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It is a God-pleasing desire for Christiar @to want to walk together

who profess Uthe same

throughout the ages as falthful Chxi

share the work which Cod would have us do. VYet all too often outward unity
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goal while the unity of faith and doctrine falls by the way-
That

side. Some  mistakenly have the notion that God's church is something

can be seen. And so in an  effort to gain a visible church, the
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doctrine that is so essential  for

easing unity is not sought

o, Diftferences of opinion concerning clear scriptural testimony are

allowad to stand alongside, even above, the truth. Such was the case in the
middlie of the 19th century as American Lutherans struggled to f£ind their
identity and earnestly desired to form a united Lutheran church in this

country.

took two

The efforts To bring about that unity, however, basi

1.

formz., The one I have already aliuded to above: outward unit

ty was

sought. at the e

pense of doctrinal unity, and the resulting liberalism and

false theology were unavoldable. The other effort sought to unify solely on
fal

agreement 1in doctrine-—flrst and foremost, on all the teachings of Scripture,

o

and  second, on those confessions with which the church of the past had boldly
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The man who led this effort in the Awmerican Lutheran

testified Lo its £
church of the 19th century was C.F.W. Walther.
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The ituation in which Walther found himself was not enltil

from the storms that had ced Lutheranism in the 16th centbury, nor was it

etely different from the winds of change that blow
that is ecumenism is  one of the most appsaling temptations to human reason
that Satan uses. In spite of Soripture's colear Ttestimony concerning

allow thelr emotions and desires to take

fellowship and unity, men



Scripture  captive as own goals. The Ger Synod led

charge Ttoward unlonism, as Walther and his colleagues found themselves in
what seemed to be a small minority of faithful, confessing Lutherans.
“The immediate cause of the [Lutheran freel] conferences was undoubtedly
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The attempt made within the General Synod to overthrow the

Confession by substituting for it an American rec

8.8. Schmucker s Iu
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Blatforyt (Lueker, 529-530). In

'}'\

appearead on  the scene, virtually denying the truths of the
e
and disavowing the lmportance of subs It also

such  scriptural basics 23 real presence and baptizmal
regeneration. The General Synod showed by its actions that 1t had no
tention of disavowing this document or 1its contents.? The Synod guite

adherence to the dumgshinrg

simply declared and belleved <that oulw

was enough to unite Lutherans in America. Nox did the Synod
simply mouth those beliefs, but also put them into practice by admitting

liberal-minded church Dbodiez into its

synods) . The Synod  took a

az ig the

choosing with whom the

v would ally themselves.

cage  with the ecumenical movement In general, was and is viewed as belng

healthy for the organization. The false teachings are tolerated and even
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3 human  standpoint, the outlook ¢ inly did not appear to be

promizsing foxr the staunchly conservative Walther and his companions. Bu

Just as God shewed reassured BElijah that had reserved for Himself 7,000

who had not bent the knee to Baal, so also God would show that there were

tors and laymen across the country and in various synods who
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ired to ¢ling to the truth of Go took zmomething as
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un-Lutheran™ as  the Platform to mobllize the conservative rammant in

Armerican  Lutheranism, rts at achlieving unity to

L

Badly, the response to

while strong, also

divigive:

io

‘5.  Both were
Lutherans. The f£i
e conierences”™ which were conducted
second would base fellowship and unity on an acceptance
cered  Angsburg Confession.  The Missourl Synod I &0
approach; the Council (1867), the second.

the mid

confess zunai upheaval
ekl il fellow

Iin reacting to the proposals and practices of the General Synod, the

founding members of the Council basically made the same mistake.

stead of insisting on total agreement in doctrine before organizing, the

- 70 o, gy ok et B
(18673, and discuss

to band  together

ifferences latex. Bventually, as we know, the Council would go the
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way of The General Synod in allowing error to live, in glving false teaching

=N

egual footing with the truth, and then finally letting error rule supreme.

doomed to £
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Those Two bodies demonstrate that such unionisti il

s oat the stach., To

no  matter how good the intentl without complete

and antl-scriptural.

doctrinal agreement 1s hypocritic

The second of the responses, whi achieving little, perhaps no, outward

unlty, was solidly based upon Scripture and was the proper way to approach
Ject of walking together in Cod's kingdom., Realizing that the only
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truths of

way Christians are ftruly united iz when they

Ps

of Concord
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Scripture, Walther set oult To appeal to the true he
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ey 0 "The strong opposition to the Defini

1

filled Walther with joy and caused him to hope that a unlited Lutheran Church
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idea, Walthexr to
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push  for these Tiree® since "none of the participants

to appear as an official ‘delegate' or “represe of any synod.
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ed synodical lines and

set  for the first fres conf

argl 19

n October 1-7, 1856, 54

met  at Columbus, Chio. Those delegates came from within the

Pennsylvar

New York, and ri synods. In addition

ance was  recelved  from  pastors  in the Tennesses, Wisconsin, and

Towa synods. Mot surprisingly, one of the main toples of
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"It was pointed ocub, however, that

but in all the parts? (Lusker, 543-44). That unity on

from the resolution that ¢

all

NILO

upon s

3

Lmlouub
rthat

Liledd

Ny ri h America, .. H

5 well as
} ¥ agaln
athers and
and WITﬂDHt res
1101 Lul%
srted 20
big} ,Jld Umt th
ith of t




The flrst conference was correctly judged to be a success, 1t

other zreason than Lutherans from all over were able to get
¥ there were ciptural, and confeszional

The excitement over this conference showed itself by the

to be held October 28-Noves

L1y Of & Sy

shurgh. The conference was attended by 43 men from the Mizsourl, Ohlo,

Pittsburgh, and the Norweglan synods. The discussions

of the

this Church is never totally free of
are never members of the Church, but

Phwa@

3. The means of
At istered by hypocrites

4. Hence it 1z pexmissible to recelve the Word and the Sacrar
( B

such persons

also discussed, as the conference afilirmed the

Pom e & T iy ey
Articies IX

3. Missouri,

there, The conference discusse

tance, and the use of the means

T
with B

ipture on

The fourth and final confersnce was held at Fort Wayne in July, 1859

nealth. A

without Walther attending dus to

ameng  the members.

encie Now

country, it

synods in ti

should arise when spea




church  and ministyy (articles five and fourteen). The doc we of Tthe ¢

the office of

s BOme

confusion over

ion

IS

described a wider use of

SLBC

recognized the public ministry., It proclalmed
that God

the congreg

This was to be
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scheduled for the vear ab Cleveland. "It is difficul

R=TOR the demise of the con but the fact

vy  what caus

that both Walther and the co rence chalrman...were absent in 1859 may have
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ance of nthusiasm. Morsover the BErglishe

Walther

Missourl and Ohic
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to  think about what 1!

the Word to Tind the

for discussion is God's truth is the resul
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when and where He wills., BURL SMe
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these free conferences Lo hold wmore of the same in 1871,

of Lutherans in the Synod

The idea of The free conference in
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the only way Lo true unity is through full

Wnen those
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rending of the Synodi
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the centurs

a4

The efforts of which Prof.
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renewed

free cond

an impasse.

st had  been made by

unity



. Union was

s

synodical

becoming wore ilmportant
{(Fredrich, 277).
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toy with the

own  synod

of that dangerous

are belng playved
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ealings with Missouri in the 4 g up to the

were mach the same as  They had been for Walther.

outward succoe the conferences must be deemed as

agalin, those

most important respec

it ever been, or is it now, confined to Lutheran

to attain an ecunenical shell. But, clozer to home, the

servatlve voloes

for and held & number of

own o synod, by

inded Lutheran Christlia Crom ayound
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and  walk

Lo people to a of God's to give




opportunity to express thelr God

1, and to gather together

s Who are

iy

willing to bow beneath the almighty Word, they serve a God-

purpose.,

sauEe

humbly, ath His gracious will!
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