation of another organization.
Significant portions of these resolutions are in Appendix K. Thereupon,.
the mother synod issued a call for a new union of Lutherans who would
take a decisive stand upon, "the common faith once delivered to the saints,
the testimony of which is found in unmingled purity in the Unaltered
Augsburg Confession, in its native, original and only true sense on
which our Church rests as her unchangeable confessional foundation. "2

Basic to the Council's formation were the theses on "Fundamental
Principles of Faith and Chuxch Polity" by Charles Porterfield Krauth. Of
importance to us are the following sections:

IV. That confessions may be such a testimony of Unity and bond

of Union, they must be accepted in every stateément of doctrine,

in their own true, native, original, and only sense. Those who

set them forth and subscribe them, must not only agree to use

the same words, but must use and understand those words in the

one and the same sense.

VI. The Unaltered Augsburg Confession is by preeminence the

confession of that faith. The acceptance of its doctrines and

the avowal of them without equivocation or mental reservation,

make, mark and identify that Church which alone in the true,

original, historical and honest sense of the term is the

Evangelical Lutheran Church.

VIII. We accept and acknowledge the doctrines of the Unaltered
Augsburg Confession in its original sense as throughout in
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conformity with the pure truth of which God's Word is the only
rule. We accept its statement of truth as in perfect accordance
with the Canonical Scriptures: we reject the errors it condemns,
and believe that all which it commits to the liberty of the
church, of right belongs to that liberty.

IX. In this formally accepting and acknowledging the Unaltered
Augsburg Confession, we declare our conviction, that the other
Confessions of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, inasmuch as they
set forth none other than its system of doctrine, and articles
of faith, are of necessity pure and scriptural. Preeminent
among such accordant, pure and scriptural statements of doctrine,
by their intrinsic excellence, by the great and necessary ends
for which they were prepared, by their historical position, and
by the general judgment of the Church, are these: the Apology
of the Augsburg Confession, the Smalcald Articles, the
Catechisms of Luther and the Formula of Concord, all of which
are, with the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, in the perfect
harmony of one and the same scriptural faith.3

Appendix L is entitled " Krauth's Theses on Faith and Polity, 1866."

The first convention of the General Council in 1867 adopted a cone-
stitution and by-laws. I have chosen several sections to illustrate the'
scriptural and confessional stance of the Council. This constitution is
in Appendix M.

Principles of Faith and Church Polity

I. There must be and abide through all time one holy Christian
Church, which is the assembly of all believers, among whom the
Gospel is purely preached, and the Holy Sacraments are admin-
istered, as the Gospel demands.

To the true unity of the Church, it is sufficient that there be
agreement touching the doctrine of the Gospel, that it be

" preached in one accord, in its pure sense, and that the
Sacraments be administered conformably to God's Word.

i III. The Unity of the Church is witnessed to and made manifest
in, the solemn, public and official Confessions which are set
forth to wit: the general Unity of the Christian Church in the
general Creeds, and the specific Unity of pure parts of the
Christian Church in their specific Creeds; one chief object of
both classes of which Creeds is, that Christians who are in
the Unity of faith may know each other as such, and may have a
visible bond of fellowship.
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Of Ecclesiastical Power and Church Govermnment

III. The absolute directory of the Will of Christ is the Word
of God, the Canonical Scriptures, interpreted in accordance
with the "mind of the Spirit" by which Scriptures the Church
is to be guarded in every decision. She may set forth no
articles of faith which is not taught by the very lettgr of
God's Word, or by the letter and spirit of God's Word.

The doctrinal basis recommended for constituent congregations re-
flected the strong confessionalism of the Council.

Of Doctrine. -- This congregation receives and adheres to the
Canonical Books of the 0ld and New Testaments as the revealed
Word of God, and the only Rule of Faith and Life, and the
Confessions of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, especially the
Unaltered Augsburg Confession and Luther's Small Catechism, as
a correct and faithful exposition of the Divine Word, to which
rule and confessions all instruction in the church, the schools
and the family shall be conformed, and by which all questions
of doctrine shall be decided; and all books of worship and in-
struction used in the congregation shall accord with the same.

‘The Gemeral Council from its beginning was the champion of "Confes=-
sional Lutheranism'" Its formation was a protest against the disregard
and rejection of the Confessions, or of an altered confession.6

At the time of its formation, a general body of the character,
such as the General Council has proved itself to be, had become
a necessity, in order to conserve and maintain the confessional
position of the Lutheran Church in this country, as it had been
founded by Muhlenberg and his associates in the middle of the
eighteenth century; for at that time and for some time prior to
it the only general body then in existence and a number of par-
ticular synods, not connected with that body had forsaken many
of the distinctive characteristics of confessional Lutheranism,
and, by reason of their latitudinarianism, were rapidly placing
the Lutheran Church on a level with the sects of that day. 1In
consequence of its close connection with the past, the General
Council has inherited many of the troubles and difficulties, as
well as some of the mistakes of the past; and from the beginning
of its existence it was obliged to set itself right with the
past, in order that it might be able to carry out its exalted
aim of perpetuating confessional Lutheranism in this country.

A strict adherence to the historic symbols was henceforth to
characterize this body (General Council) and its constituent
synods; a confessionalism akin to the late sixteenth and early
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seventeenth centuries and of a more rigid spirit from that set
up by Patriarch Muhlenberg. The Symbols having acquired a
normative character, the Lutheran Church in America rested its
theological position in those confessional standards. The post
Muhlenberg development of confessional laxity, open fraternity,
and spirit of independent thinking gradually gave way to strict
confessional conformity, closed communjion, and limited and pre-
scribed sphere of theological inquiry. ’



CHAPTER XI

What have we observed? It is necessary to summarize what we have
noticed as we have moved through 125 years of Lutheranism in America. We
can present some definite formulations which illustrate the stance of
these Lutherans. We can also mention various factors which contributed
to their stance. Finally, a number of questions have been raised whicﬁ
we offer to you for your consideration.

The study has shown a consistent adherence to the canonical books

of the 0ld and New Testaments as the norma normans for Christian faith

and life. The Bible is appealed to as the "ground of our faith" and "the
inspired Word of God." This Word is confessed as the "only rule" and the
"only infallible rule" of faith and practice. In matters of faith the
Bible is the sole authority. It is used as the rule and standard by

which all doctrines and teachings are to be judged. The Bible is the
“revealed Word of God and only rule of faith and 1life." I found no refer-
ence to the term "inerrant” in my study.

The validity of the Lutheran Confessions rests in their fidelity to
the Holy Scriptures. This was the basis for arguments both supporting
the Confessions and attacking them.. Pastor Probst praised the Bible as
the only and suffigient norm, and he saw no need for the Confessions.
Schmucker raised the question of how faithful the Augustana was to the
Scriptures. The Pennsylvania Ministerium adhered to the Augsburg
Coﬁfession because it was taken from the Word of God and substantiated
by 1it.

The Lutheran Confessions have quite a crowd of words in its train.

The Augustana is the chief Confession and most of the terms deal with it.
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These are "historico-confessional writings." The Augsburg Confession is
a "faithful exposition'" of the Word of God. Again, it is viewed as a
"summary and just exhibition of the fundamental doctrines" of the Bible.
On the one hand it is "“substantially correct;" and on the other hand, if
properly interpreted, it is in "perfect consistence'" with the Word of God.
Ministers were pledged to the "fundamental doctrines of the Word of God
taught in a manner substantially correct in the doctrinal articles of the
Augsburg Confession." The Augustana is both a correct "exhibition" and
Mexposition” of the doctrines of the Bible.

All of the Confessions have been viewed as exponents of our faith.
The Confessions outside of the Augustana have been supported as "correct
and scriptural interpretations" of the doctrines of the Augsburg Confession
and “in harmony with" the faith of the Scriptures. The General Council
insisted on an unqualified subscription to the Augsburg Confession in its
"native, original, and only true sense" using the same words and under-
standing these words "in one and the same sense." Finally, the Confessions
are appealed to because they are "in perfect accordance with the Canonical
Scriptures.”

The stance of these Lutherans was the result of a great number of
factors. The influence of their native background was one. The Swedes
did not hold to the German Confessions outside of the Augustana. The
effect of the Prussian Union was great upon the German communities in
America. The national situation must also be kept in mind. Changes in
do;trinal stance seem to have occurred in times of national crisis, the
War of Independence and the Civil War for example. The activities of

other denominations was another factor. Each denomination went through
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similar types of experiences varying in the time and extent of their

occurrence. Muhlenberg seems to have used an allegiance t§ the
Confessions in part as protection against the "harmful" religious in-
fluences of the times.

One always takes the risk in writing a paper that he will raise more
questions than he answers. This is what has happened. The questions -
raised in many instances are questions that encompass the content of this
paper and more. I offer them to you for your examination. Do the
Lutheran Confessions have absolute and normative character or are they
descriptive doctrinal statements? What is the balance between unity and
confessionalism? Is the basis for unity to be found in an inclusive or
exclusive confessional commitment? ' Can we allow only as much unity in
faith as union will allow? What is essential to Lutheran fellowship?

How flexible can you be until you are no longer Lutheran? Can Luther#nism
develop or must it continually revert to documents of a former day? Cannot
a Lutheran group write a confession to suit its own situation? 1Is it
possible to transplant the same type of Lutheranism everywhere? Where

does enviromment, both national and local, enter the picture? What are

the Confessions? Are they a Berlin wall or a witnessing instrument?

The questions surrounding our scripturai and confessional stance are
many and varied. The issue itself is as viable today as in any former
day. Our stance must take into consideration our mission in God to today's
world, but cannot forget the historico-confessional context out of which
the Lutheran Church has developed. This does not mean that we venerate
the documents, but that we use them in keeping with the belief thaf the

Lutheran Church is a confessional movement.



FOOINOIES

Chapter 1

Introduction

1J. L. Neve, History of the Lutheran Church in America (Burlington,
Iowa: The Lutheran Literary Board, 1934), p. 369.

2John H. Tietjen, Which Way to Lutheran Unity? A History of the
Efforts to Unite the Lutherans of America (St. Louis: Concordia
Publishing House, 1966), p. 8.

Chapter II L

The Muhlenberg Era

1Richard C. Wolf, Documents of Lutheran Unity in America (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1966), p. 5.

2J. L. Neve, History of the Lutheran Church in America (Burlington,
Iowa. The Lutheran Literary Board, 1934), pp. 60-61.

3C. W. Schaeffer, Early History of the Lutheran Church in America
(Philadelphia: Lutheran Board of Publication, 1857), p. 123.

4W. J. Mann, Lutheranism in America: an Essay on the Present
Condition of the Lutheran Church in the United States (Philadelphia.
Lindsay and Blakiston, 1857), p- 109.

5Quoted in A. Spaeth, Charles Porterfield Krauth (New York: Christian
Literature Company, 1898), pp. 317-318.

64. E. Jacobs, A History of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in the
United States, in The American Church History Series (New York: The
Christian Literature Company, 1893), IV, 209-210.

7H., E. Jacobs and Rev. John A. W. Haas, editors, The Lutheran
Cyclopedia (New York: Charles Scribmer's Sons, 1899), p. 331.

8. J. Mann, "The Conservatism of Henry Melchior Muhlenberg,"
Lutheran Church Review, VII (January, 1888), 28.
i

9bid.



50

10y, 5. Mann, "Lutherans in America Before Muhlenberg," Lutheran
Church Review, VI (April, 1887), 28.

11Neve, p. 60.

R2car1 Mauelshagen, American Lutheranism Surrenders to Forces of
Conservatism (Athens, Georgia: University of Georgia Division of Pub-
lications, 1936), p. 40.

13¢, Bente, American Lutheranism (st. Louis: Concordia Publishing
House, 1919), I, 73.

: 14w J. Mann, Life and Times of Henry Melchior Muhlenberg
(Philadelphia: General Council Publication Board, 1911), p. 21l.

15Vergilius Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran Theology (New
York: The Century Co., 1927), pp. 18-10.

Chapter III

The Pennsylvania Ministerium

1Solomon Erb Ochsenford, Documentary History of the Gemeral Council
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in North America (Phxladelphia.
General Council Publication House, 1912), p. 21.

2Vergilius Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran Theology (New York:
The Century Co., 1927), pp. 32-33.

3F, Bente, American Lutheranism (St. Louis: Concordia Publishing
House, 1919), I, 72.

4Documentary History of the Evangelical Lutheran Ministerium of
Pennsylvania and Adjacent States. Proceedings of the Annual Conventions
from 1.48 to 1821 (Philadelphia: Board of Publications of the General
Council of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in North America, 1898),
p. 20.

51bid.

61bid., pp. 21-22.
71bid., pp. 165-176.
8Bente, I, 72.

9a. R. Wentz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in America (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1964), p. 69.




51 co.

1OFerm, p. 22.
11Bente, I, 100.
121p14.

135. w. Richard, “The Confessional History of the General Synod,"
The Lutheran Quarterly, XXV (October, 1895), 459-460.

14Ferm, p. 43.

15Die Wiedervereinigung der Lutheraner und Reformirten -~ Ein
fassliches Lesebuch fuir nachdenkende Glieder beider Konfessionem welche
Uber diesen wichtigen Gegenstand grUndlickern Unterricht und Aufschluss
zu haben wiinschen. Begleitet mit einer Abhandlung Uber das Abendmahl und
die Grundsitze der Reformation. Von Joh. Aug. Probst, Evangelischen
Prediger zu Forks ec. - 1 Kor. 10,15. Als mit den Klugen rede ich;
richtet ihr, was ich sage. - Mit einer Vorrede von Joh. Conrad Jaeger,
Evangelischen Prediger zu Allentown, ec., quoted in translation in
Vergilius Ferm, The Crisis in American n Lutheran Theology (New York: The
Century Co., 1927), pp. 4&-48.

161bid., p. 48.

7quoted in Ibid., p. l44.

181 nutes of the 106th Annual Session of the German Evangelical
Lutheran Ministerium of Pennsylvania and the Adjacent States Convened in
Trinity Church, at Read;;g, Berks County, Pa., on the First Sunday after
Easter, the 3rd to the 7th of April A.D. 1853 (Sunnytown, Pennsylvanias
Enos Benmmer, 1853), pp. 31-32.

191bid., p. 18.
Chapter IV

The General Synod 1820-1862

lyergilius Ferm, The Crisis ig_Ameriéan Lutheran Theology (New York:
The Century Co., 1927), p. 30.

2John H. Tietjen, Which Way to Lutheran Unity? A History of the
Efforts to Unite the Lutherans of America (St. Louis: “Concordia Publishing

House, 1966), p. 10.

3Documenta:z}H1stogz_of the Evangelical Lutheran Ministerium of
Pennsylvania and Adjacent States. Proceedings of the Annual Conventions
from 1748 to 1821 (Philadelphia: Board of Publications of the General
Council of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in North America, 1898), p. 517.




52 -

4solomon Erb Ochsenford, Documentary History of the General Council
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in North America (Philadelphia. General
Council Publication House, 1912), P. . 62.

X SFem, ppo 34-350
i
63. w. Richard, "The Confessional History of the Gemeral Synod,"
The Lutheran Church Quarterly, XXV (October, 1895), 461.

7Quoted in Ibid., p; 464,
8Tietjen, p. 17.

9. Rr. Wentz, A Ba31c History of Lutheranism in America (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1964), p. 76.

1°w J. Mann, Lutheranism in America: an Essay on the Present
Condition of the Lutheran Church in the United States (Philadelphia.
Lindsay and | Blakiston, 1857), p. 69.

11y, 1. Neve, History of the Lutheran Church in America (Burlingtonm,
Iowa: The Lutheran Literary y Board, 1934), PP- 89 =90.

12

Ferm, p. 100.
13Richard, p. 458.

14y, Spaeth, Charles Porterfield Krauth (New York: Christian Literature
Company, 1898), pp. 322-323. '

15Quoted in Fexrm, p. 70.
16quoted in Ibid., p. 69.
17Quoted in Ibid., p. 79.
18Quoted in Ibid., p. 78.
19Richard, p. 466.

201829 Convention. Genmeral Synod of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in the United States of America. roceedings of the lst-25th Convention
(Philadelph1a. Lutheran Publication Society, 1820-1871), pp. 38=39.

21tbid., pp. 15-16.
22Neve, p. 90.

231bid., pp. 106-107.



53

24Ochsenford, p. 63.

25Wentz, p. 135.

26Ferm, pp. 188-189.
27Quoted in Ibid., pp. 337=-338.

280chsenford, pp. 70-71.
Chapter V

“American Lutheranism" and "Confessional Lutheranism" in Tension

ljohn H. Tietjen, Which Way to Lutheram Unity? A History of the
Efforts to Unite the Lutherans of America (St. Louis: “Concordia Pt Publishing
House, 1966), p. 7. .

25, R. Wentz, History of the Gettysburg Theological Seminary
(Philadelphia: United Lutheran Publication House, 1926), p. 123.

3A. R. Wentz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in America (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 1964), p. 134,

4Ibid., p. 131.

5E. J. Wolf, "“History of the General Synod," The Lutheran Quarterly,
XIX (July, 1889), 453-454.

6Wentz, Lutheranism, p. 127.
71bid.

8Verg111us Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran Theology (New York:
The Century Co., 1927), pp. 324=325.

9Paul W. Spaude, The Lutheran Church Under American Influence
(Burlington, Iowa: The Lutheran Literary Board, 1943), p. 281.

104, Spaeth, Charles Porterfield Krauth (New York: Christian Literature
Company, 1898), pp. 320-321.

1y, 1. Neve, History of the Lutheran Church in America (Burlington,
Iowa: The Lutheran Literary Board, 1934), p. 91.

121p54., p. 123.



54

Lrietjen, p. 25.
14Ferm, pp. 329-330.

151bid., pp. 330-331.
Chapter VI

Definite Platform: American Lutheranism Makes Its Move

1Vergilius Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran Theology (New York:
The Century Co., 1927), p. 194.

21hid., pp. 325-326.

3[s. S. Schmucker,] Definite Platform, Doctrinal and Disciplinarian
for Evangelical Lutheran District Synods, Constructed in Accordance with
the Principles of the General Symod (Philadelphia: Miller and Burlock,
1856), p. 4.

“1bid., p. 19.
5Ibid., p. 2.
62939" p. 4.
7;219}, p. 6.
8Ibid., p. 2.
91bid., p. 5.
101pid., p. 20.
llrerm, p. 326.

12B, Kurtz, editor, "Something to Think About--The Definite Synodical
Platform," Lutheran Observer, September 21, 1855, p. 1, cols. 5=6.

133, Kurtz, editor, "The American Recension of the Augsburg Confession,"
Lutheran Observer, September 28, 1855, p. 2, cols. 2-3.

14[8. S. Schmucker,] "Remarks on the Definite Synodical Platform, by
one who aided in its Construction," Lutheran Observer, October 12, 1855,
p. 1, cols. 4=-5.

155, s. Schmucker, American Lutheranism Vindicated; or, Examination of
the Lutheran Symbols, om Certain Disputed Topics: Including a Reply to the
Plea of Rev. W. J. Mann (Baltimore. T. Newton Kurtz, 1856), p. 23.




55

161bid., p. 163.
171bid., p. 36.

18Quoted in Ferm, p. 309.

nguoted in Ibid., p. 311,

2014:4., pp. 331-333.

211pid., pp. 333-334.
Chapter VII

The Influence of S. S. Schmucker

ly, 1. Neve, History of the Lutheran Church in America (Burlingtonm,
Iowa: The Lutheran Literary y Board, 1934), p. 90.

2Vergilius Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran Theology (New York:
The Century Co., 1927), p. 77.

3a. R. Wentz, A Basic History of Lutheranism in America (Philadelphia:
Fortress Press, 196%) p. 77.

4Ferm,p. 76.

5Ibid., pp. 323-324.

6J L. Neve, The Formulation of the General Synod's Confessiomal
Basis (Burlington, Iowa: German Literary Board, 1911), p. 17.

i 7W. J. Mann, Lutheranism in America: an Essay on the Present
Condition of the Lutheran Church in the United States (Philadelphla.
Lindsay and Blakiston, 1857), PP “23-24,

8s. s. Schmucker, The American Lutheran Church, Historically,
Doctrinally and Practically Delineated, in Several Occasional Discourses
(Philadelphia: E. W. Miller, 1852), pp. 225-226.

91bid., p. 171.
01bid., p. 167.

1l1bid., pp. 167-168.



.56

Chapter VIII

The General Synod 1862-1867

1Vergihus Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran Theology (New York:
The Century Co. 1927), pp. 338-339.

2F, Bente, American Lutheranism (St. Louis: Concordia Publishing
House, 1919), II, 39. .

3Ferm, pp. 339-340.

41864 Convention. General Synod of the Evangelical Lutheran Church
in the United States of America. Proceedings of the lst-25th Convention
‘(Philadelphia: Lutheran Publication Society, 1820-1871), p. 39.

51bid., p. 40.

6Solomon Erb Ochsenford, Documentary History of the General Council
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in North America a (Philadelphia:
General Council Publication House, 1912), P. 72,

71864 Convention, p. 12.

81bid., p. 17.
91bid., pp. 18-19.
101bid., pp. 23-24.
li1bid., pp. 25-26.
121bid.

13;232., pPp. 41-42.

14John H. Tietjen, Which Way to Lutheran Unity? A History of the
Efforts to Unite the Lutherans of America (St. Louis: “Concordia Publishing
House, 1966), p. 4l.

Chapter IX

The General Synod in the South

1y. 1. Neve, History of the Lutheran Church in America (Burlington,
Iowa: The Lutheran Literary Board, 1934), p. 148.




57

27pid.

3r. Bente, American Lutheranism (St. Louis: Concordia Publishing
House, 1919), II, 230.

aNeve, p. l48.
S1bid.

61bid., p. 144
Chapter X

The Formation of the General Council

1John H. Tietjen, Which Way to Lutheran Unity? A History of the
Efforts to Unite the Lutherans of America (St. Louis? “Concordia P Publishing
House, 1966), p. 10.

2Quoted in Vergilius Ferm, The Crisis in American Lutheran Theology
(New York: The Century Co., 1927), p. 34l.

3Quoted in J. L. Neve, History of the Lutheran Church in America
(Burlington, Iowa: The Lutheran Literary Board, 1934), pp. 155=157.

4S01lomon Erb Ochsenford Documentary History of the Genmeral Council
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in North America (Philadelphia: General
Council Publication House, 1912), pp. 179-181.

5

Ibid., p. 194.
61bid., p. 61.
71bid., p. 57.

8Ferm, PP. 343-344,
Chapter XI

Conclusion



12 The Early Years (1730-1785)

stitution, although it had apparently been in force for some time,
was first recorded officially in 1781 (Doc. 12).

This earliest of all synodical constitutions was to become the basis
of other subsequent synodical constitutions. In its title, it specified
the Lutheran character of the body it regulated, “The Evangelical
Lutheran Ministerium of North Amerjca” (Chapter First). Of even
greater importance in designating the Lutheran nature of the group
was the agreement which each new clerical member signed upon his
admission to the synod (Chapter Fourth, Section 6), and the con-
fessional basis (Chapter Sixth, Section 2).

The unity expressed by this earliest constitution was not one of
organization. It was a unity of doctrine, belief, teaching, and life.

12 Constitution, 1781

CONSTITUTION OF THE MlNISTBRIUM OF THE EVAN-
GELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH IN NORTH AMERICA,
IN FORCE IN 1781.

Chapter First.

Of the Name and Functions of the Fraternal Association
of the Lutheran Ministers of North America.

We, Evangelical Lutheran Ministers of North America, who,
by subscribing our names to this Constitution, do hereby declare
ourselves an organized body, and, for the sake of establishing
the Kingdom of Christ, whose we are and whom we serve,
which can only be accomplished by unity (combined effort),
and who never mean to conmsider ourselves otherwise, call this
our Mutual Association, “An Evangelical Lutheran Ministerium
in North America,” and every meeting, “a Synodical Meeting.”

[Chapters Second and Third treat of the President and the
Secretary, their duties and responsibilities.]

Chapter Fourth.

Of Reception into the Ministerium. .
§1. All those who set their names to this Constitution, and
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to the agreement (pledge) to be mentioned further on, are
members of this Ministerium. . . .

[Sections 2 through 5 treat of the process of reception.]

§6. Every member signs this article or agreement:

“I, the undersigned, called as a minister of the Gospel in
North America, promise before God and my Chief Shepherd,
Jesus Christ: . . :

“1. That as long as I serve any congregation in North America,
I will not declare myself indepéndent of the Evangelical Min-
isterium, whose Constitution I have signed; and that I will obey

‘its rules and regulations.

“2, That I will, as God gives me strength, faithfully obey
the Constitution of the Ministerium subscribed by me, use the
Liturgy to be introduced, and comply with the resolutions of
the Synod as long as I exercise the office of a minister in North

" America; and that, as much as in me lies, I will promote the
-observance of the Constitution of the Ministerium by others.

“3. That I will not absent myself from any meeting of Synod
without urgent necessity. )

“4, That I will never consent to receive any minister whom
I know to be unfit because of a lack of attainments, or of an
immoral life, into our Synodical connection.

“5. That, unless for well-founded reasons, and impelled by
conscience, I will never oppose the reception of any candidate
or.minister into the Ministerium.

“6. That I will not rudely refuse reproofs from the President,
but even in case of an inward consciousness of innocence I
will submit to them; and in case of an abiding consciousness of
having been wrongly judged by the President, I will appeal to
the judgment of the Synod, with whose decision I expect to be
satisfied; and I will neither denounce the President nor treat
him unkindly because of his censures. ,

“7, That in case two-thirds of the Synod should declare me
no longer worthy to be a member of the Evangelical Minis-
terium of North America, and consequently to have a seat and
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vote in a Synod, I will then give up my congregations, and no
longer exercise the functions of a minister in any of the United
Evangelical Lutheran Congregations of North America.”

To this the signature is to be attached.

[Sections 7 and 8 stipulate that every signatory shall receive
a copy of the constitution, and every candidate be presented by
the minister who has had charge of his training.]

Chapter Fifth.

Of the Meetings of the Synod and the Business
Transacted Thereat. _

§1. At least one meeting of the Synod must be held an-
nually. . . . ‘

[Sections 2 through 21 regulate the details of the meeting.]

§22. In complaints brought against ministers the subject of
investigation must refer to:

- 1. Positive errors opposed to the plain teachings of the Holy
Scriptures and our Symbolical Books.

2. Works of flesh, Gal. 5:19 ff., and offense given thereby.

3. Faithlessness and slothfulness in the ministry, and, in case
of a candidate, also in those matters which are known to be
- necessary for his further preparation.

4. Neglecting attendance upon the meetings of Synod.

5. Bitterness and strife of ministers among themselves.

[Sections 23 through 32 treat of the processes of investigation
and decision in the matter of charges raised agdinst ministers,
and of licensure and ordination.]

§33. Last of all, the ministers dwelling close together in one
county or district confer, in regard to special meetings or con-
. ferences to be appointed, concerning which the details may be
determined in due time by the resolutions of Synod. Whenever
a special matter has been referred to a conference of that kind,
such conference must be positively determined upon, and with
the knowledge of all the others.
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Chapter Sixth.

Of the Conduct of the Ministers in Their Oﬁ‘icial
and Other Relations.

§1. Every minister must earnestly endeavor to introduce into
his congregations a constitution which corresponds as nearly as.
possible with those already in use, and which must not conflict
with the Constitution of this Ministerium in any point.

§2. Every minister professes that he holds the Word of God .

~and our Symbolical Books in doctrine and life; that he so exer-

cises his office that he may stand before his Great Shepherd,
rejoicing in the great Day of Judgment, as well as promises to
remain forever worthy of the fellowship of the Evangelical
Luthe_r:an, Ministerium of North America.
~ §3. Every minister uses the Liturgy which has been introduced.
* §4. No minister is allowed to encroachi upon another’s office,
under whatever pretext it may be, without the other’s consent.
In actually vacant congregations an ordained minister is allowed
to preach and administer the Holy Sacraments as often as he
pleases, provided this can be done without neglect of his own
pastoral duties. So, too, every ordained minister is at liberty
to give up his congregations at his discretion, and to move into
other actually vacant congregations which purpose connecting
with us: provided, he do not thereby interfere with any other
connection, and, also, that the change, when made, be, in every
instance, communicated to the President.
§5. No minister is allowed to conform himself to the world in

" his-walk and conversation.

- §6. Licensed candidates must carefully record their official
acts in a diary, which is handed over at each meeting of the Synod.

F. Goop RELATIONSHIPS AMONG COLONIAL LUTHERANS OF
VARYING BACKGROUNDS

In this early period of the history of the Lutheran church in
America the relationships between the various sections of the church
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The preface of the Proposed Plan (Plan Entwurf) noted that while
the synods of the Lutheran church in America had thus far been able
to settle “amicably” such differences as had arisen in the past, the
growth of the number of synods might lead to “unnecessary and
injurious divisions and departures” from the bonds of love and unity
which had existed. It also averred that the desire for a fraternal
union of the synods was “almost universal.”

The plan proper proposed that the central body should exercise,
by the consent of the participating synods, some measure of co-
ordinating control over liturgical materials and practices, hymnals
and catechisms for use in the church at large. It was to be the

-clearing house for the necessary arrangements for the formation of
new.synods. It was to be permitted to fix grades in the ministry which

-~ would “be generally recognized,” and to serve upon appeal as arbiter
of doctrinal conflicts within particular synods. The plan also granted
ministers the right of appeal from decisions of the local synods to
the General Synod. It proposed measures by which the transfer of
a_minister from one synod to another could be controlled and reg-
ularized. Finally it provided that if three-fourths of the existent
synods adopted the plan the President of the Ministerium of Penn-
sylvania was to call a meeting in which delegates from the local

synods could establish the “General Synod” and draw up a constitu-
tion for such a _I?oc_!y. .

Ministerium Committee for a Plan of
Union, 1819

Resolved, That Dr. Schifer, Dr. Kur[t]z and Pastors Lochman
and Endress, from among the preachers, and Messrs. Demuth,
Keller and Schorr, from among the delegates, shall constitute a
committee to consider, together with Mr. Gottl. Schober, the
matter of such a union of the Synods, and as soon as possible
to draft a plan for this purpose.

24 The Proposed Plan, 1819

A PROPOSED PLAN (PLAN ENTWURF) FOR A CENTRAL

UNION (ZU EINER CENTRAL-VERBINDUNG) OF THE

EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH IN THE UNITED
STATES OF NORTH AMERICA, BALTIMORE, 1819,
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WHEREAS, under the guidance of God, the Evangelical Lu-
theran Church has spread itself over the greater part of the
United States of North America, and the fn‘embers thereof are
earnestly striving to live together in the spirit of love and har-
mony under one rule of faith, it has been customary heretofore
for the ministers, and in most cases also for the lay delegat?s
of the Evangelical Lutheran congregations to meet annually in
Synods, or, as others call it, Ministeriums, in order to 'keep the
bond of love and unity, and amicably to settle any dxﬁerfances
that might arise. But inasmuch as the numl?er of p'fu'tlcular
Synods or’ Ministeriums has increased from time to tlmcf, on
account of the wide extension of said church, and the continued
and increasing operation of the same cause will probably lead.to
the still further increase of the number of Synods and‘M'm-
isteriums, and this might in the end be the means of bringing
about unnecessary and injurious divisions and departures from

.-the end and object hitherto pursued in common by said church;

it appears to be the almost universal wish of the existing Syn?ds
or Ministeriums, that a fraternal union of the whole~Evangehcal
Lutheran Church in these United States may be effected by means
of a central organization. ‘

How such a union and organization might be effected was a
principal topic of consideration at the meeting of the Synod'of
Pennsylvania and the Adjacent States, which was l}eld during
Trinity week of the year 1819, at Baltimore, and this so much
the more, inasmuch as the Rev. and highly esteemed Pa_sfor
Schober, of the Synod of North Carolina, attended thls meeting
as a special -delegate in reference to his particular subject. .The
whole subject was placed in the hands of a special committee,
with instructions to prepare with the concurrence of Rev. Mr.
Schober a plan, which, if found acceptable, might be subPJitted
for adoption to all the other Synods or Ministeriums in the
United States.

The committee appointed for this purpose reported the
following: T
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Proposed Plan (Plan Entwurf).

1. This central union of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in
these United States shall be carried into effect and maintained
by an organization to be called THE GENERAL SYNOD OF THE
EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH IN THE UNITED STATES OF
NORTH AMERICA. '

2. This General Synod shall be composed of delegates from
all the Synods now existing in the United States, and of such as
may be organized in future, which join this union [here follows
- -the ratio of representation].

All delegates appearing in the General Synod in’ accordance
with the above ratio shall have equal privileges and equal votes as
members of the body. The manner of electing delegates, as well
as the mode of meeting their expenses, is left to the discretion
of each Synod.

3. [Treats of officers; time, place, and frequency of meeting.]

4. The General Synod has the exclusive right with the con-
currence of a majority of the particular Synods to introduce new
books for general use in the public church service as well as to
make improvements in the Liturgy; but until this be done the
hymn-books or collections of hymns now in use, the Small Cate-
chism of Luther, the Agenda [Liturgy] already adopted, and
such other books as have been adopted by the existing Synods
shall continue in public use at pleasure. But the General Synod
has no power to make or demand any change whatever in the

- doctrines (Glaubens lehren) hitherto received among us.

5. If twenty-five ministers living in close proximity in a fixed
district, of whom, however, at least fifteen must be ordained
ministers, make application to the General Synod to be permitted
to form a Synod by themselves, and the Synod to which they have
hitherto belonged having received formal notice of their intention
to make the application, which notice must first be given in every
instance, presents no weighty reasons to the contrary, the General
Synod has authority to grant their application. And if there
should be no separate Synod in an entire State, and six ordained
ministers living in it should make application for that purpose,
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the General Synod shall-permit the formation of a new Synod in
that State. But until the consent or permission of the General
Synod has been formally given to it, no newly-organized body
shall be recognized as a Ministerium among us, and no ordination
performed by it shall be recognized as valid by us.

6. Those Synods now existing, as well as those formally recog-
nized or organized by the General Synod, shall never be hindered
in the appointing and ordaining of ministers at their own dis-
cretion within their own bounds. They also retain forever the
privilege of establishing rules and regulations with regard to the
internal arrangement and control of the affairs of their own
districts; provided, however, that such rules and regulations are
not in conflict with these fundamental articles of the general or-
ganization; and only in cases of appeal can the General Synod
have anything to do with such internal rules and regulations of
the particular Synods. _

7. The General Synod is authorized by and with the approval
of a majority of the particular Synods, or Ministeriums proper,
to fix grades in the ministry which are to be generally recog-
nized. . . .

8. If . . . dissension or division in regard to doctrine or disci-
pline should arise in any Ministerium, such dissensions or divi-
sions shall be brought before the General Synod for decision only
when a full third of the members of such Ministerium present
appeal to it for that purpose.

9. Every minister who is not satisfied with the decision of his
Synod with reference to himself . . . has the right to appeal to
the General Synod.

10. Each Synod retains the right of granting to visiting ministers
from other Synods voice and vote. But no minister shall have
the right to go from one synod to another as a full member, unless
he present a certificate in which the officers of the Synod to
which he belonged set forth his grade in office, -attest his good
character . . . and declare their consent to his transfer.

11. This proposed plan is to be sent to all Evangelical Lutheran
Synods or Ministeriums in these United States .
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Note.—Where the word “Synod” is found in the above “Pro-
posed Plan” with the addition “or Ministerium,” it stands for
Synod or Ministerium according to the name in use. . . . But
when the word “Ministerium” stands alone, or “Ministeriums”
proper are spoken of, this word denotes a body consisting of
preachers alone, which might use the right of ordination.

The above Proposed Plan was in substance adopted inthe
Synod of Pennsylvania . . . by a large majority of votes, as a
proposition for a central union of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in the United States of North America.

Attested. o

J. GEORG SCHMUCKER,
President.
CONRAD JAGER,

Secretary.

" "C.  OPPOSITION TO PROPOSED PLAN, 1819-1821

The Plan of 1819 did not meet with the general acceptance that its
proponents had anticipated. Of the four synods then in existence
only two gave the Plan their approval, the Ministerium of Pennsyl-
vania and the North Carolina Synod, which had been the prime
movers in its creation. 4

A committee appointed by the New York Ministerium to study
the Plan reported that certain of the proposals of the Plan violated
the spirit of the synodical constitution. The committee further re-
ported that it believed that everything that the Plan proposed could
be accomplished if only all other synods would adopt the principles
for intersynodical relationships which the New York Synod had
already written into its own constitution (Doc. 25). '

The -newly formed Synod of Ohio withheld its approval of the
Plan because of an anonymous pamphlet circulated throughout the
synod charging that the General Synod was unnecessary and threat-
ened the autonomy of the local synod in matters of worship, min-
isterial rank, and the transfer of ministers from synod to synod. The
pamphlet deemed the tendency of the proposed General Synod to be
hierarchical, and protested that the Ohio ministers who spoke only
German would be at a disadvantage in a body which would use
predominantly English in its proceedings (Doc. 26).

Even stronger opposition came from the Tennessee Synod, which
was formed in 1820 as the result of schism within the North Carolina

58

S rmmtteie Aoy o

New York Opposition to Proposed Plan, 1819 25

Synod. This opposition will be discussed later in connection with the
vigorous and detailed Tennessee objections to the constitution of
the General Synod (Doc. 28).

25 New York Ministerium, 1819

The committee, to whom was referred the communication . .
relative to a central union of the Evangelical Lutheran Synods
in the United States—REPORT, That they have carefully in-
vestigated the subject, and find, that some of the principles of
the Plan-Entwurf . . . are at variance with the spirit of the con-
stitution of the Evangelical Lutheran Ministerium in the state

- of New York.

[Here follows an outline of the Plan Entwurf.]

But your Committee are of opinion, that all the good effects,
which the proposed plan anticipates, may be realized with less
trouble, danger and expense, by a general adoption and enforce-
ment of the fourth section in the 9th chapter of the constitution
of this Ministerium . . . [“Chapter IX. Miscellaneous Articles.
S.4. If any other Evangelical Lutheran Ministerium in the United
States shall send a Commissioner or Delegate to attend the annual
synod of this Association; such Commissioner or Delegate shall
be received and have the right to vote in all its proceedings, as
well as in the meetings of the Ministerium, strictly so called,
after the business of the Synod is despatched; provided, that
such Ministerium grant equal rights and privileges to a Com-
missioner deputed . from this body.” From The Constitution of
the Evangelical Lutheran Ministerium of the State of New York
and Adjacent States and Countries, 1816 (Philadelphia, 1816),
p. 31]

Resolved, 1. That the plan of a Central Synod, proposed by
the Synod of Pennsylvania, cannot be accepted.

2. That an adoption of the fourth section of the 9th chapter
in the constitution of this Ministerium be earnestly recommended
to the Evangelical Lutheran Synods in the United States.
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‘3. That this Synod will continue, as often as practicable to
send Delegates to other Evangelical Lutheran Synods in the
United States, and will always receive upon the same footing,
the Delegates from other Synods, according to the 4th section
- aforesaid. :

4. That this Synod will annually appoint a standing committee
‘of correspondence, who shall . . . correspond with like Com-
mittees of other Lutheran Synods, on such subjects as may be
best calculated to promote the prosperity, the extension and
happiness of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America.

26 Ohio Synod, 1821

SERIOUS REASONS GIVEN BY SOME OF THE EVAN-

‘GELICAL LUTHERAN MINISTERS IN THE STATE OF

OHIO AND VARIOUS OTHERS WHY THEY ARE UNWILL-

" ING TO ACCEPT THE PROPOSED PLAN FOR THE SO-

CALLED CENTRAL SYNOD WHICH WAS DRAWN UP

IN THE YEAR 1819 AT THE LUTHERAN SYNOD IN
BALTIMORE.

The reasons why we reject the proposed plan and are not
willing to place ourselves under its regulations are as follows,
namely: '

L. We believe that such an arrangement is entirely unneces-
sary; for even the friends of the proposed plan admit “that up
until now the various synods of our church have, from time to
time, endeavored to proceed under one and the same creed and
doctrine.” And we go a bit further and declare that up until
now they have actually proceeded under one and the same creed
and doctrine; for where have we ever heard of schisms and
separations in our church unless one calls it schism or separation
when a new synod is established? . . . However, . . . it is impos-
sible to call this either a schism or a separation. . . . The friends
of the proposed plan say, however, “This is all true, to be sure,
but we are afraid that because .our church extends itself geo-
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graphically from time to time, schisms and separations thereby
arise.”—How they can foresee such a thing, however, they have
not revealed to us. We . . . cannot perceive how occasion for this
is given by the expansions of our church, for it is well knm'rm
everywhere that the Augsburg Confession is the law of our faith
and that the Ministerial Order, which must conform to said
Confession . . . is the law of church discipline. Therefore it fol-
lows that schisms and separations can come into being only when
individual members or groups of members wantonly and inten-
tionally disobey this law. Those who act in accordance with this
law, however, are in the closest union with us—even if the num-
ber were ten thousand times as great as it now is. Let us assume
that there were really schisms to be feared. What should be the
correct means of preventing them: Our opponents, the friends
of the proposed plan, say a central union. But how a central
union has more power to keep peace and unmity than the law
under which we now stand they have not made clear to us. .

- ‘Therefore we conclude—and we believe quite rightly, that such an

association is completely unnecessary. Instead of in_creasing
peace and unity among us all, we believe that it opens the way
to conflict and disunity; for we who have at one time solemnly
promised before God and men to remain true to the Augsburg
Confession and our Ministerial Order cannot possibly be ex-
pected to depart from it and accept another order which is not
even as good and actually conflicts with both, as we shall point
out further on.

II. That the proposed plan actually quarrels with the Augs-
burg Confession we learn from the 4th article of the aforemen-
tioned proposed plan which says, “The General Synod possesses
the exclusive right, with the concurrence of a majority of the
separate synods, both to introduce new books for general church
usage and to make improvements in the church liturgy.” What
is the intent of this article? Is it intended perhaps that each
synod or individual congregation may use . . . such hymnals as
they judge to be good? Is it intended that each ‘congregation
may introduce . . . such ceremonies as it deems appropriate?
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Does it give the ministers and their catechumens the right to use
~ such catechisms as they wish? Of course not. The intent, with-
out a doubt, is that the General Synod introduce and stipulate
all the books of the church according to its discretion, so that
uniform hymnals, catechisms and ceremonies may be used and
observed. Then it follows naturally, because they are to have
-.an exclusive right, that that minister or that congregation which
refuses to adopt and to use said books and ceremonies will be
expelled from the church as insubordinate and recalcitrant.—
It is well known that some ministers differ greatly in their opinion
with regards to hymnals, catechisms, and ceremonies. The Gen-
eral Synod designates the aforesaid books and.ceremonies . . . ;
they are, however, presumably, not pleasing to many; but these
people are supposed to and must use them—jyes, even against
their will. Is it possible to imagine that such a thing can strengthen
the bond of love and unity? Who does not see with us that it
would be far better if we continued with the . . . 7th article of
the . . . Augsburg Confession in which we are permitted to act
according to our own discretion; that is, as long as we do not
act contrary to the word of God, to use ceremonies and regula-
. tions which—even if they should be very different—are neverthe-
less not to be regarded as grounds for causing a separation. . . .
the aforesaid 4th article of the proposed plan deprives us of the
freedom which is permitted us in the 7th article of the Augsburg
Confession. Therefore we conclude that the proposed plan re-
pudiates the Augsburg Confession—or at least a part of it.

III. That the proposed plan is also at variance with the Min-
isterial Order and that we, therefore, cannot rightly agree to it.
. . . Let us consider, for instance, the 5th article of the Ministerial
Order and compare it with the 7th article of the proposed plan.
We find that the former stipulates three steps in the ministry; but
that the latter empowers the General Synod to make as many
steps as they consider good. From this it is apparent that many
more steps may be created about which we still know nothing,
and that many of the present ministers can be set down from
- 'their respective ranks. Furthermore, our Ministerial Order, ac-
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cording to the 9th paragraph in the supplement . . . permits each
ordained member, if he moves, not only to join another synod
according to his wishes, but also to have a seat and a voice in
that to which he formerly belonged in case he submits to its rule.

In the 10th article of the proposed plan, however, it says:
“No minister shall have the right to change from one synod to
another as.a member in good standing unless he present creden-
tials in which the synod to which he belonged indicate his rank
in the ministry, testify to his good behavior to the best of their
knowledge and declare their approbation of his change.” Who
does not see that these two. articles oppose each other as night
and day; and also that the latter contains an unnecessary severity.
.. .one could . . . demonstrate his authority and say, “We can-
not permit you to leave our synod, and if you act contrary to
our will in this then you cannot be admitted to any other (synod)
either.” .

IV. By accepting the proposed plan we would transfer a great
portion of our rights into the hands-of some few persons, namely
the representatives of the General Synod. Who would prevent
these gentlemen, if they so wished, from having themselves in-
corporated according to the law of the land: And if such a thing
were to happen, who would then contradict those laws which
they would pass without fear of falling into the hands of a strict
hierarchy? We are completely convinced, on the basis of church
history, that the papacy established itself swiftly by such a method.
. . . Experience has already shown us sufficiently that each synod
knows its affairs best, therefore also is best qualified to make
such arrangements as are most suitable for it. And, as has already
been mentioned above, our church has up until now been pre-
served in peace and unity in this manner; where, on the contrary,
others, as for example the Presbyterians, Methodists, and others,
which have actually almost been governed by the above men-
tioned proposed plan, have already fall into various sects and
factions. . . .

V. We cannot agree to accept the proposed plan because we
believe it will provide an excuse for the General Synod to become
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English speaking. It is well known that all the ministers of our
synod are German and that they are almost all untrained and
inexperienced in the English language. If, therefore, some of our
members should be sent to the General Synod where, perhaps,
everything was discussed in English, then they would not be able
-to pass judgment properly in many matters, which they could
otherwise do if they could speak and listen in their own language.

. . . the Ministerial Order stipulates definitely according to
page 29:“that the present Lutheran ministerium in Ohio and
the neighboring states must remain a German speaking min-
isterium and that no arrangement can be adopted which makes
necessary the use of another language in addition to- German in
the transactions of the synod meeting.”

VL. In case we accept the proposed plan we are imposing
burdensome expenses on ourselves; for . . . Pennsylvania has the
great majority; thus, since they will outvote all others, we cannot
expect that the General Synod will be held outside of Pennsyl-
vania. . . . Permit us to say that we feel certain these expenses
far exceed what could be gained and that we would be burdened
unnecessarily. . .

VII. We learn from the 5th article of the proposed plan that
in the future no synod can be established in the United States
unless it is first approved by the General Synod. In case, how-
ever, some ministers should be so bold as to set up a conference
outside the control of said General Synod, all ordinations and
‘other affairs performed by them shall be regarded as invalid.
. « . We cannot judge otherwise than that this article is far more
papél than apostolic. . . .

"As soon as we take the right of ordination out of the hands
of individual pastors by an absolute law and transfer it to a na-
tional synod, we are also . . . immediately crawling back to Rome
and our church is taking on the aspect of the papacy. . . . We
firmly believe that this article usurps more power than is per-
mitted by the Holy Scriptures or by the example of our late
reformer. . . .

VIII. We believe that the adoption of the proposed plan would
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be a risky action for us in that we would thereby subject our-
selves to a constitution we have not even seen, much less care-
fully considered—which, moreover, has not yet been drawn up.
The proposed plan says, to be sure, that the constitution of the
General Synod shall be as suitable: as possible; nevertheless the

matter is as we are wont to say in the common proverb, “buying

a pig in a poke.” To be sure, we see its outward form clearly
to some extent through the sack and conclude from that that it

is not worth what it will cost us. We are therefore convinced

by all this that we cannot do better than to conduct ourselves
exactly according to the Augsburg Confession and the Min-
isterial Order and to remind all others who have sworn to do
thus to do the same.

D. GENERAL SYNOD, 1'820

Although the Plan Entwurf met with unexpectedly strong and
widespread opposition, the proponents of a central, federative body
went ahead with their plans to form a general synod.

A constitutional convention was held in October, 1822. Four
synods were represented: the Ministerium of Pennsylvania; the
North Carolina Synod; the Ministerium of New York, in spite of its
earlier opposition to the Plan Entwurf; and the Maryland-Virginia
Synod? which had been organized in 1820. The Ohio Synod and the
Tennessee Synod were not represented. .

The constitution drawn up by this convention tried to circumvent
the objections raised to the Plan Entwurf. As a result the Constitu-
tion proposed less sweeping powers for the General Synod than the
Plan bad envisioned.

_ Part 4 of the Plan gave the General Synod *the exclusive right”
to introduce new books of worship, and to effect “improvements in
the Liturgy.” Article II, Section II, Part 3 of the Constitution, how-
ever, specifically denied the General Synod “the power to prescribe
among us uniform ceremonies of religion for every part of the
Church.” Part 7 of the Plan authorized the General Synod “to fix
grades in the ministry.” Article II, Section IV of the Constitution
modified this to permit the General Synod “to give to the several
Ministeriums well-considered advice” regarding grades in the.min-
istry. Parts 7 and 8 of the Plan, which had been interpreted as making

! This Synod divided in 1829 to form ‘the Maryland Synod and the
Virginia Synod. o
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the General Synod a kind of court of final appeal in matters of doc-
trine and discipline, were rewritten in Article III, Section V of the
Constitution to incorporate careful limitations upon the ways in which
the General Synod could consider and act upon appeals in questions
of doctrine and discipline. Part 10 of the Plan, which was intended
to regulate the movement of ministers from one synod to another,
was omitted in the Constitution.

The Constitution added several important matters not included in
the Plan. In Article III, Section II it disclaimed for the General Synod
the power to make “alterations” in the areas of doctrine and evan-
gelism which might “tend to burden the consciences of the brethren
in Christ.” Not only did this phrasing form a declaration of loyalty
to Lutheran doctrine and witness; it recognized the autonomy of the
local synods in such matters. The wide divergence in doctrinal posi-
tion among the synods which the General Synod was intended to
serve—compare the absence of any confessional statement in the

- constitution of the Ministerium of Pennsylvania (1792) with the
strongly conservative confessional position of the Tennessee Synod—
led the General Synod to take up this rather indefinite position. It
was an attempt to satisfy everyone. As a further significant addition,
Article III, Section VI of the Constitution called for the .General
Synod to frame and carry into effect plans for “seminaries of edu-
cation and missionary institutions,” and to provide aid for poor min-
isters, and the widows and orphans of ministers. .

Each of these additions was to play an important part in the life
of the General Synod. The deliberately general doctrinal position
proved to be a handicap. The seminary which was founded in keeping
with the second addition proved a source of strength.

The Constitution was presented to the synods with the stipulation
that if any three of the synods adopted it, an organizing convention
of the General Synod was to be called to meet in 1821.

27 Constitution, 1820

CONSTITUTION OF THE EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN
GENERAL SYNOD IN THE UNITED STATES OF NORTH
AMERICA.

JESUS CHRIST, the Supreme Head of His Church, having
prescribed no special Regulations concerning Church government,
and every sectional portion of the Church being left at full liberty
to make such regulations to that effect, as may be most adapted
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{o its situation and circumstances, therefore—Relying upon God
our Father, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ, under the
guidance and direction of the Holy Spirit in the Word of God,
Eor the promotion of the practice of Brotherly Love, to the fur-
therance of Christian Concord, to the firm establishment and
continuance of the Unity of the Spirit in the bond of Peace—
We, the Deputies of the “German Evangelical Lutheran Synod
of Pennsylvania and the Neighbouring States,” of the_ “German
and English Evangelical Lutheran Synod in the State of North
Carolina and the Bordering States,” of the “Evangelical Lutheran
Ministerium in the State of New York and the Neighbouring
States and Countries,” and of the “Evangelical Lutheran Synod

of Maryland, Virginia, &c.” for ourselves and our successors, do

adopt the following fundamental articles, viz.

Article 1. .

The Name, Style a.md Title of this Convention shall be: The
Evangelical Lutheran General Synod of the United States of
North America.

Article II.

This General Synod shall consist of the Deputies from the
several Evangelical Synodical Conventions in the United States,
who may join themselves -thereunto and be duly acknowledged
as members thereof, in the following ratio, namely:

Every Synodal body, or Synod, (whether of Ministers only,
or of Ministers and Lay Deputies together) containing six Min-
isters, may send one; if it contain fourteen, two; if twenty-five,
three; if forty, four; if sixty, five; and if it contains eighty-six
Ministers or upwards, six Deputies of the rank of ordained
Ministers and an ‘equal number of Lay Deputies.
~ Each Deputy, appearing in the General Synod according to
this ratio, shall, except as is herein after provided, enjoy an equal
right and vote with all others. Every Synod may chuse its Deputies
in such a way and manner as to them may seem proper, and
shall pay the travelling expenses of the same to and from the
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General Synod, until the General Synod shall have established

for itself a treasury, from Whlch the future expenses .may be
dlscharged

Artlcle TI1.

The Business of the General Synod shall be as follows, namely:

-SECTION 1. The General Synod shall look into the Proceed-
ings of the several Synods and Ministeriums belonging to this
association, in order that they may obtain some knowledge of the
existing state and condition of the Church. The several Synods
therefore shall transmit as many copies of their proceedings to
the General Synod, as there shall be members contained in the
General Synod. '

SECTION I. With regard to all Books and Writings proposed

for common and public use in the church, the General Synod
shall act as a joint committee of the special Synods-and Min-
isteriums, after the following manner, viz.
- 1. The General Synod shall examine all books and writings,
such as catechisms, forms of liturgy, collections of hymns, or
confessions of faith, proposed by the special Synods for public
use, and give their well considered advice, counsel or opinion
concerning the same. No Synod, therefore, and no Ministerium,
standing in connexion with this General Synod, shall set forth
any new book or writing of the kind above mentioned, for public
use in the church, without having previously transmitted a full
and complete copy thereof to the General Synod, for the purpose
of receiving their said advice, counsel or opinion.

2. Whenever the General Synod shall deem it proper or neces-
sary, they may propose to the Special Synods or Ministeriums,
new books or writings of the kind mentioned above, for general
or special, common or public use. Every proposal of this kind,
the several or respective Synods and Ministeriums shall duly
consider, and if they, or. any one of them, shall be of the opinion,
that the said book or b&gks, writing or writings, will not conduce

~ to the end proposed, then-and in such a case it is hoped, that

the reasons for such opinion will be transmitted to the next con-
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vention of the General Synod, in order that the same may be

entered on their journal.
3. But no General Synod can be allowed to possess, or arro-

| gate unto itself, “the power of prescribing among us uniform

ceremonies of religion for every part of the Church;” or to intro-
duce such alterations in matters appertaining to the faith, or to
the mode of publishing the Gospel of Jesus Chrlst (the Son of
God, and ground of our faith and hope) as might in ‘any way tend

to burden the consciences of the brethren in Christ.

secTION mi. If hereafter twenty-five ministers, dwelling exclu-
sively together within a certain marked boundary, fifteen of whom
bcing; ordained ministers, shall apply to the General Synod for
permission to create within themselves a Special Ministerium,
and the Synod or Ministerium to which they have previously
belonged, do not, upon due notice given of their intention so to
apply, make any serious or important objection, then the Gen-
cral Synod shall have power to gramt that permission; and if
within the bounds of a whole state no special Synod or Min-
isterium shall yet have existed, and six ordained ministers residing
therein shall apply for permission to create within themselves a
Special Ministerium, the General Synod shall authorize the estab-
lishment of a new Synod and Ministerium within the said state.
But until the permission or authority be thus formally conceded,
no Deputies of a new Synod or Ministerium shall be acknowledged
to have a seat and vote in the General Synod.

SECTION 1v. With regard to the Grades in the Ministry, the
General Synod may give to the several Ministeriums well con-
sidered advice, wherein the circumstances of time, place and
condition must be duly contemplated, and a beneficial uniformity,
and actual equality, of rank among the several ministers, must,
as much as is possible, be had in view. The General Synod shall
also advise such rules and regulations among the several Synods
and Ministeriums, as may prevent unpleasant and unfriendly colli-
sions, that might otherwise arise out of any differences of grades
existing among them, or from any whatever other possible causes.

SECTION V. The General Synod shall not be looked upon as a
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Tribunal of Appeal; it may, however, be employed in the follow-
ing cases and after the following manner:

1. The General Synod may give advice or opinion, when com-
plaints shall be brought before them, by whole Synods, Min-
sisteriums, Congregations, or individual Ministers, concerning
doctrine or discipline. They shall however be extremely careful,
that the consciences of the Ministers of the Gospel be not bur-
dened with human inventions, laws or devices, and that no one
be oppressed by reason of differences of opinion.

2 If Parties, differing in matters of doctrine and discipline,
refer the cause of difference, in a brotherly manner, to the Gen-
eral Synod, they shall institute a close and exact scrutiny and
examination thereof, and give their opinion on the subject of
difference, according to their best insight of right, equity, broth-

erly love and truth.

3. If differences between Synods be referred, the votes thereon
shall be taken by Synods, and the referrmg Synods shall have
no vote.

SECTION VI The General Synod may devise plans for semi-
naries of education and missionary institutions, as well as for
the aid of poor ministers, and the widows and orphans of min-
isters, and endeavour, with the help of God, to carry them into
effect.

SECTION vi. The General Synod may also institute and create
a treasury for the effectual advancement of its purposes.

SECTION vill. The General Synod shall apply all their powers,
their prayers and their means, toward the prevention of schisms
among us, and be sedulously and incessantly regardful of the
circumstances of the times, and of every casual rise and progress
of unity of sentiment among Christians in general, of whatever
kind or denomination, in order that the blessed opportunities to
heal the wounds and schisms already existing in the Church of
Christ and to promote general concord and unity, may not pass
_ by neglected and unavailing.
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Article TV.

The General Synod shall choose, from among their own num-
ber, a president and a secretary; and from among their own
number or elsewhere, as soon as it may be necessary, .a treasurer.
They shall continue in office until thei next succeeding conven-
tion. The same person is at all time re-eligible as secretary or’
treasurer; but no one may be elected president more than two
conventions in succession, and the same person cannot there-
after be elected for the two successively following conventions.

[The four following sections delineate the dutiqs and order of
succession of the officers.]

Article V.

The course of business shall be conduc_ted as follows, .

Article VI.

The General Synod may make whatever by-laws they may
deem necessary, provided only that said by-laws do not con-
tradict the spirit of the constitution.

Article VIL

No alterations of this constitution may be made except by
the consent of two-thirds of the Synods attached to this conven-
tion; notice of the intended alteration having been given to fhe
said Synods at least two years previous to the final adoption
thereof.

[Here follow the names of the signees.]

The foregoing constitution being completed and adopted, the
convention resolved unanimously:

1. That in case one or more of the Synods shall not be satis-
fied with every part of this constitution, and make known to the
chairman of this convention a conditional adoption thereof, the
chairman shall communicate the circumstances to the other
Synods, and the General Synod may in its next convention de-
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liberate thereon, and shall, in the adoption or rejection of the
proposed condition, vote by Synods. '

2. That, if three of the Synods here represented, shall have
confirmed this constitution, the chairman shall give public notice
that the next General Synod convene in Fredericktown, in the
state of Maryland, on the third Monday in October, Anno
Domini, 1821.

3. [Arrangements are outlined here for printing the proceedings
and constitution.]

4. That the chairman of this convention address a friendly
letter to the president of the Synod of Ohio, encouraging him,
if possible, to prevail on the said Synod to unite with their brethren
in the adoption of this constitution.

5. [Committee appointments are listed here.]

Done and concluded at Hagerstown, in the state of Maryland,
October 24th, a.n. 1820.

DaNIEL KURTZ, Chairman

 Attest,

H. A. MUHLENBERG, Secretary.

E. OpPPoSITION TO GENERAL SYNoD CONSTITUTION, 1820

The opposition to the Constitution of the General Synod was even
stronger than the opposition to the Plan Entwurf.

The strongest opposition came from the Tennessee Synod? which
éb;: l:fen formed in July, 1820, by a schism in the North Carolina

0

The controversy which produced this schism involved personal
animosities, disputes over polity, and disagreement regarding doc-
trine. In 1819, the North Carolina Synod, after hearing charges
against David Henkel of exercising improper excommunication, teach-
ing transubstantiation, claiming the power to forgive sins, and acting
unfriendly toward ministers of other denominations, voted to make
him only a catechist for the next year. Philip and Paul Henkel,

_ . Originally called the “Conference of Tennessee,” the body took the
name “The German Evangelic Lutheran Synod of Tennessee’ in 1825.

¢ The Henkel family is inseparably linked with the recovery of the
Augsburg Confession .and the other symbolical books for the Lutheran
church in America.
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older brothers of David, were ordained ministers of the Synod.. In
violation of the rule which vested the power of ordination in the
Synod, Philip Henkel ordained his brother David and one J. E. Bell.
A bitter controversy ensued over the authority of the synod to control
ordination. The Henkels and their adherents refused to accept the
authority of the Synod, charging it with doctrinal and confessional
laxity, especially with regard to baptismal regeneration and the real
presence of the “true body and blood of the Lord” in the Communion.
The schism followed.

As far as the Tennessee Synod was concerned, the General Synod
was identified with the North Carolina Synod and represented the
positions regarding doctrine and polity which were at issue between
the two synods. A special committee of the Tennessee Synod issued
a blistering, lengthy, and somewhat unfair attack on the Constitution.
Beginning with the Preamble, the committee’s 23-page report went
on through the first four articles of the Constitution, attacking each
in turn. It made the most of every possible opportunity to express
doubt about the Lutheranism of the general body and those synods
which might join to form it. It attacked the undefined doctrinal
position of the Constitution. Where Article II failed to include the
word “Lutheran” in describing “the several Evangelical Synodal
Conventions in the United States,” the Tennessee Synod saw in the
omission proof of the charge that the general body would not be
Lutheran, but would accept deputies from other denominations and
“intended to extirpate the Lutheran doctrine.” It doubted the sin-
cerity of the limitations of power which the Constitution placed upon
the General Synod, and magnified every possible suggestion that the
General Synod would try to seize power over its constituent synods.
It rejected the General Synod’s expressed desire to promote general
Christian harmony with the sharp rejoinder, “All that we can under-
stand from this, is a desire to unite with all denominations.”

The report of the special committee, of which David Henkel was
a member, found the General Synod, under the proposed Constitu-
tion, un-Lutheran because of the absence of any confessional state-
ment citing the traditional Lutheran symbols—the Scriptures, the
Augsburg Confession, and Luther’s Catechism; too unionistic in what
the Tennessee Synod expected its position in relation to other ‘de-
nominations would be; an unwarranted intrusion of a hierarchical
form of ecclesiastical government upon the rights and prerogatives .of

local synods and congregations; an indefensible financial burden upon

the laity. Although the Tennessee Synod felt it could not stop the
formation of the General Synod, it condemned the establishment of
such general bodies as “preparing the way” for the coming of the
Antichrist.
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28 Tennessee Synod, 1820

' THE OBJECTIONS OF THE COMMITTEE AGAINST THE
CONSTITUTION OF THE GENERAL SYNOD.

This constitution further saith: “By the guidance of the Holy
Spirit in the divine word.” How is it possible, that they can con-
sistently say: that the Holy Spirit, in the divine word, hath taught
or guided them to establish a General Synod; when at the same
time they declare: that Christ has not given any particular pre-
scriptions how church-government should be regulated? . . . Can
it be supposed: that the Holy Spirit, in a miraculous manner
taught them, without the word? . .

. We sincerely wish, it might be considered, that the attempt
of the establishment of this General Synod, has not produced
any brotherly love, nor harmony, nor peace; but, on the con-
trary: divisions, contentions and confusion. This establishment
is nothmg but self-invented rules and traditions of men—and
such as love christian hberty, cannot suffer themselves to be
brought into bondage

- This body' indeed, may call itself Evang. Lutheran, & yet not
be such. The constitution does mowhere say, that the Augsburg
confession of faith or Luther’s catechism or the Bible, shall be
the foundation of doctrine and discipline of the General Synod.
. It is truly said by some: that every person knows this .
that they have always been the standard of the church. . . . But
who assures us, that they are to be the standard of this General
Synod? . . . The General Synod, has unlimited power . . . to
promote any doctrine, to establish any new creed or institute
any discipline they please; for there is no Augsburg confession of
faith, no Luther’s catechism, nor Bible to restrict them. If they
see cause, they may establish the principles of deism or any other,
that may seem most lucrative or popular . . .

.
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This body may consist of deputies, from the different evange-
lical connexions. It is not said of the several Evang. LUTHERAN
connexions. . . . it is evident, that it may be composed of all
denominations . . . that all denominations, who call themselves
Evangclical, may h'we seats and votes in this body; for . . . there
is nothing to prohibit them from it. . What is the beneﬁt of
Luther’s name, when his doctrines are extirpated? Does the
General Synod intend to extirpate the Lutheran doctrine, in allow-
ing deputies from other connexions to have votes? .

Here [Article III] no individual Synod, can neither publish
nor introduce books for public use of churches, without previously
receiving the advice and admonition of the General Synod. . .
Why are measures taken to rob people of their christian liberty?
The plea . . . is, that every person has liberty: . . . he shall only
ask the General Synod for advice, before he publishes them. Why

. ask for advice, if he still has the liberty to comply with . . .
or reject it? It must be a natural consequence that such advice
must be obeyed; otherwise advising would be a useless thing. . .

One more thing. . . . It is said, “the General Synod shall ex-
amine all the manuscripts and books . . . such as . . . confession
of faith,” An opportunity is here given to introduce a new con-
fession of faith. This appears a conclusive proof, that the General
Synod, do not intend to be governed by the Augsburg confession.

. They wish to have power to form a new confession; perhaps
"more popular, and suited to the new fangled opinions of this
present age of infidelity.

. The Synods who now compose the General Synod, and
arrogate to themselves the power of giving formal grants and per-
missions to form [new] Synods, themselves had no formal grants
from a General Synod, to become Synods. . . . Now those very
men . . . arrogate to themselves authority of giving formal grants
and prohibiting ministers from forming Synods, without petition-
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ing them for liberty! . . . This pretended power . . . is nothing
-but an arbitrary usurpation. . . .

. . . . . . . . .

The General Synod shall not burden the consciences of min-
isters with human traditions: yet . . . the very institution of the
General Synod is nothing but human laws and traditions. . . . In

- the name of common sense, how can this be consistent? . . .

Further . . . “that no person shall be afflicted with respect to
difference in opinion.” What an opportunity . . . to introduce
all manner of false doctrines! . . . then no person can be ex-
communicated for propagating any false or wicked doctrine.
One might deny the holy Trinity, and encourage any system of
infidelity and, yet agreeable to this constitution, no one could
be rebuked nor suspended. . . .

.+« . Had Christ established a general treasury out of which he
hired his apostles . . . ? . . . Genuine ministers have no need of
a general fund to support them . . . but such men, who are not
called of God . . . expect to be supported by the promise of

Christ. . . . What is better calculated to induce hirelings to enter -

into. holy orders . . . ?

Why are ministers’ widows and orphans, and poor ministers
only, to be supported by a general fund, and not also other poor
members of the church? Are the families of ministers a nobler
race -~. . so that extraordinary provisions must be made for them,
in preference to others? . . . The farmers and mechanics may
labour hard to procure money, to fill this treasury: of which
though, their widows and orphans . . . could expect no assist-
ance. . . . Howbeit, it is said: that no person is compelled to
contribute . . . at last they would find themselves obliged to
contribute. -

. . . . . . .

SECT..VIII. This section shews, how the General Synod, shall
eideavor to heal divisions, and to observe the opinions which

- are growing common, in order to promote a general union and
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harmony.—All that we can understand from this, is a desire to
unite-with all denominations.

Conclusion.

We conclude, hoping that the friends of the General Synod
will not view us as enemies. . . . We would freely join in with
them, if we could do it with a good conscience. Such a general
connexion . . . would certainly exalt the clerical state . . . to a
high degree above the people. Greater burdens mig.ht then be
imposed upon them; and such of us as are ministers, might thereby
live more comfortably . . . It would . . . render us more popular;
because the General Synod system, as it borders on temporal
grandeur, finds many patrons who are wealthy, and it is much
casier to swim with, than against the current. . . .

We do not expect finally to prevent the establishment of this
General Synod . ... ; because we believe, agreeable to Fhe divine
predictions, that the great falling away is approaching, so that
Antichrist will set himself into the temple of God. . . . We also
belicve that the establishment of General Synods are preparing
the way for him. . . . Antichrist will not, and cannot go into
power, without a general union, which is not effected by a divine
harmony of godly doctrines; but by common temporal interests,
and the power of a majority. ... .

F. OPPOSITION TO -GENERAL SYNOD BASED ON DESIRE FOR
UNION WITH REFORMED CHURCH

Three of the four synods which drew up the ('Do.nstit_ution for the
Genceral Synod accepted the Constitution—the Ministerium of Penn-
sylvania, the North Carolina Synod, and the Maryland-Virginia Synod
—and the organizing convention was held in 1821.

The over-all unity which the General Synod was expected to effect,
however, was not achieved. The Ministerium of New York decided
not to participate in organizing the general body, the Ohio Synod
postponed the decision on membership until 1822, and the Tennessee
Synod continued to oppose the General Synod vigorously.

The limited degree of unity achieved in 1821 was severely dam-
aged in 1823 by the withdrawal of the Ministerium of Pennsylvania,

77



99 The Years of Transition (1786-1861)

29 Proposed Joint Seminary, 1818

There now appeared before the Synod [The Ministerium of

Pennsylvania] . . . a delegation from the Evangelical Reformed
Synod of this State, and presented a communication . . . as
" follows: ...

© “No. 5. On motion of Mr. Sam. Helfenstein that, because of
the increase and growth of our congregation, efforts should be
made to provide an institution for the education of young
preachers.” . . .

Thereupon Resolved, That a committee be appointed to confer
with our brethren of the venerable Reformed Synod concerning
the proposed plan.

The committee . . . appointed yesterday to confer with the
committee of the Evangelical Reformed Synod, and devise ways
and means for the founding of a joint Institution of Learning, in
order to train young men in the future for the ministry, presented
the following report:

1. That they have . . . ascertained that in the city of Lancaster
there is an institution known' by the name of Franklin College,
- which, in the year 1787, was given to the German Lutheran and
Reformed Churches for this purpose . . .

5. That a committee shall be appointed by both Synods in
common, to prepare a plan, according to which the above-
mentioned institution can best be reconstructed (eingerichtet)
for the above-mentioned purpose.

30 Ministerium Action to Study Merger, 1822

Upon the proposal of President Endress, supported by Secre-
tary Miihlenberg, it was unanimously
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Resolved, That a Committee of Synod be appointed, in order
to take counsel together, in the fear of God, concerning thf: pr(?-
pricty of a proposal for the general union of our Church n }l}xs
land with the Evangelical Reformed Church, and the possnb.xhty
and the possible ways and means of introducing some such .subject,
provided, however, that the appointment of this Committee be
postponed until the next meeting of the Synod.

3 Ministerium Withdrawal from General
Synod, 1823

Resolved, To take . . . all matters referring to the General
Synod and connected topics, into consideration. . . .

The following was laid on the table, read, considered maturely
and after carefully hearing all the charges and counter-charges,
was then passed. . ‘

All men shall know that we are the disciples of the Lord Jesus
Christ, in that we have charity one for another. . . .

. .. Our aim has always been the exercise of love. To this
end we are a Synod. We desire to exercise love. Desiring this, .
we enlarged the bond of love, entered upon a union of hearts with
others of our brethren, in Christ Jesus and called it a General
Synod. We desired that the ministry of reconciliation be held in
honor among us, . . . and among our posterity, and we hoped for
the time when an institution should be established to prepare
young men for the ministry of reconciliation, . . . a Theological
Seminary, a nursery of God’s doctrine. We beheld large, beau-
tiful congregations of brethren, who teach the doctrine of Jesus
in the same meaning and spirit with us, practicing the office of
reconciliation, and who often work, teach and worship the same
Lord in the same church buildings with us, after the same manner,
with the same purpose. Simultaneously we gave utterance to the
distant longings of love that we might enter into closer ties with
these our German evangelical-Protestant brethren and called it
the Union of the German Protestant Church. . . .
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And our brethren mistake us. They hear false and malign
representatlons and hold our love in suspicion, . . . The reports
of various ministers and delegates of congrcgatlons, as well as
the written evidence before us, reveal that the good intentions
of our Synod with reference to the General Synod, an anticipated
Seminary, and a hearty desire for a union of the Lutheran and
Reformed Churches in this country, which has been cherished
for a long time by some of our oldest congregations . . . has been
gréatly misjudged. It is clear that dissatisfaction, trouble and
discord have arisen which cannot be removed, as long as the
causes and objects of these unjust suspicions are not removed.

Therefore since love is always our aim, and since it is in danger
of suffering a grievous wound . . . and since the Synod is not
at all inclined to arrange anything among the congregations with-
out their full and hearty consent, for the sake of preservmg
universal love and harmony, be it

Resolved: .

1. To send no more delegates to the General Synod.

2. To take no steps toward the establishment of a Theological
Seminary. :

3. To desire solely the accomplishment of the future umon
with the Reformed Church, and

4. Resolved, That the above resolutions shall remain in force
until somehow in the future the congregations themselves become
aware of their misunderstanding of our true purposes and insist
on rescinding these resolutions.

32 Probst’s Proposed “Reunion,” 1825

[Parts 1 and 2 discuss the division of the Reformation move-
ment and the origins of the Lutheran and Reformed denomina-
tions.]

PART 3. [The opening paragraphs treat of various attempts
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at reunification of the Lutherans and Reformed. The Prussian
Union of 1817 is given high praise.] -

Yet the way is broken for the first time; an example for imita-
tion has been given us by our brethren in Europe; and.the more
we advance in the true Enlightenment and in apprehension of the
pure evangelical disposition, so much the more shall we press

upward toward the valiant age of perception and to one and the
same faith, and steadily become more and more righteous and
more genuine in love according to the proto-type of Christ.

[Part 4 is the heart of the little book. It discusses the obstacles
which prevent the reunion as ‘well as the means for removing _
these obstacles, and gives the steps necessary to reunion. Section 1
calls for Lutherans to give up the doctrine of the “real presence”
and advocates the introduction among Lutherans of “breaking
of bread.” Section 2 repudiates any doctrine of unconditional
clection and predestination and the Reformed are called upor{ to
give up these doctrines. Sections 3 through 12 treat minor objec-
tions and lay out the advantages to be gained by reunion.]

) [Sections 13 through 17 detail the plan for reunion.]

It lies in the nature of the situation that the goal can be reached
only through gradual, peaceful progress, and we would be .Un-
reasonable if we did not set up certain sure steps toward reunion,
wherever this is possible. The first step, without which reunion
is scarcely imaginable obviously consists in—

That both Synods—the Lutheran and the Reformed—Ilay aside
the previous sectarian names, and solemnly declare that hence-
forth they call themselves only Evangelical, according to the
Gospel of Jesus, and that they desire to stand in churchly com-
munionn and union with all Christian Churches which embrace
the pure Gospel of Jesus, without human dogmas, as the ground
of their faith, . ‘

Section 14. The positive ground for further progress would
be laid still more if the ministers on both sides would prepare,
in District Conference, a small, biblical catechism, leaving out
all learned distinctions. . . . That Luther’s Small Catechism (which
we do not have at all here in America, only a mutilation of it)
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39 Pennsylvania Ministerium’s Rejoining, 1853

WHEREAS the union of all parts of the whole Evangelical Lu-
theran Church is highly desirable, and, whereas this Synod is
deeply sensible of the duty, not only “to keep the unity of the
spirit in the bonds of peace,” but also to co-operate with our
brethren of the household of faith in the promotion of every
- good work . . . therefore

" VL Resolved, 1st: That this Synod renew again its active
connection with the so-called “Evangelical Lutheran General
Synod of the United States of North America,” approving of
the principles laid down in its Constitution for the Government
of the several Evangelical Lutheran Synods of which it is com-
posed, and in regard to their relation to each other, and their
mutual operations.

VIL. Resolved, 2d: That this Synod regards the General Synod
simply as an association of Evangelical Lutheran Synods, enter-
taining the same views of the fundamental doctrines -of the gospel,
as these are expressed in the Unaltered Augsburg Confession,
and we advert to the fact, that the General Synod is denied the
right by its Constitution, of making any innovations or alterations
of this faith.

VIII. Resolved, 3d: That this Synod in its union with the
General Synod, retains its own Constitution and form of Gov-
ernment, and also the right to regulate its own internal affairs
as previous and heretofore.

IX. Resolved, 4th: That we neither intend nor ever expect,
that the principles which have hitherto governed our Synod in
respect to church doctrine and church life shall suffer any change
whatever, by our connection with the General Synod; but that,
should the General Synod violate its constitution and require of
our Synod or of any Synod, as a condition of admission or of
continuation of membership, assent to any thing conflicting with
the old and long established faith of the Evangelical Lutheran
church, then our delegates are hereby required to protest against
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such action, to withdraw from its sessions, and to report to this

X. Resolved, 5th: That we again earnestly request the Synod
of Ohio, and all other Evangelical Lutheran Synods that are not

" yet connected with the General Synod, to join us in uniting with

it on the same principles, so that the individual parts of the
Evangelical Lutheran church may labor unitedly and more
efficiently for the general welfare of the whole church. . . .

40 Pittsburgh Synod’s Rejection of
. Membership, 1851

Your committee, upon whom was imposed the difficult and
important task of setting forth the reasons which led to the rejec-

tion of the resolution to unite itself with the General Synod,

woald respectfully and briefly report as follows:

1. The objection on the ground of the General Synod’s doc-
trinal basis was waived by those who had previously objected on
this account, as they conceive, after the time they have had for
consideration, that such a union in itself did not really commit

"the Synod or themselves to any basis which it may have pro-

posed, or which might not be adopted by this Synod, and against
which they could under any circumstances protest.

2. It was urged that it would cause distractions and divisions
in some of our churches, and it would likewise shut us out to a
great extent from exerting an influence on a large class of our
population, and on a portion of the church which it is our duty
and desire to bless.

3. The objection, however, mainly urged, was that the General
Synod was identified with slavery; that delegates being slave-
holders are admitted as members, and that we by uniting become
implicated in the sin of slavery. This position, though strenuously
opposed, even to the last, finally having excited the minds of
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divine obligation of the Christian Sabbath; baptismal regeneration;
and the Real Presence of the Body and Blood of the Saviour in the
Lord’s Supper.

The issue was clearly drawn between historic Lutheranism and

“American Lutheranism.”

- The reaction to the Definite Synodical Platform within the General
Synod was prompt and decisive. The preface to the second edition,
which is the document quoted, proved to be even more disturbing than
had the original preface. The constituent synods, with the exception
of three small synods in Ohio, not only refused to accept the Platform,
they opposed it vigorously and declared their firm allegiance to the
Unaltered Augsburg Confession. The Pittsburgh Synod’s statement
of its position on the issue is typical of the rejection not only of the
Definite Synodical Platform but of what the General Synod felt to
be an unwarranted attempt to create dissension within its ranks, to
restrict the Christian liberty of its members, and to_impair the purity
of the faith (Doc. 45).

44 Definite Synodical Platform, 1855

DEFINITE PLATFORM, DOCTRINAL AND DISCIPLI-

NARIAN, FOR EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN DISTRICT

SYNODS; CONSTRUCTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
PRINCIPLES OF THE GENERAL SYNOD.

Preface

This Definite Synodical Platform was prepared and published
by consultation and co-operation of ministers of different East-
ern and Western Synods, connected with the General Synod, at
the special request of some Western brethren, whose churches
desire a more specific expression of the General Synod’s doc-
trinal basis, being surrounded by German churches, which profess
the entire mass of former symbols.

As the American Recension, contained in this Platform, adds
not a single sentence to the Augsburg Confession, nor omits any-
thing that has the least pretension to be considered “a fundamental
doctrine of Scripture,” it is perfectly consistent with the doc-
trinal test of the General Synod. . . . The Apostles’ and Nicene
Creeds are also universally received by our churches. Hence any
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District Synod, connected with the General Synod, may, with
cfect consistency, adopt this Platform, if the majority of her
members approve the Synodical Disclaimer, contained in Part II.
It is, moreover, exceedingly important, for the sake of uni-
formity, that any Synod adopting this Platform, should receive it
entire, without alteration. .
Part IL. . . . is not part of the Pledge or Doctrinal Basis . .

Part I

Preliminary Principles; and the
Doctrinal Basis or Creed to. be Subscribed
WHEREAS it is the duty of the followers of Christ to profess

his religion before the world . . . Christians have, from the earlier
ages, avowed some brief summary of their doctrines or a Con-

- fession of their faith. Such confessions, also called symbols,

were the so-called Apostles’ Creed, the Nicene Creed, &c., of
the first four centuries after Christ.

Thus also did the Lutheran Reformers of the sixteenth cen-
tury, when cited by the Emperor to appear before the Diet at
Augsburg, present the Confession, bearing the name of that city,
as an expose of their principal doctrines; in which they also pro-
fessedly reject only the greater part of the errors that had crept
into the Romish Church . . . . Subsequently, Luther and his
coadjutors still further changed their views on some subjects in
that Confession, such as the Mass; and seven years later taught
purer views in the Smalcald Articles.

Again, a quarter of a century after Luther’s death, these and
other writings of Luther and Melanchthon, together with an-
other work which neither of them ever saw, the Form of Concord,
were made binding on ministers and churches, not by the church
herself, acting of her own free choice, but by the civil authorities
of certain kingdoms and principalities. The majority of Lutheran
kingdoms, however, rejected one or more of them, and the Augs-
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burg Confession alone has been acknowledged by the entire
Lutheran Church . . .

WHEREAS the entire Lutheran Church of Germany has re-
jected the symbolical books as a whole, and also abandoned
some of the doctrines 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 half a century ago, ceased to require a pledge to
any of these books, whilst they still believed and in various ways
avowed the great fundamental doctrines contained in them:

And WHEREAS the General Synod of the American Lutheran
Church, about a quarter of a century ago, again introduced a
qualified acknowledgement of the Augsburg Confession, in the
Constitution of her Theological Seminary, and in her Constitu-
tion for District Synods, at the ordination and licensure of min-
isters, without specifying the doctrines to be omitted, except by
the designation that they are not fundamental doctrines of Scrip-
. ture; and whereas a general desire has prevailed amongst our
ministers and churches, to have this basis expressed in a more
definite manner; and the General Synod has left this matter
optional with each district Synod:

Therefore we regard it as due to the cause of truth, . . . 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.

Accordingly, the following American Recension of the Augs-
burg Confession, has been prepared, by consultation and co-
operation of a number of Evangelical Lutheran Ministers of
Eastern and Western Synods belonging to the General Synod, at
the special request of Western brethren, whose churches par-
ticularly need it, being intermingled with German churches,
which avow the whole mass of the former symbols. In this
revision, not a single sentence has been added to the Augsburg
Confession, whilst those several aspects of doctrine have been
omitted, which have long since been regarded by the great mass
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of our churches as unscriptural, and as remnan.ts of Ro§nish error.

The only errors contained in the Confession (which are all
omitted in this Recension) are—

1. The Approval of the Ceremonies of the Mass.

. Private Confession and Absolution.

3. Denial of the Divine Obligation of the Christian Sabbath.

4. Baptismal Regeneration. o

5. The Real Presence of the Body and Blood of the Savior
in the Eucharist.

With these few exceptions, we retain the entire Augsburg
Confession, with all the great doctrines of the Reformation.

The other errors rejected in the second part of this Synodical
Platform, such as Exorcism, &c., are contained not in the Augs-
burg Confession, but in the other foz;mer symbolical books, and
arc here introduced as among the reasons for our rejection of all
the other books except the Augsburg Confession.

At the same time, 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
belicf in the following doctrinal Basis, namely, the so-called
Apostles’ Creed, the Nicene Creed, and the American Recension
of the Augsburg Confession, as a more definite expression of
the doctrinal pledge prescribed by the General Synod’s Constitu-
tion for District Synods, and as a correct exhibition of the Scrip-
ture doctrines discussed in it: and that we regard agreement among
brethren on these subjects as a sufficient basis for harmonious
co-operation in the same church.

Il. Resolved, That we receive the General Synod’s Formula
of Government and Discipline, contained in her Hymn Book,
4s our directory; and that any additions or alterations we may

[
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desire, we will embody in bye-laws; so that our beloved Church
may possess and exhibit to the world entire harmony in the
reception of one Doctrinal and Disciplinarian Platform.

III. Resolved, That we will not receive into our Synod any

minister who will not adopt the Pledge defined in these Resolu-
tions, and faithfully labor to maintain its discipline in his charge.

Note—Part II, containing the Synodical Disclaimer, being
not included in the above Pledge, is not intended for subscription,
but is published by the Synod to discourage the views there
~ rejected, and to repel the charge of avowing them.

45 Objections of Pittsburgh Synod, 1856

Testimohy of the Synod of Pittsburgh.

WHEREAS, Our Church has been agitated by proposed changes
in the Augsburg Confession—changes whose necessity has been
predicated upon alleged errors in that Confession;

And WHeREAs, These changes and the charges connected with
them, though set forth by individual authority, have been en-
dorsed by some Synods of the Lutheran Church, are urged upon
others for approval, and have been noticed by most of the Synods
.which have met since they have been brought before the Church;

And WHEREAS, Amid conflicting statements, many who are
sincerely desirous of knowing the truth are distracted, knowing
not what to believe, and the danger of internal conflict and of
schism is incurred;

And WHEREAS, Our Synods are the source whence an official
declaration in regard to things disputed in the Church, may nat-
urally and justly be looked for; we therefore, in Synod assembled,
in the presence of the Searcher of hearts, desire to declare to our
churches and before the world, our judgment in regard to these
changes and these charges, and the alienation among brethren
which may arise from them:

1. Resolved, That by the Augsburg Confession we mean that
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document which was framed by Melanchthon, with the advice,
aid and concurrence of Luther and the other great evangelical
theologians, and presented by the Protestant Princes and Free
Citics of Germany, at the Diet of Augsburg, in 1530.

2. Resolved, That while the basis of our General Synod has
allowed of diversity in regard to some parts of the Augsburg
Confession, that basis never was designed to imply the right to
alter, amend or curtail the Confession itself. ‘

3. Resolved, That while this Synod, resting on the word of
God as the sole authority in matters of faith, on its infallible
warrant rejects the Romish doctrine of the real presence, or
Transubstantiation, and with the doctrine of Consubstantiation,
rejects the Mass and all ceremonies distinctive of the Mass,
denies any power in Sacraments as an opus operatum, or that
the blessings of Baptism and the Lord’s Supper can be received
without faith, rejects Auricular Confession and priestly Abso-
lution, holds that there is no priesthood on earth except that
of all believers, and that God only can forgive sins, and main-
tains the sacred obligation of the Lord’s day; and while we would,
with our whole heart, reject any part of any Confession which
taught doctrines in conflict with this our testimony; nevertheless,
before God and his Church, we declare that, in our judgment,
the Augsburg Confession, properly interpreted, is in perfect
consistence with this our testimony, and with the Holy Scrip-
tures, as regards the errors specified.

4. Resolved, That while we do not wish to conceal the fact,
that some parts of the doctrine of our Confession, in regard to
the Sacraments, are received in different degrees by different
brethren, yet that even in those points wherein we as brethren in
Christ agree to differ till the Holy Ghost shall make us see eye
lo eye, the differences are not such as to destroy the foundation
of faith, our unity in labor, our mutual conﬁdence and our tender
love.

5. Resolved, That now as we have ever done, we regard the
Augsburg Confession lovingly and reverently as the “good Con-
fession” of our fathers, witnessed before heaven, earth, and hell.
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6. Resolved, That if we have indulged harsh thoughts and
groundless suspicions; if we have, without reason, criminated
and recriminated, we here humbly confess our fault before our
adorable Redeemer, beseeching pardon of him and of each other,
and covenant anew with him and with each other to know noth-
ing among men but Jesus Christ and him crucified, acknowledging
him as our only Master, and regarding all who are in the living
unity of the faith with him as brethren.

7. Resolved, That we will resist all efforts to sow dissensions
among us on the ground of minor differences, all efforts on the
one hand to restrict the liberty which Christ has given us, or on
the other to impair the purity of the “faith once delivered to the
saints,” and that with new ardor we will devote ourselves to
the work of the gospel, to repairing the waste places of Zion, to
building up one another in holiness and in pointing a lost world
to the “Lamb of God.”

And that this our Covenant with Christ and with each other
is made in singleness of heart, without personal implication,
duplicity of meaning, or mental reservation, we appeal to him
before whose judgment bar we shall stand, and through whose
grace alone we have hope of heaven. '

C. ProrosaL oF “FREE CONFERENCES,” 1856

The reaction to the Definite Synodical Platform outside the General
Synod was quite as strong as that within the body. Everywhere con-
servative Lutherans joined the attack on the “American Lutheran”
position, in which the more recently arrived Lutherans found evi-
dence of both the rationalism and the unionism which they had
opposed so strongly in Europe. In fact, common opposition to the
Platform served temporarily to draw together groups of Lutherans
who had been at odds.

The Buffalo and Missouri Lutherans, between whom union had
originally seemed possible, had come into conflict in 1840 over vary-
ing interpretations of ministry and ordination. The Iowa Synod,
formed in 1854 by pastors in close fellowship with William Loehe,
was like Loeche equally opposed to the high clerical stand of the
Buffalo Synod and to the “legalistic” interpretation the Missouri

Synod placed upon the Lutheran symbols. The Iowa men took the '
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position that there were “open questions”. in tl.1e area of Lugheran
doctrine: which should not be considered impediments to pulpit and
altar fellowship. The Ohio Sync?d, which had become strongly con-
fossional, felt less favorably dlsposed_ toward ‘the General Syr'lod
than it did toward these more confessionally ahgged newer bodies,
but was undecided with which of the.m to thron its ‘lot. .
The danger to historic Lutheranism embodied in the: Definite
synodical Platform and the divisive effects of .the controversies among
German Lutheran bodies not connected with the G_enera! Synod
led C. F. W. Walther, the acknowledged leader of the Missouri Synod,
to propose in 1856 the holding of “fre? co‘qferences ...a52 Teans
toward the promotion of . . . unity in faith and confession.” He
envisioned that such free conferences among those who ‘were truly
~Lutheran” would advance the cause of the ﬁna! establishment of
~one single Evangelical Lutheran Church of America” (Doc. 46).
In response to his appeal, the first: of four “free Lufheran con-
ferences” was held in 1856 with seventy-three representatives present
representing four synods: the Ministerium of N.ew York, the Mlms:
terium of Pennsylvania, the Joint Synod of Ohio, and the Missouri
Synod. The participants were encouraged by the h.ope .that futgre
meetings would “disprove the charge that Lutheran1§m in An:nenca
is divided and distracted into many petty and sectional parties.” 2
The remaining three conferences, however, dispelled the hope.. Con-
troversy counteracted the original good will, attendance dwindled,
and the hoped-for unity did not result. ) )
Regardless of the negative outcome of this first experiment, the
pattern of “free conferences” as a means to promote unity among
American Lutherans had been instituted and was to remain .the
method consistently espoused by the Missouri Synod as over against
the more organic structuring represented by the General Synod.

46 Walther’s Proposal, 1856

Our brothers in Germany, working apart in various state
churches, have utilized free conferences, religious assemblies,
¢lc., as a means toward the promotion of their unity in faith and
confession. We are convinced that after a time in which the
various local churches lapsed into a deep and general decay in
matters of doctrine and practice . . . there is no way more fitting

*On these conferences, sce Fred W. Meuser, The Formation of the

. American Lutheran Church (Columbus, Ohio: Wartburg Press, 1958),

pp. 50-52
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6. Resolved, That if we have indulged harsh thoughts and
groundless suspicions; if we have, without reason, criminated
and recriminated, we here humbly confess our fault before our
adorable Redeemer, beseeching pardon of him and of each other,
and covenant anew with him and with each other to know noth-
ing among men but Jesus Christ and him crucified, acknowledging
him as our only Master, and regarding all who are in the living

_unity of the faith with him as brethren.

. 1. Resolved, That we will resist all efforts to sow dissensions
among us on the ground of minor differences, all efforts on the
one hand to restrict the liberty which Christ has given us, or on
the other to impair the purity of the “faith once delivered to the
saints,” and that with new ardor we will devote ourselves to
the work of the gospel, to repairing the waste places of Zion, to
building up one another in holiness and in pointing a lost world
to the “Lamb of God.”

And that this our Covenant with Christ and with each other
is made in singleness of heart, without personal implication,
duplicity of meaning, or mental reservation, we appeal to him
before whose judgment bar we shall stand, and through whose
grace alone we have hope of heaven.

C. bPROPOSAL OF “FREE CONFERENCES,” 1856

The reaction to the Definite Synodical Platform outside the General
Synod was quite as strong as that within the body. Everywhere con-
servative Lutherans joined the attack on the “American Lutheran"
position, in which the more recently arrived Lutherans found evi-
dence of both the rationalism and the unionism which they had
opposed so strongly in Europe. In fact, common opposition to the
Platform served temporarily to draw together groups of Lutherans
who had been. at odds.

The Buffalo and Missouri Lutherans, between whom union had
originally seemed possible, had come into conflict in 1840 over vary-
ing interpretations of ministry and ordination. The Iowa Synod,
formed in 1854 by pastors in close fellowship with William Loehe,
was like Loehe equally opposed to the high clerical stand of the
Buffalo Synod and to the “legalistic” interpretation the Missouri
Synod placed upon the Lutheran symbols. The Iowa men took the
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position  that there were “open questions” in the area of Lutheran
Jdoctrine which should not be considered impediments to pulpit and
altar fellowship. The Ohio Synod, which had become strongly con-
fessional, felt less favorably disposed_ toward _the General Syr}od
than it did toward these more confessionally alxgped newer bodies,
but was undecided with which of thgm to thro“{ its .]ot. )
The danger to historic Lutheranism embodied in the: Definite
Synodical Platform and the divisive effects of _the controversies among
German Lutheran bodies not connected with the G'eneral. Synod
ted C. F. W. Walther, the acknowledged leader of the Missouri Synod,
to propose in 1856 the holding of “free coqferences -..as2 Teans
toward the promotion of . . . unity in faith and confession.” He
cnvisioned that such free conferences among those who were truly
«Lutheran” would advance the cause of the final establishment of
~one single Evangelical Lutheran Church of America” (Doc. 46).
In response to his appeal, the first of four “free Lutheran con-
ferences” was held in 1856 with seventy-three representatives present
representing four synods: the Ministerium of New York, the }Vlims:
terium of Pennsylvania, the Joint Synod of Ohio, and the Missouri
Synod. The participants were encouraged by the h.ope _that futgre
mectings would “disprove the charge that Lutheranism in America
is divided and distracted into many petty and sectional parties.” 2
The remaining three conferences, however, dispelled the hope.. Con-
troversy counteracted the original good will, attendance dwindled,
and the hoped-for unity did not result. )
Regardless of the negative outcome of this first experiment, the
pattern of “free conferences” as a means to promote unity among
American Lutherans had been instituted and was to remain ‘the
method consistently espoused by the Missouri Synod as over against
the more organic structuring represented by the General Synod.

46 Walther’s Proposal, 1856

Our brothers in Germany, working apart in various state
churches, have utilized free conferences, religious assemblies,
ctc., as a means toward the promotion of their unity in faith and
confession. We are convinced that after a time in which the
various local churches lapsed into a deep and general decay in
matters of doctrine and practice . . . there is no way more fitting

?On these conferences, see Fred W. Meuser, The Formation of the

Amesr(:;c‘-gn Lutheran Church (Columbus, Ohio: Wartburg Press, 1958),
PP. 2.
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that we withdraw ourselves “from every brother that walketh
disorderly,” and from “men of corrupt minds and destitute of
the truth,” while at the same time we believe that the peace ang
prosperity of our Southern Church will be thereby promoted,

49 Formation of General Synod South, 1863

On motion of Rev. Dr. Bachman, the Convention now, by an
unanimous vote, resolved itself into a “General Synod of the Evan-
gelical Lutheran Church in the Confederate States of America.”

50 Object of General Synod South, 1863

A Plea for Organizing the General Synod of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church South

[The opening sections rehearse the grievances of the southern
Lutherans against the political position of the original General
Synod.]

V1. Finally. Our object in establishing this central bond of
union in the Lutheran Church, South, is, by united efforts, as
instruments in the hands of God, to promote the interests of our
Zion in these Confederate States, to hand down to unborn gen-
erations the fundamental doctrines of the Lutheran Reformation,
and to extend the Church of the Redeemer among the children
of men. We feel the need of a common centre around which,
as Lutherans, we may gather, to consult upon the great interests
of the Church, to institute uniform plans and regulations for the
whole Church under our immediate supervision, to give vitality
to our benevolent associations, efficiency to our theological and
literary institutions, and activity and energy to our various
congregations.

122

e el et CI

Constitution of General Synod South, 1863 51

5]_ Constitution, 1863

THE CONSTITUTION OF THE GENERAL SYNOD OF
THE EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH IN THE
CONFEDERATE STATES OF AMERICA

In the name of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.

Amen.
[The Preamble states the reasons for establishing the body.]:

Article I.

The name, style, and title of this Convention shall be: The
General Synod of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in the Con-
federate States of America.

Article II.

Section 1. We receive and hold that the Old and New Testa-
ments are the Word of God, and the only infallible rule of faith
and practice. :

Section 2. We likewise hold that the Apostles’ Creed, the
Nicene Creed, and the Augsburg Confession, contain the funda-
mental doctrines of the Sacred Scriptures, and we receive and
adopt them as the exponents of our faith.

Section 3. Inasmuch as there has always been, and still is, a
difference of construction among us with regard to several articles
of the Augéburg Confession; therefore we, acting in conformity
with the spirit and time-honored usage of our Church, hereby
affirm that we allow the full and free exercise of private judgment
in regard to those articles.

[Articles III and IV treat of membership and officers.]

Article V.

The power and duties of the General Synod shall be as follows,
viz: . . .
Section 1. The General Synod shall be, in all cases of funda-
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mental doctrine or church discipline, the highest court of appeal,
It shall hear and decide upon all questions of difficulty or com-
plaints concerning these, which may be referred to them by whole
Synods, Ministeriums, congregations, or individual ministers, which
decision shall be final and binding. With reference to doctrines
non-fundamental, however, the province of the General Synod
shall be merely advisory. : .
Section 2. The General Synod shall furnish a uniform Order
of Service, which shall be observed by every part of the Church.
It shall, therefore, cause to be prepared and published a Book
.OF WORSHIP containing a proper form for general or special pub-
lic use, a collection of hymns, and such other instructive or devo-
tional matter as it may deem necessary.
" Section 3. The General Synod shall examine the proceedings
of the several Synods and Ministeriums, in order that they may
obtain a correct knowledge of the existing condition of the
Church. . . . ) :
[Sections 4 and 5 deal with benevolent institutions and the
 attitude of the General Synod toward “Christians in general.”]
[Articles VI and VII deal with the order of business and
by-laws.] ' ' : ’

Article VIIIL.

~ All regularly constituted Lutheran Synods holding the funda-

mental doctrines of the Bible, as taught by our Church, not in
connection with the General Synod, may at any time become
associdted with it by adopting this Constitution and sending dele-
gates to its Convention . . . -

Article IX.

No Synod shall be formed within the bounds of any District
Synod now in existence and in connection with this body, except
with and by the consent of the General Synod.

-[The list of delegates from the North Carolina Synod, South
Carolina Synod, Virginia Synod, West Virginia Synod, and the
"Georgia Synod follows.] - : .
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2. Southern Lutheran Unity After Civil War, 1866-1886

At the close of the Civil War the southern Lutherans faced.the
Jecision whether to return to the original General Synod or continue
their own organization. _

Their decision was to maintain their separate existence. ) They l.had
not forgotten the hard words of the General Synod resolution against
them in 1862 (Doc. 47), but there were more important reasons for a

' general body for the Lutherans in the South which they cited in their

Pastoral Letter of 1866 (Doc. 52). They felt that they faced un_ique_.
local problems and they were disturbed, as well, by the Iatitudi-
narianism-and internal dissension which they observed in the northern
General Synod. The southern body now took the name The .Evan-
gelical Lutheran General Synod in North America. In 1878 it was
renamed The General Synod South.

In 1876 the synod took action urging the North Carolina Synod,
which had withdrawn from the general body with the Holston Synod
after ‘the convention of 1871, and the Tennessee Synod, which had
never joined the general organization, to consider “umiting with us
upon the basis of an unreserved acceptance of the Augsburg Con-
fession” (Doc. 53). A similar invitation was extended to and accepted
by the North Carolina Synod in 1880 (Docs. 53, 54). .

In 1882, the Tennessee Synod considered a resolution to join the
General Synod South but deferred action until the following year
(Doc. 55). In 1883, instead of joining the General Synod South, it
called for a “diet” to discuss means of forming a more satisfactory
gencral Lutheran body for the southern portion of the church
(Doc. 55). ) .

The General Synod South issued a “Declaration Concerning Union
in 1884 and appointed a commission to meet with the committec
of the Tennessee Synod (Doc. 56). )

The result was a church diet, held in Salisbury, North Carolina,
the same year, which drew up a “Basis of a More General Union
Among the Evangelical Lutheran Synods in the South” and a pro-
posed constitution for a new body (Doc. 57).

A sccond diet, held in Roanoke, Virginia, in 1886, adopted en-
abling resolutions to create the new general body, adopted the pro-
posed constitution, and took the name “The United Synod of the
Evangelical Lutheran Church in the South”3 (Docs. 58, 60). In
addition to the synods related in the General Synod South .(North
Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, Southwest Virginia, Georgia, and
Mississippi), the Tennessee Synod and the Holston Synod accepted
the Constitution and joined the new body. The General Synod South
then merged itself into the United Synod in the South (Doc. 59).

A general Lutheran body comprising all the synods of the Muhlen-
berg strand in the South had come into existence.

* Frequently but incorrectly called “The United Synod of the South.”
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latest break extended down into the local synods and even into cop-
gregations, where each of the two general bodies found .defend-
ers.8 The General Synod, which in 1860 had represented two-thirds
of the Lutherans in America, comprising some 864 ministers and
164,000 communing members, was reduced to half that size, 590
ministers and 86,198 communicants. Now three general bodies rep-
resented the Muhlenberg strand, with relations strained at times to
the point of antipathy and bitterness. Wounds had been opened in
the body of Lutheranism which would take half a century to heal,
some of the scars of which are still present.

61 Pennsylvania Ministerium Withdrawal from
General Synod and Suggestion of Another
Union, 1866 ‘

5. That as we have been unjustly deprived of our rights by
- the late convention of the delegates at Fort Wayne, and thereby
excluded by them, and because of the conviction that the task
of uniting the conflicting elements in the General Synod has
become hopeless, and the purpose for which it was originally
formed, has signally failed, we hereby declare our connection
with the General Synod dissolved.

6. That we recommend the appointment of a committee . .
to correspond with other Lutheran Synods with reference to the
propriety of calling a convention of such Lutheran Synods,
churches and individuals, as may be favorable to the organization
of a general ecclesiastical body, representing the interests of the
church in this country on a truly Lutheran basis.

The following substitute for the sixth resolution was adopted:

That a committee be now appointed and be charged with the
following duties:

1. To prepare and issue a fraternal address to all Evangelical

% For a succinct discussion of the differences between the General Synod
and the General Council, see Wentz, op. cit.,, pp. 155-56.
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Luthcran Synods, ministers and congregations in the United
States and Canada, which confess the Unaltered Augsburg Con-
fession, inviting them to unite in a convention for the purpose
of forming a union of Lutheran Synods.

2. After consultation with the members of other Synods, to
determine and announce the time and place of such convention,
the time to be, if possible, within the current year [1866].

62 Ministerium Invitation to Convention, 1866

Brethren in the Faith—At the one hundred and nineteenth
scssion of the German Evangelical Lutheran Ministerium of
Pennsylvania and Adjacent States, the resolutions which we here-
with communicate were adopted:

Resolved, That a committee be now appointed, and be charged
with the following duties:

1. To prepare and issue a fraternal address to all Evangelical
Lutheran Synods, ministers, and congregations in the United
States and Canadas, which confess the Unaltered Augsburg Con-
fession, inviting them to unite with us in a Convention, for the
purpose of forming a Union of Lutheran Synods.

. . L3 . . ) . . - . . . . . . . .

The Synod of Pennsylvania has not assumed the serious respon-
sibility of inviting such a Conference, without reasons of the
gravest kind. It is most clear that the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in North America needs a general organization, first and
supremely for the maintenance of unity in the true faith of the
Gospel, and in the uncorrupted Sacraments, as the Word of God
teaches and our Church confesses them; and furthermore, for the
preservation of her genuine spirit and worship, and for the de-
velopment of her practical life in all its forms. It is no less clear
that there is no existing organization adapted to these great ends,
Or capable of being adapted to them. . . . All hopes of the “Gen-
¢ral Synod” ever becoming in our church what its name appears
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to claim have become fainter and fainter, unmtil finally, by re.
ceiving as integral elements what its Constitution excluded, and
by denying a place in its organization to elements whose full
rights of representation were guaranteed by its Constitution and
confirmed by its own solemn act, it ceased to be such a Body
as that Constitution defines, and has no moral right to be con-
sidered or called a General Synod, even in the very doubtful sense
in which it might once have been entitled to that name.

A great necessity is therefore laid upon us . . . to confer to-
gether for the formation of wise plans, which shall avoid the
serious mistakes which weakened, and finally brought to an un-
happy termination, the former effort . . . to declare what is that
great end for which we build, to wit: The pure Gospel and its
Sacraments, the preservation and extension of which can alone
give to Synods a true value. The Church needs an organization
in which Christian liberty shall wisely work under the law of
love and in the grace and beauty of Divine order, in which shall
be unmistakably acknowledged the common faith once delivered
to the saints, the testimony of which is found in unmingled purity
in the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, in its native, original,
and only true sense, on which our Church rests as her unchange-
able confessional foundation. Such an organization would have
the vigor necessary to efficient action and to so much uniformity
as is needed to embody true unity, yet would provide such com-
plete and wise safeguards as to prevent it from being made the
instrument of inequality or oppression, or from being tempted
to establish what is merely human, and which binds only by the
law of love and the just principles of Church Order. . . . It would
avoid the weakness of government, which first runs into anarchy,
and then, by reaction, into tyranny. It would shun the laxity in
doctrinal obligation in which error, first satisfied in being tol-
erated, speedily goes on to rule, and at length on the ruins of
faith establishes the most intolerable of all proscriptiveness, the
proscriptiveness of unbelief.

. . . With our communion of millions scattered over a vast
and ever-widening territory, with the ceaseless tide of immigra-
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tion . . . , with the diversity of surrounding usages and of religious
life, with our various nationalities and tongues, our crying need
of faithful ministers, our imperfect provision for . . . the urgent
wants of the Church, there is danger that the genuinely Lutheran
clements may become gradually alienated, that misunderstandings
may arise, that the narrow and local spirit may overcome the
broad and general, that the unity of the Spirit in the bond of
peace may be lost, and that our Church, which alone in the his-
tory of Protestantism has maintained a genuine catholicity and
unity, should drift into the sectarianism and separatism which
characterize and curse our land.

Apart from these extraordinary reasons, our general vocation
as a Church, the interests of foreign and home missions, of
theological, collegiate and congregational education, of institu-
tions of beneficence, of a sound religious literature, all demand
such an organization as shall enable our whole Church in this
land, in its varied tongues, to work together in the unity of a

‘pure faith, and in the harmony of mutual good understanding

and love.
Moved by these great facts, and by a hearty desire for the
unity of Zion, the Ministerium of Pennsylvania . . . has felt, that

. . . her motives could not be misunderstood in taking this neces-
sary initiative to future action. :

In conformity with her resolution, therefore, we invite you
lo appoint delegates to represent you in a Convention for the
purpose of forming a union of Lutheran Synods.

63 Krauth’s Theses on Faith and Polity, 1866

Preamble.
[The preamble is substantially the same as Document 62.]
Resolved, That we now take steps to effect an organization,
as preliminary to which, we declare that )
We hold the following principles touching the faith of the
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Church to be fundamental and of necessity presupposed in any
genuine Union of Evangelical Lutheran Synods:

FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLES OF FAITH AND CHURCH
POLITY

1. There must be and abide through all time, one holy Chris-
tian Church, which is the assembly of all believers, among whom
the Goépel is purely preached, and the Holy Sacraments are
administered, as the Gospel demands.

To the true Unity of the Church, it is sufficient that there
be agreement touching the doctrine of the Gospel, that it be
preached in one accord, in its pure sense, and that the Sacra-
ments be administered conformably to God’s Word.

IL. The true Unity of a particular Church, in virtue of which
men are truly members of one and the same Church, and by
which any Church abides in real identity, and is entitled to a
continuation of her name, is unity in doctrine and faith and in
the Sacraments, to wit: That she continues to teach and to set
forth, and that her true members embrace from the heart, and
use, the articles of faith and the Sacraments as they were held
and administered, when the Church came into being and received
a distinctive name. '

III. The Unity of the Church is witnessed to, and made mani-
fest in, the solemn, public and official Confessions which are
set forth, to wit: The generic Unity of the Christian Church in
the general Creeds, and the specific Unity of pure parts of the
Christian Church in their specific Creeds; one chief object of
both classes of which Creeds is, that Christians who are in the
Unity of faith, may know each other as such, and may have a
visible bond of fellowship.

IV. That Confessions may be such a testimony of Unity and
bonds of Union, they must be accepted in every statement of
doctrine in their own true, native, original and only sense. Thosc
who set them forth and subscribe them, must not only agree 10
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use the same ‘words, but must use and understand those words
in one and the same sense.

V. The Unity of the Evangelical Lutheran Church . . . depends
upon her abiding in one and the same faith, in confessing which
she obtained her distinctive being and name, her political recogni-
tion and her history.

VI. The Unaltered Augsburg Confession is by pre-eminence
the confession of that faith. The acceptance of its doctrines and
the avowal of them without equivocation or mental reservation
make, mark and identify that Church which alone in the true,
original, historical and honest sense is the Evangelical Lutheran
Church.

VII. The only churches, therefore, in any land which are
properly in the Unity of that Communion, and by consequence
entitled to its name, Evangelical Lutheran, are those which sin-
cerely hold and truthfully confess the doctrines of the Unaltered
Augsburg Confession.

VHI. We accept and acknowledge the doctrines of the Un-
altered Augsburg Confession in its original sense as throughout
in conformity with the pure truth of which God’s Word is the
only rule. We accept its statements of truth as in perfect accord-
ance with the Canonical Scriptures: we reject the errors which
it condemns, and believe that all which it commits to the liberty
of the Church, of right belongs to that liberty.

IX. In thus formally accepting and acknowledging the Un-
altered Augsburg Confession, we declare our conviction that the
other Confessions of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, inasmuch
as they set forth none other than its system of doctrine and articles
of faith, are of necessity pure and scriptural. Pre-eminent among
such accordant, pure and scriptural statements of doctrine, by
their intrinsic excellence, by the great and necessary ends for
which they were prepared, by their historical position, and by
the general judgment of the Church, are these: the Apology of
the A‘lgsburg Confession, the Smalcald Articles, the Catechisms
of Luther and the Formula of Concord, all of which are, with
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the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, in the perfect harmony of
one and the same scriptural faith.

Of Ecclesiastical Power and Church Polity.

I. All power in the Church belongs primarily, properly and
exclusively to our Lord Jesus Christ, “true God begotten of the
Father from eternity, and true man, born of the Virgin Mary,”
Mediator between God and men, and Supreme Head of the
Church. This supreme and direct power is not delegated to any
man or body of men upon earth.

IL. Al just power exercised by the Church has been com-
mitted to her for the furtherance of the Gospel, through the Word
and Sacraments, is conditioned by this end, and is derivative
and pertains to her as the servant of Jesus Christ.

The Church, therefore, has no power to bind the conscience,
except as she truly teaches what her Lord teaches, and faithfully
commands what He has charged her to command.

IOII. The absolute directory of the Will of Christ is the Word
of God, the Canonical Scriptures . . . She may set forth no article
of faith which is not taught by the very letter of God’s Word, or
derived by just and necessary inference from it, and her liberty
concerns those things only which are left free by the letter and
spirit of God’s Word.

-IV. The primary bodxes through which the power is normally

~ exercised . . . are the Congregations .

V. In Congregatlons exists the nght of representation . . .
the people have the right to choose representatives from their
own number to act for them, under such constitutional limita-
tions as the Congregation approves.

VI. The representatives of Congregations thus convened in
Synod . . . are . . . representatively, the Congregations themselves.

A free, Scriptural General Council or Synod, chosen by the
Church, is, within the metes and bounds fixed by the Church
which choose it, representatively that Church itself, and . . . “The
judgments of Synods are the judgment of the Church.”

" VII. The Congregations . . . may elect delegates through thosc
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Synods, to represent themselves in a more general body, all de-
cisions of which . . . bind . . those Congregations which consent,
and continue to consent, to be represented in that General Body.

VIII. If the final decision of any General Body thus con-
stituted shall seem to any Synod within it, in conflict with the
faith, involving violation of the rights of conscience, it is the
duty of that Synod to take such steps as shall be needed to prevent
a compromise on its part with error. To this end, it may with-
draw itself from relations which make it responsible for departure
from the faith of the Gospel, or for an equivocal attitude to-
ward it . '

IX. The obligation under which Congregations consent to
place themselves, to conform to the decision of Synods, does not
rest on any assumption that Synods are infallible, but on the
supposition that the decisions have been so guarded by wise
constitutional provisions as to create a higher moral probability
of their being true and rightful than the decisions in conflict
with them, which may be made by single Congregations or
individuals . .

X. In the formation of a General Body, the Synods may know
and deal with each other only as Synods. In such case, the official
record is to be accepted as evidence of the doctrinal position of
cach Synod, and of the principles for which alone the other
Synods become responsible by connection with it.

XI. The leading objects for which Synods should be organized
are,

1. The maintenance and diffusion of sound doctrine, as the
same is taught in God’s Word and confessed in the authorized
standards of the Church.

2. When controversies arise in regard to articles of faith, to
decide them in accordance with God’s Word and the pure con-
fessions of that Word.

3. The proper regulation of the human externals of worship,
that the same . . . may be in keeping with the spirit of the New
Testament and with the liberty of the Church, and. may edify
the Body of Christ. '
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4. The maintenance of pure doctrine, to the fostering of holj-
ness and fidelity in the ministry and people.

5. The devising and executing of wise and Scriptural counsels
and plans for carrying on the work of the Church, in every de-
partment of beneficent labor for the souls and bodies of men, at
home and abroad.

All these things are to be done, that the saving power of the

Gospel may be realized, that good order may be maintained,
and that all unsoundness in faith and life may be averted, that
God may be glorified, and that Christ our King may rule in a
pure, peaceful and active Church.

64 Constitution, 1867

CONSTITUTION OF THE GENERAL COUNCIL
' > ‘ " OF THE v
EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH IN AMERICA

In the name of the blessed Trinity and adorable Unity, God
the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost, We, the
Synods representing the Congregations of the Evangelical Lu-
theran Church in America, which desire to form a Union on the
basis of God’s Word, and of the true confession of the same, in
order that among us the Gospel may be purely preached, and
the sacraments be administered conformably to God’s Word;
that a thorough harmony in faith, worship and discipline may
be maintained, and that all holy works may be promoted,—do
hereby declare the principles of Doctrine and Polity here annexed
to be fundamental and unchangeable, and in accordance with
them, ordain and establish the Constitution thereafter following:
[Here follow the Fundamental Principles, Doc. 63.]

Article I.
Sec. 1. The power granted in this Constitution by the Con-
gregations through the Synods, shall be vested in a body which
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shall be called the General Council-of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in [North] America. [“North” was inserted in 1876
in order to make the Constitution conform to the charter; cf.
S. E. Ochsenford, Documentary History of the General Council
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in North America (Phila-
delphia, 1912), p. 178, hereafter referred to as Doc. Hist., General
Council.]

Scc. 2. It shall be composed of delegates chosen annually
[the word “annually” was eliminated by amendment in 1880]
by the Synods represented in it, as nearly as possible in the ratio
of one ordained minister and one lay delegate to every ten pastoral
charges connected with a Synod; any remainder over five shall
entitle to two additional delegates; but in any case, a Synod rep-
resented shall be entitled to two delegates. The mode of filling
vacancies in a delegation shall be determined by each Synod for
itsclf. The General Council shall have power to reduce the ratio,
so that the total number of delegates shall not exceed two hun-

~dred. . . . The General Council shall have the power of extending

the privilege of debate to the representatives of Synods which
adopt the Fundamental Principles, but which have not ratified
the Constitution.

Sec. 3. The General Council shall meet annually [amended
to read “bi-ennially,” 1876]. . . . In extraordinary cases, the
President, Secretaries and Treasurer may change time and place;
and should a necessity arise which, in the judgment of three-
fourths of the whole number of officers, demands an extraordinary
session . . . they shall be empowered to call it. . . .

A majority of the delegates elect shall form a quorum. If only
a2 minority should convene, they may adjourn . . . until there is
2 quorum, or until a final adjournment becomes necessary. . . .

SEC. 4. The powers and duties of the General Council shall

be these:

1. To guard the purity of the Faith and the right adminis-
?ration of the Sacraments; to devise and execute plans for the
increase of a holy, able and effective ministry, especially by estab-
lishing or encouraging good institutions of learning and theo-
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4. The maintenance of pure doctrine, to the fostering of holi-
ness and fidelity in the ministry and people.

5. The devising and executing of wise and Scriptural counsels

and plans for carrying on the work of the Church, in every de-
partment of beneficent labor for the souls and bodies of men, at
home and abroad.
Al these things are to be done, that the saving power of the
Gospel may be realized, that good order may be maintained,
and that all unsoundness in faith and life may be averted, that
God may be glorified, and that Christ our King may rule in a
pure, peaceful and active Church:

64 Constitution, 1867

CONSTITUTION OF THE GENERAL COUNCIL
o OF THE
EVANGELICAL LUTHERAN CHURCH IN AMERICA

In the name of the blessed Trinity and adorable Unity, God
the Father, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost, We, the
Synods representing the Congregations of the Evangelical Lu-
theran Church in America, which desire to form a Union on the
basis of God’s Word, and of the true confession of the same, in
order that among us the Gospel may be purely preached, and
the sacraments be administered conformably to God’s Word;
that a thorough harmony in faith, worship and discipline may
be maintained, and that all holy works may be promoted,—do
hereby declare the principles of Doctrine and Polity here annexed
to be fundamental and unchangeable, and in accordance with
them, ordain and establish the Constitution thereafter following:
[Here follow the Fundamental Principles, Doc. 63.]

Article I.

SeEc. 1. The power granted in this Constitution by the Con-
gregations through the Synods, shall be vested in a body which
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shall be called the General Council of the Evangelical Lutheran
Church in [North] America. [“North” was inserted in 1876
in order to make the Constitution conform to the charter; cf.
s. E. Ochsenford, Documentary History of the General Council
of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in North America (Phila-
delphia, 1912), p. 178, hereafter referred to as Doc. Hist., General
Council.)

Sec. 2. It shall be composed of delegates chosen annually
fthe word “annually” was eliminated by amendment in 1880]
by the Synods represented in it, as nearly as possible in the ratio
of one ordained minister and one lay delegate to every ten pastoral
charges connected with a Synod; any remainder over five shall
entitle to two additional delegates; but in any case, a Synod rep-
resented shall be entitled to two delegates. The mode of filling
vacancies in a delegation shall be determined by each Synod for
itsclf. The General Council shall have power to reduce the ratio,
so that the total number of delegates shall not exceed two hun-
dred. . . . The General Council shall have the power of extending
the privilege of debate to the representatives of Synods which
adopt the Fundamental Principles, but which have not ratified
the Constitution.

Sec. 3. The General Council shall meet annually [amended
to read “bi-ennially,” 1876]. . . . In extraordinary cases, the
President, Secretaries and Treasurer may change time and place;
and should a necessity arise which, in the judgment of three-
fourths of the whole number of officers, demands an extraordinary
session . , . they shall be empowered to call it. .

A majority of the delegates elect shall form a quorum. If only
a minority should convene, they may adjourn . . . until there is
a quorum, or until a final adjournment becomes necessary. . . .

SEC. 4. The powers and duties of the General Council shall
be these:

1. To guard the purity of the Faith and the right adminis-
tration of the Sacraments; to devise and execute plans for the
iflcrcase of a holy, able and effective ministry, especially by estab-
lishing or ‘encouraging good institutions of learning and theo-
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logical schools; to circulate Evangelical truth through the press;
to promote the religious training of the young, especially in schools
under the control of the Church, and in the use of the Catechisy
of the Church; to provide and encourage institutions and agencies
for the relief of poverty and suffering, especially among orphans
and widows, and the families of superannuated, disabled, or
deceased clergymen; to carry on the work of Missions abroad
and at home, especially among the scattered members of our own
Church, and to solicit and use the funds necessary for these and
other purposes defined in this Constitution.

2. To recommend or prepare suitable books, for official use,
in conducting public worship, so that uniformity may be pro-
moted among the churches. No Liturgy or Hymn Book should
be used in public worship except by its advice or consent, which
consent shall be presumed in regard to all such books now used,
until the General Council shall have formally acted upon them.

3. At ijts discretion, to receive and act upon questions of
doctrine, worship or discipline, referred to it by any of its Synods;
to decide upon appeal, on any of these points, made by one
Synod from the decisions and acts of another, and to receive a
final appeal from congregations or individuals whose cases have
passed through the processes required respectively by the Con-
stitutions of the Congregations, Conferences and District Synods
to which the previous decision belonged; to summon and examine
any clerical or lay member of the congregations represented in
it, whose presence it shall deem necessary to the decision of ques-
tions committed to it.

4. To collect statistics and information in regard to the
Churches within its own bounds and elsewhere, and to corres-
pond with other bodies in the unity of the faith with it, and to
send and receive delegates to and from such bodies.

Article II.

Sec. 1. The Officers of the General Council shall be a Presi-
dent, Vice-Presidents, Secretaries and Treasurer, all of whom,
except the Vice-Presidents, shall be elected by ballot at each
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Convention, to serve until the organization of the next.

scc. 2. The President shall be a clergyman. . . .

sec. 3. The Presidents of the District Synods shall be the
Vice-Presidents of the General Council. . . .

sec. 4. The Secretaries may be chosen from the clerical or

lay delegates. . . . )
Sec. 5. The Recording Secretaries. . . . The Corresponding

Secretaries. . . . )
Sec. 6. The Treasurer may be chosen from the clerical or

lay delegates. . . . .

Sec. 7. The Officers of the General Council shall form the
General Executive Committee, to whom shall be referred for
advice, decision or execution, any matters which a majority of
the Council may see fit to commit to-them; and in particular
questions involving Synodical rights, the Council may give them
the power of veto, with instructions as to time. Any resolution
vetoed by them shall require a vote of two-thirds of the Council
1o sustain it.

Article IIL

Sec. 1. The District Synods forming the General Council
shall give full faith and credit to official records of each other’s
acts, unless it shall be decided by the General Council that such
records are unworthy of confidence.

SEC. 2. Ministers and members of its Synods shall be entitled,
on due certificate, to the rights accorded to ministers and mem-
bers by the Constitution of any other of its Synods into whose
bounds they may move, and the discipline of ministers or mem-
bers administered in one Synod shall not be set aside by another.

SEC. 3. The bounds of Synods shall be as nearly as possible
geographical, and shall be determined by the Synods themselves,
unless differences arise, in which case, on appeal from both or
cither, the General Council shall decide. No division of Synods,
or formation of new Synods within the bounds of older ones,
unless with the concurrence of all the parties_ concerned, can
be made without the consent of the General Council.
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SEC. 4. Synods ratifying this Constitution and the Fundamenta]
Articles of Faith and Church Polity, may become parts of the
General Council, by a vote of two-thirds of its delegates.

SEc. 5. In case any of the Synods forming this body shall, by
acts or neglects, violate this Constitution, the General Council
shall call the attention of the Synod involved, to the fact, and
may advise, admonish and reprove, as the case may require. If
there be obstinate persistence in violation of the Constitution,
Synods may be suspended from connection until the wrong be
corrected. A vote of two-thirds shall be required to recommend
the suspension of a Synod, and the recommendation shall be
acted on at the next session, and a vote of two-thirds shall be
required to sustain it. Synods under charges shall have the full

.rights of debate and vote until the decision is made.

Article IV.

Sec. 1. Amendments to the Constitution. . . .

Sec. 2. The Fundamental Articles of Faith and Church Polity
shall not be changed, and if it shall be proposed to add any articles
to the Constitution, to fix their meaning still more precisely, or
secure their object more thoroughly, such Articles shall require
the assent of every Synod within the General Council.

2. Failure to Achieve Anticipated Unity, 1867-1889

The founders of the General Council anticipated that the new
body would prove to be the vehicle of a Lutheran unity wider than
had proved possible for the General Synod. Midwestern German
and Scandinavian synods which previously had avoided association
with the General Synod attended the Reading conference of 1866—
for example, the Missouri Synod, the Wisconsin Synod, the Joint
Synod of Ohio, the Norwegian Synod, the Iowa Synod, and the Canada
Synod. The Swedish Augustana Synod showed interest.

The “bright hopes and prospects for the future of our Church”
held “during those cold December days of the year 1866”9 were
quickly dimmed.

® 8. E. Ochsenford, Documentary History of the General Council of the
Evangelz’cal Lutheran Church in North America (Philadelphia, 1912),
p. 145. :
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Four of the Synods represented at the Reading meeting did not
unite with those who brought the General Council into existence at
its First Regular Convention in 1867.

The Missouri Synod reported by letter that it remained unswerving
in its “conviction, that Free Conferences . . . are the only proper
means . . . which . . . may lead to a unity on the basis of our beloved
Confession” (Doc. 65). The General Council attempted to convince
the Missouri Synod that its desire for free conferences was met by
the arrangement by which any synod which adopted the Fundamental
Principles could have a limited relationship with the General Council
with the “privilege of debate,” but in this it failed (Doc. 67). In
1869, the Missouri Synod declared that it was unwilling “to deal with
the General Council as such,” and renewed its plea for free confer-
ences (Doc. 68). The General Council made one last attempt to
sccure the participation of the Missouri Synod in the same year
{Doc. 69). Thereafter the negotiations between the two bodies lapséd.

"“The Norwegian Synod was not represented; no explanation of the
reasons for its abstention is recorded.

The Joint Synod of Ohio withheld action on membership until it
had inquired the General Council stand on the “Four Points”: chiliasm,
mixed communion, exchange of pulpits with sectarians, and secret
or unchurchly societies (Doc. 66). The reply of the General Council
(Doc. 67) was not satisfactory to the Joint Synod and that body
was not represented in, the General Council after the first Convention.

The Jowa Synod also raised three of the four points, excluding
chiliasm, and requested that the General Council adopt a declaration
regarding the intent of the Fundamental Principles proposed by the
lowa Synod (Doc. 70). When the General Council declined to adopt
the proposed declaration (Doc. 71), the Iowa Synod decided it could
not cater into full membership in the general body, but it did avail
itself of the debate privilege to urge the General Council to adopt a
stricter stand on the Four Points. In 1868, the General Council re-
sponded with a statement on the Four Points (Doc. 73) which ap-
parently resolved the questions regarding chiliasm, but which did not
meet the requirements of some of its member synods with regard
to the other three points. :

The Wisconsin Synod withdrew in 1869 because it had made th
condition of its continuing membership that the General Council
present “an adequate declaration” on the Four Points. The Synod
dfcmcd the Council’s statement of 1868 inadequate. Its subsequent
withdrawal was carried out in a manner offensive and disturbing to
the General Council, which censured the Wisconsin Synod (Doc. 74).
:Thc Minnesota Synod continued the agitation over the Four Points
in "§70 (Doc. 75) and when the General Council held firmly to the
position it had taken in 1868 (Doc. 76), both the Minnesota and the
Winois Synod withdrew. The Illinois Synod had raised the issues of
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tians, characterized by diversity of external polity, but even
Christidns of the sdme denomination,-in different countries,
admit of these variations. Thus, the adherents of the Augs-
butg Confession, the X Vith article of which sanctions this prin-
ciple of diversity in external .arrangements, designed ‘to
“promote peace and good order in the church,” though all

désignated by the general name of Litheran, or Evangelical, -

. are characterized by strongly marked diversities of organi--
- zation and polity. ‘For example, whilst all Lutherans of
‘every -land, acknowledge'thé primitive parity of ministers,
“in Denmark our church. has diogesan bishops, and in Sweden

" also an.drchbishop; whilst in Germany she has superin-
tendents, and_in republican America,.adheres to entire pa-

rity_of. ministeyial rank in. practice; as-well as.in. theory. -In -

like' manner, whils in Luither’s lifetime, no symbolical-books
.at all, ‘except’ the Biblé, -were imposéd ‘on- either pastors or

churches; ‘after his death,-several imtportant doduients 6f .

~histotical  importance, all (ex¢épt the Formi of-Concord, ),

written. for other purposes, were presciibed by the’civil au-

* thatities; as' binding-on. both pastors-and Churches. ~ After
this -system 'of symbolic™ servitide had ‘been. commenced,
- more bosks were investéd with such authority in Saxeny,

tHan it sonfe other séctions of Germany. In Sweden, none

of ‘these modern documents were ‘regarded as.strictly sym-
bolical;"except the ‘Augsburg™Confession ; and in Denmark,
none-but that-Confession; and the Smaller Catechism of Lu-
ther., :The Lutheran €hurch in' America, though pursuing

gony diversity in practice, never entered on a formal settle--
- fnent’ of this point, until the General %}(no.d virtually ac-:

complished. this end, in:hier, Synodical

onstitution,, by the’

requisition of  fundamentgl assent to the. Augsburg Confession;:

from _all. dandidates: for, licensure .and -ordipation. "That.- -

Lutherans in this country would not be insensible, either ‘to

hieir inalienable righits or obligations, that they would avail:-

themselves of olirliappy liberty from -all'entangling alliances
with the civil government, and organize their chirch more
-closely, acpording to-the Apostolic model, than'could be done
-in. Germdny, was natural and right..~ Accordingly, like their
" brethren of other denominations, out’fathers did introduce

various improvements on the ectlesiastical institutions: of Tu:"

theran Europe, and adapt a system, which, whilst it is' Za-

 thiran, is.also Americar, and more nearly conformed to:the '
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:Apostolic model, than has beerr attained: by the Lutheran
".church’in any other country. "+ - ..¢ ... T UL

To portray the practice of . our Fathers, ‘the- ];rinqiplc;s oi

" “which they acted, and the organization which, has gradually

‘grown out of them, is the design of this.essay; as wellas to
vindicate them against the objections, which may arise in the
minds of our friends or foes. As -the subjectis. possessed
of -a high, enduring .interest, these discussions, which. first
m_pe -in the.Lutheran Observer, are now presented :in
8 permanent and’condensed form, entirely divested of the
culiaritiés in ‘which .they originated ; and they are circu-
med , not’ to provoke. controversy, but to present calm, ra-
tignal .and scripturg] argument, for. the conscientious consid-

- eratio of those concerned, with the supplication’and the
« hope that a gracious Providence may employ them to cherish
. peace and harmony within our borders, to promote a Scxip-
tural organization of the Church on earth, and to.hasten her

"' triumph over the kingdoms of this world. ~ .«

N

’

-+ We shall devote the present chapter to a statement.of the
* propositions to bediscussed, and to several general and pre-
liminary topics. -;. T - c S T
7+ The doctrinal basis. and ecclessidstical position. of the
. Americay Lutheran Church, may be briefly. comprehetided
in the following propositions:, e e e s
.¢" 1, The patriarchs of our church did ‘at first practically
~_profess the former symbolical books of oir church in Germany,
. by avowing .them or in ‘most instances the Augsburg Con-
_fession, at the erection of their houses of wprship, and. in
v%ﬁou_q cases at the induction of men into the ministerial
office..” . " 1. T R I S
" . 2. They soon relazed from the rigor.of symbolic requisi-
"tion, and referred only to the Augsburg Confession, generally
_omitting all “referefice. to the other former symbhalic-books,

. -

—~

-except the use’of the Smaller Catechism’ of Luther in‘the
instruction of the rising gereration.’ Tt en, e
“.-3. Neither they nor their immediate successors ever for-
,mally ‘adopted’ thesé. symbolical books as binding on our
church in this country, as tests of ‘admission or-discipline..
4, About the beginning of this century’ they ceased, in
fact, to requiré assent even .to the Augsburg Confession at
' licextsure-and ordinatlon, and denianfed, only faith in the
word of (iod, thus practically rejecting (as they had ‘a right
I “ A “- ., R . ,
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to do) all the symbolical books as tests; though still respect-
- ing and ‘occasionally referring to the Augsburg confession'as
& substantial expose of the ddctrines which they taught. .

5./The: actual doctrinal position of our church in this '

.Gountry at the formation of the General Synod, was that-of
adherence to-the fundamental doctrines of Scripture as sub-

. stantially taught in the Augsburg Confession, with acknowl-
" «dged dissent on minor points. : Ecclessiastical . obligations
-are voluntary and personal, not hereditary. "God deals with

_ every mah as'an individual moral -agent, possessing certain
- unalienable rights, and owing cértain unalicnable ' duties.
« Hence ‘the ministry and" laity, that is, the church of every

age.have as good a right and are as much under obligations -

to oppose, and, if possible, charige what they believe wrong
in'the religious practices of-their predécessors, and to con-

. form it jo the word. of God, as were 'Luther and the other.

éhristiang of* the sixteenth century.

" 6 Whatever moral obligation their practical requisition of

‘asgert to- the Augsburg’ Confession, may have imposed on
themdelves and- those thus admitted by them, it was'annulled
" when, by common”.cons¢nt, they revoked -{hat -practice.
.And_as’noneé, so far as'we have ever heard, protested or
iepe'ded,,the{ thus all practically rejected all those books as
_binding symbols. .. i T L
*7.. Our - General ,Syniod found the. Luthieran Church in

Americd without any human’ symbols as fests of admission
or discipline, although the Augsburg Confession was. still
o¢casionally ‘véferréd to as & substantial éxhibition of the
doctrines-held by them ;. and the General Synod ratified the

state of doctrine existing’ among its members, namely, fun- .

damental ‘assent to the” ugsburg Confession, with acknowl-
edged deviation in' minor. or hon-fundamental points, and
mgsequegtl ‘passéd a formal adoption of the Augsburg Con-
.fession, in this fundamental way, as a test of admission and

. L.J?is;%ﬂi?& .

R ¢ American Lutheran-Church is characterized by cer-
tain definite features, and as such is worthy of the highest
respect and confidence ‘of her membership, ‘and’ of the
‘Christian public at large..” A L

-.In“regard to our first position, iiaiﬁ'ély', "t.lz,at' our earliest
. preachérs often referved o the symbolicab Books, and especially
to the Augsburg Confession as an expose of their doctrinal

.- Son; and of the Holy

A
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views, no doubt can 'exist,"and thereforé an induction’ of
proofs is superfluous. And yet it séems evident that in thus
referting, they did not- design to- profess an™absolute con-
formity ; because they had certainly rejected’ several of the
tencts of those books, which are alsg at present generally
rejected, such as auricular “confession, which is taught in
the Augsbirg Confession, -Article xi: # Concerning ‘Confes-,
sion we feack that PRIVATE ARSOLUTION must be relained in
the churches and must not bé abandoned,” and -also-Ezorcism,
which is,enjoined in the Directory for Baptism, (Taufbuech-

" . lein,) . appended by Luther himself to his Smialler Cate:

chism, where we find on the subject of Baptism, the following

- directions! Let the officiating miriister say : .Depart (or come
_out, ‘fahre aus’) thoy unclean spirit; and give room.te the Holy - -

Spirit,” gnd after a-prayer the minister says: “Iadjure thee,
thou unclean spirit, by Aébei) the name of the Father, and of the
ypird; that thou coine out and depart from

this servant of Jesus Christ, N, N. (naming the child ) dmen.”
Allthese things arc omitted from the liturgies and catechisms
published by our earlier ministers, that we have seen. We
10w, 0o, that some of them, such as Dr. Kunze, rejected the
imputation of .Adam’s -sin,.or rather of the depraved nature

+ whkick we derived from kim, to kis posterity as personal guilt;
- and from the. general tenor of Muhlenberg’s theological viéws, .
. we.doubt not he and others of ther participated in this rcjec-

‘tion.- Now these are the prineipal points, with the addition of
‘the dodily presence ‘of Christ in the Eucharist, which.the
friends of thé < General Synod’s basjs,”” or. ef -thé * Ameri-
can Lutheran church,”” object to.in the Adgsbur%éConfesf

* . sion, (and exorcism is not even taught in that book) ; and

we are greatly mistaken if one in five hundied of our Amer-
ican:Lutherans will ever adopt the views of Luther on these .
subjects. - But if the early fathers of our ¢hurch in this
country Kad formally adopted the whole'mass of the books
as symbolical ‘and binding on all ‘future generations, .(which -

- they-did ‘not;) the writer’s views of bis own position in the

Lutheran church, and of his diity-in regard to her, as well

* as thap of his brethren of .thé General Synod, wquld not be

changed in the least, His reasons are these: ="

.

. Religious and écclesiastical -obligations are not hereditary.

." In iatters not-prescribed by the' word of God, I am-bound

by no other - obligations than those which’I persopally as-
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