L A Tk iy R

.

AMERICAN LUTHERANISM SURRENDERS TO FORCES
OF CONSERVATISM

%

A THESIS
SyBMITTED TG THE GRADUATE FacuLTy
OF THE
UnIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA

ay
CARL MAUELSHAGEN
UNIVERSITY SYSTEM OF GEORGIA. ATLANTA

IN
PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OF THE REQUIREMENT
FOR THE )

DEGREE OF
DOCTOR OF PHILOSOPHY

TONCORDIA THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY
- LBRARY '
 SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS




COPYRIGHT, 1936. BY
THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA

DIVISION OF PU BLICATIONS

PUBLISHED BY
THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA
DIVISION OF PUBLICATIONS
_ ATHENS. GEORGIA

To BESS
WHOSE HELP HAS BEEN
AN INSPIRATION




POREWORD

The sublect matter of the monograph
proved of such general intereat that a de-
parture from the usual etructure of a doc-
tor's disaertation seemed advisable. The
manner 1n which the outetanding leaders of
the Lutheran Church in America gnd Germany
are involved 1n the story convinced me
that 1t 18 a subject whlich should interest
the generel reader as well ap one inter-
epted in church history. . With this in
mind I have attempted to present the mate-
rial 1n ites historical setting by traclng
the interplay of religlous and cultural
forces in Aperlica and Europe wilth thelr
repercuealons among Lutherans in the 0ld
and New World.
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INTRODUCTION

A profitable as well as commonly neglected fleld
of historical investlgation 1s that of American church
history, It cannot be denled that religlon has had an
important part in shaping America's moral, soclal, and’
political gtructure. On all sldes the iInterplay of re-
liglous and secular forces are qulte apparent, and even
in the great problems that are faclng the nation and
the world of today the church occuples no mean place,
It 1s to be regretted that the strong opposition to re-
ligious education 1n schools supported by public taxa-

F ‘ tion has been largely responsible for the lack of
interegt in church hilstory in Amerlea's publlc colleges
and universitles. Instead thls frultful fleld of study
has been left to the denominatlonal institutions where,
in many lnstancesg, the sublect has logt ﬁany of 1ts
historical aspeots and has been colored wlth abstract
questions of doctrinal error and truth,

There seems to be a real need for a study of
church history in its broader aspscts, showlng the
Interplay of rellglous forces in Europe and Amerilca.
Any attempt to deal with this sublect from purely an
American polnt of view, wilthout ‘taking cognlzance of
the splritual forces that were stlrring the European
peoples in the second quarter of the nineteenth century,
would irevitably lead to erroneous conclusleons. With
the surge of populatlon from the Britlsh Isles, Germany,
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d and

s to the Unlted states in the secon
nth century, the rellglous

¢ could hardly be expected
The 1me

and Scandinevi
third quarters of the ninetee
gtructure of the United State
to escepe the Influence of European movements.
pact of Lutheran immigretion from Germaeny and the

Scandinavian countrles left a profound and lasting im-

preaalon upon the Amerlcen Lutheran church of colonlal

orlgin. v
unlike some of the leadlng rellglous denomlna-

tlons in the United gtates the Lutheran church has

pledged to any particular form of organize-—

never been
e of doctri-

tion, but 1t hss emphaslzed the importanc
nel purity end conformity with the fundsmental confes—
Even in thie respect a dlvergence

gions of the church,
except the

has prevalled with respect to the symbols,
Augsburg Confesslon which all have accepted 1in whole

or with slight modiflcetlons, The varlous governmentel
systems whlch exlsted in the Lutheran states of Germany
and in the Scandlnavian states at the time of the Re-
formatlon precluded any speclflc form of organizatilon
and the establishment of any centrally constituted
authorlty, The respectlve soverelgns were allowed con-—
slderable latitude in matters of church administratlion.
They adopted systems best suited to their partlcular
needs ranging from the hierarchical system of Sweden to
varied consistorlal forms in the resgpectlve German
states.

Lacklng any centralized gyatem of control the
Lutheran church in Amerlca was from 1ts very beglinning
an independent entlty left to shape 1ts own corporate
exlstence, Though German Luthersn dlvines, like the

&

Halle group 1in the latter half of the elghteenth cen-
tury end certain leaders of the Lutheran revival of the
nineteenth century, from time to time, ghowed an inter—
est in the church in Amecica, they were never particu-— -
larly interested in linking the church overseas with
any organlized body Iin Germeny. From the first the
Tutheran church in America has been as independent of
forelgn control as any other denomlnation organlzed
upon & strietly congregatlonal basls., It may Justly e
gald, the Lutheran church in Americe 1s no more Eurc~
pean than any other of the Protestant organlzatilomns.

Without a doubt, the natural interest of the
American hlstorian 1n the resurgence of liberallem and
congtltutionallsm in Germany ln the flrst half of the
nineteenth century has caused him to lose slght of the
momentous rellglous movements that effected the church
in America. In spite of the prominence accorded the
German polltical refugees, the more conservative Catho-
1ic and Lutheran lmmilgrants, who outnumbered the
tFortyeighters! by about two to one in the fifties,
have made permanent contrlbutlons to the religlous life
of America. The Lutheran lmmlgrants, bound to no par-
ticular form of churech organlzatlon and influenced by
the nationallstic and confesslonal awskenlng in Ger-
many, Tound themselves out of sympathy with the Lu~
theran church that had been organlzed in the eilghteenth
century. V

In the gtudy of the Effect of German Immlgration
¢a1 the Lutheran Church in Amerlce from 1820 to 1870

cerfain terms have been used to differentiate the Lu~
theran immigrant from the descendants of the Lutherans
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the eighteenth cen=-

subject was suggested. H1 ¢ .
o 1 background are fesig- ugg 8 patient and entouraging

guldance has contributed to the completion of this
gtudy. Dr. Theodore C. Blegen, Professor of History at
the University of Minnesota, was quite helpful to me
during the early astages of the study. The late profes-
sor C. Abbetmeyer, of Bt. Paul Luther College, afforded
me access to the valuable material from hils private
1ibrary and that of Luther College. Through the gener~
oslty of Dr. Abdel E. Wentz the facilitiles of the
valuable collection of Lutheran documentary materisl of
the Gettysburg Seminary, Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, was
placed at my disposal. To the faculties of Concordla
Theologicel Seminary at St. Louls, Miseourl, and Con-
cordla College at St. Paul, Minnesota, I am indebted
for the 1liberal use of their libraries and helpful sug-
gestions, ’

who found thelr way to America in

tury. The Lutherans of col
nated as "Amerlcan Lutherans" while the confesslonal
Lutheran immigrants are spoken of &8 r01d Lutherans,"
t of thelr declded reveralon to glxteenth cen=-

on accoun
1g1d adherence to the confes-

tury Lutheranism gend a T
sions of the church. The wrlter has attempted to
torical rather than =a

approach the subject from an his
attempted to occupy &

doctrinal point of view and has
neutral position as far as confessions, dogmas, and
oreeds are concerned. '

In closing might I remark that the Milssourl Lu-
theran Synod has gvallable a vast and invaluable treas-
ure of source material for future hlstorical and
sooiological study 1n its numerous congregations scat-
tered throughout various parts of the globe and the
correspondence of the founders of the Missouri Synod at
present held aa gacred famlly treasure. It 1s to be
hoped that 1t might 1n the near future utilize its ef-
fioient organization 1in secumilating this remarkable
supply of source material in some centrally located
place like Bt. Louis, Missourl, or Valparaleo, Indlana,
I know of no grester contribution that the YMisgouri®
congregations cen make to posterity and to the gynod
than to co-operate in such a service.

I wish to express my indebtedness to all who
have been of asslstance in the preparation of thils
gtudy. First of all I wlsh to thank Dr. George M.
Stephenson, Professor of History at the Unlversity of
Minnesota, through whose ilnterest 1ln European Amm) e
gration and In the history of the Lutheran church, the

g




CHAPTER T
REASONS FOR GEFMAN EMIGRATION, 1820~1860

Lutheran emigration to the United States was de-
gious conditions which

by economic and rell
e 1 germany in the first

d@ in northern and eastern
i:i;aziethe nineteenth century. of these the eccnomle
conditions figured more prominently then the rellglous.
In fact, in the very years in which the edeusvfrom
germany waa greatest the religious grilevances had been
overcome and conservative Lutheranism had triumphed.

It wes no rere accldent, nor was 1t due excluslvely to
religious condltions, thet so many Germens came to the
United States from reglons in which religious and po-
11tical congervatlsem was gtrongest. The economic re-
adjustments which followed the Wars of Liberation made
avallable funds for meny who desired another oppor-

tunity in the "land of promise."

The Germans who came to the Unlted States between

1820 and 1860 belonged to two distinet cultural groups,
each coming from rather well-defined geographical sec-

tiong. The larger of these, who filgured 8o prominently A

in the history of Lutheranlsm in America, was from
gagtern Germany where a strong middie class was lack-
ing, and the population was divided 1nto two agrarlan
classes, the baronlal lord (R1ttergutsbesitzer) and the
agricultural day lgborer. Neither had been influenced
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by the currents of elghteenth century enlightenment.
They were relliglously conservative and adhered to the
confessional tendencles of the sixteenth century. Of
these Ernst Bruncken writes: "The large numbers of
peasants from northern and eastern Germany, who took up
farms, or remained in the clties as laborers, were
utterly impervious to radical and infidel influences.
They were then as now the malnstay of Lutheranism.®2

A second group from southwestern and Rheilnland
Jermany, though small 1n proportion to the total number
of arrivalg durlng thils perlod, contalned a consider-
able number of persons destined to play an i1mportant
part as intellectual and political leaders among the
German lmmigrant populatlon of the Unlted States, It
comprised political exllés end persons who sought ref-
uge 1n America from reactlonary political conditions.
Many were highly trained men entirely out of sympathy
with the religious and politilcal conformists of eastern
Germany. Even today, efter three gquarters of a century,
the cleavage which developed between these groups in
Germany stlll persists in America.?

From the slxteenth century until well into the
nineteenth century the landed estates of eastern Ger-
meny, the stronghold of Lutheranism, were extended and
consolidated and the peasantry confronted with economlc
disaster, The lords of the menor, vulgarly called
1Junker,? increased thelr holdings by a pollecy of evic-—
tion and thersby brought nearly sll of the land under
their direct control. Thils procesgs was hastened when
eastern Germany came to be the granary for England,

 Holland, and the Scandinavian countrles in the latter
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part of the eighteenth century and for the Napoleonic

in the early years of the nineteenth century.
srmies the peasant who lived by his own holdings had
Iimizztéigappzared at the conclusion of the Napoleonie
a v
Era.? The Stein-Hardenberg emancipation ediet of 1807~
1808 played into the handg of the "Junkgr,“ for the
emancipation of the serf gffordea him a more efflclent
and economical supply of agricultural laborers, Even
the status of the peasant holding heritable land was
lowered by having to surrender one-third of his hold-
ings to the "Junker® for a clear title to the remainder,
or pay a rental should he wigh to retaln all,* The
cultivation of potatoes, beets, and other crops upon
the 1land formerly allowed -to lle fallow by no means
offset the demsnds attending an increase in population
stimulated by agricultural and lndustrlel expansion
occasioned by war conditions.®

This abnormal development on the estates of the
1Junker® intensifiled the disaster which came with the
reorganization of Europe after the Congress of Vienna,
A complete economic demoralization occurred betwsen
1820 and 1854, England, Holland, and the Scandinavian
sountries imposed high tariffs upon grain imports to
protect and stimulate domestlc production. Italy and
$8icily sought to become agriculturally self-sufficlent.
In Prance the increage in amall pessent proprietorshipsg
made for a more Intensive system of agriculture and an
attending agriculturasl independence. The export of
grain from Danzig and Elbing from 1821~1825 was only
one~seventh the emount of that from 1801-1805, whlle
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wheat was but one-third of its former value. Lilvestoolk
prices likewige showed similar declines.® The doregtic
system of manufacture on the egtates of the fTunkept
could not compete with Eriltish factory-made goods
dumped on the continental markets after 1815, With a
favorable balance of trade gold from the conbtinent
flowed into the coffers of England. Germany pasged
through a perilod of deflation, In Westphalia alone the
forced sale of ninety~elght estates resulted in a net
loss of $414,000, 1In an official report of 1351 1t wag
estimated that 20 per cent of the baronlal landlords or
eastern Germany lost their estates during this crigig,”

The potato blight in Europe between 1845 and
1847 and the abnormal weather conditions which de~
stroyed the crops before they could be harvested
brought northeastern Germany face to face with famine
condltiong, Peasants and srtisans dependent upon the
potate cultiveted on their garden plot could not gfforg
to substitute the cereal foods. The prices of thege
advanced to more than double their former value® so
that the poverty-stricken were fapeed with starvation or
emlgration, It is, therefore, not surprising to find
emigration to the United States increasing rapidly in
these years.®

Thege disastrous conditlons followed by the
revilutionary upheaval of 1848, led to important agra-
rian and fingnclal reformg in Prusgla, The creation of
"Rentenbanken" (Loan Asgoclatbions) placed funds st the
isposal of the lords %o pay off outstanding obliga-
tions and to carry out agricultural improvements, The
agrarian law of 1&50 and the money made avallsble by
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the Loan Associations enablead the eldest son of the
German noble to terminate the olg patrlarchal order by
purchasing the younger heirst ghare of the parentsl
estate, In many cages, these as well as smeller peas-
ant proprigtors on the verge of economic digaster dig~
prosed of their lands and sought their fortune beyond
the sea.®” Between 150 and 1865 Prussian lords ac-
quired 12,706 large eatates and 1,014,341 emall peasant
holdings,**

Had 1t not been for the increase in f£luld capl-
tal in the banks of Germany emigration to the United
8tates could not have mounted from 57,561 in 1846 to
215,009 in 1854.*° The aiscovery of gold in California
and Australla, of gilver in Mexico, and the nongy
brought from hiding after the panic of the Hevolution
of 1848 hag subgided, all enhanced the financisl re-
serve of the German banks. Tn the Prussgisn banks pri-

vate deposita doubled between January end August, 1851,

and the gold and silver reserves in these benke ine
creased by more than 100 per cent in the ten months be~
tween January 1, and November 1, 1851."3

Besldes bhaving to face serloug economic condie
tlons the orthodox Lutherans in several of the German
states found their religious rights menaced by the
action of their princes. To counteract the ultramon-
tane influence of the Uatholic church the rulers of
Prussias, Baden, Nassau, Bavaria, snd the Rhenish
Palatinate propoged a union of all Protestant denoming~
tions into & single state church., The papsl return to
Rome from exile atter the overthrow of Napoleon, the

restoration of the Jesuit order, and the genersl reli-

i SR G
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glous reaction in Europe all arcused the apprehension
of the German rulers legt the Cathollc church again
rise to a position of political and spirlitual prepon-
derance, The staunch or "014" Lutherans would under no
circumatances recognize a Protesgtant un'ion againgt
Catholiclem whilich called for compromise in doctrine and
ritual. In fact, the forcible consclidation proposed
by the king of Prussia from 1S}0-181¥1,1§e:-ely fixed
more firmly the confessiongl cleavage. Pagtors, who
hed been imprisoned and deprived of their office, and

V'theological graduates, with no hope of an appointment

in Germany, organized Lutheran groups who found freedom
of worship in the United States.*® :

(ne of thege orgenized bands was lsd by the
Reverend Johannes A, A. Grabsu. At times he hed been
imprisoned by the Prusslan government for opposing a -
Protestent church unlon. In 1839 he traveled through-
out Pruspia snd Pomerania, reglong in which economic
conditions were particularly depressing and religious
dlecontent was strong, inducing fellow Lutherans to
ncoept his epiritual leadership and emigrate with him,
Fourteen years later he and Captaln von Rohr, both
sgents of the atate of Wisconsln, returned to Germany
and prevalled on three thousand Pomeranlan Lutherans
to geek new homes in Americs.® By 1853 Grabauls re-
ligious appeal was gtrengthened by a promise of better
gconomic opportunities in Wiseonsin, For by that time
the serious revolutionary dlsturbances in Germany of
the past decade had forced the gtate to compromise with
the religious dlssenters in return for their support
against possible politieal and socisl upheavals.
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only a few months before the Pruss:l.g.ns led by
Grabau landed in New York, a band of Saxon Lutherans,
who intended to found & colony in Missourl, landed 1n
New Orleans. With thelr pastor, Martin Stephan, they
gettled in 8t. Louls and Perry County, Missourl, Asso-
cinted with these were & nupber of theological students
who later ple.yed an important role in the organization
of the so-called Missourl Lutheran Synod, destined to
be a bulwark of orthodox Lutheranism and a church body
second only to the cathollc church in organization and

. v
unity of purpose.
Thage "01d Lutherans" had 1little in common with

the politicel refugees who came to America in lncreas-
ing numbers from goutheagtern and Rheinland Germany be-
tween 1830 and 1850, The leadership among Germans in
Amerioca asserted by the political refugees was particu-
larly distressing to the 101d Lutherans," and thelr
retionallstic utterances through the G-ermant-American
press brought caustic protests from the Lutheran lead-
ers. In the Unlted States, 1n particular, where the
German liberal could write and spesk without restraint,
the antegonlsm between these discordant elements was
1ntensified.*® Lack of governmental supervision in
church affailrs in the United States made the Lutherans
more alert and hostlle to the forces that endangered
religlous formalism,

A characteristic of this period was the orgeni-
zation of colonlzation pocletles in Germany. Those of

a purely political nature wanted to organlze a new Ger-
many 1n the Misslssippl Valley. One of the moet inter- R

esting of these was the "Glessener Auswanderungs-—

: i7 ’1

Gesellschaft," organized by a number of unlversity men
at Glessen in the Grand Duchy of Hegsen. They hopeqd to
found in America a new free Germany where they ang per-
sons of simllar cconvictlons could escape the intolepr.
able political condltions of Germany.*® Another guch
enterprise was promoted in 1845, by thirty German
princes to counteract the rapid increase in population
and for a gimilar purpose the German Assoclatlon for
Enlgration was organized wilth a cepltal stock of
$3,000,000. 1In the generation following the Congress
of Vienna the population of the 0ld German Emplre in- -
creased 38.7 per cent. In the East, Lutheran Germany,
the increase was 47 per cent between 1419 and 1845, %°
The German lmmigrant Invaslon continued from ‘
year to year wlth ever lincreasing Iintensity until the
number of immigrants reached almogt a quarter million
by 185%. The favorable reports sent back to Germany by
immigrants, as well as the competition of the north~
western states for German setflers, greatly stimulated
emlgration., Often the "Amerlca letters" and "immigrant
guldes® turned doubt into a resolve. After a colony
had once been egtabllished and frontier cdndltions had
been overcome, 1t was an easy matter for the new set-
tlers to persusde thelr own countrymen to Join them,
The Bavarlan settlements in Michlgan; of Frankenmuth,
Frankentrost, Frankenhilf, and Saginaw, afforded an ex-
cellent example of the latter tendencles, At the very
time when the economic, political, and religious dls-
tress was at 1ts height in Germany, the Northwest
served as an excellent place of refuge. After 1ts ad-

misslon to statehood in 1848, Wisconsin was unusually




asctive in attracting ilmmigrants from northern Germany ®*

This movement 1s graphlcally described 1n the
" Luthersn Observer, July 8, 18i2: "Whole villiages, in-
cluding the rich as well as the poor, are emigrating,
says a letter from Germany. Three of those 1n upper
Hesge have within the last few months, been entirely
abandoned, end several 1n FEhenlsh Prussila are prepar-
ing to follow the example. A short tlme ago the whole
population of one of thegse villages passed through Metz
on the way to America, accompanled by 1ts pastor and
1ts gcnoolmaster,”

The mlgration from Germany to America 1n the
gecond and thlrd quarters of the nineteenth century
produced problems which taxed to the utmost the politi-
cal and social structure of the United States. It was
imposslble for Amerlca to escape the cultural influ-
ences wnergby the German people had been completely
transformed in the first half of the nilneteenth century.
The atrong natlonal and religlous convictions with
which the newcomers had been imbued 1n Germany greatly
lumpeded thelr absorption into the American fabric. TFor
several decades the Lutheran church in the United
States wag torn by doctrinal controversies which left
deep acars not to be obliterated by the mellowlng in-
fluence of time,

CHAPTER II

GERMANY, FROM DESPAIR AND MATERTALISM TO SPIRITUAL
AND NATIONAL REGENERATION '

Though this study 1s concerned with the conflict
between conservative and liberal Lutheranism through -
the second and third quarters of the nineteenth century,
nevertheless, a brlef survey of the religlous and na-
tional trends in Germany since the Treaty of Westphalia,
1648, 1s pertinent to an understanding of the réligidus
controversles in Americsas throughout the century. For
the roots of the bitter factlonal rivalries in the Lu-
theran church in America extend to the subsoil of Ger-
men hlstory. The two major movements embattled against
.each other were the 1ogical outgrowth of fundamentally
different cultural trends 1n Germany transplanted to
America in the elghteenth and nineteenth centuries,

For qulte obvlous reasons the Lutheran immlgrants of -
the eilghteenth century were more readlly Americanilzed
than those who came in the nineteenth century after the
Wars of Llberatlon in Europe,

. For the German immigrent of the elghteenth cen-~
tury no ray of hope seemed to rise above the historical
horizon of his homeland. He left a Germany which had
lapsed into a state of complete politicel and spiritual
bankruptcy. The ravages of the Thirty Years! War had
left Germany a complete wreck. From one-half to two-'
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thirds of the population had been wiped out, and the
country was given an economlic setback from which 1% was
unable to recover for about a centwry. Germeny, di-
vided into numercus petty and weak states, was shorn of
the last vestigé of a national spirit by the powers
that dictated the terme at the Congress of Westphalia,
And before the western part of Germany, particularly
the Palatinate and Wiirtenberg, had recovered from the
horrors of the Thirty Years! War, they were lald bare
by the depredations of Louis XIV of France. At the
gsame time the people of Germany were explolted and sub-
Jected to the denominational caprice of their incompe-
tent princes. Especlally in the Palatinate the '
Protestants were persecuted by their Catholic rulers,l
‘411 hope for relief in the "Germanies" seemed out of
the question; the martial spirit awakened by Luther!s
great battle song had faded, leaving the New World as
the only ray of hope in his life. Many of those who
remained at home found comfort in the spiritual lyriecs
of the poet, Paul Gerhardt.? '

From a .Germany lacking national consciousness
and an enlightened public will came the Lutherans who
settled in Pennsylvania in the eighteenth century.
Northern Pennsylvanla, most accessible to the outside
world, was the reglon from which the German settlers
filtered southward into the old West, western Maryland,
the valley of Virginia, and the Carolina Piedmont,.2
‘Nothing seemed to bind the newcomers to their homeland,
for they had left behind them only misery and religilous
persecution., Transplanted to a new world of hope, they
were quite readily absorbed and became a part of the

21

warp and woof of the colonial fabric of America,

Intellectually and spiritually Germany was no
1less a wreckage than economlcally and politically.
Theology alone geemed to show some vitality, but even
this took the form of sterile dogmatism. A passion for
purity of doctrine degenerated into a kind of medieval
scholasticism, an idle discussion of words and an at-
tempt to distingulsh between orthodoxy and heresy.
Catholic and Protestant churches allke had become life-
1ess bodles without any incentive toward raising the
moral standard of the German people who had degenerated
to a state of coarse barbarism born out of most degrad-
ing war conditions.4

In spite of the general trend toward barren
orthodoxy the forces and ideals of real spirituality
were kept allve by a small but devout band of Christian
leaders throughout Europe. In Germany the writings of
Johann Arndt, True Christianity, did much fo energlze
Christian life. Thls revolt againgt the dead religlous
formalism of the seventeenth century, called pietism,
produced & complete reaction against the Lutheran con-
fegssions and dogmatic dissension, and laid the founda-
tion for a spirit of religilous toleration which
ultimately gave way to the rationalism of the eight-
eenth century.5 In the days when Jakob Spener and
August Hermann Francke were leying the foundation for
pietism in Germany, the Jansenists protested agalnst

- the exclusiveness of the Jesuits. In England John

wesley sought to quicken spiritual 1ife within the An-

glican church, and George Fox and the Quakers preached

the doctrine that Christianity is a purely spiritual or
"inner light."®
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From Halle radlated the influence of Philip
jakob Spener (1635-1705) and August Hermanr Francke
(1663-1727). In the capacity of court preacher at
Lelpzig, 1in Saxony, Spener aroused his congregation to
a 1life of greater plety. Hls sermons, however, ran
counter to the scholasticiem of the faculty of theology
at the Unilverslty and created such opposition that he
and his followers found themselves constrained to with-
draw to Halle, At Halle a new university was founded
in protest against the ultra-conservatlsm of Lelpzlg.
Here, with Bpener ms professor of theology, the pletis-
tic movement thet was so profoundly to affect the life
of the Lutheran church 1n America was glven free reign.7

The close personal friendship between Francke,
founder of the orphanage at Halle, and Spener began at
Dresden in 1689. From Dresden, Francke followed BSpener
to Leipzig and thence to Halle. Here the former re-
ceived the appolntment of professor of orlental lan-
guageg, and in 1695 launched an experiment that made
Halle famous; i.e., the founding of an orphanage. From
rather humble beginnings of teaching the rudiments of
Christian education 1n his own home to & small group of
orphans the movement grew so rapldly, that withln a few
yvears the orphanage with its numerous bulldings took on
the form of a small clty. Throughout his years of ac-
tilvity at Halle hls interest in the religlious education
of the youth of Germany and in missionary endeavor made
a lasting impresslon upon his gtudents.® Efforts were
made to educate young men for the ministry, Bible so-
cleties were founded, orphan homes were established and
missionarieg were sent to foreign countries.®
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Though neither of the two Halle Piletists re-
Jected the Lutheran confeesions and symbols, they,
nevertheless, emphasized those doctrines of the church
that helped to quicken a life of plety. For Spener the
Lutheran church was alwayes the true visible church, and
when he was accused of departing from the confessiong
he was ever ready to assert his loyalty to them.® TIn
his theological treatlse he stated quite clearly hig
loyalty to the symbols by agserting: "The assurance of
thelr truth we accept not from our regsrd for their

' composer, or from the acceptance even of our church,

but because we have found them to be in hermony with
the divine Word,"3i%

Foremogt 1n thls movement was Paul Gerhsardt
{1606-1676), the greatest lyrie poet of the church
since Luther. He inJected into hils songs a spiritual
fervor born of pletlsm. Hls songs breathe an atmogw
phere of contentment and a resignation to Godls will,
Many have become spiritual folk songs and have been a
source of comfort to the German people for more than
two centurles. While the hymns of Luther were real
battle sgongs brought forth in violent religlous strug-
gles, Gerhardt!s were the expresslon of individual
souls seeking comfort and contentment 1n a cruel and
battle—scarred world. 1In hls hymns he so portrays the
1life of Christ as fo bring comfort to the spiritually
depressed and despairing mortals,*® Unllke the mar-
tial spirilt which pervades the songs of the Reforma-
tion, Gerhardf's hymns breathe a splrlt of religilous
peace,*® .

It was out of thls atmosphere of pletism and re-
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ligious toleration that the German immigrant came to

Colonial Amerlca. The absence of a rigid adherence to

the Augsburg Confesslon and the acholastlc type of or-
thodoxy of the later sixteenth and seventeenth cen-
turies on the part of the eighteenth century Lutherans
pade them more edaptable to a splrit of fellowship, so
esgential 1n a frontler community. ¥ithout the tradi-
tions of natlonal loyalty and the bond of denomlna-
tional contact with thelr mother church the Lutherang
of Colonlal America easlly became the prey of sectarian
propagandists. Through the gfforts of Henry Melchlor
Miihlenberg, who arrived at Philadelphla from Halle, 1n
1742, the scattered Lutherans of America were saved
from digintegration and were organized into a separate
Lutheran body,.**

In time pletiem lapsed into a disregard, even
into contempt, for the confesslonsg >f the Lutheran
church. Within the German unlverslties, including
Heslle, scepticlsm displaced the fundamentals of re-
vealed religlon. The development of natural science
and natural philosophy, which reached 1ts height in the
eighteenth century, led to a search after a "natural
religlon? or rather no religion at all. Bibllical
criticlem strengthened scepticlam, snd historical
critlclsm 41d much to relegate the Blble storles into
the category of mythology.>® A majority of the preach~
ers endeavored to satlafy the splritual cravings of
thelr hearers with shallow rationalistic discourses on
morallty., Even as late as the second decade of the
nineteenth century, when a decided reasction had set in
againat the materlallasm of the clergy, a vast majJority
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of the preachers were out and out rationaliste,*®

Rationalism, generally accepted by the intellecw
tuals and the burgher clags, had no pgrticulgr appeal
to the *Junker® and the peasantry of Germany. They
8t1ll adhered to the orthodoxy and confesslonalism of
the sixteenth century. Spiritual nourishment was found
in the religlous literature of their fathers, in the
Bible, in Luther's postils, in brayer books and hym-
nalsg, rather than in the morallzing dlscourses of their
pastors. The common people either failed to understand
thelir pastors or thought them entirely lacking in anV
undergtanding of spiritual matters. A peasant womar.
very aptly expressed this sentiment by remarking: *7
"Eg Plaudert slch jJa sovelt ganz gut mit dem Pagtor,
nur nicht Uber Religlon, demm das vergtelt he necht.t®
(It 1e quite agreeable to converse with the pastor,
only not about religion for this he does not under-
stand),*®

In the last quarter of the elghteenth century
and well into the nineteenth the German people ex~
perienced & natlonal and spiritusl rejuvenation that
surpasged in Importance any previous period in German
history. In these years a decided reaction against the
bonds of c¢lasslclism and ratlonallism of the "Age of En-
lightenment® set in. New emphasls was placed on aea-
thetic and moral values; the pletlem of & Spener and
Francke, which had almost sucoumbed to ratlonalism,
took on new life., In co~operatlon with the new move~
mente called romsnticism, 1t battered down rationalis~
tic influences and tended more decidedly toward con-
fesslonallsm. The past history of Germany was extolled,



26

and the German people were aroused to the need of con-
certed action to realize their natlonal destiny. After
1806, the years of Germany's greatest humiliation, na-
tional anda gplrltusl forces were welded together in the
tltanic struggle against French intellectual and po-
litical bondage.:®

Johannes Gottfried Herder (1744-1%03) wag the
chief exponent of romanticism in Germany. Though es-
gentially an individuallst, a defender of nature andg
freedom, he, nevertheless, concelved of the individual
as an integral part of the larger national union. TATL
the great achievements of cilvilization, language, reli-
glon, law, custon, peetry, art, he considered the na-
tural products of collective humsn 1ife, the necessary
outgrowth of national instincts and conditions.t®° 1p
‘ his Literarfragmente he emphasized the importance of
the mother tongue ms the real expresglon of the human
soul.®? pHerder sald very aptly of the mother tongue:
"Has a people anything dearer than the speech of 1ts
fathers? In 1ts speech resides 1ts whole thought~
domamlin, 1ts tradition, history, religion, and bagls of
life, a&ll i1t%s heart and soul. To deprive a people of
its speech, 1z to deprive 1t of 1%ts one eternsl good. ..
As God tolerates all the different languages in the
world, sc slgo should a ruler not only tolerate but
honor the varioug languages of his peoples...The begt
culture of a people cannot be expressed through a for-
elgn language; 1t thrives on the soi1l of a nation most
beautifully, and, I may say, 1t thrives only by means
of the natjon's inherited and inheritable dlalect. With
language 18 created the heart of a people; and is 1T
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not & hilgh concern amonget g0 many peoples...to plaPt
geeds of well-being for the far future and In :he way
that ls dearest and most appropriate te them?%22

More than any other man, Herder gave a directlon
of romanticlsm to every phase of intellectual endeavor
in Germany.=2® He had a declslive influence upon the
11terary lights of his own time, Goethe (1749-1&32),
geniller {1759-1805), sand others; upon Schlelefmacher,
the theologilan; upon the lyrile poets, Arndt, Kbrner,
Jepneckendort, and Uhland who kindled in the common f?lk
a passilonate love for fatherland and everything associ-~
ated with the past.

As the century progressed the revollt agalnst
enlightenment begun by Herder in 1774 tock on more of a
nationalistic turn in Germany. In the fleld of reli-
glén Schlelermacher's Discourses on Religion produced a
erigis in Germany's gpiritual outlook, Friedrlch
Daniel Ernst Schlelermacher (1768-1%34) was the first
great national and political preacher gince Luther. He
was one of the greatest scholars Germany has ever pro-
duced, and 1n the fleld of theology his influence was
greatest. 1In 1806 he hed the sad experience of seeing
the University of Halle cloged by Napoleon. Before the
great catastrophe at Jena he predicted a2 natlonal
struggle that would have a lasting effect upon the en-
tire religlous, economic, and soclal gtructure of his
country, a conflict which the mercenary armles of the
princesg could not face with success. Germany, he ssgld,
would rise like a glant agalnst the "Roman Catholic Em—
peror.” In the capascity of court preacher to the king
of Prussla at Berlin, his eloquence dld much to awaken
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a new spiritual attitude. As professor of theology at
the great natlonal Universlty of Berlin his 1nfluence
stimulated an interest in theological studles that ex-
tended beyond the confines of Germany.24

In his Monologues he sald: "Where are the an-
cient dreams of the philosophers about the state?:
Where 1s the consclousness, which ought never to leave
us, that we are all part of our nation's thought, im-
agination, and activity? Where 1s the love which we
ought to cherish for the self-created large existence
of ourg? Where 1s the devotlon which would rather
sacrifice the narrow consclousness of personality than
lose thelr wilder collective consclousness; which would
rather risk the individual 1ife than that the father-
land should perish? So far removed 1s thlis age from
even the dimmest conception of what the highest form of
humen 1ife means that they think that state the best
which 18 felt the least, that the noblest product of
the human mind through which we are to develop our
nature to i1ts fullest possibilities, 1s considered by
them a necessary evil, " 2% .

Probably no national figure did more to arouse
and consclldate all classes of Germany in a common ef-
fort for national liberation than Ernst Mofitz Arnqt
(1769-1860). In the capaclty of popular writer, poet,
and historian, he aroused his hearers to a sense of na-
tional honor and a need of united effort. His songs
wlith those of K6rner and other patriotic poetes keyed up
the German people and the soldlers upon the battle
front to superhuman endeavor, Hies folk soangs breathe -
the spirit of Luther expressed in his battle song of

the Reformation, "Eln Feste Burg ist unser Gott." In
his writings he triled to do in a spiritusl and national
way what Scharnhorst was doing in a military way to
break the bonds of foreign dominstion. The reforms of
Stein in Prussia owe much to Arndt, and in 1812, when
Stein at the court of the tsar wag striving to organize
European resistance agalnst Napoleon, Arndt's poems

rendered masterful service., His numerous pamphlets

"pbubbled with life and fire, with faith and hope, " and
hils best patrlotlic songs appeared in the Years of Ger-
men awakening, 2®

The War of Liberation united the romantic and
pletistic tendencies of Germany agalnst atheilsm. This

- movement had come to be regarded a real ecrusade, a

struggle of the heavenly hosts against the world spirit
(Erdgeist).®” Sermons took on new form and moral phi-
losophy gave way to the story of the living God. The
new spirituai life found expression in Yconventicleas®

 and prayer meetings and in the singing of the stirring

Reformation hymns. The lyric poems of Arndt, Kérner,
and Schneckendorf aroused the very souls of the fight-
ing forces of Germany as they were sung about the camp-
fires and when the soldiere plunged into battle.Z®
After the Congress of Vienna churchmen as well
as statesmen were mortally afrald that the stabillity of
Europe would again be endangered if French Revolution-
ary theorles should gain popular favor. They were out-
spoken 1in their support of antl-revolutionary propa-
ganda, To them revolution and atheism Were Synonymous
and the principles of popular soverelgnity, constitu-
tional government, and natlonallty, were a menace to
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human society. The clergy and nobllity of Germany, im-
poverighed by the confiscation of thelr property, were

convinced that only a restoration of the pre~-
revoiutionary suthority of the church could save civili-
zation. Religious publicatlons increased rapldly.
Thege opposed ratlonalism and united in battering down
what they regarded a destructive influence of Jacobin-
ism still present smong many theologilsns, politiecal
philosophers, and statesmen.®®
In universities and urban centers, once strong-
holds of rationalism, small groups were organizeélfor
thé study of old church doctrines, The home of a
" prominent Niirenberg merchant was the center from which
the new religious influence radiated in Bavaria. In
Erlangen, Berlin, and in varlous cltles of Bavaria
similar movements were in full swing by 1817. From the
University of Erlangen, Rudelbach, Guericke, Harlegs,
Léhe, and others spread the doctrines of Luther,
Gerhardt, and Bengel. The controversial articles of
Hagze at Jena were written to crush rgatlonalism; and
Xlaus Harms of Xlel, at the tri-centennial of Lutherig
publication of the Ninety-five Theses revived the
almogt forgotten teachings of the Reformer. In a dlg~-
cusslon at Lelpzlg in 1827, August Hahn insisted that
all ratlonalists should be removed from the church.
Bible, tract, and misslonary societlies launched a cam—
palgn of enlightenment against rationalism. In Berliin
' where Infidelity was in the ascendency in 1814, Frede-
rick Willliam supported the relligious revival as a bul~
wark agalnst infidelity and revolution. In 1835, he
bullt four new churches in Berlin, the one located in a

densely populated section of the clty was served by a
most reacticnary minister, Otto von Gerlach. By 1830
rationalism wag everywhere on the defenslve and in 1850
religlous orthodoxy was again firmly entrenched, 2°

Thig marked chenge in Germany differentlated the
nineteenth century immligrants from those of the colo- '
nial periocd. The former were essentlally German, proud

of their national heritage, and clung to their native 4$;1 if

tongue and church as a most preclous asset. They
thought of the fatherland as the country of Luther,
Lessing, Goethé, and Schiller, of Bach, Mozart, Mendels—
sohn, of Kant, Fichte, Hegel. To them Germany's past
history stood out in bold rellef and its tradition and
eculture were a scurce of real pride. They belleved.
with Herder, Schlelermacher, and Arndt that only
through their native tongue could they fully realilze
their possibilities.

Those who 4id most to restore orthodox Lutheran-
ysm in America 1n the nineteenth century had come under +
the spell of the German national and religlous regen-
eration. The Reverend C. F. W. Walther, founder of the
Migsouri Synod, his brother Otto Hermann, I. F. Binger,
Theodore Brohm, O, Firbringer, all later active workers
1n the Mlssouri Synod, had banded together at the Uni-
vergity of Lelpzig for religlous study. 3> With refer-
ence to this group Henry Eyster Jacobs wrote: At the
University of Lelpzlg Walther became one of a band of
students who repeated over again the experilence of the
gtudents of Cambrldge In the sixteenth century in thelr
study of the Word of God, and guggests the Wesleys of
the eighteenth century and the Tractgrians of the nine-
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teenth century at Oxford. They met fOT Prayer, the ' “ Ga:holi; :Ez‘rch' in ::e Catholic states of Germany
e ot s, e e aieEeTin o et e et a8 o oot
cal religlous questions. They attended also a o 7 I 8 divides Goremme tre o u zn,
Collegium Philobiblicum held by Professor Lindner for o Catholic church was abl ty iuvena e Rom&nt S
the spiritusl edification of students. They soon be- B a 3: 0 present a united fron
came accustomed to the terms of mystilcs, pletists, b against Protestantism, To check the rising power of
, obscurantiste, hypoerites, fanatics, with which their | Roman Catholicism, the Protestant princes and their
fellow students reviled them. In the beglnning they o spiritual advisers proposed a union of the Reformed end
thought nothing of confessional distinctions, but as the Lutheran churches. In 1817 Fredterick William IIT
they advanced in knowledge and rellgious experience of Prussia, upon the advice of Schleiermacher adopted a .
*L they could not refrain from comparing thelr religious . " plan of union, hoping -it would be definitely consum- ;}:J
o convictions with the confessions of the churches and i mated by 1830, Falling in this he resorted to forcible ?i'_ji
from inquiring where they belonged, whether to the X methods until the end of his reign in 1840. Thie move-, S =
Lutheran, or the Reformed, or the United church,t32z = ment, which began in Prussia, soon embraced Baden, '{::‘x?a?f
In the Catholic church reaction -against liberal— : Nassau, and the Rhenish Palatinate of Bavaria. Persons }%{E
ism was more decided than in the Protestant church. o kmown to be extremely hostile to the Catholic church gag
The secularization of church property by Napoleon were appolnted to high church officeg with the express :3%%;
helped to harmonize the differences between the leading ' : purpose of keeping alive anti-Catholic sentiment. The ;":_g:t
German bishops and the papacy. The German prince - antagonism so arousged formed the basis for the "Kul- )
blehops, shorn of their secular authority, became zeasl-— : turksmpf" of Bismarckilan Germeny.S®® C
ous churchmen. Moreover, Pius VII's banishment from The time for urging such policies was rather
Rome by Napoleon made a martyr of the pope, and after : poorly chosen. They not only intensified the deep-
his return on May 2L, 1814, Rome was agaln made the . o segted antipathy between Catholic and Protestant, but
scene of religious pllgrimages. FPrinces from all parts | emphaslized the confessional differences of Lutherans

of Europe Journeyed to Rome to do homage to Vthe pope.

and Reformed, They helped to crystallize the orthodox
014 church orders took on new 1life,

and the regenerated _ i tendencies awakened in the titanic struggle against
Jesult order again championed the cause of Catholic ‘ Napoleon, Separatist Lutheran congregatlions were or-
orthodoxy throughout Europe. The ldealization of the ‘ , ganized throughout Prussia and the opposition to royal
medieval .church &8 an agency of world peace by the interference in matters of religlon led to the organi-
romanticists, and the bitter antagonism of non-Catholic zation of a Lutheran party. The Bavarian Lutherane,
nominations turned many prominent Protestants to the who considered the maintenance of confessional Luther-

de




go the rost effective means of opposing Cathclicism
1n g Catholic state, supported the Prussian separatist
movement. Instead of reallzing his objective, Frederick
¥illias III made martyrs of about fifty thousand ortho-
dox Lutherans.®®

¥hen governmental pressure against religlous
digsent was relaxed by Frederick William IV in 1340,
tre Lutherans redoubled thelr efforts to spread confes-
sional views. Thelr periodicals brought the symbolilcal
beoks to the attentlon of thelr readers and the writ-
ingo of Luther into the hands of the common people. 1In
1841, Frederick Wllllam IV sanctioned an independent
Lutheran church organlzation and encouraged religious
formallism as a bulwark agalnst political liberalism,

#e soon racelwed the unlted support of the Lutheran,

Reformed, and Cathellice churches agalnst the constitu-
tioral ani denccratic tendencles of the fortles, and
gnoe agalin throne and altar were united in the interest
f reaction,® ’

In order to obtaln more effectlve co-operation
tetween church and state, Frederick William IV exer—
¢lard a careful supervlsion over all temporal affairs
of the church. He favored an Episcopal form of church
government for Lutheran and Reformed churches with him-
s0lf & kind of protector. State officials and clergy-
men who dlsapproved of his hierarchilcal form of organi-
eatlon were dismissed. Only the most conservative
donfesslionallist could expect pastoral mppolntment, and
office holders and persons hoping for political prefer-
ment ware coopelled to affiliate with the church.®®
Pletlsn now allled itgelf with orthodoxy in battering

‘for confessional minigters in Germany by 1

35

down political gnd religious liberalism, The demand

: 850, reduced
the number of theological students who locked to

America for a field of service, and the Lutheran church
of America was thrownAmore upon 1ts own resources for
pastors and teachers.®?

In all parts of Germany the membership of the
confesslonal Lutheran church increased. 1In 1841, Prus-
sla had fourteen Lutheran dloceses (Pfarrbezirke) with
a total membership of 10,000, but by 1844 the number of
dloceses had mounted to sixteen and the church member-
ship to 16,000, In 1850 the total membership of the
thirty-five dloceses was 70,000. Similar increases
were evident in Nassau, Saxony, and other parts of Ger-
many,+¢ To be genulnely orthodox was almost a mania,.43
The words of the Lutheran Observer, an ultra-libersl
American periodical in favor of "rew measures" and
strongly anti-symbolical, in eriticism of the exclu-
siveness of the "0ld Lutherans" of America might well
have been applled to the religious trend in Germany.

It quoted them as saying: "We cannot call the Reformed
church even a part of the church of Christ, for they
lack the marks of the Christian church, the purity of
the sacraments and unity of doctrine; neither can we
call them a sister church for the church of Christ can-
not have a sigter. The Lutheran church is the only
true church of our times, she alone has the pure sacra-
ments and a unity of doctrine,"42

Thé,intimate co-operation between throne and
altar in the interest of political reaction awakened in
the liberals of Germany a spirit of hostility toward
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matters splritual. They, and later the Soclal Demo-
crats, could not but regard religlon and reactlion ag
one and the same.

The return of some of the revolutionary leaderg
of 184¢ to the fold of the church intensified the ap-
tipathy between the political liberal and the religious
.fundamentalist,*® Thls antagonism has persisted in
America to the present time 1n splite of the separation
of church and state. Ernest Bruncken sald 1in 1904:
"Thig divlision pervades to a greater or less extent all
relations of life, from ordlinary business affairs to
party polities on the one hand, and soclal gatherings
on the other. It 1s as noticeable today as fifty years
ago, and persists to a considerable extent even among
the second and third generation of Germans in America, "4+

A return to a literal interpretation of the
Bible and to a rilgid application of the Lutheran doc-
trines set forth in creeds, confesslons, and symbols
inevitably led to an attack upon the "Fortyelghters" in
Germany and Amerlca. Any rupture with constituted po-
litical authority was as severely censured by the
orthodox Lutherans of America as were the Anabaptists
and the rebellious peasants by Luther, The doctrines
of the Lutheran church enjoin upon all Christians a
submlssion to any form of civil government sc long as
government does not interfere in matters of con-
science,%5 _

.The religious and political differences moulded
into the very life of the people of Germany dld not
dlsappear when they came to America. The more intel-
lectual 1mmigrante influenced by the polltical phi-
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losophy of Kant, Fichte, won Humbolt, Hegel, and others
of the German 1ldeallsts, could hardly be expected to
co-operate with the immigrants steeped 1n religlous
conservatlsm and living 1n an entirely different realm
of thought. On the other hand, the deep-seated reli-
glous consclousness and exclusiveness which had devel-
oped 1n Germany lost none of 1ts violence, but rather
increased in intensity in America, a country 1n which
religious opinlons had free sway. The Lutheran immi~ -
grant of the nineteenth century was likewlse out of
sympathy with the llberal, antl~-symbolical "new meas~
ures" of the American Lutheran church made up, in the
of the descendants of Lutherans that settled in

maln,

America in the colonlal period.
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CHAPTER III
EARLY AMERICAN LUTHERANISM TC 18&50

The religlous trends in America in the eighteenth

" and early nineteenth centuries were analogous to those
‘in Germany during the same period. A disregard for

doctrinal differences, church symbols, and the Augsburg
Confession had developed in the Lutheran church planted
during the colonilal perlod, and a real desire was dis-
cernible of adapting the church to 1ts new natlonal en-
vironment. It should be borne in mind, however, that
the Amerlcan pastors never went to the same rationalis-
tic extremes as the German.?

Before the arrival of Henry Melchior Mihlenberg
at Phlladelphla in 1742, the Lutherans of Colonial
America had given little thought to church symbols.
Geographlcal isolatlon, & lack of well-trained pastors,
German indifference toward religious endeavor in
America, all opened the way for proselyters in Lutheran

- communities. Only the timely appearance of Mihlenberg

in response to an urgent appeal to the Halle authori-
ties saved Lutheranism in America.?

Mithlenberg (1711-1787) was a true disciple of
the Lutheranism which pervaded Halle. He was educated
at gottingen and Halle., Before sailing for America he
vigsited the chaplain of George II of England, Dr.
Ziegenhagen. He was admirably fitted to assume charge

et

39.

of the large mlssionary field extending from New York
to Georgia. He had a fluent command of High and Low
german and of the English languages, was of conecilia-—
tory temperament and an excellent preacher. Hls work
as organizer and bullder was so successful that he may
well be regarded the patriarch of the Lutheran church
in America.® ‘

The first six years of his ministry was spent in
visiting Lutheran communities, planting churches, set-
tling factional controversies, and bringing the varlous
Lutheran settlemente into closer touch with each other %
and the mother church in Germany. To him must be at-
tributed the awakening of a new confesslonal consclous—
ness in America. The financial contributions from Ger-
many he applied toward building churches. His labors.
were so successful that in 174&8 he was able to unite
twenty congregations into the first synodical body of
America, today called the Ministerium of Pennsylvania.4
Called to serve three congregatlons in 17’-I-?, ‘Muhlenberg
was proud to report seventy in Pennsylvanla and adjacent
provinces in 1771, and thirty additional congregations
in other parts of the country. At the time of his
death in 1787, his activity had carried him into New
York, New Jersey, Maryland, Virginia, North and South
Carolina, and Georgia.®

From the Tirst the newly—launched synod was con-
fronted with the ever present need of ministers. Pas-
tors already taxed to the limit were- called upon to
look after the spiritual needs of a growing Lutheran
population, It may Justly be assumed that the Lutheran .zk
immigration into Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginila, and
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the Carolinas increased in much the same proportion as
the German population. This populatlon in Pennsylvanig
alone exceeded f£ifty thousand in 1766, of whom more
than thirty thousand were Lutherans. On the basis of
the total white population of more than three hundred
thousand at the time of the Americen Revolution 1t 1g
Treasonable to assume that more than sixty thousand of
these were Lutherans.® To meet the spiritual needs or
this growing Lutheran population urgent but almost
frultless appeals for pastors and financial aid were
sent to Halle in Germany. In fact, the seriousness of
the sltuation was such that many proposed the transfer
of this religlous responsibility to the Anglican
church, an act that would, without doubt, have been
welcomed in London. Since the Reformation the rela-
tionship between the two denominations had been rather

~ friendly and such an arrangement would have increased

a

the prestige of the none too strong Episcopalian church
in Pennsylvania.

Loyel to the influence of Spener and Francke,
Muhlenberg did not bresk with the confessions and sym-
bols of the Lutheran church, This 1oya1ty, however,
took a pletistic turn which stressed Christisn life
and spiritual friendehip with all Protestant denomina-
tioﬁgrhﬁﬁﬁrﬁﬁﬁrﬁﬂhrch of Eﬁéland Mﬁhie;terg had a high
regard and declared 1ts articles of fglth the Word of
God, and their explanation good evangelical Lutheran
doctrine. He broke with the formaiism and orthodoxy
of the sixteenth century and emphasized the doctrines
that promoted practical piety.®

After the death of the "patriarch" in 1787, a
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general leveling process followed among the religious
leaders in America. The rationalistic influence which
had crept into Halle :5;5a:;g;:ag§i£5:££1;:;;£;§;y.
Many of the supposedly Lutheran ministers seemed to
know nothing of the Helle leaders, or of Miihlenberg.g
A disregard for confesslonal differences and emphasis
upon matters of agreement encouraged open fellowship
with other denominatlons. The introduction of the word

last decade of the eighteenth century facilitated a
union with the Reformed church. "Open fraternity was
realized in union churches, in the circulation among
the Reformed and Moravian brethren of the Evanglisches
Magazin established by the Pennsylvanis Ministerlum in
1211, in co-operative efforts in educational work, and
in the use of a common German hymn book,"1°
The revised constitution of the Ministerlum of
Pennsylvania adopted in 1792, omitted all confessional
tests and all reference to Lutheran symbols. Dr.
Funze, Mihlenberg's son-in-law, favored even greater
concesslons to liberalism when he framed the constitu-
tion for the Ministerium of New York, thaen had the
mother synod of Pennsylvania.® As long as he stood at
the helm of the New York Synod, the injection of crass
rationalism wes checked. But after hie death in 1207,
its new president, Dr. F. H. Quitman, a graduate of
\ Halle at a time when scepticlsm was rampant there and a
\Doctor of Divinity of Harvard, gurrendered the Minis-
terium to rationalism.l2 According to -Ferm, he "was
Pfrankly an exponent in the American Lutheran church of

the moverent kmown historically as trationalism.'! Els
\ : .
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Evangellical Catechism, 'published with consent and ap-
probation of the Synod! in 1814, has no relation with
the hkistorlc catechlsm of Luther but 1s an entirely new
departure, both as to form and in doctrinal content...
Inkerited doctrines which seem irrationsl are dropped
in favor of new interpretations.*®® The leveling pro-
cess 1n confessional matters was promoted by Lutheran
divinity students having to attend Harvard, Yale, or
Princeton 1f they wanted to complete thelr theological
education 1n America. It was not until the year 1826
that Gettysburg Semlnary, the first Lutheran theologi-
cal school, was cpened.¢ -

In the half-century following the Declaration of
Independence, disintegration of the Lutheran church
seemed lmminent. Frontier conditions, war, and isola-
tion from Germany, all hastened the process of Ameri-
canizatlion., Resglstance of many older church members to
the use of the English language in dilvine service, the
intermarrlage of the CGerman-American youth with the
Englieh and Scotch-~Irish, made for a loss in Lutheran
church membership,®® Migration from Penngylvanla into
the West, central Ohlo, Indlana, and Illinols; from
North Carolina into Tennessee, and thence wlth the
Virginians into Kentucky, southern Chlo and Illinols,
hastened the absorption of the Lutheran element into
the better organized Presbyterilan, Episcopallan, and
Methodlst denominationa.'®

To counteract the dangers threatening in Amerlca
a sincere attempt was made to perpetuate Lutheranism by
uniting the dlscordant elements into a general synodi-
cal body. Such a movement was lnitlated by the, Minis-
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terium of Pemnsylvenla in 181€ in a propossl that the
ngeveral synods of the Evangelical Lutheran church of
the United States of America! appoint deputies to form
a constitution for a General Synod. In reegponse to
this call an organizing conventlon made up of delegates
from the synods of Pennsylvania, New York, North Caro-
1ina, Maryland, and Virginla, met at Hagerstown, Mary-
1and, on October 22, 1820. The first regular meeting
of the General Synod of the Evangelical Lutheran church
in the United States was held at Frederick, Maryland,
in October of the following year. By 1860, 1t could
boast & communicant membership of 164,000, fully two-
thirds of the Lutherans in America.>’ -
It was not a deliberative body but rather a
unlon of district synods into a loose federation,
While bearing the name YLutheran” 1t hoped to bring
other Protestant denominatlons into fellowshlp with 1t,
Thie plan of organization was elther a reflection of
the proposed union of the Prusglan Lutheran and Re—&\
formed churches, or 1t was the result of a desire to
make the transition from Methodlsm, Presbyterlanigm,
and Eplscopallanism back into the Lutheran fold less
difficult. Back of the plan seemed to be more the
idea of &n "Evangellcal Alliance,"2® The General Synod
welcomed any movement which looked toward f“concord and
unity" of all Christlians regerdless of denomlnation.
For the very Ministerium that initlated the movement ‘
for a synodical organlzation appointed a committee to
confer with the Evangellcal Reformed 8ynod to "Devise
ways and means for founding a joint instltublon of

N

learning, in order to traln young men for the minlg-




fry.**% At the Baltimore convention in 1845, 1t was
voted to approve the Practice "which has hitherto pre-
valled in our churches, and those of the Presbyterian
" ehurch of mutually Inviting the ministry to act as
advisory members in each body; of inviting communicants
'in regular standing in either church to partake of the
Lord's Supper 1n the other; and of dlsmission of church
members &t thelr own request from the churches of the
one to those of the other denomination. 2o
The Genersal Synod acted 1in a purely advisory
capaclty and i1ts decisions had no binding force on the
district synodas. It "has no power to call to account
the members of individual synods for any offense in
doctrine or practice,...In short, the several synods
constituting the Gemeral Synod are so many 1ndependent
eccleslastlcal polities, asacciated merely for the pure
pose of promoting brotherly love, and of concentrating
thelir energles in effecting such objects as are of
general Interest and such as one synod alone could not
accomplish.®?? To 1t was intrusted the supervision of
the Gettysburg Seminary founded in 1826, home and for-
elgn migslong, and to provide books to be used in di-
vine gervices. It might recommend to the respective
district synods & catechlsm, form of liturgy and other
confeselional books, but the fingl decision was with
the individual synod.=®
A positive stand In confessional matters and
formal church service was.precluded by its broad pur-
pose and the wide differenceg In doctrine and practice
of the district syneds. In the congtltution no mentlon
was made of any of the Lutheran confessiong, but it

45

-

contained the genersl statement fthat every individusl
1g bound to receive the 0ld and New Testament as the
infallible rule of felth end practice to be governed by
14£.9%% The break with the old Lutheran church of Germany
On all sides the influence of Purltanigm
Fmphasls was upon workg, externzl con-

was complete.

was apparent.
duct, and the performance of certain religlous dutles

called "new measures," like Sabbath observance, ab-
gtaining from alcoholle drinks, revivals, snd the like,
The sseraments and dogma of the churgh were consldered
non-essential, and "every one was left at 1liberty to
adopt concerning them what opinion might seem to him
most satisfactory.®2®% The Puritan influence of Amerlca
had gone so far that in most of the Lutheran churches
the old form of service that had set them spart from
the Reformed church had disappeared. The ministerlal
gown had glven way to the plain black coat, no. longer
were seen amltar, crucifix, baptismal font, and paint-
ings, and in many l1nstances the church bells and
steeples had disappeared as relics of Romanism. ITu~
theran liturgy, prayers, congregational singing, end a
study of the catechism were nc longer of importance.®®
The synod as constituted contalned within itself
the elements of Alscord and dtsintegration. Many of
the moderates refused to compromlge in matters concern-
ing distinctively Lutheran confeeslions and symbols.
gome of the 1solated western communltles were shocked
by the renunciation of fundamental doctrines snd con-
gregations in Ohio complained that their pastors were
no longer falthful to the teachings of the Reformer.
The extreme right, representing to & ccnsiierablg ex=
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try.?3% At the Baltimore convention in 1845, 1t was
voted to approve the practice "which has hitherto pre-
valled in our churches, and thoge of the Presbyterian
church of muthally inviting the minlstry to act ms
ddvigory members in each body; of inviting communicants
in regular standing in either church to partake of the
Lord!s Supper in the other; and of dismlssion of church
menbers at their own request from the churches of the
one to those of the other denomination,! B¢

) The General Synod acted 1n a purely advisory
capacity and 1ts declsions had no binding force on the
‘aistrict synods. It "has no power to call to account
the menbers of individual synods for any offense in
doctrine or practice...In short, the several synods
constituting the General Synod are so many independent
eccleslastical polities, associated merely for the pur—~
pose of promoting brotherly love, and of concentrating
thelr energlies in effecting such objects as are of
general interest and such as one symod aloné could not
accomplish."?? To it wag intrusted the supervision of
the Gettysburg Seminary founded in 1826, home and for-
elgn missions, and to provide books to be used in di-
vine gervices. It might recommend to the respective
district synods a catechism, form of liturgy and other
confegsional books, but the final decision was with
the indlvidusl synod,22

A posltive stand in confessilonal matters and

formel church service was.precluded by i1ts broad pur=
pose and the wide differences in doctrine and practice
.of the digtrict synods. 1In the constitution no mention
was made of any of the Lutheran confessions, but 1t
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contalined the general statement "that every individual
1s bound to receive the 01ld and New Testament as the
infallible rule of falth end practice to be governed by
1t.%%2° The break with the old Lutheran church of Germany
wes complete. On all sldes the influence of Puritanism
was apparent. Emphasls was upon works, external con-
duct, and the performance of certaln religlous duties
called "new measures," llke Sabbath observance, ab-
staining from alcoholic drinks, revivals, and the like,
The sacraments and dogma of the church were consldered
non-easential, and *fevery one was left at liberty to
adopt concerning them what opinion might seem to him
most satisfactory."2% The Puritan influence of America
had gone so far that i1n most of the Lutheran churches
the 0ld form of service that hed set them apart from
the Reformed church had dlsappeared., The ministerlal
gown had glven way to the plain black coat, no longer
were. geen altar, crucifix, beptismal font, end paint-
ings, and in many instancee the church bells and
steeples had dlsappeared as relics of Romanism, Lu-
theran liturgy, prayers, congregational singing, and a
study of the catechlem were no longer of 1mportance.EF
The synod as constituted contamined within itself
the elements of discord and disintegration, Many of
the moderates refused to compromlge in matters concern-
ing distinctively Lutheran confesslons and symbols.
Some of the lsolated western communities were shocked
by the renunclation of fundamental doctrines and con~
gregatione in Chio complelned that thelr pastors were
no longer failthful to the teachlngs of the Reformer.
The extreme right, representing to a conelderable ex-
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tent the new immigrents, could see nothing that savored
of Lutheranism in the "American Lutherans! save possi-
bly the nsame.

‘ One of the first in the East to raise a vigorous
protest againast the non-confessional trends of the
"American Lutherans? was the Reverend Paul Henkel, a
native of North Carolina. Hls firet pastoral charge
was 1n Philadelphia as o member of the Ministerium of
Pennsylvania. In 1806, in the capacity of itinerant
misglonary he traveled through Virginia and into Ohlo,
organizing the eynods of North Carolina and of Uhlo and
adJacent states. When in 1820, the synod of North
Carolina Joined the General Synod, Henkel, who had been
at odds with the former body over personal and doctri-
nal matters, withdrew 1n opposition to the confessional
laxness of the General Synod, and organlzed the Tennes-
see Bynod on a strong symbolical foundatlion., From his
headquarters at New Market, Virginia, he and his four
sons kept alive and spread through their own press a
knowledge of the Lutheran confessions and symbols.

They were unsparing in their attack sgeinst the llber-
alism of the General Synod and the Ministerium of Penn-
aylvenia. ®¢

The Ministerium, too 1liberal for a Henkel, was
too conservative to long continue with the General
Synod., The German element still loyal to their native
language and literature were able to force the Minls-
terium to withdraw from the General Jynod at its second
convention 1n 1823. Not until thirty years later when
the tide of confesgionallism had shown a decided upward
_swing 1n the Gemeral Synod, did the Ministerium again
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cagt 1ts lot with that body, and then 1t waeas with the
express purpose of strengthening that movement.®” When
it returned to the fold it expressed the hope "that the
friends and defenders of the o0ld confessions are in-
creasing in the General Synod, and that their body to~
gether with the whole church, will become more and more
in gpirit and character what it is in name, Lutheran,!28
It should also be noted, that at this time the con-
servatives were strengthened by the admlssion of the
synods of Pittsburgh, Texas, and Northern Illinols,
and other groups like the Joint Synod of Ohio, the Wig-
consin Synod, and Swedish and Norweglan Lutherans tried
to steer a middle of the road course between "American®:
and "01d Lutheranism,*3°

From year to year the volce of those within and
outside of the General Synod favoring a more positilve
profession of Lutheranism reached a wider circle of
listeners. In the forties appeared a number of lmpor-
tant perlodicals which planned to gquicken the confes—
sional spirit in the Americen Lutheran church. In 1843
the Ohio Synod published the Tirst issue of the Lu-
theran Standard. Five years later the Missionary, pub-
lished bty Willlam A. Ragsavant of Plttsburgh, made 1is
appearance and the following year Charles Porterfileld
Krauth and William M. Reynolds, at Gettysburg, began
the publicatlion of The Evangelical Review. Through
these publications the more conservative members of the
Géneral Synod chempioned a return to a more adegquate
appreciation of the historlc conlfesgions of the
churech.%* ‘

The moat influential spokesman for the "01d
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Lutherans" of America, Der Lutheraner, edited and pub-
lished by the Saxon pastor C. F. W. Walther, first
appeared in September, 1844, It was relentless in its
critlcism of the Purltan and "Methodistic! doctrines
and practices 1n the General Synod, at its theological
seminary at Gettysburg, and appearing in its semi-
offlclal organ, the Lutheran Observer edited by Dr.
Benjamin Kurtz. The volce of warning against the so-
called pseudo-Lutheranism of the General Synod was
heard not only in America but also in Lutheran Germany,
It 3414 much to consolldate the *01ld Lutherans® of the
two continents 1n a common endeavor to perpetuate
orthodoxy 1n the New World. Like the Saxons the Prus-
slan Lutherans, headed by Johannes A. A. Grabau, were
equally as critlcal of the "American Lutherans,"2?
Professor C. Porterfield Krauth, Pregident of
Pennsylvania College, summarized the trends of Luther-
anlsm in America in the followlng words: "She has
passed, iIn some parts, through the extreme subjectivity,
en extreme leaning to the emotional in religion; she
permltted herself, to some extent, to be carriled away
by the surges of animal feeling, and lost much of her
anclent proprlety. BShe l1ls now retracing her gteps,
acknowledging her error, geeking release from crude
vilews énd objJectionable measures. She 1s hunting
amongst the records of the past for the falth of former
deys, and endeavoring to learn what she was 1in her
earller form, Church disposed to renew her connectlon
with the past, and in her future progress to walk under
the guldance of the light which i1t has furnished."33
As the tide of conservatism mounted 1in the
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second quarter of the nineteenth century, the allieg of
the "American Lutheran" party were hard pressed to pre-
vent the General Synod from being swept along with the
movement. The liberal party of the synod was =ably re-
pregsented by BenjJamin Kurtz, editor end publisher of
tlLe Lutheran Observer and 8. 8. Schmucker, professor at
Gettysburg Theologlcal Seminary., Both fought'courage-
ously to perpétuate what they belleved to be a forward
looking concept of -Mamerican Lutherenism.! Through the
columns of the Lutheran Observer Kurtz assailed rigld
adherence to Lutheran symbols, the dogma concerning the
sacraments, and the liturgilcal worshlp of the FOld Lu~
therens." Into hls ceaseless attack upon the latter he
injected stinging vituperation. To him, the "01d Lu~ v/////
therans," particularly the Saxons and the Prusslans,
were Puseyltes, self-righteous Pharisees, sacrﬁmen—
tarlans, and Romanlsts, On the slde of '"American Lu-
theranism" the editor favored what he called a more
spiritual religion as expressed in so-celled "new msas-
ures,” revivals, prayer-meetings, sabbath observance.
His unswerving stand in favor of "Amerlcan Lutheranismf
d1d not deter him from opening the columns of the (Ob~
server to both factlons in the heated confesslonal con~
troversy which agltated the General 3ynod in the later
Tortles and the early fiftles of the nineteenth cen-
tury.

Intimately assoclated with BenJamin Kurtz was
9. 5. Schmucker, by all odds from the point of view of
scholarshlp and organizing abllity the most influéntial
person of the General Synod in the gecond guarter of
the ninsteenth century. He was the son of Reverend




J. . Schmucker, president of the Pennsylvania Minig-
terium when that body called the firgt general synodi-
cal convention in 1820. The younger Schmucker was a
~ strong believer 1n a progressive "American Lutheranism,!
a movement in harmony with the intellectual and reli-
glous trends of early nineteenth century America, By
training and environment he was well quallified to di-
rect and mold the movement that reached 1ts height when
he was in the prime of 1life. Through'the preliminary
pastoral tralning he received from his father and Doc-
tor Helmuth at Philadelphia, he absorbed a spirit of
religious tolerance and piletism. Hls collegiate educa-
tion at the University of Pennsylvania and at the
Princeton Theologlcal Seminary promoted friendships
with leading clergymen of other denominations, which
contlnued throughout his 1life and undoubtedly contridb-
uted toward his open~mindedness and strongly ratlonal-
istic approach to the confessional disputes in the
General Synod.34

From 1820 to 1870, Schmucker was present at
every meeting of the General Synod and had an actlve
part in all 1ts dellberationas. In 1823, when the
synod'!'s exigtence was threatened by the withdrawal of
the Minlsterinum of Pennsylvania, he worked indefatiga~
bly to save 1t from dissolutlon, a service that marked
‘him at once the leader of that body. When the General
Synod established i1ts theological seminary at Gettys~
burg, Pennsylvanla, in 1826, Schmucker was appolnted to.
the chalr of theology. During the thirty-elight years
of hls teaching career he endeavored to mold the reli-
glous thought of more then four hundred students ac-
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~cording to the pattern of his theological philosophy,2°

When he assumed his dutles of office at Gettysburg
Seminary, his oath of office gave him considerable lee-
way in interpreting the Augsburg Confession. Instead
of subscrlbing to the seminary!s articles of organiza-
tion which declared that, #In 1t ghall be taught in the
German and English languages, the fundamental doctrines
of the Sacred Scriptures as contained In the Augsburg
Confession, "3 he was permitted to accept it as funda-
mentally correct and given the privilege of exercilsing
"the right of private jJudgment.¥3” He demonstrated the
same liberal attltude concernling the Augsburg Confes-
slon when he asslsted in drafting a constitutlon for
district synods of the General Synod. In the document
the only mention made of doctrlinal matters was in the
wvow required of licensure and ordination of candildstes,
which asked: "Do you belleve that the fundamental doc-
trines of the Word of God are taught in a manner sub-
stantially correct in the doctrinal articles of the
Augsburg Confesslon?t3®

The historical Justification of a modified Lu-
theranlsm may be gleaned from Schmucker!s address,
Portralture of Lutheranlism dellvered before the synod
of West Pennsylvania 1n 184%0. In 1t he attempted to
show that "American Lutheranism" was a loglcal evolu-
tionary process from strict confessionmllism of the
latter part of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuriles
to a progressive improvement of Lutheranlsm in hls own
time. 1In the course of his discourse he polnted out
that 1n time the authorlty of the church fathers was
relected, all the symbols and confesslons save the
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Augsburg Confession were discarded, and the entire sac- ;; fifties in the midst of the zcrimonioue debates over
ranmental and ritualistic system of the Lutheran church X creed and dogma that Schmucker openly lald down what he
were purged of papal doctrines and practices.®® He ’ regarded error and truth in the Augsburg Confession.

would have "American Lutheranism" regarded but a logi~ (=
cal evolution of the patriarchal age of the church in
America as organized by Mithlenberg.*® 1In the debates (
between Schmucker and his colleague, Dr. W. M. Reynolds, ; F;
which were published in the Lutheran Observer in 1849 o
and 1850, his confessional attitude was clarified and
erystallized, : '

From a modified confessional position in 1840,
Schmucker was ultimately forced to take a more strongly
anti-symbolical and sacramental stand in the hope of i
checking the progress of orthodoxy 1n the General Synod. o
In his early writings he showed a desire for the Lu- f
* theran church to return to a confesslonal position
without destroying "that liberty of thought, that all
Protestants must retain.” At the same time he favored
a compromlge on doctrinal differences in order that .
Lutherans of various shadings might be able to unlte g

into a single synodical body., The Elements of Popular %
Theology Trom his pen appeared in 1&34. It was a f‘

ploneer in the fleld of Lutheran dogmatics 1in the Eng-
1ish language. In i1t the author made a strong plesa
for the acceptance of the "doctrine of the Christian .
reveletion" and a departure "from the rigid requisites ,,f
of extensive and detalled creeds."** In a similar man- s
"ner in his Lutheran Manual and American Lutheranlsm
Vindicated he taught what he contended were the ele—
ments of truth in the Augsburg Confession interspersed
with a number of errors,.*2 It was not until in the
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CHAPTER IV
THE SPIRITUAL STATUS COF THE LUTHERANS IN TIE WEST

Never in 1ts history had Protesé&nt Christianity
been called upon for such kerolec afforts as in the
United States in the second and third quarters of thé
ninefeenth century., The westward movement of the popu-
lation of the United States coupled with the immigrant
" invasion into the vast and undeveloped areas of the
Mississippl Valley taxed to the utmost the missionary
regources of the East. Leading clergymen feared that
these settlers, "cut off from the religlous contacts of
their youth," might lapse into a state of semi-
barbarism, materialism, and agnosticism, They soon
came to realize how closely the future destiny of Prot-
estantism was linked with the West.! Lyman Beecher,
among the first to realize the significance of the
West, sald: "The moral destiny of our nation and all
our insgtitutions and hopes, and the world's hopes turn
to the character of the West, and the competition now
is for that preoccupancy in the education ¢f the ris-
ing generation, in which the Catholics and infidels
have got the start on us...The time has come in which
we must unlte curselves and our forces for the West,
as all we have done will be impotent to exert the con—- -
trolling influence of Christian Science, civilization,
and holiness over the infinitude of the depraved mind
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here bursting forth and rolling in from abroad upon us
like a flood."=

In the absence of governmental co-operation ang
of some general form of church organization for unitea
endeavor the response of the church %o this emergency
was hardly short of miraculous. "With no imposing com-
bination of force, and no strategic concert orf actiéh,
the work was done spontaneously and gimultaneously,
like some of the operatlons of nature, by a multitude
of dirfferent agencles. The planting of the church in
the West 1s one of the wonders of church history.!'s

The handicaps to misslonary endeavor that faced
the Lutheran church in America greatly outweighed those
of other denominations. Not only had many Lutherans of
the East been seized by the lure of the West, but their
number was steadily augmented by the stream of immi-
grants from Germany. Thousands of the latter settled
in the Mississippl Valley in widely scattered communi-
ties, where they frequently displaced the American
population and became, as 1t were, iglands of Germans
in a vast western sea with scarcely a contact with the
outside world.* Others settled in urban centers of the
Middle West where language, national pride, religious
convictions, and soclal customs were, for a time, as
effective in maintaining aloofness from the native
popuiation as the physiographical barriers of the
West.® The magnitude of the task will be better under-
stood by realizing that the potential Lutheran popula-
tion Increased three times as rapidly as the population
of the United States in the years from 1830 to 1870.°¢
Unlike other communions, the Lutheran church has
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generally emphasized unity of falth rather than organl-
zatlon and uniformity of worship. 1In the states of
Gerrany as well as the Scandinavlian countries the ques-
tion of chureh organization was & governmental problem.
In general, the church's organization was made to con—
form to the particular needs of the state, thus giving
rise to forms ranging from the hilerarchicsl Eplscopallan L
to the democratic and congregational." Professor H. E.
Jacobs describes the planting of the Lutheran church in
America in the following words: "The Lutheran church
was not transplanted to America as a homogeneous and
thoroughly organized body., The task before most other
religious communities which have found a home here has
been far less difficult...The regulations of the Roman
Catholic, the Protestant Episcopal, and the Presby-
terian churches were to a great extent filxed at thelr
entrance into America. Other church organizations,
having a gomewhat freer development than the communilons 15
Just named were nevertheless unembarrassed by the con- ]
£licting European orders to which their founders were
accustomed. The Lutheran church of Americe comeg, how-
ever, from varlious nationalities. Even within the same
natlonality, the multiplicity of esmall states into
which Germany was divlded gave to each 1ts own geparate
ehurch constitution and particular church regulation,?®
~. Prom lte very beginning on Amerlcan soil the
I.utheran church was an incoherent body, Only the un-—
tiring efforts of Milhlenberg eaved 1t from a complete
collapse and gave to 1t a feeling of solldarity. But
no sooner had Mithlenberg passed from the stage of ac~
tivity than the forces of disintegration agaln threat-
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ened Lutheranism in America. The rapld diffusion of
populatlon into the West, the loas of membership to
more highly organized and aggresslve Protestant denoml-
nations led to the founding of the Genersl Synod of the
Lutheran church in the Unlted States In 1820, At best
but a loose synodical federatlon, 1t was wholly unpre-
pared to minister to the spiritual needs of a rapidly
increasing Lutheran population,

- In the two decades after 1830, controversies
over language, charges and counter-charges of intoler-
ance, oppression, and insincerity, coupled with the
westward movement of the Lutherans, gave rise to the «
formation of new eynodlcal bodles, The financial
problems with which the church wrestled, the great lack
of ministers, and the emphasls placed on forelgn mig-
eions, all gravitated against successful co~operation
for misslcnary endeavor among the 1mmigrant Lutherans
of the West.1®- Many of the easterm pastors were 1little
concerned over their co-religionists of the West.
Though their charges extended to four and sometimes
even ten localitles, they seemed to find adequate time
to engage 1in business enterprigesg or farming. Close -
perscnal contact with thelr flock was lost, and often
the entire religlous service degenerated into mere me~
chanical form, and a lack of church disclpline gener-
ally prevaiied.“- '

It 1s 1little wonder that such appeals as: ¥

‘our brethren of the East listen to the Macedonlan ery,

come over and help us."!? Oh dear brother it would be
heart-rending to you and other friends of Lutheranism
to see how the poor people of our church are misled; "33




"We want a Lost of pilous young men to rise up in the
strength of the Lord who shall feed the perishing
~ thousands with the Bread of Life;"* "For God's sake,

take up our cause in your paper and send Ws a preacher
1f possible;¥*® and many similar appeals met with 1it-
tle or no response.®

The enrollment in the three leading Lutheran
theologlcal semlnaries of the American Lutheran church
was far too small to supply the pastoral vacancies in
the East. As late as 1849 the Evangelical Review
pointed out that the three seminaries at Hartwick,
Gettysburg, and Lexington, "have not in all averaged
more than twenty-five theological students annually."1”

The widespread popular alarm over a determined
effort on the part of the pope to secure spiritual pri-
macy 1n the West through the efforts of the Jesuit
Qrder, a fear that aroused most Protestants to cru~
sading activity, falled to awaken the Lutherans of the
East from a state of religious apathy. The large 1in~-
flux of Irish and German Catholics intc the United
States was the basis for such apprehension. The. German
Catholliecs were elther accompaniled by priests, or ‘'when
they arrived in this country they are advised to settle
in the clties and large towns and at a few points in
“the country where they have churches or intend to
egtablish schools. Wherever Catholics are found they
are geen in large numbers.l® Free from language bar-
riers the Catheolic church was prepared to pursue an
aggressive policy from the first. It built churches,
fouﬁded colleges, and established cheritable institu-
tions, all of which confirmed the Protestante in their
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convictions that the Jesults might make inroads into
their ranks.1® TIn an appeal addressed to Dr. Albert
Barns in July, 1842, for financlal assistance for Lane
Theological Seminary at Cincimmati, Dr. Lymann Beecher
threw out the challenge that:; "No human means can cer-
tainly meet and repel this invasion of Catholic Europe
as a competent evangelical ministry and revivals of
religion...Oh ny brother, could the ministers and
churches of the East see and feel the unalterable de-
mand for ministers as I see and feel it.%=2°

" In a simllar appeal for German assistance a Lu-
theran misslonary, C. F. W. Wyneken pointed out the
source of Catholic strength in the West, #"From Europe
they are receiving a large number of workerg. Their
churches in the cltles are beautiful, and convents,
seminarles, and schools are being erected in the West.
Well-tralned teachers, both male and female, from all
sections of Europe are directing educational institu-
tions and are becoming the educators of the children of
the most influential, 21 '

Thke Germsn immigrants more than any others were

in constant danger of losing their splritual herltage.

P

A lack of Lutheran pastors mamde them prey for religlous -

impostors and vagabonds.?2? For "in the absence of
faithful ministers, those Germans, always accustomed in
their native land to gospel ministrations and unwilling

“ to be deprived of thkem now, are liable to be imposed

upon by every expelled student or banished demagogue
who flies to this country to escape dlsgrace or legal
penalties of the law he has violated in Germany. In
this way German churches of America have been brought
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into disrepute and become the by-word of reproach among
their observant nelghbors,"®? .

Disgraceful conditions were brought to Wyneken's
‘attention on his missionary trips through the West. 1In
Wheeling he exposed a sodomite, who had been expelled
from one of the best teachers! seminaries of Germany,
serving in the capaclity of a preacher, In Indlanapolls
a gunner was preaching to a German audience, while in
another locality farther west a cooper had taken to
- preaching. :After preaching for six weeks he was drlven
from the town for cruélty’to wife and child. When
asked why they did not look into his character, Wyneken
was told, "He could spesk quite well, we had to have a
pastor, and he was cheap." (Er konnte gar erbédrmlich
schwitzen, einen Pfarrer mugsten wir haben, und billig
war er auch),.2¢ These condltlons had become so common
that Wyneken and other sincere misslonarles were looked
upon with suspiclon in the early years of their mis-
slonary work among the Germans of the West.

By falling to respond to the urgent appeals from
the West the General Synod sacrlflced a golden oppor-
tunity for growth and expansion, Had the left wing of
the synod been brought lnto closer fellowshlp with the
Lutheran immigrant, the biltter controversles of the
fifties might have been averted, for 1t was the immi-
grant and distinctly German contact that made for a
more direct confesslonal balance in the synods of the
West. ~ The success of Methodists and others in Lutheran
communities 1n the second quarter of the nineteenth
century ghows only too well that the eraving for rell-
glous guldance outweighed the prejudice -against so-
called "new measures."®®

‘
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The appeals to Germany that Lutheran missiona-
ries be sent to America to work in co-operation with
the General Synod met with 1ittle or no response.?2®
Preoccupled with their own problems, growing out of the
struggle against Protestant church union, the Lutherans
of Germany were unable to give serlous thought to the
church in America. When in 1841 independent status for
the "014 Lutherans,® the only ones vitally interested
in their brethren in America, had been secured, they
were In no mood to co-operate with the f"MethodlsticH®
American Lutherans. Even the bright ray of hope, that
the romantic Frederick William IV of Prussia might in-
terest himself 1n "carrying into effect hls benevolent
design® in America, vanished into thin air.®”

In 1845 Dr. Hengstenberg, professor in the Unl-

_verslty of Berlin and editor of the Evangellsche

Kirchenzeltung, was sent to America by the government
of Prussla on the seeming misslon of ascertalning the
condition of the German churches in America. In the
1light of his report, as published in the Kirchenzeltung,
and the schemes for Prussian colonial expansion in
Palestine, Californla, and Texas, the splrituel status
of the immigrants was of 1little concern to the Prusslan
gsovereign.®® In a report to the king published in
1847, Hengstenberg polnted out that he found no attempt
on the part of the Germans 1n America "to save even the
best and brightest that belonged to thelir own nation-
ality...and that they had bartered away thelr language
sentiment and German customa."®® In the same year the
Prusslan minister von Elchorn proposed that the German
consuls direct the settlement of immigrants in contlgu-




ous territory and the Lome government assist in build-
ing churches and 8chools.3? It 1g needless to say that
notling came of thls scheme after the report from
Hengstenberg.

While the Lutherans were neglecting the German
communities of the West, the Methodists, Presbyterians,
and Eplscopalians vied with each other to "save the
West for Protestantism." Their missionarles, in con-
trast to the few Lutheran pastors in the West, 414 not
have to rely on thelr flock for support. The non-
Lutherans were zble to enlist Germens for pastoral work
in the Weet.3%1 The Methodist church in particular drew
1ts recruits from all walks of professional life, gave
them a hurried religlous educetion and sent them out to
*hew their own timber.® In 1849 the Methodist Mis—
slonary Society reported 6,350 church members in the
German fleld, 112 gabbath schools with 1,030 officers
and teachers, and 3,220 scholars. They had 9& churches,
40 parsonages, 83 regular mlssion circults with 108
missionaries,32
, The non-Lutherans were not to escape without a

V'serious challenge, for after 1&41 the "Old Lutherans"
of Germany diverted to America the energy that had been
expended in combatting forcible consolidation of Lu-
theran and Reformed churches. Thelr decislve victory
in the interest of confessionalism had grounded them
more firmly than ever i1n their convictions, and had
engendered in them and their immigrant agsociates a
pronounced aversion to a form of church federation,
#Kirchen mengerei,¥ go evident in the "American Lu-
theren! church. Their failure to subscribe to a
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literal interpretation of the Augsburg Gonfessionrand

the Symbolical Books excluded them from the same com- ;//).
munion of faith with the "0ld Lutherans;! for the lat- .
ter Interpreted all too literally the passage of the

ﬁible, Galatians 6:11, "As we have therefore opportu-

" nity let us do good unto ell men, especially unto them

who are of the household of faith.” And the "American
Lutherans® were by no stretch of the imagination of the
household of falth.33 In writing for Kirchliche
Mittellungen aug und Wiber Nord Ameriks the Reverend
Willhelm Loéhe remarked: "Our readers know,..that the

Lutheran church of North America ls divlded into Eng-

1lish and German Lutherans, ©Not only has the English
Lutheran departed from the German language but also
from the Lutheran doctrines, and the professors of the
Gettysburg Seminary head this movement...In fact we
have never expected much from the General Synod. We
are not geparated from 1t for we were never unlited with
i1t. Wyneken, and with him, no doubt, several honest
souls, have sepasrated. We regard this quitg a galn,¥34
Through the columns of Kirchliche Mlttellungen,
a periodlcael widely cilrculated 1n Germeny, Ldhe
stressed the advantage of German over English Lutheran
pastors 1n America. 1In 1t he asgserted: "Generally
speaking the preachers of the German Lutheran church
are no better educated than the Engligh Lutherans. But
they have something that ralses them far above the Eng-~
1lish, the German Lutheran theoclogical and religilous
literature. The English pestor knows nothing of these,
As yet there 1s no good English translation of the Sym—
bolical Books nor of the Lutheran doctrines. The Eng-
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lish:Lutherans are able to read only the literature of
the Eplscopal Church and of other religious sects. As
the language of the 'Yankees! 1s more commonly spoken
end the mother tongue is forgotten, German congrega-
tions and educatlonal 1nstitutions willl be more necesg~
sary for the perpetuation of Lutheran theology. Only
by a graedusl transition from the German can the English
Lutheran Church be made a reality."®5
Lohe's ardent concern for the future of Luther—-
anism extended beyond the confines of Germany into the
Unlted States. The refrain that sounded through his
appeals and those of the *01d Lutherans" ln America
wag: "You are Germansg. You have carried a beautiful
lenguage across the sea.,.0f the languages spoken over
there none 1s more beautiful. ZXKeep what you have. By
the grace of God you have an excellent heritage. Do
not exchenge your languege for the Englisgh...Your
language next to your church 1s the most preclous jewel
that you have taken with you into the forest wilder-
negs...With the losgs of your language you will lose
your kistory and with 1t an understanding of the Re-
formation and of the true church of God; also your
beautiful German Blble, your songs which re-echo into
heaven, your catechlsm which has no equel, your postils
that are so fervent, your devotlionsl books which speak
with such child-like simplicity, your liturgles, etc.?s®
To accomplish this end Léhe recommended in 1847,
that Lutheran emigrants settle in German communitles in
the Unlted States. "It is a sgpiritual misfortune that
* innumerable Lutherans who have emigrated are so scat-
tered and separated. It would be a real blessing if

65

they would hold together and settle in close proximity
to each other, and thus maske possible the maintenance
of a Lutheran pastor. Emlgration can not be stoppeg,
but might 1t not be directed?...In corresponding with
our brethren who have formed a synodical body (the
Missourl Synod), we have advised them that we propose
to publish where thelr congregations are located, the
condltions under which they are living, the amount of
land avallable within thelr respective localitles, the
requirements for membershlp in thelr congregationg,
where new settlcments are being made, and to what ex-
tent they are being supplied with pastors and teach-~
ers., ftay

Lohe 414 more then any other person to rally the

Lutherans of Germany to the support of their brethren v

in the New World. Through his efforts missionary so-
cletles were founded, and religlous perilodicals pub-
lished for the express purpoge of keeping alive and
financing the new enterprise. From 1841 untll the last
decades of the nineteenth century the flow of Lutheran
theological students and teachers to America to per—
petuate the German language and through it Lutheran
fundamentalism, continued with but few interruptions,®8




CHAPTER V
GERMANY AWAKENS TO AMERICA'S SPIRITUAL NEED

In the early fortles the Lutherans of Germany
were made to realize the dangers that beset their na-
tionals in America. No longer could they thrust aside
the voice of debperation as coming from 1solated com-
munities that concerned them little or not at all, for
in many instances their own kith and kin were 1n danger
of gpiritual shipwreck. With the surge of emigration
mounting steadily who could know what acquaintance or
relative might not be obliged to face similer hazards.
Misaionary socleties were founded in varlous provinces
of Germany to devlise ways and mesns t¢ save Amerilca for
Lutheranigm,? Reverend F. C. D. Wyneken, who had gone
to America in 1838 in response to urgent appeals, por-
trayed in vivid colors the deplorable state of Luther-
anism An America, and in 1842 he returned to Germany
traveling up and down that country to arouse the Lu-~
therans to united mction, a movement that reached
gplendid frultion under the zealocus and enthusiagtilc
guldance of Wilhelm L&he, pastor at Neudettelsau,
Bavaria.?

Friedrich 0. D. Wyneken may well be compared
with the eighteenth century patriarch of the Lutheran
church in America. Hls problem, like that of hls pre~
decessor, Mithlenberg, was to gather together the scat-
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tered Lutherans of the West and organize them into con-
gregations. Like the patriarch he had a burning zeal
for his missilon and physical qualities which enabled
him to brave the hardshilps and dangers of frontier con-
ditions. His broad cultural and theological training
at G&ttingen and Halle, his genlal nature, and his
stern resolve qualifiled him to act as a wise counselor
in maetters temporal and spiritual.® Like so many of
the Lutheran leaders of his time, the spiritual tribu-
lations through which he passed in Germeny gave him a
declided confesslonal outlock.

In 1538, when he was twenty-eight years of age,
an article in a Germsn misslonary Journal kindled in
him a resolve to devote his life to the cause of Lu-
theranlism beyond the sea. He and hils friend . W. Wolf
landed in Baltimore in the summer of 18%8., In search
for a Lutheran pastor they were eventually directed to
a Methodist prayer meeting by persons who clalmed to be
Lutheran. The strange nolses from the audience and the
repeated shouts of %Amen!.,.Amen!," disturbed the Lu-
theran guests and they soon realized they were not at-
tending a Lutheran service, When the Methodist pastor
asked at the close of the meeting, *Well, Brother
Wyneken, how did you like 1t%?" Wyneken replied, "I do
not know whether 1t 1s of God or of the devll. It cer-
tainly is not Lutheran.,®

The two comrades soon learned, to thelr dismay,
of the 1ll-repute in which Lutheran mlsslonarles from
Germany stood., A mere statement on thelr part that
they were Lutherans come to missionate among the Ger-
mans of the West immedlately awakened distrust in




Jorann Hdebert, Lutheran pastor in Baltimore, for he

gurcised trey were Just two more impostors intending to
prey upeon ‘the Serman immigrants. However; in the
course of conversation thelr host was convinced of
their sincerilty, and the efficiency and success with
shich ¥yneken performed Hiasbert'e pastoral dutles dur-
ing a perled of sickness, dispelled all feers that
might still have lurked in his mind. Later Hasbert
sald of Wyneken: "Fe 1s a hero of the Falth of that
type for whick a person, as 8 rule, iooks in anclent
tizes, long gone by. Ok, how hils example shames many
of us ®no live in peace and comfort, having abundance
of all things, and who are nct ready to make the least
gacrifice for the Lord and his pooxr brethrenifs

In resporns2 to a commisslon from the synod of
Pennsylvanis Wyneken choge the states of Indlana, Ohio,
and ¥ichigan for his fleld of servlce. Early in Sep-
texber he left Philedelphla, proceeding by rail to
Pittgburg, thence by canal to Ohlo, and by horse
through Ohle into Indiane, arriving at Ft. Wayne toward
the end of the month. Here a Pennsylvania Lutheran,
Henry Rudlsill, had been instrumental in planting =
German colony. Wien he gettled at Ft. Wayne in 1829,
Le found 1t & town with a population of iB0, chiefly
Frenchi and Indlans. He was s0 successful in persuading
Lutheran immigrants to locate in the frontier community,
“hat Wyneken found an organized Lutheran congregation
at Ft. Wayne upon hls arrival in the fall of 1838,

Wyneken, appointed tc the pastorate of this con~
gregation left vacant by the death of Jesge Hoover from
Woodstoek, Virginila, went to work resolutely to perform

'
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the duties of his new office. He ministered to the
spirlitugl needs of the Germans of Ft, Wayne and the
outlying communities, and taught four days a week in a
parochlal school which he esstablished.® From Ft. Wayne
as a base, his missionary endesvor, which carried him
Into northwestern Chio and southern Michigan, enabled
hilm to obtain & real insight Into the physical and
spiritusl needs of German frontlersmen.

Hls charming personality, resclute charscter,
devotion to his mission, and his sense of humor won for
him alike the respect of Lutherans and non-Lutherans.
Within the wide area of his lsbors hie ready command of
the Low German Adlslect helped him win the good will and
confidence of the Low German peasantry. At all times
he proved himeelf a true pastor entering wholeheartedly
into the life of the people with whom he was associ~
ated. Not only was he versed in religious matters, but
on all occaslons he was mble to speak Antelllgently -
upon Tarming problems confronting his perishioners. He
considered no sacrifice too great In the performance of
his pastoral duty.

Wyneken's experience ensbled him so to organlze
the Lutheran missionary program in the West as to galn

‘the best results with the men avallable. Rather than

have the Synod of the West send i1ts mlsslonaries into
widely scattered areag, he proposed the establishment
of definite missionary postg, from which as centers of
operatlon the misslonaries were to extend thelr efforts
into outlying communlities and methodically push from
outpost to outpost untll the field hsd been thoroughly
covered, a system later adopted by the Missourli Synod.
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He was convinced that the Lutherans of Germany might be
rersuaded to help, 1f the American church was unable to
suppiy men and means to carry out his deslgns.

As soon asg Wyneken reallzed the magnitude of the
task, he forwarded urgent appeals for asslstance to the
8ynod of the West, affiliated with the General Synod,
and to Germany. Possessed of almost guperhuman energy
and determination he refuged to stand 1dly by and wait

- for assistance, for besides hls numerous duties he

found time to prepare two young men for the ministry.
As he grew more restive over the seemlng fallure of
German response to hils pleas, in 1842 the misslonary
committee of the General Synod gent him to Germany
where they hoped a personsl appeal would re-—enforce
hia articles which had, from time to time, appeared in
the Zeltschrift fiir Protestantlsmus und Kirche.®  In-
cldentally 1t was thought the brief gojourn abroad
would enable him to recuperate from a throat affection
contracted in Indlana.

The high eateem in which hls relatives were held
in church and governmental circles in various parts of
Germany and particularly in hls natlve state of Hanover
enabled him to succeed where many others might have
falled. Before he had fully recovered from his throat
trouble, he corresponded extenslvely with religious and
political leaders and traveled in person throughout
Germany giving a vivid description of condltions he had
found in the New World, His messages from America to

>

. Germany published between 183& and 1842 had borme fruit

and needed only the enthusiasm and organizing abillity
of Wyneken and his many prominent friends to unite the

migslonary socletles of Lutheran Germany 1n an effort
to save the church 1n America., Through hls personal
influence a scene was enacied in Germany which compared
favorably with the awakening of the East of the Unlted
Stateg to the spilritual needs of the West. '
Wyneken'!s temporary resldence in Germany, which
brought him into close fellowship with the "01d Lu~-

“theran' leaders in that country, without a doubt, has-

tened in him the trend toward a more strongly confes-
glonal conviction and a readiness to oppose the )
doctringl stand of the "American Lutherans.® Through-
the Zeltsehrift fiir Protestantismug he administered a
staggering blow to vhe General Synod and the Gettysburg
Seminary. The latter, according to hils remarks, fl-
nanced in Germany to foster Lutheranlsm, was graduslly
assuming the form of a .serpent seeking to destroy the
church. He regretted that the General Synod was
"Hethodlstic! and encouraged a union of Lutheran and
Reformed churches in America.”

In 1843 after his return from Germeny he pro-
ceeded to put into practlice his confesslonal convic-
tions 1n his congregation at Ft. Wayne. He set out to
enforce Lutheran formalism, and no longer would he per-
milt non-Lutheran pastors to occupy hie pulplt, nor
would he admit members of the Reformed church to Holy
Communion., He discontinued Methodlstic!" prayer meet-
ings and emphasized doctrinal matters in his sermons,
In the course of time he had succeeded in arouslng
what he belleved a real Lutheran consclousness within
hils congregation and through his efforts and those of.
his successor, Sihler, Ft. Wayne was transformed into a
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center from which *014 Lutheran' convictions were to be
planted and kept alive in the West.

Two years later in 1845, at his new charge in
Beltimore, the home of the libersl Lutheran Observer ,
he pursued the same confegsional policy in the face of
abuse and violent vituperations, The doctrinal contro~
versy which followed caused a complete break in hilg
congregatlon. His sermons sc shocked hig colleagues
and were so out of harmony with the General Synod, that
Wyneken found it edvisable to sever hiz conmection with
thet body. His enemles, "American Lutheran® and Re-
formed, accused him of being e Romanist snd s Jeeuit
in disgulse, an attack particularly menacing at s time
when native Americanism was making progress in the -
United States. Before departing from Germany in the
summer of 1843, sccompanied by A. Biewant, a missiohary
for America, Wyneken had every reason to be filled with
optimism concerning the ultimate outcome of his mig-
gion. Through his efforts gocletles were organized in
Dresden and Lelpzig for rendering spiritual assistance
tc the German brethren in America, (Verein zur
kirchlichen Unterstitzung der Deutschen in Amerika).

In a memorial, entitled Greetings from the Homeland to
the German Luthersn Church in North America and slgned
by nine hundred and fifty persons from all walks of
life, Wilhelm L3he champion of confessional Lutheranlsm
in Bavarla, assured his American brethren of German
support,® b

L. A. Petrl, pastor in the city of Hanover ore
ganized Wyneken's native state into circles over esch
of which was appolnted a central committee for ralsing
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funds to send young men to the seminary at Ft. Wayne,
Indiana, founded by LOShe of Neudettelsau, Bavarls, in
1246, The women of the respective clrcles supplled the
missionaries with the necesssery bedding and clothing,
Thlisg example followed by Mecklenburg and other German
states was unusually sueeessful, for between 184§ and
1850, fority men were sent from Germany to complete
their missionary training at Pt. Wayne. The state of
Meeklenburg raised 1104 gulden to send two missiona-
ries to America, and a member of the royal famlly pre-
sented each with one hundred thaler in. gold., Preceding
their embarkation For Americe the young men sent out by
Lohe were entertained and recelved thelr final ingtruc-
tions at the home of Petrl,®

Léhe was the most enterprising of 11 divines in
promoting the welfare of the Lutheran church in Amerleca,
To ralece the necegssary funds he published a monthly
Journal, Kirchliche Mitteilungen sus und iiber Nord

Aperika {(Church News from and about North America).

The publication of this Journal met with unusual fi-
nancial success; the eight thousand coples of the First
1ssue go0ld netted the publisher a profit of two thou~
sand gulden. In 1847, four years after 1ts first ap-
pearance, 1t gtill had a total subscription of five
thousand five hundred., Léhe!s appeals for financial
ald appearing in various church publicatlons usually
met with liberal response,?®

Owing to the imperative demand for workers im
the Americen -mission field, the young mer who volun~
teered were sent to Lbhe to be given only the most
rudimentary practlcal tralning. They were to be
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Nothelfer,* helpers in an emergency. These accome
panled him on the rounde among his parishioners fo

" learn in & practical way how to minister to the spirit-
- ual needs of the sick ang dying. At night they re-

ceived guch religious inatruction as LBhe belleved
necessary for an efflcient executlon of thelr dutiles.
Above all, he was extremely cautlous to choose only men
of sterling character and real rellgious fervor.:i

The charge at Pt. Wayne left vacant by Wyneken
to accept a pastorate in Baltimore in 1845 was Fllled
by‘ Doctor Wilhelm Sihler, ‘Els broad scholarly train-
ing, outstanding adminigtrative abllity, and intimate

" osonteet with the Ldhe Foundation in Germany helped to
. bridge the gap between Lutheran orthodoxy in Germany

ané America. Through his power of leadership and the

subsldles from Germany, Ft, Wayne became the home of a
seminary where the "Nothelfer' from the Fatherland re-
scelved thelr final preparation for the American mission

jleld. The three, Sihler, Wyneken, and G. F, V.

¥alther, were the outstanding filgures in the history of
1514 Lutheranism® in America, for one supplemented the
cthers in an energetic program of battering down the
1lberal tendencles of the “"Amerlican Luthersn® church,
They were regponsible for founding, bullding, and guld-
ing through & most trying perlod what has today come to
be the strongest single organlzed Lutheran group in
America.

8ihler, the son of & Prusslan army officer, was
sent to Amerlca by the Dresden Misslonary Soclety in
1843, In 1£11 at the mge of eleven years he was sent
to a Germsn Gymnasium. In 1817 he enlisted in the r
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Prusslan army and in 1823 he was enrolled in the war

school at Berlin, a kind of Prussian "West Polnt, 3%
Tiring of the mllitary profession he entered the

University of Berlin., Here his interests turned toward

philosophy, philology, history, the history of antig-

uity, and musilc. In Berlin he was welcomed into the
prominent social and intellectusl circles, and was a
frequent guest in the home of Professor Schleiermacher
and of the banker, Mendelsgohn, the father of the great
musiclan and compoger. By experlence and training he
had become a zealous exponent of German nationalism and
confessional Lutheranism. Like Ldhe he regarded German
language, llterature, and religlous experlence as &
precious heritage to be perpetusted on Amerlcan goll
until an English Lutheran literature had been firmly
planted. .
The years following his fatherts death in 1428
were the formative period in Sihlerts religious career, -

" Thrown upon his own resources he secured employment as

tutor, & career which compelled him to adopt regular
habits and cultivate hablts of control, He describes
his conversion as having followed & violent 1t of tem-
per he displayed while teaching 1n a school at Dresden,
Upon returning to his room he sald, he realized hils
sinful nature and that God crushed him completely with
the sledge of his law. From that day he searched the
Scriptures dlligently and courtsd the friendship of
Christians, in particular pastors who had experienced a
rellglous revival, .

Wermelskirch, Lutheran misgionary to the Jews of
London, persuaded Sihler to join the Dresden Misslonary
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Soclety in 1836. Through this soclety he met Doctor
Rudelbach, a recognized leader of conservative Luther-
-anlsm, who with Wermelskirch stimulated Sihler's in-
terest in the study of the Symbollcal Books of the
Lutheran church. Their study, says Sihler, convinced
him that the only true church of God upon earth was the
Lutheran, and aroused in him a real hatred for the
Catholic church and a contempt for church union which
he belleved to be the work of the devil.

On his way to Riga to vislt an intimate friend
Wyneken's appeal from America came to hils attention,
This appeal seemed to him the voice of God saying, "You
must go." Expressed in his own words: "As a flash of
lightning 1t plerced my soul and it seemed as though
God spoke emphatically to me saying, 'You must go
over.!" Wlth no personal interest in America and en-
tirely out of sympathy with its political order, Sihler
must have found it difficult to heed such a mandate.

He looked upon the American Revolytlion as a wholesome
punishment visited upon proud and arrogant England
rather than God's guldance in the creation of a new
political order. To hilm the leaders of the Revolution
were criminals in the sight of God, and the Declaration
of Independence was, at best, but a product of Ration-
allsm,

While in this state of indecision pastors who
had read Wyneken's appeal urged him to go. Their prom-
ise and that of the Dresden Milssionary Soclety to glve
him the necessary financial assistance, and their in-
gletance that 1t was hils sacred duty to go to America
led him to put aside hils personal bias and follow the
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dictates of hig conscience., After a last visit to the
Dresden Missionary Society and to L&he 1n Bavaria, he
set sail for America on September 17, 1843,

The Lutheran Observer in announcing his arrival,
had this to say of him: "The Reverend Dr. Wilhelm
Sihler, sent to this country by the Missionary Society
in Dresden to preach the gospel to the Germans, arrived
in this cilty a few days ago. The doctor brings with
him the most favorable recommendations from the most
orthodox sources, such men as Rudelbach and others of
gimilar views, and he may well be regarded as a valu-
able addition to the German Missionary corps. He

:preachéd in this clty several times wlth much accept-

ance and is now on his way to Ohio to find a fileld of
labor. He speeks English with conslderable fluency,
and in a short time will be able to preach in that lan-
guage. We regard him as a Chrisgtlen, a scholar, and a
gentleman, and we have no doubt he wlll make a favor-
able impression wherever he may go."2?

On his travels through the East, Sihler reached
the same conclusion as Wyneken about the character of
Lutherans within that part of the Unlted States. He
thought the pastors Stohlman and Demme lacked a knowl-
edge of Luther's teachings. He was not particularly
impressed with the theological ability of Doctors J. B.
Morris and Benjamin Kurtz, editor of the Lutheran Ob-
server, to whom Sihler sarcastlcally referred as the
"so called Doctor of Theology." In a conversation with
them he had no hesitancy in attacking the sympathetic
attitude of the General Symod toward revivals, which he
belleved contrary to Biblical teachings.

S



¢
‘.
b
k
i

e

78

dn his westward Journey he met Proressors
Schaefer and Winkler at the Lutheran Seminary in Colum—
bus, Ohlo. Tkence he went to Pomeroy, Ohlo, where he
was ordained pastor and delivered his inaugural sermon
January 1, 1844, In thig congregatlon he found what he
congldered un-Lutheran tendencies and proceeded cau-
tlously to elirinate them. He decided to be a real
pastor and teacher to his flock, and through the paro-
cklal school children he hoped ultimately to win the
parents to Lutheranlsm. He taught school six days a
week, three days in the clty and three 1n the country.
In addition to tke three YR'g," the chlldren were
tauvght the Lutheran Catechism, Bible history, and
genuine Lutheran songs so that within a year they could
sing thirty Lutheran hymns from memory, and through
them they awakened a Lutheran consclousness among thelr
elders.

He conducted religious services four times on
Sunday and twice on week days. He tells that during
the buslest seagon the farmers were ready to stop work-
ing at four o'clock in the afternoon to attend reli-
gious worship. To stimulate religlous convictions he
usually had a Blble history lesson precede the regular
church service. 1In splte of his arduous labor he found
time for the study of Lutherfs writings and to write
articles for the Lutherilsche Kirchenzeltung, a publica-
tion edited by Friedrich Schmidt of Pittsburg,

At Pomeroy Ohlo, Sihler's efforts were directed
toward a gradual but systematic confesslonal Lutheran
education in the hope of eventually overcomlng Reformed
Influences 1in hig congregation. The real test came
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when he inslsted upon administering the Holy Sacrament
according to Lutheran ritual, a ceremony that at once
differentlates the Reformed from the Lutheran. It 1sg
needless to say those out of harmony with hls procedure
withdrew from the congregation. Determined to compleéete
his task he refused to accept calls to more prosperous
fields of endeavor. Through Sihler, at Pomeroy and at
Ft. Wayne, under Wyneken's leadershlp confesslonalism
was firmly pla.nj:ecl.M

As long as Sihler was a member of the Joint
Synod of Ohlo he took an actlve part in attempting to
stem the tide of liberalism in the synod. He was the
recognized leader of the faction favoring characteris-
tically German confessional trends in contrast to the
Americanizing influences 1n the synod and 1te theologi-
cal geminary at Capital Unlversity, Columbug, QOhlo. In
conjunction with repreasentatives of the LShe foundation
in the synod and of atudents 1n the seminary, Sihler
hoped to place the German language and through it Lu-
theran theologlecal literature on a sound footing
agalnst the compromlsing principles so prevalent in
English theological literature. This linguistic con-
troversy was finally brought to a head when the Sihler
factlon tried to make the German langusge the sole me~
dium of theological instruction at Capital University,
a program favored by Professor Winkler and a majorilty
of the students., In the first skirmish at the Zaneg-
ville, Ohio, convention in 1844, the conservatives
gained a temporary advantage by the pagsage of a reso-
lution that "theological instruction should be glven in
the Seminary. only through the medium of the German lan-
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guage and that the English language shouid be taught as
a literary study." However, when the convention of the
- followlng year, which was assembled at Lancaster, Ohio,
rescinded the Zanesville resolution and refused %o
remedy what the confesslonel Wing congidered un-
Lutheran practices, Slhler and his faction formally
withdrew from the syncd in September, 1845, and through
Sihler the L&he foundatlon launched upon an independent
venture by founding a practicai theological semlnary at
Ft. Wayne, India,na. ~ With Sihler, Profegsor Winkler,
Pifteen pastors, and two theologleal students abandoned
the Joint Synod of Ohio.®

The new confesslonal venture formulated 1n July,
1845, met with the wholehearted approvel of the organ~
1zed misglonary socletles 1n Germany. In reéponse ta
Sihler's request they pledged themselves to ralse fifty
thousand gulden for building purposes, to donate books
and periodical literature for a library, and immedl-
ately to gend eleven men to receilve thelr final pre-
paration for the Lutheran ministry under Dr. Sihler and
Professor Wolter, a brilliant student of theology sent
from Germany to asslet in the new Amerlcan enterprise.
The preparations had progressed sufficlentiy by the
#5811 of 1846 that the students could be housed in tem—
porary quarters and actual scholastic work begun,

v Once a young man had completed hle tralning
there was no lack of opportunity for service, He was
sent out by Sthler to hew his own timber, as 1t were,
and gather together the Lutherans of an assigned com-
munity into congregatlons, with the specific instruc-
tion to meke of the first congregational community a
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kind of metropolitan Center from which missionary ef-
forts were %o be eXtended into all parts of the county.
In this way the northwegtern ohio and the Indlana
countles adjacent to py, Wayne were made strongholds
from which confeselonal Lutneranism radlated.?®

The zeal for misgionary endeavor also awakened
an Interest In the missionary socletles of Germany to
convert the American Indian to Lutheranism by settling
well-organized immigrant groupg 1in outlying Indian com=~
munities. The MOSt notable of these settlements were
made by colonizing a group of Bavarians in the region
of Michlgan around Saginaw Bay. This plan of clvi~
1izing and Christlanizing the Indlan through a kind of
Purltan venture was suggested by Hattstadt, pastor at
Monroe, Michigan, a member of the Michigan Synod and a
Léhe fNothelfer.®

The first mission colony was planted by August
Crémer in 1845, on a alte selected by Pastor Schmidt,
then president of the Michigan Synod. It was named
"Frankenmuth” in honor of the setfler's homeland. In
the course of the next five yesrs other German cclo-
nists were added and the 1solated regilon about Saginaw
Bay came to be mnother area from which German cultural
and religious Influence found 1ts way into adjolning
areas, In the Michlgan Synod much as in the Joint
Synod of Ohlec the cleavage between the conservatives
and the liberals led to the withdrawal of Hattstadt,
Créamer, and other L&he followers,7 .

_Thls new Michigan project greatly appealed to

Léhe. He was quite confident that the geographical
gseparation of this territory from other parts of the
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United Staves would serve as a temporary barrier
against the "demoralizing English influence." He, like
Wyneken and Sihler, lived in constant fear lest in
Americe, a country without state supervision over af-
fairs of church, Lutheraniem would constantly be faced
with the danger'of spiritual shipwreck., The most logi-
cal solution of their problem geemed to them to colo-
nize the German Lutherans in more isolated regions like
Michigan and Wisconsin. L&he believed that through
guch a policy his dream of firmly planting "0ld Luther-
anism" on American soil might eventually be realized.*®
Through the loyal and enthusiastic assistance of
the "014 Lutherans" of Germany conservative Lutheranism
made rather important gains in America by the middle of
the nineteenth century. Wyneken's appeals to the
Fatherland aroused a spirit of militancy unheard of in
the history of German Lutheranism, and his personal
contact with a changed confesgsional atmosphere ripened
in bhim a determination not to temporize in matters of
dodtrihe and church practice. It was he who laid at
Ft. Wayne the foundation for the work so ably contlnued
by Dr. Sihler. For years to come mén were sent out
from Ft. Wayne imbued with the pietistic spirit of a
1.6he and & militant and confessional attitude of a
Sihler to bulld a bulwark in the West against the tide
of religious liberalism., At the same time that the
Saginaw Bay settlements of Michigan in close fellow-
ghip with Sihler were making their influence felt in
that frontier community, Wyneken was taking a deter-
mined confessional stand in the East in the face of the
; relentless and vituperative attacks of the "American
Lutherans" through the Lutheran Observer.

CHAPTER VI
THE SAXON AND THE PRUSSIAN LUTHERANS

In the years from 1838-1842, when Wyneken ad-—
dressed his urgent appeals to the Lutherans of Germany
for pastoral aid, two organized Lutheran groups from
Germany planted permanent settlements in the West.
Neither of these had any direct comnnection with the
Lohe foundation in the early years of their existence.
One group from Saxony, under the leadership of Martin
Stephan, established settlements in Perry County and
in St. Louis, Mlssouri, while the second from Prussia
and Pomeranla, headed by Johannes A. A. Grabau, colo-
nized in parts of Wisconslr and in Buffalo, New York,
In time the former succeeded in so asserting its con-
fessional preponderance that it became the nucleus o
about which the "0ld Lutherans" of America gathered
and to which they looked for doctrinal guidance.
Nelther of the leaders of the Saxons or Prusslans felt
the need or the advlisability of uniting with existing
Lutheran synods, a policy which spared them the schis-
matic complications that distressed Sihler and Wyneken.
Both believed Lutheran orthodoxy would be put upon a
more enduring foundation 1f the German language and
culture were fostered in the land of their adoption, a
conviction which harmonized with the convictions of
Lohe and his followers.
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The Saxons who emigrated in 1838 were above all
motivated by a desire to find in America s home in
which they might worshlp free from interference by gov-
ernmental annoyance. Any attempt on their part to or-—
ganize a church independent of the church of Saxony to
escape rationalistic 1n.flpences in the state church
encountered governmentalvopposAition. Pastors who pu‘p—
1licly attacked the un~Chrigtian trends of the tj.u;es
wére'sub,)ected to annoyances and even removal from of-

fice, and divinity students in favor of greater spir-—
ituality had 1ittle hope of recelving pastoral appoint-
ments. From the very character of its perﬁsonnelA and
vleader‘ship the band of almost one thousand Saxons was
from the start in a position to assume a place of
r‘leaderéhip among the ¥0ld Lutherans® of America, for
v its membérship consisted of a number of ordained
clergymen, men of various professions, and many yvell-
to~-do a.nd goclally prominent people from Saxony. By
voluntary contributions a common fund of one hundred
and twenty-five thousand dollars had been set aside to
purchase land and to provide for immedlate needs in
America.?

Stephan, former pastor of St. John's Church in-
Dresden, was well-versed in the doctrines of the Lu~
therean church. Coming to Dresden at a time when ra-
tiomalism was rampant people from far and near came to
tesr the gospel of Christ and through it to recelve
divine forgivehess. Many who were attracted to him be~-
cause of their opposition to'the rationalistic influ=-
ences of the Saxon church united with him into an
independent religlous community. Among those drawn
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toward Stephan was a group of thecloglcal students who
recelved comfort from him in a perlod of spiritual
tribulation.? A

While students at Leipzlg they had banded to-
gether for religious worship and theologlcal discug~
slons. They passed through an experience similar to
that of the students at Cambridge in the sixteenth cen~
tury and of the Wesleys in the eighteenth, In holding
themselves aloof from the student 1ife of the German
university and devoting much of thelr time to devo-
tional exercises they brought down upon themselves
epithets of "mystics, pietists, obscurentists, and
hypocrites." A comparative study of Lutheran, Re-
formed, and United church brought them to a confes-~
g1onal Lutheran conviction., Finding it difficult in
Germany to pursue theilr adherence to the historic con-
fessions of the Lutheran church, they decided to emi-
grate to Amerlca in response to Stephan's call to all
Lutherans of Germeny, who were suffering from the
spirltual oppregsion of the Saxon church to follow him,?

Attracted to Missouri through Gottfried Duden's
desceription of the excellent opportunities that awaited
the Germans in the Mississippl Valley, the Saxons get
gall for New Orleans arriving at that port in January
and February, 1839. The larger part of the immigrants

" under the guldance of Stephan settled 1n Perry County,

Missourl, where they were Jolned a few days before
Christmas by one hundred and forty—one Lutherans headed
by their pastor, C. F. Gruber.* Here they purchased
four thousand four hundred acres of land at a cost of
ten thousand dollars while the remainder of them,
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chiefly professional men and artisang, settled in St.
Louls where Q. H. Walther, one of the Leipzlg students,
gserved as their pastor. At Perry county Stephan sought
to found a theocratic state in which he aspired to
frule 1like a Pasha."®

No sooner then the colony had been planted the
clrcle of Lelpzlg students, C. F. W. Walther, Th. J.
Brohm, 0. Firbringer, and J. F. Bunger, feeling the

need of keeping alive Germen language and learning, and .

fundamental Lutheran thedlogy in a new land, put them-
selves to the task of bullding = log cabin to be
utilized for educational purposes. The curriculum con-
forming to that of the German "Gymnasium' was supple-
mented by a course in theology.® 1In gpite of the
school!s early vicissitudes and 1ts slow growth during
the first decade of 1ts exlstence (1%39-1850) in Perry
County, Missourl, the foundation lald by trese expo-~
nenta of "0ld Lutheranism! ultimately matured into
Concordla Semlnary at 3t. Louls, today the key insti-
tution of the Missourl Lutheran theological system.

The hopes and agplrations of the founders of
Concordla College and Seminary were another manifesta-
tlon of the German natlonallsm of the early nineteenth
century coupled with a sincere desire of bullding, what
they thought, a Lutheran Zion in America. The spirit
which pervaded them was quite aptly expressed at the
corner stone laying at S5t. Louls, previous to the
transfer of the college to that clty. Among other
things the speaker remarked that the school wag Pnot
only an institution for training servants of the church,
but glso a school in which were to be fostered CGerman
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art and learning (Kunet und Wissenschaft) in the dis-
tant Occident of the New World."” In the dedicatory
address sbout & month later, July 11, 1#50, Wyneken
voiced somewhat the same sentiment in the following
words: #The more cultured group of the English people,
through whom the highly prized institutions, education,
art, and culture (Pflege und Kunst, und Wiesenschaft)
have been and are belng dlsseminated, 1s of German
origin, the German spirit (Geist) 1s the conveyor of
this herltage, and the German folk of this country ie
1ike unto the Gideonite woodmen and water carrlers in
the camp of Israel! What has caused such a contradic~ -
tion? There were no German educational institutions; .
to escape decline and Americanization this spirit bore
its blossoms and fruits to the glory of the former and
to our dlsgrace. German folk! Here a beginning has
been made, the seed has been planted, upon you -depends
whether 1t shall grow and be a eredit to you by shower-
ing upon yours the full abundance of cultural blessing.
And you children of the Church! For a long time led
astray and deprived of the blessings of the most sacred
doctrinal faith (Glaubens), and guided miserably by the
masses of sectarianes and false propheta! Here an in-
stitution has been established that 1s to send shep-
herds to you..."® ; ‘ ,

Not many months after their settlement the Sax-~
ons faced a religlous crisis that brought temporary
confusion, but in due time the humiliating experience
with their leader made for a change and clarification
of their doctrinal position which was to be the source
of future strength and solidarity, Their leader
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Stephan was found guilty of defalcatlon and gross 1m-
morality. He squandered the major portion of the com-
mon fund for household use and personal comfort, and at
the time of his exposure he was having a magnificent
personal residence constructed.® In spite of the sus-
plcion he had aroused in Germany by his nightly wander-—
ings, reports of immorallty and hypocrisy, and tyrannl-
cal conduct toward wife and children, his followers had
such implicit faith in him that they were blind to his
ghortcomings.® '

While yet in Germany he had induced hils follow-
ers to accept an episcopal form of church organization
and appoint him thelr first bighop. This act was but
the initial step leading toward the assertion of com-
plete mastery over thelr spiritual and temporal affalrs.
At his group'!s expense he was magnificently attired in
costumes befitting his exalted position. On board ship
he assembled the passengers and called upon them to
subscribe to & document, in which they pledged obedi-
ence to him in both temporal and spiritual matters. At
Perry County, Mlssourl, hig eplscopacy was affirmed,
and here his domineering attitude was such that any
one who refused to render impliclt obedience to his
mandates was publicly denounced a hardened sinner and
excommunicated, only to be readmitted to the fold upon
a public confession of his sine.** His hold upon the
Saxons was strengthened by a provision in the emlgra-
tion regulations whereby penance (Versthnung) was de~
clared to be of greater gpiritual velue than "Word and

Sacrament,"t?
C. F. W. Walther was instructed to bring the
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fallen leader to time. After Stephan!'s refusal to make
amends and his banishment from the colony, the mantle
of spiritual leadership fell upon Walther.

At 8t. Louls, Otfto H. Walther, brother of C. F.
w. Walther in Perry County, 1n a public confession be~
fore his congregatlion declared: "In our midst wags a man
who bore all the marks of Antichrlst and was at the
game time the 1dol of his congregation. His disap-
proval and his ban were dreaded more then God!s wrath,

' and his word was heeded more than the Word of God.

What he sald had to be respected as though it were a
command of heaven, All of us signed a document pledg-
ing absolute obedlence to a mortal and agreed to guard
against all forms of susplclon which might arise in
our minds agalnst him, "3

In the trying days that followed C. F. W.
Walther was put to a real test. For a time it seemed
as though this sad spectacle of corruption and vice
would completely disrupt the Saxon congregations.
Several deserted thelr band while others returned to
Saxony, 4 Grave doubts arose in the minds of the pag-—-

tors and flock whether they were in reality a Christiaﬁ

church, whether the ministers had actually been called
and could valldly administer their spiritual functions.
Some insisted they were a mob (Rotte) whose pastors
were not divinely ordained to preach the Gospel and ad-
minister the Sacraments. Former church members refused
to attend divine worship and conducted religious ser-
vices 1n thelr homes.1® Any future effort to establish
some form of organization was suspected as an attempt
to establish an hilerarchicsl or a Saxon consistorlal’
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system of church government.®

‘ In these trying times Walther was absorbed 1in
deep reflectlon over matters of doctrine and in an 1n-
tensive study of Luther's works. He soon reached the
convictlon that a congregational form of organizatlon
was better adapted to an American environment and by no
means inconsistent with sound Lutheran doctrines. In
his studies he profited by a document wriltten by a
group of laymen in which they protested against the
1£alse, medieval, papistle, and sectarian Stephanlstlc
Systen of Church Government," and endeavored to deflne
through quotatidns from Luther and the Confesslons the
true doctrine of church organlzation and government.
At the debate between Walther and Dr. Adolph Marbach, &
Jurist who took the position that the colony had ceased
to be a Christian congregatilon, Walther evolved hils
doctrine of what he belleved the true form of church
organization,?? destined to have an important bearing
on the subsequent history of the Missourl Synod.

In the course of the debate Walther fought down

the doctrine of Stephan that ralsed the pastor fto a
position of mediator between God and man, made him the
gsole interpreter of doctrinal matters, and bound the
laymen to render implicit obedlence to him in all mat-
ters not specifically 1in conflict with the Word of
God.l® Tn contrast to this doctrine he advanced the
theory that the church 1s the totality of all believers
twho have been sanctified by the Holy Splrit through
the Word...The name 'True Church'! belongs to.all those
true companles of men with whom the Word 1s truly
taught..:and in a certain sense to those who possess 80

much of God's Word and the: Sacraments in purlty that
chlldren of God may thereby be born.":® He justified
his withdrawal from Germany by declaring that the name
tchurch" appllies to a heterodox company of believers
1ike the Saxons, and supported their separation from,
the church 1n Germany on the grounds that "the outward
separation of»a heterodox company from en orthodox
church 1s not necessarily a separatlion from the univ
sal Christian church, nor a relapse into heathenlsm o
and does not yet deprive the company of the name ’
"church." Even heterodox companies have church ﬁower-
even among them the goods of the church mey be validlt
ad:izistered, the minlstry established, the Sacramentz
va ¥y admlnlstered
A exer01sed'"2°, and thg keys of the kingdom of
. Walther!s propositions strongly fortified by
cltations from the confessions and Luther!s writin
d1d much to reassure his followers., The manner 1ngS
which he met the critical attack of his opponents
brought cerfain of the faltering Saxon pastors and
theological students to his way of thinking and pl d
the Missouri Lutherans on a firm footing., His d;cfce
trines, ;ater elaborated in the course of congregatlio
and synod bullding, have remained the bed rock of then
"Missourl" system. Without a doubt, the sad experi
with Stephan and Walther's desire to bulld a structence
that would better conform to an American environme :re
brought forth the "Missouri® system of church gove:n
ment based on congregational independence.?® H., H i
Maurer 1s of the opinlon that, "Without this saé e;—
perlence at the outset, they would have self-
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éonfessedly accepted the element of group-coherence as
objectified by Grabau; in other words, they would have
taken the cue for their American selfhood from en off-
shoot of the Prussian paternalistic Junker church. It
remaing to be sald that, in this case, %o judge from

>tﬁe Jow vitality of that church in America a Saxon

Genossenschaft and a Prussien paternalistic Herrschaft
would have died together in the free soil of America, Y22
Having removed one of the most trying obstacles
to his program, Walther proceeded patiently toward the
formulation of a constitution for hils new gt. Louils
congregation, whose pasgtorate had been left vacant by
the death of his brother in January, 18M1. For two
years he had numerous congregational meetings in which
he met the objectlon of critics and convinced them that
his proposals conformed to Lutheran precepts. Both
within and outside of his congregation were many who
looked wilth apprehension upon all forms of church or-
ganization, mlsgivings that had grown out of past ex-

- perience, the current of anti-~Catholic sentiment, and

the fear of so-called priestly domination in the United
States. Not until these fears and misglvings had been
gllayed was the new constitution adopted in the spfing
of 1843.%° .

The constitution of Trinity Church bound the
congregation irrevocably to the Bible "as God's re-
vealed word and all the Symbollcal Books ag the ex-
tracted Form and Norm of the Word of God." These sym—
bols were to be the confessional basis of the church
and the fundamental principles according to which all
doctrinal differences were to be adjudicated. Member-
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ship in the congregation was restricted to persons who
were baptized, subscribed to the above doctrinal books,
and were at least acquainted with the Augsburg Confes-—
sion and the Small Catechism of Luther. Only such men
could be called as minlsters or schoolmasters who held
themselves "to a2ll the Cannonical Books of the 014 and
New Testaments, as the Word of God, and to all the Sym~
bolical Books of the Evangelical Lutheran church de-
rived therefrom,n?+4

This document was soon to be a model for a later
synodlcal organization promoted by Walther and of newly.
established congregations within the synod founded in
1847.%° A cursory examination of this rigid rule laid
down will suffice to show that its author took an im-
portant step toward obvlating in the congregation and
synod alike the most serlous obstacle to church unity,

Walther'!s success in firmly founding hig con-
gregation on confessional ground was but the first step
In creating in the West what, in his opinion, was én
historical Lutheran atmosphere. In collaboration with
Saxon pastors in Mlssourl and JIllinols and with the
approval of hls congregation he began the publication
of a small fortnightly Der Lutheraner, in September,
1gkl, Through 1ts columns the editor, Walther, pro-
posed to set forth the doctrlines and history of the
Lutheran church, prove 1t "the anclent true Church of
Christ on earth, not merely one of the Christian
sects, " and expose false doctrines and practices of
those in particular, who he felt were spreading them in
the guise of Lutheranism.®® At the same time Der
Lutheraner was to asslst in breaking down the ;;;Ju-




-d1lces agalnet all forms of synodlcal organlzatlon, dis-
pel the mortal fear of clerical dlctatorshlp, and
gather into a single body those of 1like mind with
Walther.®” Probably no task of Walther's measured up
to hls fond hopes more than this enterprise has th;ough
ninety long years, for to compare 1ts pages of today
with the. very first number will prove that the same
spirit 1s expressed through its cclumns.

Der Luthersner was at once acclaimed the oracle
of confessional Lutheranism in Amerlca. The editor of
the Lutheran Observer, semi-official organ of the
American Lutheran church sald of 1t: "With regard to
the spirilt 1t breathes we can unhesltatingly say that

The contents, whlch are

1% 1s truly evangelical,
- nearly all origlnal, are not only c¢redltable to the
mindé of thelr respective wrlters, but give the most
satlafactory evlidence of an iIntimate and experilmental
acqualntance with spiritual Christianity. There 1is
much in it which we admire and its well wriltten and
deeply evangellcal articles will doubtless win for 1t
an interesting clrculation among our German brethren,
We should, however, remerk that 1t 1s under the patron-
age of those ministers of our church in the West, who
were at one time more nearly or remotely connected wilth
the famous Dr. Stephan, who figured so largely in the
religlous movement 1n Prussla a few years ago. When
The true character of this monster. of implety was
brought to 1light, nearly if not all the ministers who
accompanled him %o thls country remalned in the West,

and from zealous ‘Stephanlites! became more zeslous Lu~

therans. They belong to the school known in Germany as
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fAlte Lutheraner,! or 014 Lutherans,! in contradig-
tinctlon to those Lutherans in Prussia who with the Ré—
formed united in the present Evangelical churéh of that
kingdom. After having said thig much, it is scarcely
necessary to add that the same narrow and bigoted
spirlt which prevaills among thils school in Pruseia
seems to rule with undiminished force in the Weet.’
Thank God, this unholy spirit can never enter oﬁr Eng-
lish churches, " 28

In the years of Walthertg actlve pastorate at
Trinity Church, from 1842 to 1850, when he assumed a
professorship at Concordia Seminary, his congregation
showed a steady growth in membership and financial
well-being, In 1842, 1ts total membershlp was three
hundred and twenty-five, and by 1849 the number had
nearly trebled, Through its parochial schools many
non-Lutheran parents of pPuplls were brought to reli-
glous services and later taken into membership of the
church, 29 Trinity assumed the finanecial responsibility
for the publication of Der Lutheraner until 1t wag made
the officilal organ of the Missouri Synod in 1847, ana
in the $rying years of Concordla Seminary's existence
in Perry County, Mlssourli, from 1839 to 1850, 1ts fi-
:i::f:i obligations were assumed by Walther'sg congrega-

Walther has been ranked among the outstanding
Preachers of the Chrigtian church, and his broaa uhder-
standing of American institutions, his ability to adapt
a German church order to a democratic environment, and
h%s leadership and organlzing ability place him with
Muhlenberg among the most einent figﬁres in the Lu- -
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theran church of America. Dr. Bromel, 1n a scientifie
criticism of great preachers of the Christlan church,
sald: "He speaks so forcibly from heart to heart, he
Imows always ag one of deep experilence, how to put in
the center the chief theme of the gospel, viz: consola~
tion in the forgivenesa of sinas, that, from the begin-
'-ning to end he 1s heard with great joy...He 1s as
orthodox as John Gerhardt, but as fervent as -a Pletiat;
as correct in form as a university or court preacher,
and yet as popular as Luther himgelf. He 1g a model
preacher in the Lutheran church.®3® In his sermons he
‘showed a real appreclation for the country of his
ddoption, and for the advantages it offered: "We live
here in s state in which the church enjoys a freedom
"ungurpassed slnce 1ts orlgln, and at présent to be
Tound scarcely anywhere else in the world. Our rulers,
instead of allowing attacks to be made upon the rights
of the church, exert all thelr power for the proteetion
of these rights. We have here full liberty to regulate
everything according to God's Word and the model of the
church 1n i1ts best days, and to glve our church a truly
Chrigtian and apostolic form, If we take a glance at
our old German Fatherland, how entirely different do we
find 1t! There the church 1s bound in chains. False
teachers, in most churches and schools, have been
forced upon the congregations, and the few true minis—
ters have thelr hands tied. The books which must be
used in church and school are filled wlth the polson of
A Christilan father can scarcely have
the enemy of Chrilst, as he must regard hls pastor, bap-
tize his child without recelving abuse, If he appeals

false doctrine.

to Christian libverty,
happy then, are we,
old Fatherland,"2=2

he 1s declared g rebel, How
compared with our brethren in our

Aslde from his pastoral and editoral dutiles
Walther maintained an extended correspondence with’his
co~workers in various parts of the United States, His
communicatlons with the Saxon pastors in Perry Gounty
Schieferdecker and Fﬁrbringer in Tllinois, Wege in ’
Benton County, Missourl, Brohm in New York City,

Geyer
in Watertown Wisconsin Territory, 4

e held these "014 Lu~
therans' together until g synodical organization could

be consumpated. At all times he showed a live interest
in the problems of hig correspondents and the rastoral
task before them, he constantl& advised them to exer-
cige forbearance toward the weak and feltering of their
flock, German groups turned to him for advice in spir-

1tual matters snd Pleaded for his asslstance in gecur-
ing consclentilous pastors,2®

All this gave him a
better insight into the religious situation of the land
of his adoption, enebling him to rerform more effi-
clently hils numerous dutieg,
ent course,

and steer a more consigt-
He was, without g doubt, the outstanding figure
in the Missouri Synod until his death in 1887. The
pastors sent out from Concordia Seﬁinary through the
many years of his professorisl career respected him asg.
an guthority in the field of theology and ranked him
second only to Luther as an interpreter of Tundamental
Lutheran doctrines. His 8plrlt and devotion to service
8t111 pervades Concordia, and the rigld adherence of

"Missouri" to the kistoric confessions of the Lutheran
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church are a tribute to the abllity of its founder.

The Saxons, whose system of organization was a radical,

" departure from the order of the church in Germany,
could hardly expect to escape the criticism of those
1014 Lutherans" in America who had not passed through
the same trying days. Even before they had fully re-
covered from the severe shock which Ztephan!s conduct
had given them, thelr liberal doctrine pertaining to
tzé church wag attacked by Johannes A. A. Grabau,
leader of a band of Prussilan Lutherans who had emil-
grated to escape Frederick William IIT's persistent
effort at Protestant unity in his kingdom. ‘

Grabau, whose reslstance to church union had led
te imprisonment for‘one year and loss of his clerical
office, traveled throughout Silesia and other parts of
Prussia gatheringvabout him confesslonal Lutherang for
colonization in America., In July, 1839, approximately
8 half year after the Saxons had settled in Missouri,
the vanguard of the Prussian refugees landed at New
York. A considerable number of them settled in
Buffalo, New York, while others colonized in Wisconsin,
Michigan, and Canada., In subsequent years these colo-
nies were augmented by new settlers from Germany, Like
the Baxons they pledged themselves uncompromisingly to
the historic symbols of the Lutheran church,®+ and
founded a theological seminary, Martin Luther College,
at Buffalo, In 1845 the Prussians met in Mllwaukee
where they organized the synod of the Lutheran church -

which emigrated from Prussla, the so-called "Buffalo

Synod, 18°
In the khope of uniting the "0ld Lutherans' in
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the West, Grabau addressed a pastoral letter t t
scattered Prugsian Lutherans and the Baxons ; o
letter he outlined hig doctrine of the chur;h :hthe
ministry, and the Office of the Keys agking tie se
for a reply stating their,position. This letter ::;n
was written in 1840 when the Missouriane were faceg :
with internal dissensions, was not answered unt:ie I
after they had reacheg definite doctrinal conclusilg‘
The Saxon's fallure to subscribe to Grabaulg tenetOns
which were almost identical with those of Stephan s;ar
ey

guldance, From thege centers or orthodoxy and thro
their parochial schools, which were considered an g
sentlal prerequisite for the maintenance of fthe Les-
theran doctrines in their truth ang purity,t confeu—
sional Lutheranism Was disseminated into aéjoinin -
areas. In Perry County, Missouri, and in Buffalog N
York, a gtart hag been made to Prepare young men ; .
the Lutheran ministry, and the Lohe foundation wasor
generously supplying the pastoral needs of the Weet
sending young men to Ft. Wayne, where their traini by
for the ministry was cormpleted. The three distinc:f
confessional Lutheran Eroups in America, the Bavary -
and followers of Liohe, the Saxons, and the Prussian:ns
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separate religlous entitles until 1847,
of these the Saxons were the most homogeneous.

The religious crisis through which they had passed, the

subsequent break with the consistorial church.structure
up organiza-

of Germany and the adaptation of thelr gro
t1on.to a democratic envirconment, the gtatesmanship and
theologlical ability of their leaders, and the fort-
'nightly, Der Lutheraner ell helped elevate the S::éns
to a position of prominence wlthin the ranks of the

were

v91d Lutherans.”

CHAPTER VII

AWAKENING OF CONFESSIONAL CONSCIOUSNESS WITHIN
- LUTHERAN RANKS IN THE UNITED STATES

The cauge of confegsional Lutheranism seemed gl
most hopeless previous to the appearance of Der Luther-
aner in 184k, No matter where the "Old Lutheran"
looked he discovered church federation, religious 1lib-
eralism, and a neglect of all church symbols. Many Ger-
man immigrants had broken with the faith of their
fathers and were reveling in an atmosphere of political
and spiritual freedom. As "01d Lutherans" analyzed
Anmerican 1lnstitutions, the situation seemed even more
desperate; for, thought they, how could one expect to
bring order out of spirltual cheos 1n a country in
whlch there was no governmental control over religious
effairs,

It was into this arena of confuslon that Der
Lutheraner was launched by Walther to do what it could
to salvage what was left of Lutheran orthodoxy. Its
reception, within the ranks of those who hoped for the
regtoration of more fundamentsl Lutheranism, Was spon-
taneous and enthuslastic, and the very first nucber of
this fortnightly seemed to fulfill the fondest hopes of
a Wyneken and a Sihler. When the former read the first
number he exclalmed, "Thank God there are stlll real
Lutherans in America," and Sihler remarked later, "It

101



prs

/

102

was a great Joy to me when the first issue of Der
Lutheraner was published in 18M4, and after reading the
next number I hed no hesitancy in recommending it to
and circulating it within my congregation."®* A gimilar
spirit of exultation was heard in the East, where the
Henkel brothers were upholding the cause of confes~
glonal Lutheraniem against the unsymbolical and union-
istic tendencles in the General Synod.? Pastors im-
pressed with 1tg orthodoxy brought it to the attention
of their parishioners; and, to the amazement of many,
Der Lutheraner was being read regularly by members of
theilr church.® The Tennegsee, the Indianapolis, and
the Eastern District Synod of Ohlo advised the reading
of Walther's fortnightly. Its influence even pene~
trated into Scandinavian Lutheran communities.*

The real challenge of this remarksble publica-
tion was "Back, you Lutherans, back to Luther, to his
Reformation church and doctrine!*® Wherever read, it
awgkened a doctrinel conscloucness and engendered a
cleavage in "American Lutheran! ranks by calling atten-
tion to inconsiatencies in doctrine and practice and a
departure from the historic church. In but a few years
the trend toward Lutheran and Reformed amalgemation had
been checked and the relentless thrusts of Jer Luther-
aner were having telling effects in the East.® The
bold prediction of the Lutheran Observer, that "the
same nerrow and blgoted splrit from Germany could never
enter our English churches! was being questioned in
numerous localities,

One of the moat serious faults Der Lutheraner
found with "American Lutherans" was their readiness to
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compromigse in matters of doctrine and cast aside all
obstacles to promilscuous Protestant federation, In
this respect they were no different than the church in
Germany and therefore brought upon themselves the cen-
sure of those who had come to America to escape the
careless trends of their homeland. GConfirmed in their
opposition to a lax doctrinal ang ritualistic stand the
7014 Lutherans® were determined to arouse a stronger
confesgional consciousness within the Lutheran church
of America. The most formidable of the German confeg-
sional association; was the Saxons' whose periodical
did yeoman service in staylng the tide toward church
unlon. While the Saxon doctrine on the nature of the
church seemed liberal, neverthelesg 1t opposed all
forms of church union that presupposed doctrinal com-
promlse, for to them but one form of agreement was ac-
ceptable, one buillt upon a rigid adherence to the
teachings of the Bible and church doctrines set forth
in the Lutheran symbols.?” ‘

In support of thelr exclusive stand they quoted
from Luther!s works: "Whoever accepts his doctrine
faith, and confession to be true, correct, and sur;
can not remain in the same gtall with others who ad:
vance false doctrines or are kindly disposed toward
them, nor can he converse on friendly terme with the
devil and his knaves, A teacher who 1s silent in the
Presence of error and still poses as a true teacher 1s
worge than a sectarlan, hig hypocrisy does more harm
then a heretic and therefore he is not to be trusteq,ve

Der Lutheraner declared the concessions in
Sacramental doctrines and practice by the "American
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Lutheran" churches a flagrant violation of sound Lu-
theran teaching. Everywhere it observed a desire of
tamerican Lutheran' pastors to satisfy the religious
scruples of gll Frotestants by issuing fo all a .
general invitation to take part in the Holy Sacrament,
To avold offending the consclous scruples of non-
Lutherans who oblect to the doctrine of the "real pres-
ence™ in the Lord's Supper the pastor quoted Christ as
having spoken the words of instltution, leaving the
gquestion of interpretation to the particular indi-
vidual; and to satisefy communicants of the Reformed
church the bresking of the bread was made an indis~
rt of the ceremony. i
pensabl;oizihg could have aroused any more the 1ndigna-
tion of the editorial staff of Der. Lutheraner than the
above form of service. They inslsted that the practice
of saying "Christ sald" was an outright evasion of ad,
basic doctrine of the church, that the body and bloo
of Christ was actually receilved by each and every com-~
municant; and to admit to thils sacred rite by general
invitation was a violation of a gpiritual responsi-
bility vested in the pasteor, It was his duty to do all
in his power to prevent one from recelving the body and
blood of Christ unworthily to hils own condemnation. -
For by so doing the minister made himself a party to a
sinful act. Though the breaklng of the bread was not
congidered a violation of Lutheran doctrines, it was
nevertheleseg, declared a concesslon to the Reformed
doctrine that made the breaklng of the bread a ritual-
istic requirement, Der Lutheraner left no one in doubt
as to the policy it thought should be pursued by a real
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Lutheran Chrietian and a pastor.® In like manner a
refugal to accept literally the words of Scriptures
pertaining to Holy Baptism wag condemned as an un-
Christlan act. To the Saxons the Sacraments were means
of grace "valid unto salvation, 1o
S0 complete a departure from the nineteenth cen-
tury trends in theology could hardly expect to escape
the violent criticlsm of the Lutheran Observer, spokeg-
man of the left wing of the "American Lutheran! party.
It publicly declared: "Re it known, therefore, to all
vhom it may concern that however we may agree with hip
on the guestion of new measures, we do not think alike
on some antiquated and rartly explodeqd doctrines, We
differ toto caelo as to the mode of our blessed Lordlsg
presence 1n the Eucharist. The Scriptures plainly
teach Christ'g Presence in the Supper, and afford Just
grounds to believe that speclal blessings are communi-
cated by Him to all worthy communlcants; but that the
bread and wine are more than symbolic representations
of His-ﬁbsent body, we dc not believe, and indeed can
not, so long as the unerring word of God remains the
guide of our faith...Christ used the words 'this ig,1
etc., because the language he used contalns no words
to express !represents! or 'denotes. "1 6Thege days.
of Sacramentarian controversies it 1g very lmportant
that our minds be kept in an even balance, lest in
breserving ourselves from one extreme we should fing
our opinions preponderating in favor of another. we
are bold to affirm that no Proposition has been of-
fered to the suffrage of man more absurd than the real
personal corporal presence of Christ in the Sacrament

LIBRARY
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i lve
¢ the Altar Traﬁsubstantiatlon 1s the most offens
0 -

of this dogua, consubstantiation 16 bai en;;fhci;iunion
sooth to say so near akin to the forme ---t S
body and blood of christ 1s a splritue

of the 1zy 1Tt 1s too late in the day to revlve such
‘antiquated notlons. 1f ever they were b611ezzi zzwthe
mass of Lutherans 1n this country, theg :;ewe oo ;Ot
They have been shaken off long &30, ai T e abor
greatly misteken the age 1n which we llve, °

in to attempt to render such motions curre
ain few men, no doubt 1n most instances well-
t , st111 hold to them; and we
, since they do not enter
£ the Christian system,
e to prevell 1n the Lu~

munion.”

agaln.
mesning and plous men, nay
have no great objection to it
into the egsentlal features ©

' be mad
but that they can ever )
theran church of the United States, i1s utterly impos

sible...Besldes, 4f left slone, 1t will of itself i;:
a natural death; 1t is already nearly exploded in i
Lutheran church of the United States, and to a consld~
erable extent ln Germany, and it is undoubtedly des—t
t1ined to an esrly grave throughout enlightened Chrlst-
endom. These are clearly our views, and 1f mistaken,
we ask for no more indulgence than we cheerfully ex-
uia
rene toT;Zh:Zi;na were as uncompromlsing in theilr sup-
port of the Lutheran confesslons as they were toward
the Sacraments. They declared the Augsburg Confession
gnd the Symbolical Books "the pure and ucorrupted ?x-
planation and gtatement of Divine Word."** Dr, Dau's
statement of only a few years ago ig the same as that
of his predecessors, the Saxons of the middle of the

i
i
1
H

107

nineteenth century, He sald: "For one to declare that
he accepts the Lutheran confessions fas for ast! they
agree with the Scripture, not only throws suspicilon on
these confesslons but also opens the door to doctrinal
latitudinarianism and insincerity."*® The Book of Con-
cord, adopted elmost thirty years after Luther's death,
was accepted by the Saxons &8 an lmportant doctrinal
book of the church, "promulgated by nearly three hun-
dred pastors to force out of the church the leaven of
Calvinism,." They declared, this convention was as im—
portant as the great councills at which the creeds of ‘
the church were formulated, for by the doctrines enun-
clated in the Book of Concord the Lutherans were set
apart from the "Romans, Reformed, Methodists, and other
sects, "16
Again the Luthersn Observer questioned the

stand of the, so~called, Symbolists and declared, "they
merely argued I1n a circle, 'Why do you receive the Sym-
bolical Books?'! !'Because thelr interpretation of
Seripture is correct.! t!How do you Find out what is
correct?! "By comparing with the Symbolical Book and
interpreting them in accordance.! It is but another
form of sophistry of the Roman church, which proves the
divine origin of the Blble from the suthority of the
church, and then proves the authority of the church
from the Bible. It is the Augsburg Confesslon alone
which has been recognized during all periods and in
every part of the church In her distinetlve exlst-~

ence  ¥17.

The editoriml staff of Der Lutheraner was by no

means content to take a firm stamd in support of the
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Sacraments and the confessiong, but it carefully scru-
tinlzed Lutheran publications and called attention to
wket 1t considered f2lse doctrines appearing in thelr
columns. A cursory examination of hymnals in common

use in Tutheran churches digclosed an intrusion of Re-
fomed songs, B omission of those setting forth the

dectrine of Justification py faith through Word and

Sacrament, snd the absence of many composed by Luther
and hls contemporaries. such discrepancies were ci_re-
fully singled out and brought to the attention of the
layman by constantly keeping before him the extent to

which the respective hymnels savored of rationallsm,
pletism, and Methodlsm and were out of harmony with the
songs that had been sung by his Lutheran mother. OF
tre books in common uee the St. Louls hymnal, & Mis-
gourl publicatlon, was declared to be of greatest doc-
trinal merit.*® Other Lutheran publications were dealt
with in slmilar mgnner.

Any shift toward the right by the more liberal
Lutherans in Americae and Germany was selzed upon by Der
Lutheraner as al omen of confesslional success and ap-
proval of its policy. In Germany 1t noted such strides
in the direction of congervatism that it predicted the
#1914 Lutherans" would ultimately be forced to depend on
their own resources to supply preachers for their
churches. It found a source of satisfaction in the
growing interest in a study and dissemination of the
Lutheran sympbols and English translations of parts of
the Reformers works, so that by 1850, Der Lutheraner
could note with pride that the seed of dlscord sown
within the "Americen Lutheran" camp was bearing abun—

dant fruit.??
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The Saxon'e insistence upon tenets of medieval
theology which elevated falth above reasson in matters
spiritual, the refusal to break with the ceremonlal and
symbolical worship of the Catholic church not contrary
to Biblical teachingsz, and the retention of the cross,
cruciflx, altar, candles, and the llke, exposed them to
the accusation of being “Romanists.? This attack be-
came more severe as the cause of symbolical Lutheranism
asgumed greater proportlons and the tide of "Native
Americanism®™ increased. Reformed and "American Lu~
therans® glike took pleagure in hurling at the "0ld
Lutherans" the eplthet, "Romanictes,” and denouncing
them of being a "sect that leads to Rome,"#3°

The same conservatlsm characterized the Saxon's |
political attitude. Their interpretation of the Scrip-
tural statements of the relationship between the
government and its subjects was as literal as that of
matters spiritual. Any form of government able to com-
mand obedlence was declared of divine orlgin, and every
Chrigtlian subl)ect was, therefore, sacredly bound to
obey the gdvernment Hthat exercised authority over
him,¥ as long as it 4id not interfere in matters of
conscience, and even then the individual!s only re-
course was one of passive resistance. Concerning revo-
lution Walther sald: "We belleve every revolution is
sinful, and that all governments and constitutlions are
of divine origin no matter how they originated.” 1In

thls respect the politieal philosophy of the Saxong did
not differ from that of Luther, who called upon the
princes to use force in putting down the Peasants' Re—
volt, =22 ’
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The acceptance of this phi](.qsophy of state en-
atled the Saxons to escape the sectional divisioni over
tre slavery questlon which other Prptesta.nt denom 1:3..
tlons encountered.?®® Throughout the perioed of Consz;;d
versy Der Lutheraner, gpokesman for the Saxons‘; i:_s
a neutral attitude toward the burning lssué an e
ready to condemn the extremlsts of both sideS.d il
clared the emanclpatlon of slaves on the lgland o
tinlque a calamlty that wae detrimentel to both ra;:ei,
for a conslderable mal ority of the Negroes, opposed To
manual labor, resorted to robbery and vlolence against
the Whites. The perlod of slavery was declered an age
of transition in the 1life of the race, in which the .
Negro was to be prepared by & process of Christianhe u-
catlon to assume the respons;bilities ag well as the
privileges obtained bY enancipation. In a reflection
on the sectionsl antipathy Der Luthersner declared,

nThe hostility between the North and South is dally as-
guming greater proportions. The bold declaration of
the South in suppor®t of glavery and the 1nterfe1-'ence of
the fanatlcal abolitlonlsts with the property rights of
the slave holders are to be regretted, for they compli-
cate the status of the pocr slaves and make 1life far
more intolerable Tor them, *2

such a radlcal departure from the currents of
American pollticsl 1deals 414 much to widen the gulf
between the "Amerlcan Lutherans" »and the Saxong. The
latter were opposed to an appeal to armsg in overcoming
political, ecenomic, OT soclal oppression, While 1oygl
to the government of the United states they looked upon
the Americen Revolution like most ‘revolutions as
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products of rationalism and atheism. The "American Lu-
therans," on the contrary, so much a part of that great
world movement, looked upon the Revolutlon in Europe as -
an act of Providence to establish free and democratic
institutions. Therefore they enthusiastlcally united
with the majority of the American people in giving
their moral support to the revolutionary uprieslngs that
were sheking the thrones of Europe and portending the
creatlon of constitutional and democratic institutions
in the Western World.

No matter what the circumstances that gave rilse
to the European uprisings in 1848, the Saxons could
find nothing in the Scriptures which warranted a resort
to arms for a redress of grlevances, Der Lutheraner
wae ready to admlt the revolts were the punishment of
God vislted upon the princes for thelr despotic rule,
tut in spite of the people!s Just grlevances 1t de-
clared acte of violence wholly unjustifiable, The
tAmerican Lutherans! were geverely censured for having
g0 enthuslastically welcomed Kossuth, of Hungary, and
declared him a martyr for the cause of liberty. The
German "fortyeighters" fared even worse than Kossuth,
for in spite of the high public acclalm given them 1in
America, they were severely censured by Der Lutheraner
for the demoralizing religlous and soclal influences
thelr more prominent leaders exercised through the Ger-
man press. Lutherans were advised to refrain from be-
coming a party to thelr soclalistic and atheilstic
activity by subscribing to newspapers edlted by German
political refugees.?* After citing a number of pas=-
sages from the German journals Der Lutheraner asks 1lts




112

readers: "Do these leading German organs in the United
states express the oplnion of the German populatlon?
Ave trey the mouthplece through which the German popu-
lation speaks? Are you, German fellow cltlzens, ready
o declare yourselves in favor of the blasphemy of the
goclallsts? Are you ready to destroy religion, prop-
erty, and the family and send your children to Tound-
1ing institutions?"®®

per Lutheraner had drawn the line of cleavage 8o
gharply between the Saxoh and the “"American Lutherans"‘
as to shatter =ll hope of compromise., A Lutheran was
either for or agalnst the Saxon and could only hope to
retain spiritual fellowshlp with him by subscriblng un-
reservedly to his doetrinal philosophy. In any libergl
Lutheren community in which exponents of the Saxon
cause were found, strife and schism were inevitable
until the Saxons had freed themselves of the leaven of
r0glvinism, Methodlsm, and rationalism.* The hestllity
they encountered on g1l sides merely confirmed thelr
convictions, strengthened the bond of loyalty among
them, and awakened a resolve to bring sbout and maln-
tain a synodical unlon for mutual endeavor to perpetu-
ate and spread thelr confessional Lutheran convictions.

CHAPTER VIII
THE MISSOURI SYNOD, ITS ORGANIZATION AND POLICY

The spontaneous approval that greefted Der Lu-
theraner when it first appeared exceeded the fondest
hopes of- Walther, 1ts editor, Its regular appearance
led to an extended correspondence and intimate friend-
shlp betweéen Walther and the Saxons on the one hand and
other confessionally-minded Lutherans like Sihler and
Wyneken on the other, which eventually culminated in a
synodical union., At the time, both Wyneken and Sihler
were on the verge of a break with thelr synodical af-
filiates in the General Synod and the Joint Synod of .
Ohio respectively. Months before Sihler formally withe-
drew from the JFolnt Synod of Ohio, he had been 1n cor-
respondence with Walther concerning the status of the
Jaxons and the possibility of entering into some form
of synodical fellowship with them. When Wyneken and
Sihler were considering synodical separation, the Bave-
rians, Lutherans in Milchigan terrltory, were takling
steps to sever thelr comnection with the Michigan
Symnod, 1 .

In the courge of his correspondence with Sinler
and others, Walther formulated certaln principles which
he believed should guide them in forming a synodical
union. The unfortunate Stephan 1incident and the vio-
lent opposition to any form of church federation by &
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large number of Germans in the West convinced Walther
of the need of proceeding cautiously. Withln hile own
congregatlon was still a deeply rooted antipathy.for
. any program favoring congregatlonal consolidation, for
fear such an act might be a first step toward an hier~
" archical order, in which the shepherd contemplated com-
plete domination over his flock. Before his congrega~
tion would mgree to a synodical order, Walther was
obliged to snalyze in detall every part of the congti-
tution and prove that the new document .in no way im-
palred its independence.Z®
Though apprehensive of a democratic form of

church organization, Welther observed that he was un-
able to find anything in the Scripturés;br Luther's
writings which precluded such a form. :In fact, he
geemed confident that the freer the church was 1n a
free state the greater were 1ts chances for guccess.,

He was opposed to the concentration of authority in a
synod, but favored a confederdtion of congregations to
promote common actlon against corrupting church influ=-
ence, "foster the unity of the Falth," adopt a uniform
liturgy, and serve as a kind of court of arbltration to
which the pastors and congregations would be at 1liberty
to present their respective grievances. He belleved
that 1n all matters of church polity the synod was to’

act in an advisory capacity and function as a guafantorA

of the rights of 1ts constituent congregations.®

In the proposed constitution the prime source of
mlsunderstanding, strife and disintegration was obvi~
ated once and for all times, for it lald down certaln
irrefutable doctrinal truths es basic guides in all
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rellglous controversles, Walther insisted that the
constitution of the synod, llke that of his congrega-
tlon adopted in 1842, should contaln an expliclt state-
ment of Lutheran principles, to which all signatory
eongreggtions muet subseribe and adhere without reser-
vations, To reject either of these automatically
‘barred the i1ndividual from both congregational and
egnodlcal membership. In all other matters he advo-
cated the broadest klnd of congregational independence
end freedom of action,4

Walthert's 1dea of a democratic synodical organi-
zatlon with cqmplete congregational autonomy in ques-
tions of church polity did not meet with Sihlerfs or
Lohe's wholehearted approval. Both of them, by nature
preJudiced against democratic institutions, couid sense
only disaster confronting an organization like the one
Walther proposed, in which there was no central agency
to supervise the respective congregations and pastors
for an g@ssurance of unlformity of doctrine and practice,
For if such an arrangemeﬁf was essentlal in Germany,
where the princes exerclsed a restraining influence
agalnst doctrinml divislons, i1t seemed to them even
more neceggary in America, where the conceptlon of a
free church in a free state was recognized, However,
their desire for gome kind of central organizatioh so
outwelghed thelr prejudice, that Léhe advised his fol-
lowers in America to enter into a synodical arrangement
with the Saxons, and Sihler with Ernst and Lochner
agreed to participate in preliminary conversations with
Walther and five others at St. Louls in the spring of
1846, ©




In the course of these conferences Walther en-
countered a stubborn resigtance to a syncdical union by
his own church. Throughout eight long sesslons with
‘his congregation his patience and analytlcal skill were
taxed to the utmost to prove to them nothing would be
done to impair congregationsl autonomy. These meetings
and the personal conferences between Walther and hisg
guests won them over to his way of thinking and to an
acceptance of his theologleal leadership. Lohels fol-
lowersg capltulated so completely to the Saxon leader
that they refused to follow their spilritual father in
- Germany, when he later severed all connectlions with the
newly crested Missourl Synod.® Slhler saild of Waltherlg
influence: "He was also, above all others, the vltal-
izing and organizing genius in outlining the principles
for an orthodox (i.e. Lutheran) unlion of congregations
or synods,*”

The outlines of a comstltutlion drawn up at 3t.
Louls were presented to a larger conference of dele~
gates at the residence of Dr, Sihler at Ft. Wayne,
Indiana, in July, 1846. This meeting was attended by
sixteen representatives from Mlissourl, Ohlo, Indlana,
Michigan, and New York. After a thorough debate upon
the regpective artlcles of the fundamental document,
the convention decided to publish the constitution in
Der Lutheraner of September 5, 1846, thus giving the
various congregationg ample time to study the instru-
ment before 1ta final adoption at a synodiaal wmeeting
to be held in Chicago. On April 26, 1847, the German
Evangelliecal Lutheran Synod of Missouri, Ohlo, and
Other States was founded, consisting of twelve voting
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members, ten advisory members {members whose congrega-
tions had not yet Jolned the synod), and two candidate
for the minilstry,® .

The most important amendment to the constitutio:
guaranteeing complete congregational independence was
proposed by Walther's church. It specifically declare:
the synod an advisory body whose resolutlons could onl:
bind the 1ndividual congregation upon its acceptance o1
the terms, Any constituent member of the synod was em-
powered to object to resoclutions on the grounds of
Seriptural inconsistency and inadaptability to congre~
gational needs.® L&he was never able to reconcile his
theory of church government with that of the Missourl
Synod., When he agreed to the transfer of his founda-
tion, the Pt. Wayne Seminary, to the synod in 18U4&, he
was quite frank in voleclng his disapproval of complete
congregational autonomy in the following worda: "We
have made the sad observation that your synodical con-
stitution can not claim to follow the example of the
firast Ghristian church, and we justly fear that the
adoption of democratic, independent, congregational
principles wlll be a greater gource of danger than the
interference by princes and governments in church af- .
fairs in Germany.®io

In splte of the grave doubts of many of the
eritics of the time, the Missourl Synod stands today‘as
a glowing tribute to the leadership and prophetic
vislon of 1ts founder. Walther had eliminated from the
new gtructure the most serious obstaecle to synodlcal
unity by making 1t incumbent upon eveéry congregation to
subseribe to gpecific and unalterable doctrinal decla-
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‘rations for membership in the larger group. A church
was elther for or agalnst "Migsouri” on the basls of
the following artlcleg: "The acceptance of the Secrip-
tures of the 01d and New Testement as the written Word
of God and the only rule and norm of faith and of prac-
tice, Acceptance of all the symbollcal books of the
Evangelical Lutheran church as a true and correct
statement and exposition of the Word of God, to wit:
the three Ecumenical Creeds (the Apostles! Creed, the
Nicaean Creed, the Athanasian Creed), the Unaltered
Augsburg Confession, the Apology of the Augsburg Con-
fession, the Smalcald Articles, the Large Catechlsm of
Luther, the Small Catechlsm of Luther, and the Formula
of Concord, Renunciation of unionlsm and syncretism of

every description, such as serving union congregations

compoged of members q?uchu:ches with different confeg—
slons as such; taking‘ﬁgft in the services and sacra—
mental rites of heterodox congregatlons or of such of
mixed confesslon; Jolning the heterodox in mlsslonary |
efforts or in the publishing and dlstribution of 1it-
erature; exclusive use of doctrinaily pure agenda, hymn
books, and catechlsms 1n church and school; providing
the children with a Christlan school education,??i2
Through the founding of the Mlssourl Synod were
united some of the ablest and most aggréssive champions
of confesslonal Lutheranlsm in America, and the synod
was made the agency through which the Lohe foundation
carrled on its misslomary activity until the year 1852,
The Saxon!s lack of numbers was offset by the intelli-
gent, praétical, and statesmanlike leadershlp they con=-
tributed to the synod. The Léhe followers, approxi-

{
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mately two-thirds of the clerical membership, added
humerical strength and a more widely distributed field
of activity than the Saxons. Assoclated with them was
that stalwart Sihler, founder of the gemlnary at Ft,
Wayne, the one through whose intimate connection with
thg confessional movement in Gérmany men and money were
placed at the disposal of "Migsouri,"i2 Wynekenls af-
fillatlion with "Missouri" in 1848, brought to the new
organization that broad understanding of the‘religious
needs of the immigrant Germans, got only by extensive
travels throughout the Middle West. Through hils family
connections he was able to draw to the support of his
colleagues many of the government officials of Hanover
who rendered invaluable service in directing emigrants
to Lutheran centers in America,

The intimate fellowshlp of the "Missourl tri-
wavirate, Walther, Wyneken, and Sihler, as well as
their agsoclates, enabled the synod to rise to a posi—‘
tion of preéminence and leadership among the "014 Lu~
therans® of America. Throughout almost forty years# A
of the triumvirastet!s personal leadership the symbolical
r¢ins were drawn more tightly and the machlnery of
synodlical activity was so well developed, that today
the "Missourl Synod" stands a monument to their untir-
Ing snd loysl efforts. Through thelr activity was
bullt up the morale of a Lutheran body which has ac-
cepted as 1ts most sacred misgion to guard against doc-
trinal dissent through the assumption of the stéward-
ship of "Das Wort und die reine Lehre" (the Word and
pure doctrine),?3

With a sirgleness of purpose unheard of in the
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hietory of the Lutheran church in America the pastors

of "Migsouri® set out to achieve thelr alms, the awak-

ening of a confessional conscilousness and gathering

under one common barner g1l of like mind with them,

They advanced methodically and eystematically from
esgtablished congregatlonsl centers into outlying com-
munities and spared no effort to secure & foothold in
1mportant metropolitan areas, linking these with the
American ports of entry and the German harbors of em-
barkstion into a common system for 1mmigrant mid.
Valuable assistance was given their sllen natlionals in
@ new land, which enabled them to escape the serious
dangers that so frequently confronted -the immlgrants of
the past. The number of Germans brought into the fola
of "Missouri" through this philanthropic service will
never be knmown, but no one will deny that 1t was labor
well spent.

In spite of the censure of exclusiveness hurled
at pastors of the Missourl Synod by the 'American Lu-
therans” and "014 Lutberan® factions, the sincerlity and
devotion to their calling was rarely questloned, This
reputation and the larger number of ministers at the
gynod's disposal focused the attention of congregetilons
upon "™Misgourl® when in need of or dissatlsfled with
thelr pastors.l+ Never able to respond to all requests
the synodical leaders weighed each petition and filled
the posltions that held out the greatest prospects for
Tuture growth and expansion, The Middle West, where
the leaven of religious liberaliem had not yet obtained
& Tirm Toothold, was consldered of strateglc 1mporté.nce
for bullding up real confessional Lutheranism. Colpor-
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teurs were sent throughout this region tc search out
German settlements, and by distributing Lutheran 1it-
erature establish contacts which would lead to the
final egteblishment of congregations.®

The abler men were usually sent to the urban
centers located in the heart of German settlements.
From these nuclei missionary operations were extended
into outlyihg communities, so that in less than a de-
cade after the founding of the Missourl Synod the im-
portent western metropolitan areas of Milwaukee,
Detroit, Cleveland, Indianspolis, Cincinnatl, Chicago,
and Loulsville, had one or more "Missouri! congrega-

tions. Sinilar thought was given to the important sea-

ports of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and.New
Orleans. These were the centers from which direct con-
tact with Germany was maintalned and the immligrants
were given necegeary ald and directed to Lutheran com-
munities in the interior.1® Through this arrangement

the "Migsourl Synod" was assured of a conslstent growth .

as long as the tlde of German immigration continued,-
regardless of the normal increase in congregationsl
membership. ) -
It was but natural that the Missourl Synod, of
immigrent origin, would be vitally interested in thg
new settlers from Germsny. As early as 1848, plans for
an Immigrant A1d Soclety were formulated to unify all
the agencles of immlgrant ald. Lacking the financlal
resources immediately to put the program into opera-
tion, existing local committees were continued until
the synod was in @ position to assume the work. In Nevv'v‘.
York City, the Reverend Theodore J. Brohm, a Saxoq, :
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soon after his appointment to the pagtorate of Trinity
Church 1in 1843, busied himself with the rellef of Ger—

Unt1l 1853 he and members of his con-
total burden and responsibility of
the mlsslon, and even after the synod relleved them of
the financlal obligations. the originsl committee func- ;
t1omed as a kind of immigration committee.*”

Every opportunity to establish themselves in lmw-
portant seaports was gelzed upon. A newspaper report
from New Orleans that many German Lutherans had set-
tled in that city led to the despatch of George Volk
to the new fleld in 1852, and his ordination -and in~-
stallation into the ministry of the newly organilzed
congregation 1n New Orleans. The rapid growth of Ger-
pman populatlon and the trend toward confesslonal Lu~-
theranism brought additlonal New Orleans congregations
to "Missouri” in 1854 and in 1874, Still another
strateglc coastal poslition was clalmed 1n 1863, when a
aecided trend toward a positive doctrinal posgition
engendered by Der Lutheraner brought Zion Church of
Poston 1nto the Mlssourl Synod.l® So wherever the Ger-
man immigrent lended he was able to find one or more
"Miggouri" ministers and congregations ready to agsist
and direct him to Lutheran communlties where his
spiritusl interests would be served.

This was but a part of the strategy, for through
1ts close affilistions 1n Germany the synod was able to
reach the Lutheran before he left hils native shore. At
Bremen, Hamburg, Stade, Verden, and important inland
clties, friends of the Missourl Synod were glad to
furnieh the emigrant with literature glving informatlon
concerning the spiritual hazards in America and the - i

men lmmigrants.
gregatlon bore the

e by
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location of Lutherans beyond the sea. As early as 1848
a candlidate for the ministry was stationed at Bremen ae
an agent for the "01d Lutherans® of Germany and "Mis-
souri, 2o

The expansion of the Missourl Synod and the ex-
tension of 1ts confesslonal influence into liberal
strongholds of the Eaat was one of the outstanding
events in the history of Lutheranism in America. In
seven years, 1847 to 1854, 1ts membership had increased
more than tenfold 1n pastors and congregations. This
growth necegsltated a reorganization of the bedy to
meet changed condltions and provide for future expan-—
glon, The synod was divlded 1nto four districts: theA
Western embracing Mlssourl, Illinols, and Iowa; the
Middle, Indians and Ohlo; the Northerm, Wisconsin and
Michigan; and the Eastern, New York, Pennsylvanla, and
ﬂaryland.ZI

With a real zesl for doctrinal unity the Mis-
gourl 3ynod set up an additional safeguard by providing
for a systematié visltation of its constltuent parts.
The constitution mede 1t incumbent upon the presldent
of the synod to vislt each oongregatlon once during the
three year term of hils office and report his findings
to the general body. He was expected to hear at least
one sermon by the pastor, attend the catechetlcal in-
struction, lngpect the parochlal school, attend a con-
gregational meeting, and, 1ln general, acqualnt himself
with the doectrinal and rituallstic practices of the
church, When the increase of membership necessitated a
redistricting of the synod into district synods, these '
duties were delegated to the district president or spec-
1ally appolnted visitors within the larger dlstricts.®?

o
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For the system of congregatlonal visltation the
Lutheran Observer predicted ultimate fallure and logg
of membership to the Missourl Synod, nelther of which
would have been objJectionable to the editor. He gagw in
the authority vested in the preéident the entering
wedge of eplscopacy, an imnovatlon that would raige g
ery 1n any "American Lutheran® community. It was pre~
dicted that thls system could not succeed 1in Americg
and would have to he abandoned by the "o1ld Lutheranst
before three years of the president's term had expired.
However, the tactful policy of the synodl's two presig
gents, Walther and Wyneken, in the firat seventeen
years of 1ts existence, set a precedent for congrega-
tional inspection that met with general approval,=?
Through their patient and sympathetic efforts 1n the
formative period many of the irregularities and congre~
gational difficultiles were ironed out, and the founda-
tion was lald for a highly ;nteg‘rate& end efficiently
functioning synod. - )

Spaeth's estimate of Walther!s work as a builder
1s also applicable to Wyneken who was president of the
synod for fourteen years. The commentator said of
Walther: VHe continued do¢trinal dlscussions at synods
and conferences, yes, even at congregatiohal meetinga,
regular perish vigitatlons careful establishment of
parochlal schools, co-operated,’ not ‘only toward the

creation of s common synodical spirit, but also toward

1ts powerful propagation in new territory. Walther's
wlse and steady leadership had a maghetic “effect,' con-—
quering, winning and assimilating aritagonistic ele-
ments. "3¢ o

:
!
i
!
-
i

CHAPTER IX
THE COHESIVE FORCES IN THE MISSOURI SYNOD

In a cursory study of the Missouri Synod one 18
impressed by its solidarity and singleness of purpose,
something unheard of in the history of the Lutheran
church in America., It 1s e product of the German reli-
glous revival 1n the first half of the nineteenth cen-
tury transplanted to the United States, where 1t
imbibed rather distinctly American demcermtic charac—
terlstics. The reaction of its lemders against the
ratlonalistic influence of the Age of Enlightenment
made for a reversion to the fundamental econfesslons 6f
sixteenth century Lutheranism, while their religlous
experience in Amerieca and contact with a democratic
environment were responsible for a turn in doctrine
and polity which differentiated it from its German
prototype. In splte of the attacks of a number of the
more confessional groups directed against these innova-
tions, the theologlans of "Mlsgourl! were able to prove
to thelr complete satisfaetion that the changees not
only were in harmony with Luther's doctrines but were
rooted in the practices of the Apostolic church. These
doctrines have had repercussions in Germany and are at
present accepted by the Saxon Free church, an affiliate

of the Missourl Synod.
The one who contributed most toward bullding the
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Missourl Synod and casting 1t in a strengly cenfes-
glonal mold wae the Reverend C. F, W. Walther. No
sooner was the mantle 6f leadership stripped from
Stephan, than it fell to Walther's Ybt to guide the
Saxon immigrants ‘out of their dilemma into a better
understanding of their egpiritual heritage, and assist -
them in reconciling their separation from anm’ orthodox
community 1n Germany with Scriptural ‘doctrine€s, His
gcholarly end theologicel attainments, hls deep human

gympathy and intelligent grasp of religlous and pollti-
' cal problems of the day, and hls abllity as a preacher,
pastor, counselor, author, and editor won for him the
enthusiastic and loyal support of both the clergy and
laymen of the Missourl Synod. Because of hls ablding
influence 1in the interest of Lutheran orthodoxy his
followers have placed him in the front ranks with the
really great Lutheran leaders.

The background of Walther's leadership was
traceable to his parental and university environment.
In his student days at Lelpzlg he paseed through a
period of epiritusl angulsh from which he eventually
found deliverance by a atudy of the church fathers and
the writings of Luther, The ridicule heaped upon him
and hisg fellows by many of the Lelipzlg students merely
confirmed hls conviction. The same religlous epirit
motlvated him when he assgumed his first pastoral charge
in 8axony, to which he was appointed in 1837, His out-
gpoken 'disapproval of the unionlstic and rationalistic
trende in the Saxon church incurred the 111 will of the
church superintendent and of his father, the Reverend
Gottlob H. W. Walther.
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Rea.lifzing that ‘any attempt, at that time, to
organize a church independent of the Saxon state church
would be fatal he decided to emigrate to America. Here
religlous conditions a.mbng the Lutherans were not very
different from those encountered in Germany, except
perhape, that he had no reason %0 fear governmental
interference. As in Saxomy he held himself aloof from
unlonistic and non-confessional practices, and set out
to awaken a confesslonal consclousness snd gather about
him those of 1like mind., It was through his efforts
that the historical creeds of the church were made the
fundamental law of the Missourl Synod,

Having set as his gosl a church union based upon
unswerving acceptance of the Lutheran symbols, Walther
moved methodically to realize his hopesg. Der Luthersner
suceceeded beyond hils fondest expectatlons in laying the
foundation for an intelligent understanding of funda-
mental doctrines among the Lutheran laymen. Throughout
the many years of his editorlal career he held stead-
fastly %o the original purpose of Der Lutheraner, dedl-
cated to the confesslonal interest of the common man.
By scenning 1ts columns from year to year one is inad- -
vertently impressed wlth 1ts methodical development of a
religilous literature looking toward a spiritual growth
and understanding. As soon as Der Lutheraner wag made
the official organ of the Missouri Synod in 1847, 1ta
scope was extended toward consolldating the synod :Lnto
a highly unified body.

In the course of the heated doctrinal dlsputes
waged between "™igsourl' and other Lutheran factlons
Walther found 1t expedient to have the symod publish,
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in 1855, a purely theologlcal journal Lehre und Wehre.
This publicatlon, edited by Walther and intended for
the pastors of tyissourl," contalned dogmatlc and
1cal analyses of basle tenets of the synod and

theolog
"igsourl! what Der Lutheraner

aid for the pastors of
did for the laymen. Many of the i1mportant ltems that

" gppeared 1in Lehre und Wehre served as a basls for more
detalled discusslons at pastoral conferences and syn-—
odical conventlons at which Walther frequently took an
active part 1in 1roning out dlfferences and alded in
arriving at a common ground of understanding.

Walther!s correspondence, which kept him in con-
stant touch with widely scattered gections of the
Unlted States and even wlth Germany, enabled him to
gense the rellglous temper of quilte divergent groups.
Pastors, congregations, end laymen sought his personal
sdvice in many of thelr perplexing church problems,
Before the Missourl Synod was founded Walther!s corre-
gpondence was already qulite extenslve. In speaking of
nis correspondence he gald to Brohm in New York: "From
time to time I must wrilte to pastors Keyl, Lbber,
@&nner, Wege, Geyer, schieferdecker, Firbringer,
gihler, Wyneken, Ernst, and many others. Less well~
¥nown minlsters 1n Ohlo and Indiana write concerning
metters of vital -lmportance; often laymen ask questions
that requilre immedlate answers. A further reason for
deley in answering your letter is the fact I wrilte
glowly and am inclined to spend considerable time in
peflection before answering welghty questions."?

Undoubtedly the most endurlng tribute bto
Walther's influence 1s to be found in the hundreds of
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divinity students graduated from Concordia Seminary at
St. Louis between 1850 and 1887, In 1861 the practical
geminary at Ft. Wayne, founded by L&he in Germany to
meet the emergency demand for Lutheran pastors was re-
moved to St. Louls, a move that made for greater doc-
trinal unity and solidarity. Through Walther'!s guld-
ance the students had instilled into them the one
fundamental objective, the stewardshlp of the Word and
pure doctrine (Das Wort und die reine Lehre). As a
group they conslstently refused to mix polltics with
thelr callling, and a political pastor was to them an
anomaly. In the years of hls profegsorshlp Walther did
more than any other person to mold the future ministers
of "Missouri," for to him they looked for splrltual
guldance and received from him that inspiration %o fol-
low the trail blazed by him, Today, almost a half cen-
tury after his death, the Missourl Synod 1ls a glowing
tribute to Walther who occupies a place in the synod
second only to the great reformer, Martin Luther.

The remarkable achlevements of Walther would
never have been possible had 1t not been for the able
corps of assistants, whose loyalty, devotlon and will-
ingness to work with him Welther fully recognized. He
could count on such persons as Brohm, Wyneken, Sihler,
Léber, and others to write articles for Der Lutheraner '
and Lehre und Wehre and feel they would make a credita-
ble showing. After 1850, when Walther relinquishesd the
presidency of the Missourl Synod and Wyneken was chosen
to that office, he built on the foundatlon lald by hils
predecessor looking toward doctrinal unity and the
stewardship of "das Wort und dle relne Lehre.," Walther
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Much of the time of the synodical conventions
wag devoted to vital and timely doctrinal dlscusslons
to arrive at a common understanding on controversial
questions. TO meet general evils and doctrinal threats
that geemed to menace the church the synod recomnended
the policy to be pursued by the ministers and the edl-
torial staff of 1ts periodicals to counteract dangerous
trends.? Unlike the General Synod of the "American
Lutheran" church the delegates of ¥Miggourl" belleved
that a thorough presentatlon of doctrinal questions
would make for unity rather than disintegration. "Mig~
souril! refused to recognize a common ground upon which
Protestants of divergent creeds and dogma could unite.

To guarantee greater uniformity 1n doctrine and
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practice and pastoral adherence to his spiritual func-
tlons the constitutlion of the synod provided for a
careful congregational Inspection at lemst once in
three years. The presidents or vigitors of the respec=
tive district synods were sxpected to report to the
synod on the gpiritual status of thelr respectlve con=-
gregations. To strengthen the bond of unlon between
the varlous synodlcal-divisions and the General Synod
(Allegemeine Synode) the new constitution of 1863 de-
fined more speclfically the dutles of the president of
the general body. He was entrusted with the supervi-
gslon over all other synodical officeras, presldents of
digtrict synods, and over the profesgors and the gen=-
eral affalre of colleges and seminaries, He was also
expected to attend all assemblles of district symods,
participate in doctrinal discussions, and serve in the
capaclty of counclllor and advisor. It 1s evident that
in splte of the seeming loose confederation of congre-.
gatlons into a synodical whole, fundamental safeguards
were erected looking toward confessionsl unity extend-
ing from the parochilal achool through the congregatilons
to the distriet synod and on to the general body.

In gpite of the requirement of the visitor to
audit and criticise sermons, attend congregational
meetings, see that church disclipline was -observed and
liturgical gervice rightly conducted the congregation
was not deprived of 1ts autonomy. Thanks to Walther '
and Wyneken, the first presldents of the synod, the
vivid memory of a Stephan and the dictatorial and hier-
archical procedure of Grasbau, presldent of the Buffalo
Synod, a system was developed making for a broader
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understending and mutual co-operatlion between minls—~
ters, congregations, and gynodical officers, The pow-
ers of the presidents or inspectors were purely advi-
sory, and the congregatlons and pastors were at liberty
at any time to present their grievances on the floor of
the synodical convention for adjudication. All fear of

~the evolution of a 5German consistorial or even eplsco-
palian system was safely digpelled from the Missouril
Synod.?

* The importance of the parochlal day gchool as a
means of keeping alive and planting a deep Lutherean
consciousness in America can not be overemphasized in
the history of the Mlssourl Synod. Long before such
men as Wyneken, Welther, and Sihler thought of gather-~
ing theose of like mind with them into a synodical or-
ganization, they looked to the Christian day school as
a vital part of thelr missionary work in the Unlted
atates., One of the first tasks they performed after
establishing themselves 1in a communlty was to open a
Lutheren day school, No matter how arduous thelr pas-—
toral duties, the school was to them a matter of vital
concern. They were convinced that through it more than
any other agency could the basic principles of confes-
gional Lutheranism and doctrinal unity be flrmly rooted
in American soll.

Through the use of the Germen language as & ve-
hicle for religious expression they believed the chlld-
ren would come into complete possesgsion of Germany's
greatest contribution to posterity, rellglous and secu-
lmr literature. Through the schools, non-Lutheran
parents of German extraction were frequently brought
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into church membershlp. In as much as the schoolg made
posslible a continuation of Germar religlous services
the close bond btztween the new and the old lmmigrant
was retained, and the desire of many s German to glve
to his children a German educatlon and to hear the Ger-
man language spoken made for an lncreased attendance in
school and church. Thls was particularly true 1n the
large cities where the majority of the children en-
rolled in the parochial school were of non-~Lutheran
parentage and the church attendance was made up of many
strangerg.¢

An i1mportant factor contributing to the soli-
darity and growth of the Missourl Synod and setting it
apart from the other Lutheran groups has been 1ts de-
termination to maintein a parochial school system, in
which religious instruction and the Gerpan language
have been given lmportant places in the curriculum,
Through the school the German language was retalned
much longer as the medium of religious worship than
would ordinarily have been posaible, and the churches .
of the Missourl Synod afforded many a new German immil-
grant an opportunity of wholesome fellowshlp, so valua-
ble in & strange land. Through the German instruction
recelved 1in the parochial schools the descendente of
immigrants of the first half of the nineteenth century
were able to fraternize with the immigrants who ar-
rived in the latter decades of the dentury. Even today
when the Engllsh language 1s more widely used in reli-
glous services, the German perlodicals published by the
synod are as widely read as the English publieations of
similar character, and many a descendent of lmmigrant
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stock longs once again to hear a German service and
Join in the singing of hymns he learned in the paro-
cnial school, Fallure on the part of the "American Lu-
theran" synods of the East and the later Scandinavian
Lutherans to preserve their native language retarded
the growth in church membership to which immlgration
Justly entitled them and deprived them of a group con-
gclousness so characteristic of "Missourl.!

Before the articles of the synodical constitu~
tion had been drafted there could have been no doubt in
the mlnd of even a casual observer that the parochial
school would hold a prominent place in the Mlssourl
Syned. For membership in the eynod the constitution
made 1t mandatory for the congregation to support a Lu-
theran day school, in which s thorough religious educa-
tilon was made an lmportant part of the course of study.
One of the paragraphs of the constitution obligated the
synod to "erect, malntain, and control instltutions for
training pastors and teachers for the future." The
task of glving teachers trainling was provided for in
conjunction with the education of divinity students
until a separate teachers! college was opened at Addl-
son, Illinois, in the winter of 1864,° In fact, for
many years of the synodt!s exlistence the number of pas-
tors teaching in congregatlonal schools in conjunction
with their other duties far outnumbered the men engaged
in teaching alone.

Economic and spiritual interdependence were in-
evitable consequences of "Missouri's" gloofness from
g1l forms of church fellowship contrary to theilr con-
fesaional convictlons, and of a determination to harmo-
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nize their everyday life with their religicus phlloso-
rhy. The numerous attacks upon thelr doctrinal exclu-
slvenesgss by Lutheran and non-Lutheran allke merely
intensiflied the existing group consclousness and af-
firmed the prevalling confesslonal convictionsa,
Walther and hls followers belleved the attacks bless-
ings 1n dlsgulse, for to meet them they were obliged
to resort to a more intensive study of the Lufheran
doctrines. To be persecuted for the sake of thelr
religion wae to them positive evidence of dlvine ap-
proval and thet they were followlng in the footasteps of
thelr "Master,"®

The bonds of economic and confesslonal interde-~
pendence of the ¥Qld Lutheransﬁ extended beyond the
bounds of the Unlted States 1lnto Germany., Once the
confesslonal Lutherans of Germany had awekened to the
needs of thelr immigrant brethren in America 1t was but
natural for them to co-operate wilth those of like mind
in America. The aggressive religious policy of the
Saxon Lutherans as set forth in Der Lutheraner turned
the attentlon of the several representatives of German
Lutheran missionary endeavor in America toward the
Saxons, a fellowship which led to the founding of the
Milgsourl Synod, end the temporary concentration of Ger—
men missionary and philanthrople endeavor in the Mis-
sourl Synod. The union thus consummated in Amerilce
continued 1n spite of Ldhe's break with Missouri in
1852, which resulted from doctrinal differences per-
taining to the guestion of the church and the pastoral
office (Kirche u, Amt), By this tlme the Misscurl
Synod was falrly aself-sufficlent and able to weather
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ious congequences.

out any ser
the break with Y t of such a rupture

enlizing the eventual effec
with onz if thegprominent Lutheran leaders in Germany,
and the danger of repercussions in America, the lead-
ers of "Missourl' proceeded to establish ?ew connections
in Germany. In 1861, the Reverend Friedrich Brunn, who
had broken with the state church of Saxony, had em-—
braced the "Missouri" doctrines and later was Instru-
mental in organizing the Free Cchurch of Saxony and
Other States, united the efforts of the 1014 Lutherans®
of Saxony and a number of the northern states of Ger-
many back of the Missourl Synod. Wwith flnances no
longer a serlous handicap the synod contributed liber-
ally toward the support of Brunn's preparatory school,
from which young men were sent to Concordia Seminary
at St. Louls to complete their theologilcal education.
Through the enthuslastic efforts of theilr patron the
Missourl Synmod was fortunate in securing a liberal
supply of divinity gtudents from Germany in the very
years when American manhood was drafted for war and
later reconstruction. The bond of intimate doctrlnal
fellowshlp established in Germany and similar connec—
tione in other Europezn countries and many parts of the
world, Australis, New Zealand, South Amerilce, and widely
scattered forelgn mission fields, have glven 4311 ssourl"
a feeling of solidarity and universallty unsurpassed by
any other Lutheran body."”

When Walther and his asscoclates were laboring
1ndefét1gably to lay the foundation for confessional
Lutheranism, they could count on the financial suppor?®
of the more prosperous congregations to assist in ad-
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vancing thelr program. Besldes bearing the ‘major part
of the financilal burdens of the seminaries at Ft. Wayne
and St. Louls, in the formative years of the synod,
they assisted many communities unable to build churches
and pay their pastors and contributed in other ways to
meet the immediate needs of struggling congregations,
There are, no doubt, comparatively few congregations in
the Missourl Synod that have not at some time received
some form of assistance from sister churches., In re-
cent years conslderable progress has been made in
building up an extenslon fund for church expansion, and
in 1921, approximately five hundred received assistance
from this fund,?®

By glancing through the files of Der Lutheraner
from year to year the increase in numbers and amounts
of gifts acknowledged 1s qulte apparent, and the ready
response to requests for voluntary contributions within
the synod must have been a gource of conglderable sat-
lgfactlon to Walther and his followers. In the course
of the eighty-seven years of "Mlssourit!s! exlstence the
synod's economic assets have shown the same remarkable
growth as its numerical strength, and every congrega-
tion regardless of 1ts contributions toward the struc-
ture and of 1tg size has an equal part with all other
member congregations in administering the affairs of
the entire organization,

In evaluating the coheslve forces of the Mis-
sourl Synod one is impressed wlth the fact that the
economic bonds are as vital a part in "Missouri!'s' sta-
bility as the doctrinal forces. Throughout the synod's
history its leaders have combined with thelr confes~
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sional policy a practical business sense and vision of
future possibilities., The status of the synod enabled
them to take advantage of new opportunities, and when
other Lutheran synods 1n the United States were hard
pressed devieing ways and means for extension, "Mig-
gourl? wes usually on the scene set for action,
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CHAPTER X

THE CONFLICT WITHIN "OLD LUTHERAN" RANKS
1BUFFALO" VS, "MISSOURI”

The common adherence of the "0ld Lutherang® of
America to the symbols of the church were by no means
an'effective deterrent to doctrinal controversies.

Some years before the Saxons had founded the Missourl
Synod and the Prussiane the Buffalo Synod these two
falrly well organized Lutheran immigrant groups became
invelved in heated controversles over the external
structure of the church and the spiritual status of the
minister and the congregatlion. The dlscussion that be-
gan in 1840, cnly one year after they had settled in
America, increased in intensity and acrimony until the
latter part of the fiftles. Unlike "Missourl® the Buf-
falo Synod had not adjusted itself tc American demo-
cratic institutions but adhered rigldly to the hler-
archical and paternalistic practices in vogue in
Germany. In polity the two synods were the very anti-
thesls of each other,

The personnel of leadership of "Buffalo! and
"Migsourl" differed as greatly as did their doctrinal
tenets, Grabau possessed dletgtorial characteristiles
much like those of Stephan, the early Saxon leader, He
asserted a spiritual and temporal suthority over the
1014 Lutherans® of America characteristic of a medleval
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Hildebrand., Upon the slightest provocatlion he resorted
to excommunication and publicly condemned all Lutherang
who 414 not agree with him 1n matters of doctrine ang
pastoral procedure. A correspondent to the EEEESE&&gEQg
Kirchenzeltung observed that, "the only pastor of the
local congregation at Buffalo, Grabau, wlelds an iron
hand over his congregation, and has lmposed upon them g
more severe yoke than the papal. The fanaticism with
whilch he recently condemmed A, H, Franke to hell...his
severlty and craving for authorlty has produced such a
ferment, that 1t has caused a separatlon of a part of
his congregation."! Walther, the leader of "Missouri,!"
wag human to the core, possesging by temperament and
experience a modesty and kindly concern for his com-
rades and all who came in contact with him which gt-
tracted rather than repelled. It was rather unfortu~
nate that a man of Grabau's temperament dominated the
affalrs of the Buffaloc Synod at a time when so much de-
rended upon sympathy and patience. With a man of
Walther!s or Wyneken's temperament at the head of the
Buffalo Synod, 1ts hlstery would have been qulte dif-

ferent.
At the time of emigration the leaders of "Mis-

gourl! and "Buffalo" advanced simllar doctrines. Not
only dld they accept the Lutheran confegslons without
qualificatlons, but they attached conslderable spilrit-
ual Importance to the ministerlal office, for Grabau as
well as Stephan 1nslsted that the members of hilg flock,
individually as well as collectively, wére bound to
render obedience to him in &ll things not contrary to
the Word of God. Both regarded themselves Jjudges 1n
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matters affectlng them and the congregation, Fearlng
that the absence of govermmental supervision over the
church 1n Amerlca might undermine church dlsclpline,
both assumed a more arbltrary program than was possible
in Germany. Nelther seemed to realize that some form
of restraint was as essential against an ambltilous
leader as a rebellious parishioner. Fortunately the
Saxong (Missourl) succeeded in escaping the fatal con-
gsequences of the high churchism of thelr. leader,
8tephan, and were able to adapt thelr church pollty to
a democratic American environment by bringing fo the
fore the doctrine of the universal prlesthood of the
bellever.®

In the perplexing months 1in which Walther was
searching for a way out of the dilemma in which Stephan
had left the Saxons in 1840, a copy of Grabau'!s "Pas-
toral Letter! (Hirtenbrief), addressed to hls brethren
in New York, Wlsconsln, and Canada, was recelved by the
Saxons. Thils letter, calling for the opinlon of the
Saxons on certaln fundamental questlons, set forth doc-
trines simllar to those held by Stephan, teachings
which Walther end hils assoclates now feared even more
than the democratic trends current in the United
States., Owing to the mmgnitude of the spiritual prob-
lem confronting them the Saxons, Walther, L&ber, Kyle,
and Gruber, witheld the answer to Grabau's "Pastoral
Letter" until 1843. In their answer, written by Lober,
they presented thelr objectlons and expressed = readl-
ness publicly to dlscuss the question with Grabau and

hls followers.?
Grabau insisted ¥that the Holy Chrilstlan Church
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was a vislble church, really and truly the vlslble con=-
gregation of believers among whom the Word of God was
taught In 1ts purity and the Sacraments administered
according to Christlan institutlons."* He further as-
serted that the only way in which one might be saved
was by membership in an orthodox communion, and that
such a member would be obliged to flee all meetings of
heretics and schismatles, "Sectarlans,? whose souls had
been awakened by reading the Scriptures, had by other
nesans grasped the pure Christian doetrines, and had
therefore made thelr spiritusl exodus, would in time be
brought into the viegible church of God, "the Lutheran
church that emlgrated from Prussia.? IMigsourits”
doctrine of the church 1nvisible to be found wherever
the fundamental teachings of Christ were retained was
declared a heresy by Grabau, &

Having ralsed "the Lutheran church that eml-
grated from Prussia to a place of eminence the "Pasto=
ral Letter" proceeded to elevate the office of the min-
1gtry to a posltion unheard of since the Middle Ages.
The properly ordalned minister he declared to be the
sole guardlan and interpreter of Godl's will, For ad-
milssion to the dlvine office the candldate was to pases
through a perlod of tralnlng and probation under the
supervision of an ordalned pastor, and after a most
carefully directed apprenticeship and a properly exe=-
cuted call the novice was to be ordained. In calling a
minlister a congregation could not act upon 1ts own in-
itlative but must follow the advice of a regularly or-
dained minister.® .

According to Grabau, splritual functions, the
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gucraments and the rite of absolving of sin, were valid
in the sight of God only when exerclsed by a properly
ordained pastor. By virtue of his office the pastor
was entitled to obedience in all things not contrary to
Biblical doctrines. Even though his commands might
geem foolish and 111-advised, ilmplicit obedlence was
required on paln of excommmnlcation should his mandates
be disregarded.,”

The only recourse a parlshioner or congregatlon
had agalnst the arbitrary mandates of their pastor wag
the'right to submit thelr grievances to a church coun-
c1l exclusively mede up of ministers. The authorlty of
such a body was final and the parties involved were
bound by the councllis declslon and were to repent of
their sin even though they were not consclous of a
wrong act. Bhould eny member of the congregation still
have scruples regarding the validlty of the action
taken, he was told to find comfort in the fact that the
minlgter was divinely ordained and therefore by submit-
ting to what seemed an injustice to him he was merely
bowing to a divine command‘.B

In contrast to Grabau's theology, "Mlssouri! oc-
cupled an opposing doctrinsl posltion. The Saxons had
reached the concluslon that Yevery Christlan as a
priest of God has: (a) the office of the Word, (p) to
baptize, (c) to bless and consecrate the holy bread and
wine, (d) to retaln sins and remit them, (e) to offer
sacrifices, (f) to pray for others, (g) to pase judg-
ment on doetrines, But as all Christlane cannot simul-
taneously discharge these offices, God has commanded
that the many spirltual priests choose one among then
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as pastor, who, as a representative of the whole con-
gregation, performs the ministerlal riteg.t® Walther
taught that through the call the ministerial office
vested in the Chrilstlan church wae transferred to the
pastor, and that a call from a congregation without the
advice of a duly ordalned clergyman was valid in the
slght of God. Should a congregation find one 1in its
own midst competent to administer the pastoral office,
it might extend a call to that person, who in turn
would then be vested with all of the apiritual func-
" tlons of a regularly ordained pastor though a formsl
laylng on of hands had not occurred. Walther declared
that ordination was a wise Apostolic custom and a pub-
lic confirmation of the divine office through prayer
and layling on of hands. (Es ist elne hellsame
Apostollsche kirchliche Ordnung zur &ffentlichen,
felerlichen Besthtigung der Vokation mit Gebet und
Handauflegung.)?1®

These doctrinal disagreements between "Migsourit
and "Buffalo' were the immedlate occasion for the acri-
monlous controversy which continued for a quarter cen-
tury and reached its height in the fiftles. Both
parties were so confldent of their convictions that
compromise was out of the question, The leaders of
Missouri® avolded closing the 1sgue and invited the
opposition to debate the question publicly, a proposal
consistently evaded by Grabau. He persisted in putting
obstacles 1n the way of a dlsputation by demanding that
"Migsourl® subscribe to prelimina}y agreements which
were tantamount to a recognition of "Buffalo!s" doc-
trines. As time elapsed and the dlsaffection 1n
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Grabau's ranks made for a drift to "Missourl," he cast
aside all restraint and asserted a spiritusl and tempo-
ral primacy which put to shame even a medieval pope,l?
In response to L&ber's letter in 184%%, stating
the Sexon's oblectlons to the respective articles in
the "Pagtoral Letter," Grabau accused them of seventeen
fundamental errors, and with an alr of divine authority
he demanded a recantation.'® His domineering attitude
was gll too evident in the concluding paragraph of a
letter to the Reverend Theodore Brohm, a Saxon who had
received his appointment at New York through Grabau's

" recommendation: M"Finally, I inform you that I camnot

recognize you as Lutheran pastors who earnestly adhere
to God's Word and the Symbolical Books of the church
and confess the same, and that the spirlt which per-
vadeg your criticigm of my Pastoral Letter is a lax,
unchurchly spirit. May the Lord agaln have mercy upon
you, as He d4id at the first, when He delivered you from
Stephanism; for it 1s not to be concealed that you are
now sunk in an unchurchly comproﬁising liberaliem,
which 1s one of the extremes of Stephanlsm; and this is
the reason that your unchurchly criticiem is so greatly
approved by our sectaries. For the injJury that you are
thus doing, you will have to answer if you do not
agaln, in sincere penlitence, acknowledge your errors.
I mugt therefore as it appears, have to repeat in pub—
lic contest with you, much that was established in our
conflict with the unchurchly liberalism of the Union in
Prussia,®i3

When in 1845; Grabau and four of his colleagues
organized the Synod of the Lutheran church which eml-
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grated from Prussla, the so-called "Buffalo Synodh at
Milwaukee, Wilsconein, the doctrinal controveray with
Walther and his Saxon assoclates was made a synodical
lssue. Walther, in response to a request from hig fel-
lows, went to Milwaukee to discuss the differences witn
Grabau, but upon a refusal tc recant the critic of the
YPastorel Letter" before appearing on the floor of the
conventlion, he was denled the privilege of defending
the Saxon tenets. The "Buffalo Bynod" then proceedeqd
with an attltude of authority riwvaling that of the
great church counclils, to condemn the doctrines and
acts of thelr opponents and admonish them to renounce
their false views and mend thelr ways. Time and agaln
the Saxons offered to debate the conflicting questions
with "Buffalo," but lnvariably Grabau interposed the
usual obstacle.3d?
In this competition for spiritual leadership
- among the "0ld Lutherans" of America nothing could have
been more disconcerting to Grabau than to see the rep-
resentatlives of Léhe Joln ranka with the Saxons in
founding the Synod of Missouri, Ohlo, and Other States,
in 1847, Their unlon strengthened the Saxon's position
ir areas 1ln which Grabau had a firm footing, and
brought to "Migsouri!s® support the resources of the
LShe foundation. From 1247 on the conflict was between
"Migsourl" and "Buffalo," with "Missouri® having a de-
clded advantage, For they were mble to send pastors
into Lutheran communitles where the arbitrary and, at
times, intolerable declaration of the spiritual ban
brought congternation and confusion,1® Without a
doubt, Grabeu must have realized that hils only hope of
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checking "Missouri!s" progress was to undermine the
gympathetic and co-operative support they were getting
from Germany. Flnally the extensive and sdverse pub-
licity thils controversy gave “Missouri® at home and
abroad prompted the synod, in 18L&, to publish all the
detalls of the polemlc correspondence,16

Léhe and many of the prominent clergy of CGer-
many, who were none too kindly disposed toward liberal
trends 1n church government, showed signs of breakilng
with "Miesourl.! 1In fact, the situation in Germany had
taken such a declded turn that the "Missourl Synod!" de-
cided to send Walther and Wyneken to Germeny to plead
thelr cause, as long as the doctrine of the church and
the minlstry was sti1ll an open question with them. In
thelr travels throughout northern Germany in the fall
of 1851, the two delegates found that the decilded re~
action within church clrcles against political revolu-
tions had preJudiced the clergy agalnst the liberal
polity of "Missourl.," Accustomed to a consistorilal
form of church government, coupled with the reactlonary
trends of the time, 1t was but natural for the German
divines to be kindly dlsposed toward Grabau's supervi-
sory system as an effective method of malntaining
church discipline in an atmosphere of complete separa-—
tion of church and state.2?” Had 1t not been for the
extremes to which Grabau was ready to go in achieving
his end 1t 18 quite probable that he might have dig-
placed "Missourl® in Germany.

Having falled to convince Loéhe that thelr doc~
trine was based upon sound Lutheran and Bilblical prin-
clples, Walther and Wyneken, nevertheless, returned to
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America confident of Léhe's co-operation.® These
hopes, however, were dispelled after Grabau's and von ;
Rohr's conference with him in 1853, Fortunately for ;
"Missourl, " Léhe was even less inclined toward Grabau, 3
for he found certain of the latter!s doctrines harmo- :
nized more with those of "Missouri' than with Lohetg, g
He even went so far as to urge upon Grabau a more con-
ciliatory attitude toward “Missouri.“ Tue to the exist- !
ing circumstances and Léhel!s insistence that Lutheran- f
ism was a forward and evolutionary movement rather than
a fixed or static form of ﬁorship as advocated by "Buf-
falo" and "Missouril,® he decided to continue his en-
deavors in Amerilca independent of either.i®
Though Walther's and Wyneken's sojourn in Ger-
zany falled to restore LShe's confidence in "Missouri,®
1t 414 help to dispel much of the prejudice within
clerical and official circles where Welther and Wyneken
were well kmown. By debate and formal and informal
conferences the "Migsouri" delegates were able to
clarify thelr position within their own minds and in
those of many prominent theologlans. They succeeded,
at least temporarily, in rekindling in official and
clerical circles an interest in "Missourl's! work among
the German immigrants,®¢ Before leaving Germany
Walther was requested to draw up a statement about the
"Missourl-Buffalo? controversy, which was to be given
publicity in Germany.=1
In the course of his debates and his research at
Erlangen, Walther came to certain dqctrinai concluslons
which he formulated in his thesis, Kirche und Amt
-{Church and Ministry}. This book was a real contribu-
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tion to American theological literature. While written

by a theologian educated in Germeny and first printed
in that country in 1852, its contents show a decided
American trend pointing the way for the adaptation of
Lutheran church polity to the political theory of a
free church in a free state.Z®

In Kirche und Amt Walther developed more-fully
the doctrinal propositions which had thelr inception in -
the break with Stephan and his hierarchical claims. 1In
1t Walther elucidated his tenets and substantiated them
by citations from the Scriptureg, the writings of the
church Fathers, and the theologlans of the Lutheran
church. The doctrinal controversy with Grabau, whose
views concerning the ministry and the church were simi-
lar to Stephan's, and the lengthy polemlcal correspon-
dence between the two factlons made 1t lncumbent upon
Walther to substantiate hls proposition by a careful
theologlcal research,.2?

In the years following Walther!s return from
Germany conditions developed which shattered all hope
for a compromise between the two leading Lutheran im-

migrant groups in America. As far as "Missouri! was
concerned they were more confident than ever of the
correctness of their doctrinal position, for the theory
of the church and the minlstry had practically ceased
to be an opeh questicn. The tour of Cermany by Grabau
and von Rohr in 1853, and the conference with L&he had
failed to turn German support to "Buffalo," but Lohe
was convinced of the advisabllity of continuilng his ef-
forts in America independent of elther group.®¢ Rela-
tions between "Buffalo! and "Missouri" were further
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complicated by the advance of Waltheris colleagues into
Lutheran sections claimed by Grabau. Hls tour of
northern Germany was largely motivated by a desire to
induce Lutherans to emlgrate to Wiseconsin where they
might improve their religious and economic status, 26
Many of the new immigrants, to Grabasu's chagrin, were
no more amenable to his dictates than those already in-
doctrinated with American democratlic princlples. Like
members of his Tirst 1mm1grént party of 1839, they
locked to "Missourl® when "Buffalol!s" disclplinary
policy became disconcerting to thelr splritual peace of
mind,

Grabau's personal Interest and efforts in behslf
of Lutheran colonlzation in America merited Ffar greater
success Tor him as an organizer and tuilder of a Lu-
theran synod in the West. From the first he lacked
pastors who would look to him for guldance to send Into
Lutheran communities, and therefore he was at first in-
¢lined to turnm to the Saxons in Missouri. Until the
forties such an arrangement seemed quite reasonable,
for both parties were agreed on fundamentals. But as
soon as the Saxons broke with Stephan's hlerarchical
concept, they seemed to act as & unit in followlng the
trends outlined by Walther, Brohm, at New York, owed
his appointment to the recommendation of Grabau. E. M.
Biirger, another Saxon colleague of Walther, instead of
returning to Germany at the time of the religlous con-
fusion, had accepted the pastorate of & Lutheran Tac-
tion which had meceded from Grabsu.®® These and many
of the lay and clerical Tollowers of Grabau found his
dictatorial attitude intolerable.
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In the quarter century following Grabau's
gettlement at Buffalo, New York, the spiritusl aimos—
phere 1n the congregations sffiliated with him was
charged with discontent. Persons aggrieved by his ban
and unwilling to submit to bis disciplinary measures
turned to MMissourl® for relief. The digaffectlon be~
came more formldable after 1848, when in self-defense
spissourl” decided to publish the correspondence bem~
tween the two factions concerning the church and the
ministry, In this treatise and in subsequent articles
which appeared in Der Lutherasner a dlstinction was made
between what "Missouri' regarded a Just and an unjust
ban, They declared themselves ready to recognize ex-
communication which conformed to thelr doctrine whether
1t be proclaimed by the Buffalo Synod or even the
Catholic church, but they refused to accept as valid
gteps taken by others contrary to their teachings and
gladly espoused the cause of offended parties.£? It
1s, therefore, no small wonder that in the course of
this bitter conflict individuals, groups, entire "Buf-
falo" congregations, and pastors found thelr way into
the Missourl Synod. Many strateglc centers held by
tBuffalo" became strongholds of "Missourl.' Promising
and later prosperous congregations at Buffalo, New
York: at Milwaukee, Watertown, snd Freistadt, Wisconain;
at Detroit, Michigan; and at other centers of "Buffalo"
strength contributed to iiggouritst growth and expan~
gion, &9

Grebau could hardly be expected 1dly to stand by
and see the results of hlg efforts accrue 1o the advan-
tage of an opposing synod. From yesr to year through
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his semi-monthly Informatorium and from "Buffalo's"
pulplts Walther and his colleagues were proscribed as
" 'Nissourl,' (a name glven them by Grabau), heretics
and false prophets preaching to mobs (Rotten) assembled
in 'Missouri' churches." Pastors of "Missouri' were
reviled as "preachers to mobs, harborers of mobs" and
the synod was declared an "Ahab's Synod, a synod of
abomination and a Temple of Babel." Grebau and his
colleagues were denounced as paplsts and tyrants,®2?
Nothing could heve been more annoying to the
"01d Lutherang! of America and thelr co-religlonists in
Germany than the tense feud between rival factlons,
each clalming to be the true exponent of sixteenth cen-~
tury Lutheranism. The serlousness of the situation
must bave been evident to all concerned. For Walther
and hilg assoclates were not long 1n reallzing that the
rank and flle of the lay subscribers to Der Lutheraner
were growlng weary of theologlcal dlscusslons of no
particular interest to them. In response to this re-
action Walther concluded agaln to hew close to hils old
oblective by rededicating Der Lutheraner to the spirit-
ual interests of the layman, To meet the direct at-
tacks of Grabau's Informatorium, "Missouri" decided to
publish the Notwehrblatt (Leaflet in Self Defense); and
to keep vital theologlcal questlonz before the minig-
try, a monthly theologlcal journal Lehre und Wehre was
published beginning January, 1855.2° QGrabaul's polemi-
cal journal fared far worse than Der Lutheraner, for
1te publication had to be restricted and at times sus-
pended because of a shortage of subscribers and of ade-
quate financial support.®? By the closing years of the
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fifties much of 'Misscuri's" Journallstic activity was
concentrated upon Germany, Articles intended for the
American public were gent to Germany for publication
to counteract Grabau!s criticism.?2

The maintenance of the bond of spiritual fellow-
ship and co-operation in Germany was a matter of vital
concern to the Missouri Synod. Though the synod had
prospered 1n this world!s goods and was no longer de-
pendent upon financial support from abroad, 1te educa-
tional system was not yet sufficiently developed to lay
the groundwork for pastorsl tralning as could be-done
in Germany. By 1860, with war clouds gathering in
America, the need of men for the misslon fileld in
America was more imminent than ever. In that year
Walther was advised to go to Europe to secure relief
from serious throat trouble and attempt to restore
closer relationship with pastors of Germany who were
sympathetic toward "Missouri!s® doctrines. In Saxony
the Reverend Frederich Brunn was found willling to do
for "Missourl" whet L&he had done in the past. With
liberal Tinanclal asslstance by the Missourl Synod
Brunn was able to do even more than Ldhe had done 1n
sending preachers and teachers to Amerlca ready to
enter into the service of the Lutheran church.®3

Following the restoratlion of German co-operatilve
endeavor in 1861, the Missouri 8ynod was in a poslition
to extend more forclbly than ever her policy of expan-
glon. No Luthersn synod in America was able to match
1ts strength with "Missourl" or escape the lnroads made
into new gettlements by 1ts advanced guards, the home
missionaries. Besides its aggresslve and enthusiestlc
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corps of preachers the synod could boast of a loysl
band of laymen ready liberally to respond to requests
for voluntary contributions for church extension, A
cursory examlnhation of requests for voluntary glfts and
statements of receipts in Der Luthersner bears silent
testimony of the loyalty and self-gsacrifice of the lay
personnel of the synod.

In the sixtles the attacks of Grabau turned from
doctrinal questions to attacks upon qualificatlons of
the "Mlssourl' pastors, and upon the greater expense
entalled by membership in the Missourl Synod than in
the Buffalo Synod. These, llke the doctrinsl attacks,
reacted as a boomerang upon "Buffalo.! By 1866
Grabau!s position was sufficlently lmpailred that his
assoclates were able to force him to agree to a collo-
quium with the leaders of "Missourl." Whille Grabau re-
fused to glve ground to "Missouril,® eleven of hig pas—
tors and thelr congregatlons seceded from the Buffalo
Synod and Jolned the Missourl Synod confining Grabau
almost exclusively to the area around Buffalo.®*

CHAPTER XI
THE MISSOURI SYNOD AND ITS GERMAN IMPLICATIONS

LShe and the Missourl Synod had been drifting
apart for some time before the YBuffalo® controversy
precipltated a complete separation. Since the founding
of the Missouri Synod in 1847, he was unable to recon-
clle his ideas of church polity with the extremely
democratic concept of that body. It must have been
qulte disconcerting to Ldhe to find that hig repre-
gentatives, almost without exceptilon, accepted the
"Missourl” doctrine and followed the leadershlp of
Walther and the Saxons, once they had assumed their
pastoral dutles. By the early fiftles Ldhe had given
up all hopes, that he might have cherished, of ultl-
mately fixing hls doctrinal positlon in the Missouril
Synod.

Before the "Missourl" constitutlion had been sub-
mitted to the conventlon assembled 1n Chilcago the lat-
ter part of April, 1847, Lohe protested against several
of 1ts provisions. In a letter to Brohm he declared
himself opposed to 1t because certaln of 1ts declara—
tions did not agree with Seriptural doctrines, and
therefore he agreed to absolve his former students of
obedlence to him.? In his opinion the congrégational
provisions dild not conform to his understanding of the
organization of the first Christlan church, and felt
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the synod over the respective pastors was an esszential
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1ts democratlec principles were more detrimental to the
welfare of the church than the paternalistic govern-
mental surervislion found in Germany. He believed g
more rigid supervisory suthority of the presildent of

i
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prerequigite for a wholesome system of discipline,® 1o
grent the lay delegates of a synodical convention
equality with the clerics was not only distasteful to
L&he but contalned the seed of radlcalism and digsen-
slon. Wnile not ready to carry his theory of pastorsl
power to the extremes of a Grabau, he refused to acw-
cept Walther!s theory of the universal priesthood of
the believer. He attached greater importance to ordi-
nation and insisted that the ministerial office had
been committed to the church as a whole rather than to '
the individual Christian.® ”
The partles stood at cprosite poles in their in~
terpretation of the place that the Reformation cccupled
in the history of the Christian church. LShe, and
later with him the Iowa Synod, declared that the Re-
formatlon was a progressive movement, a revolt asgalngt
finglity, that 1%t was an evolutionary movement still in
& procesg of being unfolded, therefore many do¢trines
were still to be considered open guestions and sublects
of future logical development. "Missourl,? on the con-—
trary, considered the Reformatlon a flnallty as far ag
the Bibllcegl teachings were concerned; and its doc—
trines, having been fully elucidated in the confessions
and symbols of the Lutheran church, were no longer sub- ¢
Jects for an historical analysls and revision. They
insisted that the Lutherans were not to interpret the
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confesalon in the light of the Bible but to interpret
the Bible according to the confessions.+ From a letter
to the Reverend G. Grossmann, one of the founders of
the Towa Symod, can be gleaned Lihe's position: "To me
the Symbolleal doctrine does not appear to be complete.
If this were the case, 1t would be 4ifficult for me to
understand how two opposing parties could base thelr
assertions upon the same doctrines, After all, the
question 1s not what was sald by Luther, the theolo-
gians and the symbols, but what does the Bible have to
say?...1 believe in an evolution of the Lutheran
church,?®

With but few exceptlons, the representatives
tralned by Lohe for missionary work in Amerlcs refused
to follow their spiritual father and embraced the more
democratic tenetgs of Walther. The seminary at Ft.
Wayne, founded and endowed through Loéhels efforts, was
deeded by him to the NMiszouri Synod. With the excep—
tion of a aettlement in Michlgan and several pastors in
the area adloining Saginaw Bay, his followers, in whom
he had pinned his hopes, departéd from him and embraced
the more fgtatic’ Lutheranism of "Missouri® and its
liberal coné’regational and symodical crganizatlon. He
had reached the conviction by 1851 that only through a
concentration of his personal efforts in Michigan could
he hope to counteract the doctrines of "Missouri,®"s

In the course of a conversatlon with Wyneken,
presldent of the Missourl Synod, concernlng the finan-
clal as well me the library needs of the St. Louls
geminary, Lohe emphasized the need of a separate teach-
ers' seminary in America, He was willing to endow and
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Tinance such an enterprise to be located in saginaw,
Mickigan, where 1t would be welcomed by his friengg ang
supporters in that vicinity. Recalling the logs of his
Frankonlan colonles at Frankenmuth and Fran.kenhllf,
Michlgan; the estrangement of Sihler; and the losg of
Ft. Wayne geminary he proposed to retain temporary
supervigslon over the semlnary and hls only remaining
colony at Frankenhllf, Michigan. By a careful direc—
tion of the seminary and the continuance of a trustee-
shlp over the landed property of Frankenhllf he hopedq
to counteract the objectlonable doctrines of the Migw
sourl Synod.”

This proposal contalined within 1tself the gexm
of 1ts own undoing. The intimate bond of national
fellowship between the colonles loyal to "Misgouri® eng
the one loyal to Lohe was indicative of dlsagreeable
relations under the proposed arrangement. The L&he
colony wag charged "of submitting to slavish dominstion
and returning to shameful priestly control."® When the
final breask between LOhe and ¥"Missouri' came, Wyneken
requested, for the sake of peace, that the seminary be
removed from Saginaw. TWhen in Michigan on a tour of
ingspectlion in the capacity of president of the Missourl
Synod, Wyneken made the gppeal to the settlers at
Frankenhilf, "Go to Iowa, there we have no congrega-
tions,"® a remark which left the impression that "Mis-
souri® would leave Iowa to LBhe and his followers.2°

The trek from Michigan in the fall of 1853, 1led
by pastors G. Grossmarm and J. Dienddrfer, included two
students from the Sagilnaw seminary and familles from
the Michigan settlements. The immigrants settled in
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Dubuque, Towa. On August 24, 1&s54, four ministers,
Grossmann, Dienddrfer, S, Fritschel, and M. Schitiller,
founded the Evangelical Synod of Iowa and Other Btates.
8. Frltachel, educated at Niirenberg and Neudettelsau,
Bavarlg, and bis brother, Gottfried, were destined to
play an important part in the future history and growth
of the Towa Synod. In 1854, the former was selected
Professor of theology in the synocd's seminary, end his
brother, Gottfried, was appointed to the faculty of the
same ingtitution in 1857, a position which he held un~
+41l1 183g9,33

The sore disappointment and profound sorrow over
the logs of the frulte of his lgbors in Amerlca was
volced by Lthe 1n a letter of August 4, 1853, to his
friend Slevers, a "Missouri" pastor of the congregation
at Frankenmuth, Michigan: VIf you will recall what has
haprened to my Saginaw colonles from time to tlme, you
will resllize how close they have been to my heart and
hand. Today my heart does not take leave of them but
only my hand...My attitude toward them 1s the same as
it has ever been...You take our people who have eml-~
grated from us, our students whom we have sent, and the
money spent to sernd them, everything, everythlng you
take and we can Journey on."?® Lohe!s radical depar-
ture from "Missourl'e® teachings concerning Chillasm
terminated the cordlal relations with Blevers 1in
1859.12

Similar to "Buffalo" and "Missourl' the newly
founded Iowa Synod "accepted the Symbolical Books of
the Evangelical Lutheran church.” As to the doctrine
concerning the church and the minlstry, "Iowa" drifted




160

k1]
from "Mlssourl" and moved toward Grabau, but deelined

to go to the-extreme of asserting complete Jurisdiction

of the pastor over his parishioner 1n all matters not
speclflcally prohibited in the Bilble. Neither Grabau
nor "Missourl" accepted the theory lald down by L&he
and "Iowa," that the Reformation was a progressive and
evolutlonary movement looking toward a greater com-
pleteness.'* "Iowa" declared that no chaurch could
clalm to be in possessgion of the whole truth, as doc-
trinal completeness was a matter to be projected into
the future, and as in the past the Holy Spirit will in
the future speak through the church and enlighten 1t,
It refused to lay down the same pogitive terms upon
which church unity might be based ms did "Missouri® and
"Buffelo," but declared abgsolute doctrinal unity had
never exlsted 1n the church and should, therefore, not
be made a conditlon of church fellowship.*® It would
seem, the doctrines of the Iowa Synod 1f carried to
their logilcal conclusion might ultimately make for an
understanding with the more conservative "Amerilcan Lu-
therans," who In the fiftles were showing a decided
turn toward the Lutheran confessions.

It was hardly probably that two Lutheran synods,
80 wldely separated in thelr concept of the Reforma-
tion, could long escape serious clashes in splte of the
go-~called working agreement between them, The objec-—
tive of the one was dilametrically opposed to that of
the other, "Iowa," founded and endowed by L&he, necesg-
garily fell helr to the program that motivated him in
founding the teachers! seminary at Saglnaw, Michigan.
¥Tts foundation and perpetuation was to serve ms a real
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protest agalnst the intolerance of the Missouri Synod"
(Durch ihre Grindung wie durch lhren Fortbestand eln
tatssichlicher Protest gegen die Unduldsamkelt der
Missouresynode).® The policy to be pursued by "Mis-
gouri! 1in its official publication Der Lutheraner was
gpeclfically outlined by Walther in the first edition
of that perlodical., In it he proﬁosed to present the
doctrines and history of the Lutheran church, prove 1t
vthe snclent true church of Christ on earth, not merely
one of the Christlan sects," expose false doctrines and
practices of those in particular who, 1n his opinion,
were spreading false doctrines 1n the name of Lutheran-
1gm, 1”7 Tn Der Lutheraner of November 30, 184, Walther
ptated quite clearly hls positlon toward what he be-
lieved to be erroneous doctrines. uWhoever accepts hils
doctrines, falth, snd confession to be true, correct,
and sure, can not remaln 1in the same stall with others
who advance false doctrines or are kindly disposed to-
ward them, nor can he converse on friendly terms with
the devil and hls knaves. A teacher who 1s gllent in
the presence of error and still poses as a true teacher
15 worse than a sectarlan, hls hypocrlsy does more harm
than a heretic, and therefore he 1s not to be
trusted,"1®

The firm doctrinal conviction of the Misgsourl
gynod and 1ts determination to expose what 1t consld-
ered doctrinsl error, exposed the Iowa Synod to relent-
jess attack. To accept the Lutheran aymbols with re-
servations deprived it of all clalm to the name
Lutheran in "Missouri's™® estimation., It was accused
of belng a Chilllastlic and a unionistle synod in which
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s yes and no theology Prevailedq," This controversy
d1d not reach serious Proportiong yntil in 1867, when
an attempt to establish amicable peigtions falled.™®
The more serlous problems of g Giyq] War and a deter—
mination to restore "Missouritgw prestige in Germany
temporarlly submerged the doetrinas] conflict. Ae soon
as the war had ended and Lutheran impigrants from Gere
many and many of the mlddle western states poured inte
Towa and adj)olning asgriculbtural meastions, the contro-

. versy agaln burst forth with #"M3gsouri” having s de-

clded advantage. From 1867 to 1&75 scenes somewhat
zimilar to those enacted between "Mizsouri" and "Buf-
falo® held the *0ld Lutheran®" stage in the West, fi-
nally culminating in some bwenty ministers leaving the
Iowa Synod and Joining elther <the Missourl or the
Wisconsin Synods, affiliated with "Missouri" since
1872. After.this "Jowa' beat = bactical retreat by
dropping the controverslsl confessgional articles with~
out, however, abandoning the libersl doctrines laid
down in the original constitution.2°

Thile the number of L&he representatives at Ft.
¥ayne had steadily declined since 1850, the enrollment
of students through other Gexman agencles had offset
this loss. In the first nine -years of lts exlstence,
1846 to 1855, ninety-seven students had been admitted
to the seminary, seventy—-two of these had elther
entered the minlstry or become parcchisl school teach-
ers,?* Sihler, director of the Ft. Wayne geminary,
estimated that spproximately omne-third of the member-
ship of the Misgourl Synod were Bavarians and Frankoe
nians (Léhe representatives).®® The growth of the

i
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attendance &t the Bt. Louls geminary, intended primg-
rily for American students, was even more gtriking than
that of Ft. Wayne seminary. Between 1850 and 1854
ninety-four students had reglstered, and sixty-eight of
these had entered the ministry,®® In 1860 ths total
enrollment had risen to elghty-six. In splte of Ldhels
determined efforts on behalf of the new venture 1in
Iowa, "Missourils! expansion 1n the West was not seri-
ously hsndicapped,

The advantage of the Missourl Syned d1d not halt
the growth of 1ts "014 Lutheran® rival. From a member-—
ship of four, when the Iowa Synod was founded, 1t had
grown to forty-one ministers and fifty congregations in
ten years, In 1873 1t could boast of one hundred page
tors and one hundred and forty-three congregations.
Congiderable eredlt for thls early succesg is due the
Fritschel brothers and their ability to maintsin the
support of the Lshe foundstion until the latter part of
the sixties, when L&he withdrew from the Amerlcan mis~
sionary fleld.=?+

By the middle of the fiftles the turn of events
in the church of Germany proved favorable to the Mis—
gourl Synod., The reactionary and hierarchical forces,
that had been awakened by the revolution of 18548 and
brought sbout a unlon of throne znd altar, gradually
vielded fto more liberal concepts ¢of atate and church
government, In the old Lutheran sgtates the administra-
tive affairs of the church were vested in synods comw
posed of lay as well as clsrical delegates.®® Every-
where a protsst agalnst the hierarchical trends of the
past was noticeable, In Saxony the Reverend Frierich




Brunn had broken with the state church in 1848. His
study of Luther's works and Walther!s book Kirche und
Aut had mede hlm a convert for "Missouri' doctrines and
practices. In 1860 he was prevalled upon by Walther to
do for "Migsouri" what Léhe had dcne 1in the formative
years of the synod, ®®

The formation of a close confesgional bond with
Brunn was indubltably one of the outstandlng achieve-
ments of the Missouri Synod in the second half of the
nineteenth century. No longer was it necessary for the
synod to depend exclusively upon 1ts Journalistic ef-
forts to batter down the prejudice Grabau and Léhe had
eroused agalnst it., TIn Bruwm it found a vigorous and
aggressive advocate, who succeeded in fturning the tide
of opposltion from it. In an appeal for funds in Ger-
many for sending men to Ft. Wayne seminary, where they
were to complete their training for the American mls-
sion Tield, Der Pilger aus Sachsen made much of the
fact thaet the Mlssourl Synod looked to Sexony as the
land of 1ts origin. Brunn's Journalistic efforts were
later made more effective when he published a mlsslon
Journal for propagating American mission needs.®”

Brunn, who had passed through rellglous experi-
ences at the University of Lelpzlig qulte 1like those of
Walther and his Saxon colleagues before him, was moved
with a similar spiritual fervor. Once having decided
to promote the interest of hls Lutheran brethren 1n
America he utilized all the resourcee at hils command to
achieve his obJective, From year to yeer he travelled
throughout Saxony and northern Germany making personal
appeals in the interest of "™Missouri' and ite enter—
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prise. His efforts soon dispelled all opposition and
again gave the Saxon synod a place of vantage in Lu-~-
theran Germany. In 1862, he was able to announce that
his appeals Wereymeeting with enthuslastic response ani
in no case did he encounter opposition to a program de-
voted exclusively to the support of "Missouri,! "In
Saxony, Henover, and Lauenburg, the wlllingness to co-
operate with "Missouri" alone was in response to his~
torical rather than dogmatic motives, 22

Early in January, 1861, Brunn had made all
arrangements to open a "Proseminar" (preparatory
school) and was prepared to extend his work as soon as
funds were available, By this time "Missouri! had
prospered to such an extent that Waltherts appeal at
home for voluntary contributions for the German project
met with almeost immediate response. The funds sent to
Germany exceeded the fondest hopes of Brunn.®? Even
then the American contributions, steadily augmented by '
German gifts, fell far short of the requirements necese
sary to care for the large number of students who ap-
plled for foreign mlsslomary training. Of the eighty
to one hundred applicants in 1863, only twenty or
thirty could be accepted. With adequate financilal
asslstance Brunn might readlly have supplied the needs
of the practlcal theological seminary at Ft. Wayne and
the teachers! seminary conducted in conjunction with
the college, After the opening of a separate teachers!
seminary at Addison, Tllincis, in 1864, *Missourils"
benefactor agreed to send twenty men annually to Addi-
gon for teachers training preparatory for service in
Lutheran parochial schools,3©
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Nothing could have been more encouraging to the
leaders of "Missouri! than the momentum thelr efforts
had recelved. No one reallzed more than Wyneken or
Walther the advantage of being first on the new field
ifor the harvest.®31

When new German immlgrants began pouring into
the West after the Clivll War, "Missourifs® resources at
home and abroad were so co-ordlnated that the synod was
better able than any other to send its pastors into new
settlements and outflank 1ts rivals. Simultaneous with
the expanslon of the German "Proseminar? the physical
plants at 8t. Louls and Ft. Wayne were enlarged, and
the teachers! semlnary at Addlson was openec 1n prepa-
ratlon for future expansion.®2 On the other hand
Grabau had suffered a declisive setback from the hsands
of "Missouri" in 1866, and the Iowa Synod was héving to
depend almosgt entirely upon its own resources,

After more than twenty years of service 1n the
interest of confesslonal Lutheranism in America, Wal-
ther was filled wlith optimlem when he described the
fruits of "Missouri's" labors. "It 18 a source of pro-
found Joy to travel through the Unlted States and
everywhere see the results of the self-sacrifice and
zeal of our pastors. Through their untiring efforts
germinal or key (Kern) congregatlons have been founded,
possesging a thorough and sound understanding of Lu-
theran doctrines. These have become a veritable leaven
in thelr communities...l relJolice when I thlnk back to
the terrlble conditions which exlsted when I landed in
America, when hardly a trace of Lutheran understanding
was to be found. The aynod has been extended through-
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out the Union és a network reaching from the farthest
north in Minnesota, to the farthest south in Loulslansa
and Texas, from the extreme east in New York}and’Vir;
ginla, to the west 1n California. Sound Lutheran 1lit-
erature and cld documents 1n thousands of volumes have
found thelr way to Amerlca, and even in other synods a
healthful growth is apparent."®3 .

In the same letter he zlluded to the confllct
with "Buffalo' as a eross, but 1n epite of thls he re=-
gardéd it a blessing in disgulse since it led to a more
Intensive study. Brunn's work he consldered an lmpor-
tant step i1n the cause of Lutheranism in America and in’
maintaining a polnt of contact with the mother church.
In st111 snother letter to Brunn written November &,
1865, he sald: "It is wonderful to see the way in
whlch God turns the hearts of people to us in all parts
of the Unilted States. Doors are opened to us 1n spite
of the oppositlion against us appearing in most perlodi-
cals, 1n splte of all of the sectarlan emlgsarieg who

precede and follow us to sow the seed of dilstrust,u3+*




CHAPTER XTI
THE SCANDINAVIAN AND GERMAN LUTHERANS

Lutherans of all shades were influenced, to g
greater or lesser degree, by the leaven of orthodoxy
disseminated by the "014d Lutherans® from Germasny. As
the "American Lutherans™ of the East were forced to
give ground to the onslaught of confessionalism From
the West, the Scandinavians of the West were gradually
being cast into a more confessional mold by their con-
servative German Lutheran neighbors. Their practical
1solation from the influence of the mother church in
Scandinavia made the Norweglans and Swedes all the more
sugceptible to the Amerlcan religious currents and
caused them to scan the sltuation in a hope of msking
gsuch adjustments as would enmble them to meet a tempo~
-rary crisis.?

Barring typical natlional and regional character-
1stics, the religious forces which helped to mold the
character of the Scandinavian immigrants were rot very
different from those in the rest of Europe. In the
established church of Sweden and Norway, the Lutheran,
formalism, high-churchism, and rationaliam had made
conslderable progress, particularly among the higher
clergy and those 1n the urban centers. Such a relil-
glous background coupled with the fact that the pastors
were, above all, state officlals contributed toward a
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spiritual neglect of thelr flock and a decline of popu-
lar interest in the formal church gervice. On all
sldes the preachers were severely criticised by the
iPletlsts® (lésare) in Sweden, and by the Hauglans, or
lay preachers, and reformers in Norway for an utter
lack of appreciatlon of moral and splritual wvalueg,
This protest agalnst the demorallzing influence of
seventeenth century formalism, and eighteenth century
rationalism and materialism was not so different from
the "new measures" 1n America such as Sabbath observ-
ance, temperance movements, and revivalism. While this
new phenomena endangered the very doctrinsl structure
of the Lutheran church in America, the movement in
Scandinavia was held 1n check by a perslistent emphasis
upon "pure Lutheran doctrine," a doctrinal attitude
which placed the Scandinavian Lutherans between the
YAmerlcan Lutherans' and the %014 Lutherans.®

Of the two i1mmigrant groups the Norweglans
showed a greater doctrinal cleavage and diversity in
rituallstic practice. The one faction led by Elling
Elelsen, who arrived at Fox River, Illinois, in 1839,
was composed almost entirely of gettlers from Sta-
vanger, Norway, a commerclal center which had been torn
by religious dissent bordering on revolt., It was in
this hotbed that Hauglanism, a movement represented 1n
America by Eielsen, took root. Hans Nielsen Hauge,
born of peasant stock 1n 1771, became incensed over the
fallure of the clergy to lead their flock to God.
After passing through religious experiences common to
many a great leader, he set out to preach the Bible ac~
cording to his own convietions even though he had not
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been ordeined or trained in the customary manner of the
Lutheran dlvine. In the face of most trylng opposl-
tion, punishment, and even imprisonment he pushed his
activity with a determination that seemed to sweep =ll
tefore him. Unflinchingly he denounced the wilckedness
and flagrant neglect of the clergy in the executlon of
their spiritual functions. It was largely in this at-~
mogphere of spirlituml strife that Norweglan immigrants
hed been reared. :

The Fox Rlver settlement, a second Stavanger
torn by controversles between Quekers and varying
shades of Hauglanlstse, was a2 fertlle fleld for secta-
rian propaganda. Into this community the lay prescher,
Elling Elelsen, injected hls personallty, freed Fox
River of most of 1ts sects, and brought most of the
settlers back into the low-church fold of Lutheranlsm,
His natural antipathy agasinst the c¢lergy soon became
guchk an obsession with him that he could hardly think
of the clergy without accusing the "long-frocked!
churchmen of *living in dance and drumkenness, riot and
revel," Elelsen might truly have carried Norweglan Lu-
theranism in America with him had it not been for his
crude and roughehod manner by which he hoped to accom—
plich his ends, But instead hls bltter invectives left
an indelible stamp of high and low churchism on the
Danlsh Lutheran church,

v The anti-clericalism, so common among the Fox
River settlers, was by no means general in other Nor-
woglan colonies. A considerable number of the lmmie
grants, as exemplified 1n Muskego and Kosh¥onong, Wis-—
conein, were moderate Haugiasnlsts ready to accept the
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gservices of lay preachers, untll such time when a regu-
larly ordained pastor was avellable. They had a pro—-
found reepect for the clerical office, The dengers and
tragedles of frontier life inadvertently turned thelr
thoughts back to thelr homeland and the parting admonl-
tion of theilr pastors, and had awakened in them a long-
ing for a duly consecrated minlster. Though the
spiritusl needs of the Muskego settlement were sbly di-
rected by two of its most respected citizens, these
lay-preachers, no less opposed to thils procedure, were
instrumental in having Claus Lauritz Clausen regularly
called and ordasined pastor of theilr church 1n 1843, In
gplte of Elelsen's mumerous visits to the Muskego set-
tlement he was unable to secure = resl following there.
Intimately assoclated with the Muskego group,
served by Clmusen, wag the Koghkonong settlement under
the pastoral charge of J. W. (. Dietrlchson, ordained

" by Bishop S3rensen, on February 26, 184l at Oslo

church 1n Sweden. He came to Amerlca with the resolve
permanently to establish the Norweglan church in the
New World, With this objective before him he declded
to gettle 1n Koshkonong because of its central location
with reference to other Norweglan settlements in Wis-
consin and Illinois, He was convinced of the necessity
of organlzing his countrymen into congregatlons along
the lines lald down by the Norweglam State church, if
they were to be saved from the sectarian confusiom -
which was besetting them on all sides., Little diffi-
culty was encountered in bringing Clausgen in line with
his high-church attitude, but the gulf between Dietrich~-
son =nd the low=church anti~clerical Elelsen was 80
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great that a clach between the two was inevitable.

While Dietrichson and Clausen pursued thelr pro-
‘g,'ram of building churches and organizing congregations,
Elelsen busiled himself with the task of gathering hils
followers in the northwest states, in Missourl and
Texns, "about the Word of God without bothering about
such claptrap as organization." In spite of his aver-
sion to formal congregational structuré, the general
trend toward group unity among the Lutherans of the
West, coupled with the pregsure exerted by Elelsen's
converts, Paul Anderson and 0laf Andrewsen, caused him
to abandon hils arbitrary procedure and adept congtitu-
tional safeguards for his followers. By 1846 he hmd
capltulated and coneented to the introduction of "cone
gtitutional claptrap.!

Two years later hils converts turned against him
and on trumped-up charges forced him out of the synodi-
cal organization founded in 1845, With Elelsen out of
the way they proceeded to Join the Franckean Synod, ome
of the most libersl synods which reJected the Augsburg
Confesslion and sought to unlte the Luthermn and Re-
formed into a single body. As the situation became un-
tenable for Anderson in the Franckean Synod, end he
found himself practically ostracized by the Norwegia;ns,
he struek up a friendship with Esbjérn, then a liberal
gwedish pastor, and they with several Swedes and Nor—
weglans formed the Bynod of Northern Illinois in 1851,
as & protest against the loose confesslonalism of the
Franckesn Synod.

In 1850, P. A. Rassmugeen, who came to Amerlca
from Norway to serve in the capaclty of a parochiel
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gchool teacher, was affiliated with Elelsen 1n founding
the synod of vhe YEvangelical Lutheran church of North
America," or the Elelsen Symd. In conjJunction with
his teaching duties Rassmussen, ag was wont in the Lu-
theran church, performed the duties of an assistant
pastor or lay-preacher, Dissatisfied with his qualifi-
cation he concluded to enter the Ypractical' theologi-
cal seminary of the Miesourl Synod at Ft. Wayne, Indi-
sna., Here under the able guidance of Sihler he was
indoctrinated with the fundamental tenets of the Mis-
sourl Synod. In the critical years of the fiftles,
when the doctrinal conflict between "Missourl" and
other German Lutheran synods had reached almost a white
heat, Hassmussen could hardly. be expected to escape the
impact of the controversies. The conflict between
Missourl" and "Buffalo" concerning the ministry, which
had a semblance of thse dispute between the exponents of
high and low=-churchism in the Norweglan church, was at
1ts helght In Rasemussen's student days, and the quar—
rel between Léhe and-Iowe on the one hand and "Mis-
gsourl® on the other had got under way when he was or-
dained in 1854,

Dietrichson and his followers were even more
ingistent upon a synodical organization than the other
Norwegian Lutheran factions, but various circumstances
intervened to prevent an early completlon of such a
task, The plan of organization was femporarily lmter—
rupted by Dietrichson's mlesion in Norway between 1845
and 1845, in the interest of the church 1n America. No-
gooner than he returned he and his associates took up
their task of organlzation with renewed vigor. New
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congregatlions were gathered and a gstandard form of con-
gregational constltution was evolved whicl. was s model
for future congregatlons, and 1ts basic doctrinal pro-
visions, lilke those of Walther's constitution for his
church at 8t. Louls, were incorporated into Diletrich-
son!s synodilcel constiltution adoptéd by his colleagues
in 1851.

Dietrichgon!s lack of tact and hiles domineering
personality, coupled with an exalted notion of hils of-
fice, prevented the consummation of a new gynodilecal
order under hls leadership. Not untll affer hils perma=
nent departure for Norway in 1850 was his plan realized
by & corps of able and less aggresslve followers, The
leadership of Dletrichson now fell upon the Reverend
A. C, Preus and H, A. Preus, who directed the destiny
of the new gynod from 1852 untill the latter's death in
1894%. These in conjunction with Clausen, Nils Brandt,
and G. F., Dletrichson met In conventlon gt Muskego,
February, 1252, rescinded the organlzation of 1851, and
adopted a new constitution which eliminated the contro-
versial features of the Dletrichson constitution.

Once the Norweglans had formally organilzed, the
questlon of thelr future afflllation was a matter of
vitel concern to the older Lutheran synods. The Synod
of Northern Illinols with a preponderant Swedlsh mem—
berghlp cast its lot with the Genersl Synod in 1853,
then the largest Lutheran organization 1n the Unilted
gtates. The symbolical Eleleen snd Norweglan eynods
would neéessarily have to look to the more congervatlve
Lutheran synods of the West. Of these the Jolnt Synod
of QOhlo made a sfrong bld for the Norweglan Synod, 1in
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the hope that such &n arrangement would increase 1ts
prestige in the Middle West. It had gone to great
lengths to erase from ite constitutlon the ob)ectione-
ble Reformed features, and had impressed upon the Nore
weglans that 1t had not only esubscribed to the Augsburg
Confesalon but to all of the Lutheran Symbols. It
placed the stemp of approval upon the constitution of
the Norweglen Synod and in 1851, invited it to affili-
ate and establish a professorehip in "Ohlo's s’eminary,
Capltal University at Columbus, Ohlo. The offer, how-
ever, wag relected on the ground that the symod 4id not
posgess sufficlent knowledge of 1ts doctrine and prac-
tice to unite with the Joilnt Synod of Ohlo.®

What part the Milssourl Synod had in preventing
such an arrangement lsg, of course, a question, but we
do lmow that the Jolnt Synnd of Ohlo was frequently
singled out in Der Lutheraner for 1ts Reformed tenden-
cles and un~-Lutheran practices. In spite of the con—
stitutional compromise of the Ohio Synod, the Missourl
gynod could not refrain from pointing out the bild made
for Reformed support by admlnlstering the Lordfs Supper
in = manner scceptable to them. In 1850 and 1851 the
contents of the hymnal used by the Joint Synod of Ohio
was severely criticlzed, for in 1%t were found hymms of
a decided Galvinistic tinge. Meny of the old songs of
the Reformation perlod with a decided Luthéeran coloring
were found to have been entirely omltted.® This inter-
esgt of "Mlssourli" in the Norweglan Lutherans was not
purely negative, for in 18UE Waltherfs congregation
made a liberal contribution to J. Gustavus Schmldt who
had organized a Norweglem Lutheran Congregation in
Ohicago.*
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Once¢ a wedge had been driven between the Norwe-
gilan Synod and the Joilnt Symod of Chlo, the Missourl
Synod occupled a position of vantage withln Norwegian
ranks, The removal of the clauses in the constitution
of the Norwegian Synod in 1852, which hed been the
source of relentless attacks from Elelsen, was a flrst
unconscloua step toward an understanding. It was not
until the middle of the fifties, when the dlspute be~
tween the two groups was placed upon a scholarly plane,
that peace overtures were made. Rassmussen, a leader
in Elelsen?s gynod, showed the effect of his "Miasourit
training by occupying a doctrinal posltion between that
of Elelsen and the Norweglsn Synod. Thls gesture on
his part opened the way for negotimtions between these
hostile factions. In the course of the dlscussions be-
tween 1856 and 1862 the work of Walther!s Kirche und
Amt and the articles contalned in Lehre und Wehre,
"Miggourita" theologlcal Journsl, figured extensively,®

The most serlous obstacle to smlcable relations
was removed in 1856 when Ressmussen with sbout half the
membershlp of the Elelsen Symod broke witk thelr leasder
over a proposal to impose certain restrictlons on lay-
activity. Another factor contributing to negotiations
betwoen the Rmssmussen fa¢tlon and the Norweglan Synod
wae the "Synodis' desire to esteblish closer relations
with "Misgourld' by creating a Norweglan profegsorship
at Concordiam Theologlcal Seminmary in St. Louls, and
sending young men to that institution for pastoral
tralning.
sourdl® a party In a favorable positicn to act as an in-
termedlary, At the serles of.conferences held between

Both factions now were able to find in "Misw .
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1859 and 1#62 for ironing out doctrinal differences
prominent "Missourians® like Walther, Firbringer,
Grémer, and Lochner were present and participated in
the discusalons. When it finally seemed as though a
deadlock was imminent, Walther was able to step in the
breach and bring about a union and make the Klssourl
Synod the directing force in the new synod.®

The addition of the Rassmussen factlon to mem-
bership in the Norwegian Synod was a consplcuous advan-
tage to the prestige of the Misgour!i Syned. It had not
only brought together two divergent groups but had
strengthened 1ts position smong the Norweglan Lutherans.
Ir the fall of 1859, the Norweglan Synod had estab-
1ished = Norweglan professorship at Concordim Theologi-
cnl Seminary in 5t. Louls, Misaourl, to meet the urgent
needs of missionating amcng the Nerweglan lmmigrants.
From 1859 until 1576, when the Norweglana founded an
independent seminary, their divinity students trained
et "Nizsourl® institutlons were motivated by the pplrit
which set the Mlssouri Synod apart from all other con-
fesalonal Lutheran bodies in Amerlca.?

The Swedish Lutherans were in much the same pre-~
dtcament as the Norweglans when it came to minlastering
to the spiritual needs of thelr immigrant brethren.
Wwith but faint hopes for assistance from the mother
church in Sweden they were forced to meet a religlousd
origis as beat they could., They were confronted by the
alternative of independent actlcn or allisnce with an
exlsting Lutheran synod. With "pmerican? and %01¢ Lu-
therans® alike bidding for Scandlnavian arfilietes, the
gwedee Tound At rather Aifflcult to choose between the
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contending groups. The German Lutherans were at swords
points with each other over doctrinal matters; ths
Joint Synod of Ohlio was too far removed from the resl
#4013 of Swadish activity, while the General Synod of
tre East seemed all too 1iiberal for the pletlistic and
seeming liberal Swedigsh Lutherans. In this dilemma
Esbifrn, a piletlst, liberal, and founder of the Swedish
church ir America, declded to cast his lot with the
Norweziar pastor Anderson and other Lutherans in founde
ing the Synod of Northern Illlnols at Cedarsville on
September 18, 1851.

From the Tirst the Synod of Northernm Illinols
was torn by opposing confessional trends, each hoping
ultimately to faln the advantage for their doctrinal
ternets., The congservatives were extolled for thelr doc-
trinel steadfastness and were led to belleve that they
had been tricked Ilnto an alllance with a pseudo-
Lutheran and Calvinistie synod., As the doetrinsl blck-
erings between the contending factions became more in—
tolerable, the Scandinavian Lutherans, led by Esbldrn
who Tad come to cccupy a more conservative position,
seceded from the synod in 1860 and organized the Evan—
gelical Augustana Synod of North Amerlca.

The synod adopted as lts rule of falth the old~
est creeds of the Christien church as well as "the
Augsburg Confesslon as a correct summary of the essen-
tials of Christiasn doctrine developed and explained in
the other symbolical books." In 1870, after the Norwe-
glans withdrew, the Augustana Synod affiliated with the
General Coumcll, a body loyel to the Lutheran symbols.

CHAPTER XIII
THE GENERAL SYNOD SUCCUMES TO CONSERVATISM

By the middle of the nineteenth century the 1lib~
ergl party of the General 8ynod of the "American Lu-
theran' church had been put on the defenslve agalnst
the rising tilde of confesslonal Lutheranlem from the
West. Within its own ranks the leaven of orthodoxy
threatened the very structure of the "American Lu-
theran" church of the East. No longer could the 1ib-
eral editor of the Lutheran Observer look ae compla~
cently upon the future as in 1835, when he drew a
comparlaon between the "013 Lutherans® of the West and
thelir brethren of the Frussian church: *Having sald
this much, it 1s scarcely nécessary to add that the
game narrow blgoted splrit which prevalls among the
school in Prussia, seems to rule with undliminished
force in the West. Thank Cod this unboly splrit can
never enter our English churches.? In less then a de-
cade he found the cauge 51‘ coneservative Lutheranlem
advancing and even threatening to sweep the General
Synod before 1%, No longer was the Temmessgee Synodlg
demsnd for confesslonzlisnm the sole velce of an "Anerle
can Lutheran® group in the East whick demanded a return
to Luther and liis doctrires,

¥ithin the General Synod 1teelf tke proponents
of a stricter allegiance tc the Luthkeran confessions
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were making themselves heard. In the theological semi-
nary at Gettysburg, where S. S. Schmucker had champi-
oned the cause of "aAmerican Lutheranism" for more than
two decades, the conservatlve party was ably repre-
sented in the latter forties by William M. Reynolds.
After 1848 the Lutheran Observer had ceased to be the
sole spokesman for the "American Lutherans'" and the
right wing of the synod came to the defense of historie
Lutheranism by the publication of the Migsionary in
1848, edited by William A. Passavant at Pittsburgh, and
the Evangelical Review edited by William M. Reynolds,
profesgor at Gettysburg Seminary and colleague of S. S.
Schrucker., A simllar volce of protest against the
radical trends within the General Synod was railsed by
many of the more conservatlve pastors in the affillated
synods. Everywhere the conservatives succeeded in oc-—
cupylng strateglc positions and gaining control of
synodical affairs. The llberal Ministerium of New York
was carrled into conservative ranks by the move of Ger-
man immigration,?

Synods toward which the Gereral Synod had cast
covetous glances had been forced to capitulate to the
conservatlve party before they were incorporated in the

- general body. The appllcation of four of such synods
to the General Synod in 1853, was, without a doubt, in
response to a sincere desire on the part of the confes—
slonalists, both In and outside of the General Synod,
to force 1t 1uto more conservative channels. In that
year the mother synod, the Ministerium of Pemnsylvania,
was readmitted after thirty years of separation growing
out of 1ts hostility to the dominance of liberals in
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the General Symod. Simultaneous with the Minlsterium
the symods of Plttsburgh, of Texas, and of Northern
I1linois, each a bit more reactionary than the other,
were accepted into synodical membership. Thersafter
the left wing Lutherans headed by 8. S. Schmucker and
Benjamin Kurtz were hard pressed to retain leadership
and perpetuate thelr principles of progressive Lu—
theranism,

From 1853 to 1855 both factlions sought by
strategy to gain a position of vantage without disturb-
ing the calm which seemed to pervade the conventions
of the General Synmod. In 1854, but one year after 1ite
affiliation with the General Synod, the leadership of
the Synod of Northern Illinols was captured by the more
confeseglonal Swedlsh Lutherans, who forced through a
revision of the constltution by substituting for the
words "mainly correct" ze applied to the Augsburg Con-
fesslon, the word "correct." 1In the following ysar the
same factlon had forced Francls Springer, a left wing
"american Lutheran," to resign the presidency of Illi-
nols State Unlversity and abandon his hopes of using
that educational institution of the Synod of Northern
Illinols as an agency sowlng the seed of "American Lu~
theranism" among the "0ld Lutherans" of the West.

S. W. Harkey, a confegeglonallst, was appointed presi-
dent pro-tempore to be succeeded by William M. Reynolds
in 1857, In the Maryland Synod Benjamin Kurtz, finding
his position untenable, withdrew from it with col-
leagues of llke mind and founded the Melanchthon Synod
upon broad latitudinarian basis by directly repudiating
doctrines laid down in the Augsburg Confession.®
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The atmogphere in the General Synod was charged
with a tenseness which evinced the coming of a severe
storm. Church perlodicals and pamphlet 1literature
presented the pros and cons of the contending forces In
the "American Lutheran" church with the Y014 Lutheran®
Journals adding the welght of their influence in sup-
porting the advocates of a more formal Lutheranism. In
all falrnegs to the Lutheran Observer it must be sald
that 1ts editor was as lmpartial as such an ardent eup-
porter of the radical group could expect to be in mak-
ing avallable 1ts columns to both factions. He and
8. 8. Schmucker brought into play all of thelr inge-
nulty and scholarship to show that the Lutheran church
was the result of an historical evolution rather than a
static institution, and therefore the Lutherans of the
nineteenth century were not bound by the dogmas and
confession which had been evolved under sixteenth cen-—
tury eonditions. In the course of the formal discus-
sione in the early fifties the entire controversy was
removed from the realm of confusion and uncertainty and
given a definlteness, by the 1liberals laying down
specific principles upon which they hoped to establish
the "American Lutheran" church.® But the conservatives
were not idle, for with tradition, dogmas, and confes~
slons on thelr gide their chief spokesman, William M.
Reynolds, declared through the columns of the Lutheran
Observer, "the General Synod and all united with 1t are
children of the Augsburg Confessilon, or rather this 1s
a part of a common inheritance bequeathed to them by
thelr forefathers, the precilous legacy of thelr falth
and piety,"*
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As the opposltion to Schmuckerts theory became
more pronounced, he put aside his former reserve and
ptated explicitly his doctrinal position, He contended
that the Augsburg Confession was the only Lutheran con-
fesslon which had ever been acknowledged by the whole
church; that the respective Lutheran countries of Eu-
rope had taken on distinctive characteristics, and
therefore the American church should adapt itself to
1ts peculilar environment. Among other things he sald:
tOur own lmpression of the equity of the case 1s thie,
that so long as the Lutheran church, in thls or any
other country, adheres to the principle of Lutheranlsm,
that the Bible.1es the only infallible rule of falth and
practice, and believes the cardinsl doctrines of Lu-
ther's system, together with so many of his pecullari-
tiles, or to agree more fully with them as a whole, than
with the pecullarities of emy other denomination, she
may justly retain the Lutheran name; and all the world,
a few ultraists excepted, wlll cordislly proclaim the
equity of the designatiom."®

On the basis of this supposition, Schmucker de-
clared that the lalty as well as the clergy had a right
to change what Ythey belleved wrong in the religious
practices of their predecessors and to conform 1t to
the Word of God as had Luther and the other Chrilstians
of the sixteenth century.'"® He denied the valldity of
certaln of the doetrines set forth in the Augsburg Con-
fesslon and accepted by the "0ld Lutherans," such as
the bodily presence of the Savior in the Lord's Supper,
the doctrine of mass (in reallty a statement pertalning
to the Lord!s Supper), confesslon, absolution, excom—
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test against the document. From the "Americen Lu-
theran® East to the "01d Lutheren! West, church publi-
catlons denounced 1t. Ome declared the Platform tfea—
son to the cause of Lutheranism. 8ynods outside the
General body, much concerned over the congequences of
such radical declaration, met 1n a Joint asgembly to
-dlscuss the Augsburg Confesaeion and its place in the
Luthersn church. At the conventions held 1n Columbus,
Ohlo, and Pittsburgh, Pemnsylvanla, Walther, of the
Migasourl Synod, was one of the leading speakers, gsome-
thing which would have been inconcelvable a decade be-
fore. The hostile attitude of the "Symbolists" aggra-
vated the situation and brought the synod face to face
with ultimate disintegration,?®

After 1857 the lines of cleavage had grown so
tense that cocmplete aynodlcal dlgintegration was in-
evitable. In each succeeding conventlon mew and per—
pPlexing questlons harassed the delegates, in which the
liberals made gestures of approving a confessional com=-
promlge, but almost in the same breath they decildedly
turned to the left. In 1#59 the Malanchthon Synod,
created by Benlamin Kurtz because of hie resentment
against the refusdl of the Maryland Symod to adopt the
Definite Bmodical Platform, applied for admissilon to
the General Synod. This epplication placed squarely
before the symod the Tecognition of a body which stood
four squere on the declarations of the Platform. In
the vote tekeh the principle of latitudinerianism,
which characterized the General Symod, prevalled and by
a divided vote of ninety-six to twenty-six the Melanch-
thon Synod was admitted, on recommendation that 1t
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reconglder and change 1ts doctrinal basie "of the pare-
graph in regard to certaln alleged errors in the inter-
est of harmony and the furtherance of the great oblects
for which we are laboring together."32 Thig action
brought forth a violent protest from the representative
of the Ministerium of Pennsylvanla and the Scandinavian
delegates sitting in the conventilon, 4

At this assembly the General Synod had reached
1ts heilght, for the pclitlcal events of the nation were
shaping themselves 1n such a way as to separate the
Union and Confederate factlons of the "American Lu~
theran! church. Becsuse of the uncertalnty end confu-
silon cauged by the Civll War a postponement of the
meeting of the synod until 1862 was deemed advisable,
The southern delegatea refused to participate in the
conventlon of 1%62, as the resolutlon sent to President
Lincoln by the northern wing of the synod was inter-
preted by the aouthern Lutherans as an act of excluslon
barring them from future membershilp In the General
Synod. In 1863 the five digtrict synods which had
wilthdrawn orgenlzed "The General Synod of the Evangell-
cal Lutheran Church in the Confederate States of
America" upon a strict confessional Poundation. Like
other Protestant denominations fundamentallem was so
much more firmly rooted in the South than in the North
that in 1866 the southern Lutherans declded to perpetu~
ate the synod under the name the "Evangelical Lutheran
General Jynod 1n North America.! Havlng decided to
plant themselves #firmly upon the Augsburg Confessilon,
the proud bulwark of Protestantism, desplte all opposi-
tion from whatever source arrayed againgt us" the
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gouthers synod could hardly have been expected to re-
unite with the General Synod in 1B66.%%

e The final crisls ln the history of the Gemeral

4

Synod caxme in 186%, when the Franckean Synod petitioned
for memberahip. At a convention of the genersl body
asgombled at Chambersburg, Pennsylvanla, in 1839, 1t
condemned the Franckean Syncd for having 1ntroc1uced_
practices whick the (eneral Synod "considered contrary
to the ®ord of God."2? Motivated by a desire for
synodlcal expansion thip ban was lifted in 1857. The
adaigplon of the Melanchthon Synod to membership In the
Gereral Synod go encouvraged the Franckean Synoed that it
appliod for sdmisslon to the aynod. After a heated de-
bate ths Frunckean Synod was admitted by & vote of
ninety-seven to forty, on condition that "gald synod at
its next neeting, deoclare iIn an officlal manner ita
adoption of the doctrinal articles of the Augsburg Con-
Tepslon a8 a subsTantlally correot exhibition of the
fundanenteal doctring of ths Word of GQod.!a? By thils
mot the Jenerel Synod established & precedent vhereby a
aynod oould be admitted without making any open decla—
ration of asment to the baslc oonfesslons of the Lu—
theran ahurch. To add fusl to the flames the Franckean
8ynod had gone mo far as to substitute 1ts own confes-
#lon of falth for ths fundamental Lutheran confessicn.1®
There geemed to be no other alternntive for the
Minigterium of Penneylvanls snd synode of 1llke mina
than to 1ssue a formal protest against the action
taken, The solace offered the oonfessionaliste by
Pledging the Ganeral Bymod to a formal acoeptance of
the Augeburg Confession must have seemed nothing legs
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than = mockery of everythlng that savored of Lutheran~
lsm. In keeping with the terms upon which the Minis-
terium had jolned the General Synod in 1853, ita dele-
gates withdrew from the assecbly of the conventicn in
1864k, and 1n 1865 the formal separatlcn frem the Gen-
ergl Synod wag officlally ennounced at Lancaster,
Ponisylvanla. Thne mction of the Ministerlum was soon
Tollowed by the New York Minlsterlum, the Pittgburgh
8ynod, the English Synod of Chio, and the synods of
Tllinols. Minmesnta, and Texas,3® Two years before a
formal seperatlon from the General Synod mll hopss of &
reconclliatlon were out of the questlon, for the Minie-
terium severed i1ts relatlons with the Gettysburg Semi-
nary and founded its own school at Philladelrhia, whose
faculty was made up of Charleg Porterfield Kraath,

C. F. Schaeffer, and W. J. ¥ann. all staunch defender
of the Lutheran confession,”?

" No socner than the formal break with the Jeneral
Synod had ocourred, the linigterium put 1nto motlon the
machinery for unltins rll of the Lutheran synods of the
Unlted States and Caneda, which were willing to pledge
thelr suppert to ail »f tie Lutheran confesslens #ad
symbols. Al the prellminary convention egsesbled at
Reading, Penngylvania, Dacember 12-14%, 184F, thirtecn
aynods were represénted including the Hlzsourl Synod, a
body which hrd thus far heid 1tself alcof from guch R
semblles, The wlllirgness of MiMigsourl” 4o varticlpate
in this endeavor was suffliclsnt precof that a considera-
ble number of the YAmerican Lutherans™ had capltulatagd
ta "014 Luthersnism,.," Trrougtout the entire nation
synods and congregations pagsed through A procegs of

.

e i
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?::integ:ration in which their membership felt them-
libe;:l::;]..:;i upon to choose between fundamentallsm and
In trhe preliminary dlscussions at the Readin,
mieting ho}:h the Germen and English languages ware Sm-
?0:.":; cz::ei::dam:ntal principles of falth formulated
th soseomny o on by Ckarles Porterfleld Krauth Pplaced
quarely on the doctrinal basis of the
Augsburg Confession and the other symbolical books be~
cause they were "in perfect harmony of one and the same
spiritual falth," Matters of eccleslastical polity
were to be left to the respective synods. With the ex-
ception of the representatives of "Wissouri! and the
Norweglan Synod the delegates mgreed to the consumma-
tion of a new General Synod, and decided to meet in
formal sesslon tke following year. In November, 1467,

"the first conventlon of "The General Councll of the

Evangelical Lutheran Church of North America! met at
Ft. Wayne, Indiana. Three years later the Augustana
8ynod, whilch had been formed by a separation of the
Scandinavian from the Synod of Northern Illinole 1n
1860, joined the Genersl Councill,?2

Though both "Missourl? and the Norwegian Eymod

were perfectly satisfled with the doctrinel basis

adopted by the Reading convention, they favored a delay
of several years before a final organizatlon was egtab—
lished. In these years they recommended the holding of
free conferences ln which all synods concerned might
arrive at a common understanding of doctrines and prac—
tices as an ontward expression of loyalty to the con-
fessions. In 1872 Sihler declared that the Missourl

ot b,
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Synod was perfectly satlsfled with the doctrinal basls
of the General Councll and the General gynod of the
gSouth and could have entered into afflliation with them
on that basis but that they were obliged to hold them-—
selves aloof from them bscauce of certain fundamental
doctrines and practices. The festures they objected to
were the toleration of so-called "open questions,” lax-
ness in administering Holy Communlon, pulpit fellowship
with non-Lutherans, doctrines of the church, the Minis-
try, church government, revivals, and protracted meet—
ings.23

Tn 1867 the "American Lutheran" church wag ai=-
vided into three major groups, the remnants of the old
General Synod, the General Council, and the General
Synod of the South. The two latter synods had sur-
rendered completely to the canfesslongl stend of the
1014 Lutherans” of the West and the General Synod was
rapidly drifting into the channels of confesslonallsm
due to external as well as internal pressure. The
leaven of historical Lutkeranism from the West coupled
wlth the Lutheran immigrant invaeslon from Europe left
their indelible stemp upon the npmerican Lutherant®
church. The General Synod rad been forced to surrender
1ts position of leadership held in 1860, when it in—-
cluded two-thirds of the total membership of the Lu-
theran church in America. By 1#68, the schism from
within coombined witk the increase of Lutherans by imni-
gration, the General Syncd could claim Yut a fourth of
the total membership of the Lutheran church in Americe,
raving &¢,19% communicant merbers and 590 pestors.?*




CHAPTER XIV
RETROSPECT OF THE MISSOURI SYNOD

Nothing could have created a greater semse of
Aceirinal security in "014 Lutherans," and convinged
them =0 thoroughly that their rlgld orthodoxy had been
vindlcated than the schismatic feud of the sixtles in
tke “"American Lutheran" church. Of all the confes-
8lonal Bodies the Missourl Synod hed made the greatest
strides in membership and doctrinal solidarity in gpite
cf the charges of '"doctrinal blgotry' preferred agalnst
1t. In fact, adverse criticlsm and occasional scathing
denunclations aroused in the "Missourlans" m group con-
sclousness and developed a confesslonal golidarity
which has persisted to the present, Who seemed to have
more reason to look upon the past with grester pride
and antlicilpate the future with greater optimism than
IMissouri®? Its success and singleness of Purpose wag
a scurce of encouragement to the Faitering Lutherans
and awekened in them a desire to emulate "Missouri,®

The confidence which came with a feeling of di-
vine approval encouraged 'Mlgsourl! to strengthen the
synod's posltion in the "Amerilcan Lutheran" East. With
characteristlec "Misgourl®" strategy every opportunity
was selzed to found permansnt congregations.. From 018
Trinity 1n New York Clty church extenslon was carrled
in%o adjoining territory end into the New Englamnd
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states, From Philadelphia, Plttsburgh, and Baltlmore
miselonary activity was carrled into Pennsylvanla,
Maryland, Virginia, and West Virginia.?

While thie extension program was belng fostered,
renewed efforts were made to arrive at amlcable rela-
tions between "Migsourl! and other confeszslional synods.
The controvergy with the Buffalo Synod was termlnated
in 1866 by a loss of Grabau congregations to "Mls-
gourl." Following several informel conferences, the
gyniods of (hlo, Missourl, Wisconsin, Minnesota, I1lll-
nols, and the Norweglan Synod affiliated in & Synodlcal
Conference in 1872, which was & real triumph for "Mig-
sourlis" symbollcsl tenets. For almost a decade these
co~operated In a program of mlissionary endeavor.

Though doctrinal differences led to the wlthdrawal of
"Ohio,¥" the others have continued the arrangement wilth
"Wiscongin® and TMinnesota" having been merged lnto the
Wiscongin Synod and *T11inols” having become a Dlstrict
Synod of "Missouri,"®

In splte of the determimed efforts in the Easgt
the Missourl Synod mever lost sight of the predominant
importance of the West as a bulwark of Lutheran ortho-
doxy. Two events in the later fifties dlrected "Mls-
gourlig? attention to Minnesota. In these years in
pursuance of the policy of the Federal Government to
remove the Indians further west, many of the Chippewas
from Michigsn, mlisslonated to by the Missourl Bynod,
and new German settlers from abroad and adjolning
states found thelir way into Mimpnesota. To continue 1ts
work among the Indlans and survey the mew fleld for
building new Germam congregatlons Ferdinand Slevers,



19%

pastor at Frankenlust, Michigan, and the Indlan mls-
slonary Melsler were sent into the new rield in 1£56,3

Slevers had been preceded by four Lutheran pas—
tore of varylng shades of orthodoxy, who had come into
the newly opened "Suland" with the first rush of lmmi-
gration. All of them had tgken up agriculture a3 an
avocatlon and as a means of supplementing the meager
income to be derived from preaching in a frontler
country, a policy frowned upor by "Milssouri," for the
synod expected ite pastors to devote all of their time
to the dutlesg of their spiritual office. On the other
hand those ministered to were called upon to contribute
to the support of their minister; and when a congrega-
tion was organized and calied & pastor, 1t was balieved
to assume beth a moral mnd financlal responsibllity
toward him, Though this procedure prevented a
mushroom-1ike rise of congregaticns, 1t d41d, however,
make for congregatlional stabllity through economic re-
sponsibllity and a deasire to extend ite missglonery ef-
forte in adloining communities.?

In the year of Blevers! survey of the missilcnary
poaalbilities in Minnesota another explorer, W. A,
Pagsavant, a oconservative member of the General Hymod,
came to 89%. Paul with the express purposge of establish-
Ing an English Lutheran church. Following hls return
to Pittaburgh, in 1857, he secured the services of
Father Heyer who bad seen servioe for the Penngylvania
Miniaterlum 1n Maryland, Ohio, Xentucky, Indlans, and
Illinois, and mlnce 1842 had been & missionary in
India. Under the ausplos of the Misslonary Soclety of
the General 8Synod ke founded the "Dreilfaltigkeits
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Gemeinde" (Trinity Congregation) at St. Paul upon m
poeitive confessionsl basis, but like other pastora of
the General Syncd, Heyer freely adaltted Reformed to
the Sacrament. Wnlle oceupied with the duty of plant-
ing a new congregatlon Heyer busled himself with the
task of trying to unite all Luthersn minigsters in
¥innesota into a single synodical body regardless of
nationallty. Through his efforts and the oo-operatiocn
of the ministers who had preceded Slevers the "Evan-
gelical Lutheran Synod of Milrnesota and AdJaocent
3tates" was founded im 1860, conaisting of six pastors,
four of them farmer-preachers: Heyer, Blumer, Brandt,
Wier, Thomeon, and Mallinson,®

In the early years of Lutheran growth 1n Minne-
eota the Mlissouri Synod seemed to lag behind 1ts naxt
rival for Lutheran leadership, the Minnssota Synod.
It might be noted in thls connection thet one pastor
devoted exclusively to his calling was perhaps more
valuable than four farming clergywen. While “Missourl"
was ploneering in Minnesota, the synod was actively en-
gaged in slmilar enterprises in sections farther wast
end was strengthening its hold in the East. A%t the
same time the break with the Ldhe Foundation, the ef-
fects of the Civil War and Reconstruction, and the in-
sistence that newly established congregations contril-
bute toward pastorsl support all tended to retard
expansion. In splte of these apparent handiocaps the
Misosourl Synod methodically proceeded to station
clergymen 1n strategic localitles from which the
foundations of new charges could be laid. 1In the
later fiftles William Kammeyer, John Horst, and Paul
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cht were assigned Benton township in Carver
pinneapolis, end Prairiemound.®

7o nmeet the urgent demand for ministration among
the GermaDn settlerg of Mlnnesota and other sectlons the
Mis gourl Synod recommended en elaboration of the plan
go succe gsfully inaugurated by Wyneken and Sihler in
the eprly yesrs of the aynod. In 1#60 the synod pro-
posed that the respective district synode assist in-
finsncing the sending of i1tinerant preachers who were
to serve as asgistants to pmstors im organlzed centera,
Fron these centers they explored the surrounding terri-
“tory," organized congregations, and held them in tack

Ruppr®
county

' until a time when pestors were made avallable. The

firgt asslstant, A. C. Winter, was assigned to Reverend
Horst im Minneapollig, from whence his misslon was to be
pro) eoted into centrel and southern Minnesota. About a
decade later, in 1872, one of the most succegeful 1tin-
erant preachers, Henry vetter, was stationed at
Wiconla, Cerver County, which wae made a oenter for
nerthward expansion, By the middle of the seventles
" the two had spresd the "™Migsouri" network over twenty-
three countles while other ministers were equally zeal-
ous in enlarging the radius of their fleld of service.?
Simmltaneous with and similar to the policy adopted in
Minnegota wes that purgued in Kansas, Netraska, Iows,
and other Treglons of (erman settlement,? Much of the
“eredlt ‘belongs %o the Mimnesote pastors for the ploneer
ork An Iows, the Dakotas, and finelly into north-
estern -Cenads and along the course of the Northern .
sCiPic Ra.llroad into Montans and the northwest.® From
: ﬁ@hfi;r:tq the other the Missouri Synod followed
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the course of westward expanslon untll the older 1go-
ated misslon stations along the Pacific Coast were
linked with the rest of itc system into an integrated
whole.

The unprecedented outpouring of German settlers
from sbroad and from the older stutes stimulated by the
passage of the homestesd act in 1862, the conclusion of
the Civil War, and the completion of several great
transcontinentsl rallways taxed to the utmost the re-
sources and the ingenulty of the Mlssourl 3ynod to
keep abreast of the movement. Undaunted by the magni~
tude of the task the synodical forces followed up the
populetion movement in the seventles and eilghties by
concentrating upon etrategle outposts, from which
1tinerant pastors expanded and tightened their hold on
outlying Lutkheran settlements untll re—enforcements
could be brought up. In the cloalng yesrs of the cen-
tury and the first quarter of the twentleth century
many frontler settlements of the seventles developed
into thriving congregations.

Better prepared than any other Lutheran synod to
capitalize new opportunities "Missourl" lost no time 1n
expanding its facilitiles for tralning men for the mis-
sion field znd awskenilng a epirit of responsibllity and
a willingness for service throughout the synod. In
1475 Concordim Seminary at St. Louis was made exclu—
sively & theologicel seminary by transfering the col-
lege department to Ft. Wayne, and the practical divi-
glon of the seminary to the old "Illinols State
University" at Springfleld, Illinois. In this new
seminary acquired by "Missouri' falrly mature men were
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glven a shorter course of tralning than the students at
St. Louls to enable the synod to meet the emergency de-
mand for clergymen. The teachers college at Addison,
Illinois, was forced to enlarge 1ts physlcal plant as
well 83 1t teaching staff to care for an iIncreasing
enrollment. Under the circumstances the perochial
schools were an inestimable asset for recrulting stu-
dents for pastoral and teacher tralning. Through pul-<
pit and school young men were enllsted for the seml-
ngries and a feellng of pride in church service was
awakened in young and old alike.

Though todey the synod is represented 1n all but
two states of the Unlon 1t 1s strongest where Germans
or persons of German extraction are most numerous. In
the New England and the Gulf states with the possible
exceptlon of Texas, & stete with & considerable fSerman
population, the Misgsourl congregatlons are few in num-
ber. The Gulf Coast, New Orleans, and the lower
Missisgippl River are dotted with "Mlesouri! churches
having the greatest concentratlion in New Orleans and
along the YGermsn Coast' in Loulalena, that region on
the Missisaippl gbove and below New Orleans. Of the
atates south of the Ohlo River and west to the Missils-
81ppl, Loulslana ranks first with seventeen pastors,
while Texas to the west had ninety-nire in 1930. The
states of Callfornla, Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and
Oklahoma are qulte well represented in proportion to
thelr German populatioh., More than two-thirds of the
ministers of the synod are located in the states of
I1linols, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Nebraska, Missouri,
Michlgan, Iowa, Kansaa, Ohlo, and Indjana, with
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Pennsylvanla and New York renking with geveral of these
gtates from the point of numbers. OF the above states
I1linols ranks first wlth three hundred and sixty-seven
and Minnesota second with two hundred and fifty~four
pastors.ic The growth of the Migsourl Eynod in the
second half of the nlneteenth century has been quite as
phenomensl as the increage in German population in the
Unlted Etatéa. On 1ts twenty-fifth anniversary in
1872 marking also the founding of the Bynodical Confer-
ence, the synod could boast of a growth from twelve
pastors in 1847, to two hundred snd seventy-five pas-
tors in full membersghip and one hundred and forty
affiliates, three hundred and ten members and one hun-
dred and seventy-five affilisted congregatlons with a
total symodical membership of 72,120,321 approximately
slxteen thousand less than the total membership of the
General Synod efter the schism in 1863. In 1930 the
synod could c¢laim g total membership of 1,163,665 with
3,005 pastors of whom 2,972 were voting members.

In spite of the vast extent of terrltory over
which the Missourl Synod hag expanded, every effort has
been made to foster & spirit of doctrinal unity and
group coherence. A conslderable part of the program of
pastoral conferences and synodical conventions 13 still
devoted to timely doctrinsl discusslons. The Concordia
Publishing House owned and operated by the synod has
assleted materially in maintaining a bond of unity
through the publication of carefully edited and cen-
gored Lutheren literature and text books 1r the Englieh
and German languager placed st the disposal of the
synod! s numerous churches and used in the parochiasl
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school system, In recent years, as the emergency de
tand for clergymen has declined with the cessation of
lomigration, ssrlous consilderation hag been given to
the sbandonment of the prectical seminary at Spring-
field and s concentration of ell divinity trunmg at
3t, Louls, in which g common currlculum is to be pur-
"sued by all students of theology. In recent years the
eynod has fallen in line with other demominations by
assigning atudent pmstors to the universities at which
a conslderable number of Lutherans are in atiendance,
The Welthsr Lesgue, an organization for the young
pecple, wan "Mlasouri!s® anewer to the founding of the
Luther League e fairly 1lberal and more inclusive
organization. To the present time the Missourl Symod

~ has not been particularly succeesful in creating a form
of fraternsl organization of its own as a substitute
for secular bodles of this kind upon which ‘the Missourd
Synod frowne. The more recent scquisition of Yalparalso
University was, in all probsbillity, a movement to counter-
act the libersllzing influences to which "Missouriangt
1n ever incressing numbers have been subjected by at-
tending the American unlversities, Woether Valparaiso
Unlverslty can ever rise to a position copparable to
the leading universities in the Unlted States without
belng liberalized iteelf and contributing toward a
modification of "Missouri's® tenets, time alome will
tell,

o

CONCLUSION

_ Any attempt at detaching the study of Americen
Christianity from the genersl religious trends in Eu~
rope must inevitably lead to erronecus concluslons,
The trends in Amerilcan church hisztory are as much a
part of a generasl movement effecting both America and
Europe as are political and economic movements. The
flow of European population into the United States in
the elghteenth and nineteenth centuries helped to mold
the destiny of the church in Americas, which Iin turn
cast the ghadow of its influence upon the church of’
Burcpe. Though economic and political factors were
chlefly responsible for Europesn emigratiom religlious
condltlong dare not be overlocked for the immigranta
brought to the land of their sdoption nationsl snd re-.
liglous convictions and prejudices which found fertile
ground in the free ascll of Amerlca, where they Tflour-
ished snd left an indelible lupression upon the church,

Of 11 the Protestant dernominations in the

United States the Lutheran church more than any other
was lnfluenced by the religlous currents in Europe.

The Lutheran church of America snd Germany had drifted
much farther apart than other denominstions of idemtl-
cal name snd gimllar doctrines in the two continents,
Differences in language, in.ties of matlonality, social
custome, and doctrinal outloock created a wider gulf be-
Tween the two Lutheran groups than existed between the
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"American Lutherans"

and other Protestant denomina-
tions.

¥hile both kindrea groups broke with the ra-
tionalism and catch-penny materialism of the elghteenth
century, each was influenced by hils particular national
environment. 1In America the Lutheran church of colo-
niel origin hed become completely Americanized and had
followed national rellgious trends which found expreg-
slon 1ip Puritanic Sabbath observances,
temperance. The Lutherans of Germany, on the other
hand, evidenced a decided natlonal frame of mind borm
in a titanic struggle for national existence and a
doctrinal attitude which harked back to the confes—
~slonaligm of the perilod of the Reformation when the
church of Germany sought to free 1tself from foreign
domination. This creedal formallism was further
atrengthened through the determined efforts of some of
the German princes to unite the Protestant groups as a
Beans of counteracting the growilng Influence of the
Roman Catholic church. Since YAwerican Lutherans" and
the new Lutheran immigrants were so widely aeparated in
doctrine and practice a conflict in which one or the

other was likely to glve ground could hardly be
avolded.

revivals and

An undertow of opposition to the dlstinctly 11b-
eral trends in the "American Lutheran! church was quite
e;rident some years before the wave of Cerman lmmigra-
tlon reached conalderable proportions. In fact, non-
Lutheran divinity schools in the United States showed
therefrect of the theologlcal revival in Germany by a
renewed study of German church literature. Paul Henkel

‘a.nd bhis sons were among the first "American Lutherant
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pastors influenced to some extent by the German theo~
loglcal awakening to refuse to go to the extremes of
confegsional liberalism pursued by the founders of the
General Synod in 1%20. They with others of like mind
organized the Tennessee Synod upon a rigld adherence to
the Augsburg Confeselon. $Still other Lutherans felt =a
fallure on the part of the tAmerican Lutheran® church
to i1dentify 1tself more specificslly with the tradi-
tional church must lead to 1ts final destruction.

In gplte of the natural trend toward denomlna-
tilonal const¢lousness in the United States in the second
guarter of the nineteenth century caused by the keen
rivalry for sectarilan advantage in the West, the Lu-—
theran church would never have turned so far to the
right had 1t not been for German lmmigration. Many of
these immigrants firmly rooted in thelr confessional
and national convictions became more zealous in America
for fear thelr new free environment might endanger
thelr doctrinal convictlons, so dear to them. The
charges of religlous bigotry, Romanlsm and natlonal ex-
clusiveness preferred agalnst them did much to
strengthen their group coherence, and determination to
perpetuate thelr cultural tradltions. More than any
other of the Lutheran immigrant groups, the Saxons
went resolutely to work in uniting the confesslonal
Lutherans and battering down the walls of MAmerlcan
Lutheranism.®

In statesmanllke lesdership and abllity %o take
advantage of new opportunities the Saxons,‘ founders of
the Mlgsourl Synod, were second fo none of the other
Lutheran groups in America. The broad cultural educa-
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tlon and sincere religious convictions, born in & ge~
vere spiritual struggle coupled with 1nt1ﬁate connec~
tions with bersons of prominence in the several
Lutheran stateg or Germany, enabled the "Missouril
leaders to admpt their church organization to a new
environment ang bridge the gap betwesn the new of
America and the 0ld of Germany without in any way sac-
rificing their doctrinal position. While the emphasig
Placed upon the uge of the German language for cultural
and religious ressong eatablished & cloge bond of
fellowship between the 014 and new lmmigrant the
gynodl g Unswerving acceptance and propagation of
loyalty and implicit obedience to constituted political
authority performed gn invaluable gervice for 1ts alilen
membership and the government of the United States
The Missouri Synodt g congregational and aynodical )
organization was lesg obJectionable than that of any
other to the German ilmmigrant who came to America pre~
Judiced agsinst the hierarchical or congistorlgl form
of church administration anq autocratic political
government. Through the Presgure of circumetarices the
leaders of *Miggoupi® had successfully adjusted their
church organization to an American environment by
establighing complete congregational autonomy and 1.
and clerical €quality in all matters 53
spective congregations as well ag
Fortunately for "Mlsgoury,
shlp and scholarly endeavo
harmonized with the doectri
the Lutheran theologians o
the Scriptures,

effecting the re-
the synodical body.
" through Walther!s leader-
T the readjustment was 8o

nes of the Church Fathers,

f the sixteenth century and
that the new order foung ready accept-

ance 1n America and struck root in the Lutheran church
of Baxon Germany.

In the second and third quarter of the nine-~
teenth century various forces converged to produce a
more pogitive confessional consclousnees among the Lu-
therans of America. German theological literature
which emphaeslzed the old historilcal symbols and doc-
trines found 1ts way into the United States and ascted
as a leaven, Luthersn immigrants, permeated with a
pride of nationality and loyalty to their religilous
and soclal inptitution, who came to America in ever
increasing nunbers prepared to unite with the confes~
slongl German Lutherans rather than with the American
Lutherans who seemed to them real strangers. Once in
America the immigrantts nationsl and religious con-
sciousness was kept alive and stimulated by the con-~
fesplonal literature of the Missouri Synod. Through
1ts efficient organlzation and the spread of doctrinal
propaganda the Missourl Synod did not only gather
wlthin 1ts fold the majorlty of the Lutheran new-
comere but was emlnently successful in spreading dis-
cord in "American Lutheran' ranks and turning the mid-
dle of the road groups lntc more strongly symbolical
chennels and prevented thelr union with the General
Synod.

In the fifties a declded turn toward Lutheran
orthodoxy was apparent., By this time the more con-
servative factlon of the General Synod began to assert
1tgelf and volce a strong protest against the liberal
tendencies through 1ts own publicatione. The force of
1ts protest gained such an advantage that the deter-
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mination to sleze control of the synod by sheer force
of numbera brought on the synodlcal disruption of the
General Synod i1n 186%. When the synod emerged sbout
fifty yeare later as the United Lutheran Church in
America it had rid itself of much of its latitudinari-
anlsm and was organized upon a confesslonal Lutheran
basls occupying somewhat the position held by the
synods of Wlsconsin and Minnesota in the sixties. To-
d=y leaders of the United Lutheran Church in America
are ready to sound the clarion call of Walther, "Back
to Luther and the Reformation."

While the American Lutheran church was split
asunder by internal dlssensions and the dlsintegrating
effects of a Olvil War, the Migsouri Synod had not only
remained in tact but had gathered strength and momen-
tum. The success which hed crowned its efforts in the
first guarter cemtury of 1ts exlstence made 1ts lead-
era adament agalnst doctrinal compromise. In the
course of the eixtles and early seventies, "Missourid
was able 80 10 outmzneuver the synods which followed a
middle of the road course as to make 1t incumbent upon
them to unite with "Mlssourl' into a Synodical Confer-
ence in 1872, 1f they hoped to check in their synods
the growth of dissension and retain their group iden-
tity. ’

Now that the Unlted Lutheran church has posi-
tively turned toward the center and has reJected the
program of Schmucker, Kurtz, and Sprecher one wonders

"whether the Missouri Synod will eventually merge with
i1ts leading rival. Should such a shift come it is
hardly probable that the movement will be led by

Miggouri!s” clerical membere, for through a unified
and soundly confesslonal education the clergy have be-
come ag much a part of a scholastic system as the mem-
bers of varlous Catholic religlous orders, Any break
within the ranks in the near future may be expected to
come from the laymen. As immigration has ceased the
synod hag found 1t neocessary to adlJust 1tself to a
changing environment by becoming more essentlally an
English Lutheran church., With the passing of the Ger-
man language one of the incentlves for supporting
parochial schoole is rapidly vanighing, and a greater
number of "Missourif children are annually attending
the public elementary schools. In 1930 out of a total
synodioal membersklp of over LO0O,000 below the approxi-
mate age of thirteen, only 79,965 were enrolled in
1,339 parochlisl aschools in a synod of more than double
that number of congregatlions. It is hardly probable
that the members of the synod wlll escape the levellng
effect of the Americen high schools and colleges In
which the MMiggourlang® ere enrolling in greater num=-
bers from year to year. What the trend end the out-
pome wlll be 15 a matter to be determined by the future
hilgtorian.
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