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THE MURDEROUS POPE.

Lord, keep us in Thy Word and work;

Restrain the murderous Pope and Turk!
‘ Luther.

Christ blds preach the Gospel; He does not bid us foree
the Gospel on any. He argued and showed from the Seripture
that He was the Savior, e. g., on the way to Emmaus. When
the Samaritans would not receive Christ, James and John
asked “Lord, wilt Thou that we command fire to come down

- from heaven, and consume them?’ But the Savior rebuked

them, “Ye know not what manner of spirit ye are of. For the
Son of Man is not come to destroy men’s lives, but to save them,”
Luke 9, 52—56. Christ said to Peter, “Put up thy sword!”
Christ assured Pontins Pilate, “My kingdom is not of this

~world.”

The Apostle says: “Not that we have dominion over your
faith, but are helpers of your joy,” 2 Cor. 1, 24; 1 Pet. 5, 8
“We persuade men,” 2 Cor. 5, 11—20; 1 Cor. 9, 19—22;

‘Eph. 8, 14—19. “Prove all things; hold fast that which is

good,” 1 Thess. 5, 21. “I speak unto wise men; judge ye
what 1 say,” 1 Cor. 10, 15; Acts 17, 11. 12. “We do not
war after the ﬂesh, for the weapons of our warfare are not
carnal,” 2 Cor. 10, 4.

Athanasius pronounced it a mark of the true religion that
it forced no one and declared persecution an invention and g

- mark of Satan. Chrysostom said that to kill heretics was to
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Doemarix von A. Hoenecke. 3. Lieferung. 1909. North-
western  Publishing Iouse, Milwaukee, Wis. Pages
161—240. Price, 40 cts.

(Sce. pages 125—198, 188—190 of the current volume of Tigo-
LoGICAL QuarTiRLy.) The present number completes the thesis on
the Holy Trinity, reproduced in our last issue, and adds Thesis II:
The Church deseribes the mystery of the Trinity in accordance with
the Holy Seriptures. She does not become involved in a contradic-
tion, when, in doing so, she offers a description in terms that are
not found in Seripture, but are not forcign to Scripture, as regards
their form. Thesis TIT: The theology of the Church, while employ-

-ing such terms, foreign to Scripture, in deseribing the Trinity, testi--

fies expressly that such philosophical terms as “essence,” “person,”

which she employs in this connection, are not employed in their. ordi-
nary, but in a special meaning. Thesis IV: The theology of the

Church comprehends the statement of the Holy Seriptures, viz., that

in God there is Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, in the following dog-



BOOK REVIEW. 241

matic formulae: Una divina essentia in tribus personis subsistit,
or: Unus est Deus cssentia, sed idem essentia Deus unus, trinus est
personis. Chap. V. The Doctrine of the Works of God. § 22. Crea-
‘tion. Thesis T: The Holy Scriptures assure us that God is, in a
perfect sense of the term, the Creator of the world. Thesis II:
Gencesis narrates the history of the creation in such a manner that
we cannot but view the same as a temporal act. Thesis ITI: Inas-
much as God is a perfectly frec agent in the ercation of the world,
- it must be conceded that God might have refused to create the world,
or that Ie might have created the world in a different manner than
He did; on the other hand, it is certain that the world, as created,
" is perfeet. Thesis TV: The ultimate énd of the creation is the glory
of God.  § 23. On Divine Providence. Thesis I: The providence
of God, in the strict sense, is that provident care, resting on the love
of God, as also on ITis forcknowledge and purpose, by which all
created things are preserved, permeated, and ordered, in accordance
with their final purpose, which is the glory of God and the welfare
~of mankind, )

’

AUXILIARITM. Predigtentwucrfe aus der fuenfzigjachrigen
Amtszeit des scligen Pastors C. Gross sen. Dargeboten
von seinen Sochnen C. und E. M. Gross. Zweites Heft.
St. TLouis, Mo. Concordia Publishing Touse Print.
1909.  Price, 50 cts.

(See p. 123, of the current volume of TIEOLOGICAL QUARTERLY.)
The present number contains 47 outlines on Lpistle and Gospel
pericopes from Septuagesima Sunday to Second Easter Day inclusive.
The outlines for Good Friday in this collection are exceptionally rich
in content. In. a Sccond Part are added 50 outlines for scrmons
preached on a variety of occasions, such as arise in the life of a con-
gregation, also.a few sermons on free texts. — The Aduziliarium prom-
ises to become a little thesaurus homilelicus.

Frrri Reaper.  Standard American Series.  Coneordia Pub-
lishing ITouse, St. Louis, Mo. 1909. Price, 50 cts.

We anticipate that the above announcement will draw ‘a sigh of
relief from our schoolteachers’ hearts, for this closing volume of our
series of “Readers” had been expected for some time. The contents
are such as to insure the realization of every just expectation. It is
a live and lively Reader, well adapted to rounding the instruction in
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Try ’OHIOAGO Synop axp Irs Awrmorvents. By Martin L.
,W“Q"'l'@?‘-‘ - Wartburg Publishing House Press, Waverly, -
IOW%}- 271 pages, and 46 pages of plates. . - |
but hl;he O.hic‘ago Synod is a Luthera.n ch'u'rch body, young inv name
Yenti, m]"y in its antecedents. It received its present name at a con-
in ¢ 1 held at th‘e Ivangelical Lutheran Church (?f the Holy Tf11)1ty
oy f.uca{{o, 111, on September 24, 1896. The Chicago Synod is 'the
VIul heiy and successor to “The Indiana Synod of the Evangelical
’}:‘tilemn Church;” founded jn‘Zion’s Evangélical Lutheran, pllurch,
fh: Germantowp, Ind., October 23, 1871 fl"his synod, again, 'took .
Wwhi place of “The Union Synod of the Evangelical Lutheran Church,”
lich wag organized at Newton Church, Boone County, Ind., Novem-
°r 5, 1859, (Since 1868 the term “Evangelie” in the name of the
Synod wag displaced' by “Evangelical”) . The “Union Synod,” in
tuﬁn’ supplanted “The Evangelical Lutheran Synod of Indiana,”
.Whl@h constituted itself as a distinet church body at a called meeting’
8t Tohn’s Church, Johnson County, Ind., August 15, 1835, This.-
date-marks the beginniﬁg of the synodical history of the society
Under yeview in this book. But the society boasts a pre-synodieal
C ’ :
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history that is brimful of intcrest to the patient searcher for the
beginnings of Lutheranism in our country. Its headwaters lie south .
and east of the Ohio River and the Alleghenies, and following this
little synodical river up-stream, we are carried back into the closing
decades of the cighteenth century. “It may very properly be said
that the Synod of Indiana had its genesis in the settlement of L
-therans in North Carolina.” (p. 108.) Names like Adolf Nuessmann,
~ Gottfried Arndt, Gottlicb Storch, Paul Henkel, Robert Miller, Gott-
lieb Schober, David Henkel, John Morkert (the author always writes
Markert), Christian Moretz, Philip Ienkel, occur again and again
in the account of the causes which led up to the organization of the
first Indiana Synod. The earnest struggle which engaged the Ameri-
can Lutheran Church in the early part of the nineteenth century, the
struggle between “General Synodism” and “Henkelism,” must be
taken into consideration, if one would understand the early character
and the later development of the Chicago Synod. The ancestors of
the Chicago Synod were ranged on the side of the Henkels and the
“Tennessee Synod. Some of their ablest men had come to them from
that quarter, and Henkel and Tennessee influence was dominant
among them for many years. The author has traced this influence
and passed a fair judgment on its strength and its weaknesses. He
has words of cordial approval, yea, of admiration, for the staunch
confessionalism of. the old Ieaders of the Tennessee: Synod; and he
offers just censure on the lack of educational faeilities provided by
this synod, and the rather loose conncetion of its pastors with their
congregations. The struggle of the Tennessee Synod with the General
Synod is 2 memorable one. Wo ‘do not know whether the auﬁhor has
had "access to the records still existing of that struggle. The classical
work of Dr. Gracbner he seems not to know. DBut there are records
which exhibit well the line of argument of the Tennessceans against
the General Synod, that deserve to be preserved somewhere. We
herewith offer some of them from our collection of Lutherana, not
charging the author with an omission, but simply to illustrate the
character of theological warfare a century ago.

THE OBJECTIONS OF THE COMMITTEE AGAINST THE CON-

. STITUTION OF THE GENERAL SYNOD.

. We, the committee, consisting of Adam Miller, David Henkel, Conrad
Keicher, Ambrase Henkel, Daniel Lutz,” John Smith, and Peter C. Boger,
being appointed by the Tvangelical Lutheran Synod of Tennessee for the
purpose of compiling the objections against the constitution of the General

*Synod, intend to proceed conscientiously, according to the best of our
knowledge. We shall translate and review the principal and most im-
portant articles and sections of the constitution of the General Synod. —

That which is printed with the smaller type, are the articles and sections
of said constitution; but that with the larger, our objections against it.

’



BOOK REVIEW. 245

CoNSTITUTION oF TiTE JIVANGELICAT, LUTIERAN GRNERAL SYNOD IN TIIE
‘ UNITED STATES OF AMERICA.

“Whereas Jesus Christ, the great head of Ilis church, hath not given her
any ]’)artlculur prescriptions how church government should be regulated, she
therefore enjoys the privilege in all her departments to make such regulations
as appear best, agreeble to situatlon and circumstances. In confidence thercfore
to God our Father, in the name of onr Lord Jesus Christ, by the guldance of the
[oly Spirit in the dlvine’ Word — for_the excreise of brotherly love, for the
furtherancs of Christian harmony, for the preservation of the unity of the spirit
in the bonds of peace — we, the deputics of the German Lvangelieal Lutheran
Synod of I:enns_vlvania and adjacent states, the ' German and English Ivangelical
Lutheran Synod of North Carolina and adjacent states, the Ivangelical Lutheran
Ministry of New York and adjacent states and. territories, and the Iivangelical
puthqmn Synod of Maryland, Virginia, cte., have for oursclves and our succes-
sors In their place adopted the following constitution :”

Objections.

. Can it possibly be true that Christ has given His Chureh no par-
ticular Prescriptious how church-government should be regulated? Has
He left it to a majority of votes to do as they please in this respect?
We readily adwmit: the Chureh enjoys the privilege to introduce some
innoeent customs, such as holy-days, days of. lhumiliation and prayer,
and such like things, which may edify, provided always that such.be not
imposed upon any person coutrary to his will or conseience, and that
stch be not ordered epntrary to the doctrines and regulations of Christ
and IHis apostles. But such loeal and temporary regulations do by no
‘eans comprise the whole government of the Church in all her depart-
ments: they comprise only the least and most insignificant part thereof.
What is to be understood by the departments of the Church? The de-
partinents of the Church must be the several stations in the Chureh,
such as the ministry, church-counctl, the congregation, cte,, the samne as
the members compose one body, 1 Cor. 12, 12—31. Temporary and loeal
regulations, which Christ did not preseribe, can be none of the depart-
mm'lts or branches of the Churel, because the Clurch consists of all
believers and saints in the world, ‘and the several stations they fill are
her departments. Tf the constitution had said that Christ had given no -
preseriptions for the establishment of a general synod, nor particular
ones for the regulation of some things not essential to the Church, we
should not allege any objections. DBut instead of this, it saith: Christ
has not given any partieular préscriptions how ehurch-government should
be regulated; that the Church therefore emjoys the liberty in all her
departments to make such regulations as appear best, according to situa-
tion and ecircumstances. Agreeable to this statement, there is nothing
to govern the General Synod but their own majority; they acknowledge
no other criterion of chureli-government.  Christ, agrecable to this, would
be excluded from the government of His Church; if He has left no par-
ticular preseriptions how she should be regulated, IIe must have devolved
this important measure on the majority of votes! But, blessed be God:
our blessed ' Savior has not left IIis" Church in this destitute manuer.
Some necessary rules e has preseribed Himself, and others by His
apostles, when, after Iis Iuminous ascension to IHis Father, He anointed
them with extraordinary gifts of the Holy Ghost; hence whatsoever they
have written is the same as Iis own declarations. Christ is real God
as_well as manj Ie must therefore be an ommiseient King, enthroned
at Tis Father’s right hand; in a single moment all things are present
to His view; all possible cirenmstances  with whieh Iis Chureh is en-
compassed, in every age and clime to eternity, Ie foresees; Ilis infinite
wisdom preseribed everything necessary to. govern and comfort is people.
He is not like the kings of this world who stand in need of a multitude
of counselors to seccure their safety. The following passages are the pre-
seriptions of Christ and His apostles how to regulate the Chureh in all
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her departments: Christ saith Matt. 18, 15: “Moreover, if thy brother
shall trespass against thee, go and tell him his fault between thee and
him alo‘ne;‘ if he shall hear thee, . thou hast gained thy brother. DBut
if he will not hear thee, then take with thee one or two more, that in
the mouth of two or three witnesses every word may be established. And
if hie shall neglect to hear them, tell it unto the church; but if he neglect
to hear the church, let him be unto thee as an heathen man and a pub-
lican.””  Christ, in this passage, in a particular manner prescribes a rule
how to treat an offending brother. In this case the Church has not the
liberty to -act according to her pleasure, agreeable to situation and cir-
cumstances: as, for instance, a wealthy and popular brother, being guilty
of trespasses, would be screened, in order to avoid his displeasure and
'tho: loss of his ample stipends, whereas the poor one would be 1'eb111_(e(1.-——
This would be acting agrecable to circumstances, but not according to -
the rule of Clrist. Matt. ¢ He preseribes a rule how His Church shall
be governed, in giving of alms, in-fasting and praying. 1 Cor, 11, 4—15,
St. Paul preseribes suflicient rules with respeet to publie worship. 1 Tim.
3, 1—13, he describes the grades of ministers: Bishops and Deacons, with
- their requisite qualifications. 1 Tim..5,.19, he gives instructions how to
receive an accusation against an elder. V. 20, he commands to rebuke
those openly who sin. And v. 22, that hands should not suddenly be laid
on any man. 2 Tim. 2, 3—06, he shows that ministers should n.ot be en-
, tangled with the things of this world. 1 Cor. 5, 1--13, he directs the
Church how to treat fornicators, covetous, extortioners, ete. Gal. G, how
to treat a brother that is overtalken in a fault. 2 Thess, 3, 6; Tit. 1, 5—8;
Acts 20, 285 1 Tim. 3, 2—G; Tit. 1, 9; 1 Pet. 5, 2. 3, the duty of teachers
may be seen. — Sec 1 Cor. 9, 14; Gal. 6, 6. 7; 1 Tim. 5, 17. 18; 1 Thess.
5,12, 13; Hebr. 13, 17, how hearers should treat their teachers is pre-
seribed. — The duties of husbands, wives, parents, children, masters, and
servants are all defined, 1'Pet. 8, 7; Col. 3, 19; Fph. 5, 22, and chap. 6.
From these and many more passages, that might be quoted, it is evident
that Christ and Hig inspired ‘apostles have given the' Church suflicient
preseriptions of her government in all her various branches. They are
general rules;, and Yet applicable in every particular case that may oceur,
80 that they are aiso particular prescriptions. But that the comstitution
of the General Synod saith that Christ has not left such particular pre-
seriptions appears a strange, unwarranted, and arbitrary assertion. Is it
possible that any person can imagine that-a majority of votes in our
days ean preseribe better rules and regulations than those preseribed by
Christ and s apostles? L -
. This constitution further saith: “By the guidance of the Holy Spirit
in the divine Word.” " How is it possiblé that they can consistently 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 partieular preseriptions how church-government
should bé regulated? Tas Te given no particular preseriptions in this .
respect, then, surcly, He has nowhere in IHis Word comnanded or sanc-
tioned this coustitution of the General Synod.-—How, then, could they
have been guided by the Holy Spirit in the divine Word to form it, pro-
vided the divine Word, as they aflirm, is silent with respeet to such
things? Can it be supposed that the Holy Spirit, in a miraculous man-
ner, taught them, without the Word? Doth the Holy Spirit, now, teach
any person without the Word? If this were the case, there would be no
need for the Word, because every one might be taught Ly the Spirit
without it. ] :
It further saith: “For the exercise of brotherly love, for the further-
ance of .Christian harmony, for the preservation of the uni@y‘of. the spirit
in the bonds of peace.” — We sincerely wish it might be considered that
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the a’cter_npt of the establishment of this General Synod has not produced
any brotherly love, nor harmony, nor peace, but, on the contrary, divi-
slons, contentions, and confusion) This establishment is nothing but
self-invented rules and traditions of men-—and sich as love Christian
hberty' cannot suffer themselves to be brought into bondage; lence the
confusion. O ye watchmen of Zion, pity and spare the flock!
, ARTICLD T, :

“The body' founded on thils constitution is denominated: 77 7 i

"t < itut s vl The Ivangclical
Lutheren General Synod of the United States of America.” . ’ /

r T ./ N . '
] ““,ﬁ body, indeed, may eall itself Tivangelieal TLutheran, yet not be
such. The constitution does nowhere say that the Augsburg Confession

“1) That this institution of General Synods promotes unity In spirit is con-
'.tl."l‘ry, tf) 'constzmt expericuce, 'The Presbyterians,pMethodists, a’xrld otﬁel' churches
iu(, gsoverned by General Synods: and have many human rules and regulations ;
Z“t iV(‘.t, from time to time, many disputes and factions have arisen among them,
t}so .ttm!: 1.11(‘..v are split into many scets and parties. "The Lutheran church never
t11%10 otm‘(ls was governed hy a General Synod; yet, she never was divided until
o S r;ov( system was introduced. She produced many able, learned, and pious
: 1n£s. ,%}.s-' When sometimes a few immoral ministers imposed themselves on the
t_‘;)nthl(-ndt‘ions., they were abhorred by the plous, and the people getting sufii-
tltntily' :1.u1m\mted with ‘thmr fruits, had reason enough to abandon them, without
ﬁ}e n((.‘e‘x'po:&;itlon of a. General Synod. — The first Latheran ministers emigrated
Px‘)m . .u'mtmy and Sweden, where they also were ordained. Some settled in

'r,l_nxﬁylv.}ma, and others in the Southern states, Deing few in number, no
R‘llvtltlﬂfl} synods were formed for many years:: yet they were united. 'The
ugsburg Confdssion of faith, conaining the prineipal doctrines of the Holy

. Scriptures, was their standard of uynion. It was unalterable: they had no novel

system, produced Ly a majority of votes, to expect, Congregations belng vacant
m}dy candidates ready foxz hoivy ordors,’ tg Ls?llpcy‘)cly t%gm\':u(c'ﬁlllltci%:, P)(ﬁiéu’oyd;;&té
ntlgl‘xhormg ministers were requested to examine and ordain them. Dut when,
“t, !(;p{:th, “l‘-‘-, congregations increased in number, and their needs grew more
pressing, the few ministers in Pennsylvania, with thelr congregations, mutually
z}grood 1o assemble once in a year: not to preseribe human laws and self-invented
traditions to the chureh, but to examine ‘and ordain ministers, and to veprove
the immoral and such as had departed from sound doetrines, and to devise means
to promulgate the Gospel. Such a meeting is called a Synod. Somectime, near
the_year 1790, another one was formed in New York~—in 1803, one in the state
of North Carolina——'in 1818, one in the state of Obio—in 1820, one in Ten-
nessee in this same year, some of the mfuisters, who had belonged to that of
Pennsylvanla, formed one for the states of Maryland, Virginin, cte, Ilach of
these Synods, before the Goneral Constitution was formed, were independent,
and not amenable to any. superiov tribunal, except that of Christ. Differences
in local and temporary regulations, the formatlon of new gynods, cte,,, were not
considered as divisions of the church; their standard of unity was far more
noble and cxalted: the pure seriptural doctrines of the Augsburg Confession of
faith were {heir moridian sun they viewed with united eyes; and anything less,
such as loeal .and temporary regulations. never influenced thelr minds, even to
think of divisions. The chureh proceeded peaceably, until the unhappy and fatal
period of 1819 arrived, when a meeting was called in Baltimore, consisting of
sonme of the Synod of Pennsylvania, and an individual from Novth Cavolina, for
the purpose of devising a plan for the estahlishment of the General Synod.  Said
plan was printed and circeulated. But'the Revs, Leist, Steck, Scheid, Kaemmerer,
and Andrew Ilenkel, ministers of the state of Ohio, published cight objections
against it — those, together with the objections of some others, were printed in
the German language. In addition, a publication was issued in the Iinglish lan-
guage, on the same subjeet, entitled, “Cavolina Tferald of Liberty.” .In the year
1820, another meeting was held in Ilagerstown, when and where the constitu--
tion was formed against which the I)rescnt objections are made.  From what
T can learn, the Synod of Pennsylvania, o part of North Carolina and Maryland
compose the General Synod; and all ministers counected with cither ot those
synods are under the jurisdiction of the General Synod, and partakers of the
same canse, I am nof able to asecriain with certainty whether the Synod of
,New York bave adopted this constitution; 1t I8 certain some of thelr members
were present when It was formed — but I am_ credibly informed Ly a friend who
was present at their last meeting, in last October, that no deputies appeared
from New York, nov that they transmitted any excuse for not appearing. The
Synods of Ohio, Tennesseo, and a part of North Carolina reject the constitution,
of the General Synod. There are also individual ministers in Virginia and Ken-
tueky who had belonged to the Synod of Pennsylvania, that are opposed to the
Genoral Synod.— The German-Reformed church, who heretofore. were governed
without a (ieneral Synod, have also lately adopted the government of a General
Synod. — Clerls of the Committec. )
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of faith, or Luther’s Catechism, or the Bible shall be the foundation of’
doctrine and discipline of the General Synod. It is well known that they
always have been the standard of the Lutheran Church. Why does the
constitution not omee name them? It is truly said by some that every
person knows this, without any further mention, that they have always
been the standard of the Church. True indeed! But who assures us that
they are to be the standard of this General Synod? There is not a single
clause to bind the (encral Synod to aét in conformity to them. The
General Synod has unlimited i)mvcr by this constitution to promote any
doctrine, to establish any new creed, or institute any discipline they
plgase; for there is no Augsburg Confession of faith, no Luther’s Cate-
chism, nor Bible to restrict them. If they sce cause, they may establish
the principles of deism, or any other- that may seem most lucrative and
popular. No doubt many are ready to say: Surcly, so many pious and
learned men would not aim at such horrid things, even if there is no
provision made in the constitution. But it is not reasomable that the
Christian Chureh should repose her confidence in man, or to make flesh
her refuge. If we are to trust to the picty, learning, and goqd ']llOtiVCS
of men, we need no constitution at all, we may adopt the principles of
monarchieal - despotism, and be ruled without a law, agreeable to the
pleasure of tyrants. Had the framers of this constitution been zealous
advocates for the Lutheran doctrine, they would have been careful to
nsert a elause to compel the General ‘Synod always to act according to
our standard books. It is an easy thing to prove that some of the
found_ers of this Gleneral Synod have openly denied some of the important
doctrines of the Augsburg Confession of faith and Luther’s Catechism.

ARTICLI IT.

“Thig body consists of deputies from the different Iivangelleal Synodlcal
and Ministerial Connections in ’Phe United States, who connect themselves there-

with, and who have be roper i 3 - ccording to the fol-
: cen properly recognized as members, according to the
lowing relation ; properly recognized » °

¢ “A connection which counts six ministers, sends one deputy; that of four-
cen, sends two ; twenty-five, three; forty, four; sixty, flve; and that which
(t:m.m.ts ¢ighty-six, or mote, sends six’ deputies from thie order of ordained minis-
ers; . and-likewise as many lay deputies.

h All deputies agreeabic to this relation, appearing in the General Synod,
ave equal vights and votes as members’ of the body, cxcei])t in that case wh.ich
shall afterwards herein be reserved. It is left to the option of every synodical
311(1' ministerial connectlon how to appoint their deputles. — Iivery connection
efrays the traveling expenses of 1% deputies, until the General Synod shall bhave
an own treasury, out of which they may be defrayed.” :

This body may consist of deputies from the different cvangelical con-

nectans. It is not'said of the several Ivangelical LLUTHERAN connections.
If th's body may consist of the different connections, then it is evident
lt\hm’ it may be eomposed of il denominations, such as Presbyterians,
V) # 2t ~ . .
lethodists, Baptists, ete. These all denominate themselves Evangelical,
fxpd are even recognized as such by some who call themselves Lutherans.
Thus it is manifest that all denominations who call themselves Iivan-
gelical may have seats and votes in this body, forasmuch as there is
nothing to prohibit them from it. These taken together, arc many times
more numerous than the Tautherans; henee they could easily destroy the
Tutheran Church wnder her own name, inasmuch as they are generally’
opposed to Luther’s doctrines. What is the benefit of Tuthers name
when his doctrines are extirpated? Does the General Synod intend to
extirpate the Lutheran. doctrine in allowing deputies from other connee-
tionis to have votes? Or do they intend to entice other denominations
to take part with them, and then- proselyte them to their own side?

ARTICLIZ IIIL

“The transactions of the General Synod are as follows, viz.: Suct. I. They
examine the minutes of the different particular Syrods and Ministries, In order
to acquaint themselves with the sltuation of the church. Each particular Synod
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shall therefore communicnte as m, ' -
erefo, ! any copies of the minutes of their transactions
to the General Synod as there are members constituting the same.

“SEeT. I With respeet to all pr i
lic use in churches, the pG(_ll(‘l' o shall mepsCripts fomak oot tteo ot "t
e 1 c S, > General Synod shall ac C ‘ee ]
particular Synods and Ministries, ‘in the followiirg?g :gagngglzut committee of ‘the

‘1. They examine all the manuseripts and books, Hr o articul
g&’:}%ﬁ}ﬁlt‘%ﬂl\géﬂigfﬁ 1311 Eh% Qs of t;hc gl_l\u‘(?h,ms?{cllxn%goi;%ekﬁigkli,pilitglx?;lél:
advice and admoiition, NOOS vtx?)sdoxlll S\If'lllit‘lz" and impart their well-cou§lzlel'e(1
Synod shall therefore ot 1)ubfish an(;' nie‘l‘;lﬁ 1Y h}: (ﬁ)nne(f:tlfm ‘i‘:iltg thlis t{;ene{ul
gublic use without having first handed a coglopclc(t)‘c c(x)c at(ﬁeefgot tocstclll‘ep(}?licrgll'

ynod, and have reeelved their sentiments, or adm '{)iy i r advice.” ’
) onitfons, or advice.
publiI::Ief; 01100 fln(gi:;lrd?al S_Y'nod can neither publish nor introduce books for
monition of T Gcllc“% l\né:hout previously receiving the advice and ad-
and lituroies mostlu L‘mt»'yn(?d. Such books, as c_ompll;l,tlou' of hym_ns
Now if no )'("l‘s*onl ]y' 1Llon ain the forms and ceremonics of public worship.
eomionsl e TS shall enjoy the liberty to introduce such books without
‘Il'v usly getting the .advice of the (leneral Synod, then the power is
‘txl 1‘(.,(}dy arrogated that no ceremonies shall be used in.the chureh without
n(])(ti,un ﬂdYI‘CO and_ conscn‘t. Fhe Tth article of our church saith: “It is
not mecessary for the true unity of the Church that uniform ceremonies
as established by men should be observed.” Why shall individual societies
be robbed of the 111)0}'ty to introduce such books as suit them best, when
our confession of faith grants every person liberty in this: case? Why
are measures @nken to rob people of their Christian liberty? The plea
that is urged is, that every person has liberty to write hooks: he shall
only ask the General Synod for advice betore he publishes them. Why
shall any person ask for advice, if he still has the liberty to comply with
S“‘I’l} advice or to reject it? 14 must be a natural cdnscquencc that such
a‘dvme must be obeyed, otherwise advising would be a useless thing.
blm.ll no person introduce books of the aforesaid description without
having first received the advice of the General Synod, then there is al-
ready compulsion in this ease; for men ave compelled to ask adviee,
and obey it, if advising shall answer any purpose. livery minister might
W1th_ equal propriety Le bound not to preach a sermon without first pre-
. scllt{llg a copy thereof to the General Synod, and rcceive their well-
" considered advice and admonition; for any man that would publish a book
with erroneous doctrines would also preach such. - A man who preaches
erroncous doetrines may be censured and suspended for heresy; .if he
publishes such in books, the Church has the same authority to censure
him, so that there is 1o need to compel men to ask for advice before they
publish them. ‘ ' g

One thing more is here to be cousidered. It is said: “The General
Synod shall examine all the manuseripts and books for the public use
of churches; suclh as catechisms, hymns, liturgies, or confession of faith.”
An opportunity is here given to introduce a new confession of faith, This
appears a conelusive proof that the General Synod do not intend to be
governcd by the Augsburg Confession of faith, nor vindieate the Lutheran
doctrines contained therem; for if they did, they would not by this clause
have given liberty to form other confessions of faith. Derhaps this may
_be one of the reasons why they have nowhere promised in the constitu-
tion that Luther’s Catechism, the Augsburg Confession of faith, nor the
Bible should be the guide of their body. 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. Were not the men,
such as Luther, Melanchthon, cte.,, who formed the Augsburg Confession
of faith as a testimony against popery and other heresies, godly and

enlightened men, and whose instrumentality we owe our light of the.

Gospel? Will any of the votaries of the General Synod presume to say
that this confession is erroncous, herétical, and wicked? Can they form
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a better one? /If they answer in the aflirmative, they are no Lutherans,
as they call themselves. ‘If they answer in the negative, why, then, have
they not positively specified in the constitution that such should remain
the standard -of the Chureh? Why have they given an opportunity to
introduce a new confession? It is known that all Lutheran ministers
when they are ordained arc solemnly pledged as by an oath to maintain
the doctrine of the Augsburg Confession of faith.  DBut when there is an
opportunity given to propose and introduce other confessions, perhaps
the very reverse: what shall beecome of all the oaths made at the time of
ordination ? .

“2. If the Gencral Synod deem it expedient, they mui/ propose to the par-
tleular Synods and Minlstries new books, as afovesald, for general or particular
public use. Iivery proposal of the kind the particular Synods and Ministries
shall also observe; "and in case any of them should not approve of such pro-

* posal, it 1s hoped the reasons will be sent to the next General Synod, that they
may be inserted in the minutes of the General Synod.”

Indeed, privilege is granted to the particular Synods, in ‘case tllqy
sh(')uld' not approve of the proposals for introducing books, to send their

i objections to ‘the mext Genmeral Synod. But nevertheless, there is no
promise made that such reasops or objections should be received or
adopted; they shall only be inserted in the minutes of.the General Synod.
What purpose ean this answer? Ts it to expose such, Synods to publie
ridicule, when nothing more is promised than barely to insert their rea-

< C o, : 15
sons or objections in the general nrinutes?
' i

“3. To no' General Synod can the power be given, everywhere to prescribe
unjform ceremonies, to introduce alterations, in things respecting faith, 01"ln
things which respeet the manner of publishing the Gospel of Jesus Christ, the Son
of God, apd foundation of our faith, which might oppress the conscience of the
Drethren fn Christ.” . ' .
. No power needs or can be given to this General Synod to prescribe
uniform ceremonies — they have already grasped it, when they suffer no
book for public worship which contains ceremonies to be introduced with-
out their advice and approbation!!

_ Alteration in thixigs of faith may not be made; yet they may be
omitted, without a breach of this clause. To alter a thing, and to omit
a thing, is not the same. ' [

“Sner, 111 If for the future, 25 ministers living in one circuit, of whom
at least fifteen must bo ordained, apply to the General Synod for permission to
form a partlenlar Ministry tor themselves, and in case the Synod or Ministry -
to which they before belonged, allege no well-grounded rcasons against the at-
tempt; after Hoing formally notlfied, then the General Synod shall have authority
10 grant the applieation. ” And if in o whole state no particular Synod or Min-
Istry is existing, and if six ordained ministers live in it and make application,
then the General Synod shall grant the establishinent of such a new Synod or
Ministry in the stafe. But until the grant or permission of the General Synod,
In such cases, is formally imparted, no deputies from a newly established synod-
feal body' shall enjoy a seat or vote in the General Synod.

In this seetion provision is made that more Synods may be formed
of those already existing, = The Synod of Pennsylvania being the most
numerous, no doubt will know how to form themselves into more synods,
in order to get more votes in the General Synod, that they may sway
their regal scepter over every otlier Synod! C

Turther, if no Synod shall he considered lawful, so that their depu-
ties cannot enjoy seats and votes in the General Synod, unless such be
established, by the formal grant and permission of the General Synod,
then, surely, there is no Synod in Ameriea Jawful, nor ought any ac-

. . » g . Al Al
cording to this enjoy scats and votes in the General Synod. The Synods
who now compose the General Synod, and arrogate to tl}emselvcs the
power of giving formal grints and permissions to form &ynods, them-

’
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selves had no formal grants from a General. Synod to become Synods.
How were they formed? By formal permission from a General Synod?
" No. A General Synod never heretofore governed the Lutheran Church in
America. From Europe they could not get such, because the Church there
did not derive ler existence from’ a General Synod. Luther was excom-
municated by the Church of Rome—yet as an individual he performed
ordinations; from him and a few of his associates the Chureh, under:the
auspices of heaven, derived her existence. The ordinations of most minis-
ters in DPennsylvania and the Carolinas were derived from individuals,
and they formed themselves into Synods by mutual consent. Now those
very men who have no formal permission' for the bodies they compose
arrogate to themselves authority of giving formal grants and prohibiting
- ministers from forming Synods without petitioning them for liberty! - Let
them first get formal permissions from a superior power ~to hecome
Synods: then it is time enough for them to assume thi,§ dictatorial
. power, which power they do not now possess legallyl_ This pretended
power at present is nothing but an arbitrary usurpation. They cannot
oot ‘this authority legally, from no Protestant community; for none of
i derived their ' existence from the majority who called themselves

them A . .
the universal Church. This is a prerogative for which the pope and the

Romish Churelt contend.

Sror. IV. — In this section the constitution points out how uniformity
in the grades of the ministry is to be Dreserved. This not being very
intercsting, nothing miore needs to be said on this head.

wgper. V. The General Synod shall not be viewed as o pecullar tribunal
of appeals; yet In the following cases they may interfere :

41, 1Phey may, whc}l complaints with respect to doetrine.and church-diseipline
are tabled by whole Synods, or congregations, or individual ministers, impart
their gsentiments or advice. Nevorthole;;s, the General Synod shall take good care
pot to burden the consciences of ministers with human traditions, and not to
afllict any person with respect to difference in opinion,”

The (}el}tz}'ztl Synod shall not luu‘(!(&n the consciences of ministers with
human traditions: yet at the same time the very. institution of the Gen-
eral Synod is nothing but huwman laws -and traditions, nowhere com-
manded by Christ nor His apostles. That this is so the framers of this
constitution in the introduction thereof themselves aflivm, They say:
«Christ bas given His Church no particular preseriptions how chureh-
government shall be regulated.” Ias e not given any '1’1'050'1‘ipti0ns in
this case, then, surcly, He has not commanded the establishiment of such
a General Synod; - henee it can be nothing but human tradition. In the
name of common sense, how can this be consistent? * “Ihe General Synod
ahall take great care not to burden the consciences of ministers with
Jiuman laws or traditions,” wlhen at the same time, agreeable to their
own concessions, the very establishment of this General Synod is nothing
put human laws and traditions!!?®) How vchemently our Savior up-

[ — ' ‘ ' N .

2) The unity of thé Lutheran church doth not consist in any external forms
or ceremonies, or government established by men. It is indcpendent of any
gencral head except Christ. The seventh article of the Augsburg Confession of
faith points out the true nature of her unity. It saith: “Ior it is suflicient for
the true unity of the Christian Chureh that the.preaching be pure, aceording to
the true understanding of the Gospel, and the sacraments administered according
to divine Seripture; and it is not necessary for the true unity of the Christian
Church that the same ccremonies, as established by men should he ohserved ;
as St. aul saith, Iph, 4: ‘One body, one spivit, as ye all are called to the same
hope of your calling; one Lord, one Ifaith, one Baptism.’ 7 One of the reasons
why the Reformers inserted this article into their confession was no doubt to
yebut the cavils of the papists. The doctrine of the papists in this respect is:
_that the Christian Church must have a general external union, obey one visihle
head, whieh is the pope and his cardinals, and a separation from them is a crim-
inal schism. Their church being over all the world, governed by the same
visible head, generally uniform in cercmonies and other external regulations, and
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braided the Pharisees for their human laws and traditions they imposed
upon the common people. By means of hwman laws and traditions popery
was established. — Why are preparations made now again to intreduce
that horrid beast? Ilow ecarcful individual Synods should be not to im-
pose human traditions upon the Church; but remember that they do not
assemble for the pupose of making laws for the Church, but only to de-
vise means to execute those already made by Christ.

Further, it is said: “that no person shall be afilicted with respect
to diflerence in opinion.” What an opportunity is here given to intro-
duce all mauner of false doctrines! If no person is to be aillicted in
respect to difference in opinion, then no person can be excommunicated

always able to punish many whom she views as heretics, she therefore having
such an ascendency over her members, denpominates herself the only true Catholic
Church In the world., 'The papists further argue that the IPProtestant Church
cannot be the true Church of Christ, because they ave divided in forms, in cere-
monies, separated into many independent Dodies, and accountable to no general
external tribunal—so thaf they eannot punish heretics with any degree of
bower, and as the Church is hut one body united in every member, the Protestant
canuot,be the Church. But this article of our confession sufficiently answers this
plea of the papists. It is the same ag if it had said: the Church of Christ is
but one united body, consisting of innumerable members; but what unites them?
All believers Delieve in one invisible Lord, by whom they are governed, for He
Is thelr King: they are anointed.by the same Iloly (ihost, for o 15 their
Comforter and Guide. This is an invisible, god-like union, not discerned hy the
carnal eye, nor doth it imitate the unity of the kingdoms of this world: Christ
is its bolar star, the Bille its charter, ministers who proclaim sweet words of
beace, its heralds, Baptism and the Lord’s Supper its seal, bond, foken, and
securlty, 'This union is independent of all human cercmonies, traditions, general
synods, or anything of the kind, and has existed ever since the promulgation
of the Gospel, in all realms and climes. It was a stumbling-block to the Jews,
hecause they could not even make the law of Mosges subservient thereunto, much
less their Self-invented traditions. A union which consists of human laws,
geremmonies, and discipline may be termed a political union —a union peeuliar
to clvil government of this world, Now, ecven were it the case that all who call
themsclvc._s‘ Christians would be united in thls manner, it would by no means
prove their spiritual unity: for many may conform to one cxternal rule, and
yet be divided in heart, for they are not all Israelites that are of Isracl. —It is
evident, because the General Synod Is but the Invention of men, that they make
much more necessary to Christian unity than the pure preaching of the G;Qspel
and the proper administration of the Sacraments commanded by Christ. Thus,
this establishment of tho General Synod must be contrary to the Seventh Arvticle
of our confession of faith. 'rue Christianity is thercby blended with human
laws and policy — the true linpaments of popery. The following passages prove
it to be a criminal conduct in Christlans to submit to legal bondage, or to be
subject to the rudiments of this world: Col, 2, 16. 17: “Let no man therefore
Judge you in meat, or in drink, or in respect of an holy day, or of the new moon,
or of Sabbath days; which are.a shadow of things to come; but the body is of
Christ.,” v, 90—09’, “Wherefore, if ye be dead with Christ from the rudiments
of the world, why, as though living in the world, are ye subjoct to ordinances,
(touch mnot, taste not, handle not; which are all to perish’ with the using,)
after the commandments and dostrines of mmon.” f no man is_ to judge
Christians in respect to meat and drink .or of an loly day, or of the new
moon, or of the Sabbath days — who, then, has a right to judgé them in respect
of forming hooks for the public use in churches, or in respect of meeting as a
synod, without a formal permission, or in respeet of performing orvdinations?
Lhe General Synod have arrogated this right of judging and oppressing Christians |
o these respects! These ara prerogatives they claim, contrary to the doctrines
of the apostle, If Christians, who are dead with Christ from” the rudiments of
the world, are not to be subject to ordinances, nor to the doctrines and com-
mandments of men, how. can the (teneral Synod reasonably expect for Christians
to be subject to their human ordinance: ‘their constitution —and how to the
sscepter of thelr majorlty? St. Paul exhorts 'Titus, chap. 1, 14: “Not give heed
o Jewlsh fables, and ecommandments of men that turn from the {ruth. What
is the whole system of the General Synod, but the commandments of men? Christ
rebukes the Pharisees for their doctrines and commandments of men, and saith:
“Bvery plant, which my heavenly Kather hath not planted shall be rooted up.
Let them alone: they he biind leaders of the blind,” Matt. 15, 13, 14. Is the
General Synod a plant which has lLeen planted' by the heavenly Iather?  No.
It was planted by a majority of votes. Can it rcasonably be required of Chris-
tians to foster o plant which God did not plant? It.is too lamentable a fact
that among the most of denominations human laws, disclpline, and ceremonies
are made the rallying polnt of unity ! — Olerk of the Commitiee.
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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. One might plead
this article in defense and say the General Synod have mo right to op-
press me for my different opinion!

«9, If parties are divided with respect to doctrines and church-discipline
and in o brotherly manner refer the case, wherein the division originated, to the
General Synod, then they shall minutely examine the case, and agreeable to
thelr knowledge of right, of equity, of brotherly Jove and truth declare their
sentiments.” .

«g. If differences between Synods and Synods are referred, then at the
deeislon the votes shall be taken according to Synods:- but the Synods referring
have no votes.”

In the bqginning of this section it is said that the General Synod
is mot to be viewed as a tribunal of appeals; yet in these elauses appeals
are received and finally decided! What an inconsistency! '

s“guer. VI The General Synod may devige plans, for general Institutions,
for seminarics of learning and misslonaries, and likewigse Institutions for the
support of ministers’ widows and orphans and poor ministers, and by the help
of God to promote the accomplishment thereof.”

«gger. VII. The General Synod may also for the purpose of executing
their deslgns create an own treasury.” . '

We cannot conceive the propriety of paying misionaries out of a gen-
eral fund. How many pious ministers heretofore have preached the Gospel
in remote parts without sueh a provision. Men who are commissioned
by Christ to preach the Gospel, “take mo thought, saying, What shall we
ent, or what shall we drink, or wherewithal shall we he clothed 77 Matt.
6, 31—34. Their daily employment is to teach and admonish the people
2 for their support they depend on the faithful promise of our Lord who
said: «A]l these things shall be added unto you” DMen who are sent
of God ghall profit the pe_oplc: the Lord therefore, who feeds the winged
gongsters, though they toil not, and arrays the lilies of the field, stirreth
ap the hearts of the people, and fills them with gratitude, so that they
frecly honor Him with their substance in supporting {is ministers: thus
the promiso of Christ shall evermore be verified. But hirelings and wolves
do not belicve this promise. They are cither entangled with some tem-
por:ll employment to secure their support, or else must know what they
arc to have from a general fund before they go forth to labor in the
Lord’s vineyard. When men know what they shall get from a general
fund before they preach, they have no need to exercise faith in the
promise of Christ, for their trust is in the general fund! The country
i already filled with such hired circuit-riders, whose trust for a support
is not in the promise of our Tord, beecause they first bargain with their
guperiors, or general synods, what t_he_v arc to have per month or year
from the general fund. Was the misgsion of the primitive apostles con-
ducted in this manner? Had Christ established a general treasury out
of which He had hired His apostles by the month or year? No. Is it
not degrading for Christians to depart so far from the paths of Christ
and His apostles? Is it not enough that we have His promise? Genuine
ministers have no need of a general fund to support them; their mission
ig profitable to the people, whose hearts being moved by the Tord, will
support their teachers — but such men who are not called of God do not
profit the people; - they therefore do not expeet “to be supported by the
promise of Christ — lience they must look to the general treasury. What
is better caleulated to induce hirelings to enter into holy orders than
their sure wages by a general fund?

Why are ministers’ widows and orphans, and poor ministers only,
to be supported by a general fund, and not also other poor members of



254 BOOK REVIEW.
. L , “ ;

the church? Are the families of ministers a nobler race than other
people, so that extraordinary provisions must be made for them in pref-
crence to others? ‘Would it not be better if every congregation had a fund
of its own to support their needy at home? Tach congregation are Dest
acquainted with their own poor, and know who deserves help. Is it
necessary that the congregations should send their money several hun-
dred miles from home into the general fund, and that the poor should
receive it from thence?— Pious ministers accustom ‘their families to
honest labor, s0 that they may know how to support themselves when
they nced it. Who supports the people’s widows and orphans? It is
too lamentable a fact that too many ministers do not accustom their
children to labor, but indulge them in their pride, vanity, indolence, and
in the imitation of rich, proud, and pompous people of the world. Be-
hold! how lilany ministers with their wives in our time, surpassing
liumility — how grand their attire—how lofty their appearance — how
- great their association with the wealthy of this world — with what con-
tempt do they view the poor — how numerous their waiters — and how
little do they expose themselves to preach the Gospel unto the poor!
There 'is no similarity between them and Christ whose ministers they
affect to be— for Tle ‘was poor; He appeared lowly and in the form of
& gervant. Such vain, arrogant, and indolent families truly cannot sup-
port themselves in such style after their fathers’ decease; a general
treasury indeed might be considered necessary to support such in their
vanity. The farmers and mechanies may labor hard to procure moncy
to fill this treasury: of which, though, their widows and orphans in
their straits could expeet no assistance.  Have we any nobility in Ameriea
whom the people must bear upon their hands? What a constant tax is
hereby imposed upon the congregations! How frequently the ministers
or c¢hurch-couneil must admonish the people to cast their mites into the
general fund, lest it should be exhausted. There would be no end to
begging and expostulating with the people for money. , Howbeit, it is said
thiat no person iz compelled to contribute towards the general fund. We
grant it, in one semse, but not in another — for such as did not freely
contribute would be viewed with. a contemptible eye, and frequently re-
proved as avaricious, hardened wretches, so that at last they would find
themselves obliged to contribute. o

Such widows and orphans who by some- misfortune are rendered un-
able to support themselves generally find benefactors in addition to those
means civil government hath already provided.

SIGCT.V[II.f-l'llis seetion shows how the General Synod shall en-
deavor to heal divigions, and to observe the opinions wlhich are growing
common, in order to promote a general union and harmony.——‘_\ll that
we can understand from this is a desire to wnile with all denominations.

Conclusion. }

. We conclude, hoping that the friends of the General Synod will not.
' VICw us as enemies, becanse we freely spend our opinion with respect to
their designs. " We would freely join in with them if we could do it with
& good conscience. Such a general connection of all ministers would cer-
tainly ‘exalt the clerical state, in a temporal view, to a high degree above
the people. Greater burdens might then be imposed upon them; and suchy
of us as are ministers might tlféreby live more comfortable. Our widows
and ‘orphans, might live with much case, and our missionary services
whilst we are alive would be amply remunerated. '+ Being connected in
this view, we could make the people more dependent, for when the clergy
unanimously agree in any matter, if ever so oppressive, the people must
either yield obedience or else be deprived of the sacred means. It would,
moreover, render us more popular, because the General Synod system,

[ )
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as it borders upon temporal grandeur, finds many patrons who are wealthy,

and it is much easier to swim with than against the current. But this

. does not appear justifiable in, our view. The Church of Christ in its very

beginning did not appear grand and powerful, nor had she any temporal
8 8 Pp 8 I ’

wealth or authority. Her apostles were poor fishermen, supported by

no general fund; and even her great Head, Jesus Christ, was poorer
than the birds and foxes, and was satisfied with the meanest fare, whilst
Ile went about doing all the good He could. Neither Christ nor His
apostles exercised any temporal authority over the people, nor did they
compel them to obey human laws and {raditions, Wherever a conncction
is found extremely nwmerous, wealthy, grand, and exercising great au-
thority like unto 'a civil governmeént, we may conclude it is not the
Church of Jesus. The seribes and Pharisees were of this deseription;
hence the kingdom of Christ could not thrive among them.

We do not expect, finally, to prevent the establishment of this General
Synod by publishing our objections, beecause we believe, agrecable to the
divine predictions, that the great falling away is approaching, so that
Antichrist will set himself into the temple of God, 2 Thess. 2. We also

believe that the establishment of General Synods is preparing the way'
for him. Antichrist will not, nor cannot get into power without a gen-

eral union, whicl is not effected by a. divine harmony of godly doctrines,
but by common temporal interests, and the power of a majority. . Not-
withstanding, we consider it our duty to make the people attentive to
those things, and to instruet such as are not willfully blind. But should
we be deceived in our opinion, and clearly be eonvinced of it, we shall not
“be ashamed to rceant. ‘

In vain people dream of the millennium, before erosses and tribula-
tions shall have visited the Christian world by the rage of Antichrist.
His kingdom is veared under a good garb; if this were not the case,
no person would be deceived: , Men who are notoriously immoral and
viclous cannot deceive, but they only who appear like innocent lambs.

May (od preserve all His people against every temptation, for Jesuy’
sake! Amen, .

t . .

This document is appended to- the “Report of the Transactions

: . . 1 73 Y

of the Sccond Evangelical Lutheran Conference: held in Zion's
. ‘ , )

Church, Sullivan County, Tennéssce, the 22d of October, 1821.
: " S TTaye! ) oh

A year and eight months later there was held in Harrison’s Church,
Nelson County, Ky., “a session, composed of Evangelical Lutheran

Ministers and Lay-members.” At this meeting Rev. Zink from Wash-:
ington County, Ind., Rev. Morkert from Winchester, O., and delegates .

from Jefferson, Washington and Floyd Counties, Ind., attended. We

have, in this gathering, probably the germ of the.later Synod of

Indiana. Paul and David Henkel had been deputized by the Ten-
nessee Synod “to hold this session in Kentucky,” but only the latter
was able to attend and was made seeretary. To the brief report which
'he published he appended the following note:

To THE READER.

It is to be observed that one of the ministers belonging to the Gen-
eral Synod, a very strong advocate for the same, was also present at the
above session.  Me ‘endeavored to make us belieye that the constitution
of the Genernl Synod is not in all points to be understood as it reads,

'
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but that it would ‘be necessary that the framers thereof should be present
in order to explain its meaning. Thus this great votary gave us clearly
to understand that the constitution of the General Synod is very defective,
full of ambiguous terms and duplicity; otherwise there would be no need
to call upon the framers thereof to tell us what it meant. A constitution
“abounding with ambiguous terms which requires the skill of lawyers to
explain, is justly rejected by Christians who walk honestly and in Chris-
tian simplicity. A thing that requires such skill to explain can have
no tendeney to ecreate a good understanding. — The Scerctary.

The conncction with the Tennessee Synod later became loosened;
that Synod was itself showing signs of decay; and its daughter in
Indiana was disgraced by the heresy of two of her Jeading members,
and the additional ambition and tyranny of one of them, and was
well-nigh destroyed. Alliances with other synods were sought, e. g.,
the Joint Synod of Ohio in the days of Prof. Worley; but the
Indiana Synod, chiefly through the untiring work of Rev. J. L.
Stirewalt, was ultimately steered into the General Council, where
it is at present. ‘ .

The author’s account bears the stamp of sincerity. Whether the
incoming of Missouri into the state of Indiana and the decisive
words spoken by her theologians on such points as “Church and
Ministry,” “Rights and authority of a Christian congregation,” “the
character of the call to the ministry,” ete., reacted on the Synod of
Indiana, which at‘that time was no longer a German body, we would
not decide at present. The Minutes of the 42d Ev. Lutheran Synod
and Ministerium of North Carolina, convened in St. Paul’s Church,
Catawba Co., N, C., May 5, 1848, noted at its third session, at New-
ton, N. C,, in the report of its corresponding secretary, the following
interesting item: ' ,

11. The German Heangelical Lutheran Synod of Missouri. — This is
a new synod: it et for the first time in Chieago, Illinois, in May last.
I‘t 1s composed of 25 ministers, dispersed through six different States.
The _Oﬂlccrs are—Rev. C. . W. Walther, President; Dr. Sihler, Vice-
lzresldent 5 Rev. Husmann, Seerctary; and Rev. Barthel, Treasurer. These
German brethren have not become fully Americanized yet, but it is to be
hoped that they will accomplish good for the Church in the wilderness of
the West, ) ) ) ‘ '

The hope here expressed has, we trust, in a measure, been realized,
although the volume before us gives hardly any cvidence of it.

The Chicago Synod numbers at present 87 pastors, 59 congre-
gations, 6573 communicants.

. Tnr Reverenp KARL ¢, SCHLERF of Chicago, 111, has called our atten-
tion to the fact that his congregation hias been overlooked in the table on
page 183 and in.the account on the preceding pages in our last issue. It
belongs in Group A and eolumn 1.



