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FOREWORD 

The subject matter of the monograph 
proved of such general interest that a de­
parture from the usual structure of a doc­
tor' a dissertation seemed advisable. The 
manner in which the outstanding leaders of 
the Lutheran Church in America and Germany 
are involved in the story convinced me 
that it is a subject which should interest 
the general reader as well as one lnter­
e eted in church history. With this 1n 
mind I have attempted to present the mate­
rial ln its historical setting by tracing 
the interplay of religious and cultural. 
forces in America and Europe with their 
repercussions among Lutherans 1n the Old 
and New world. 
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INTRODVCTION 

A profitable as well as commonly neglected field 
of historical investigation is that of American church 
history. It cannot be denied that religion bas bad an 
important pa.rt 1n shaping America• s 'moral, social, and' 
political structure. On a11 sides the interplay of re­
ligious and secul.ar forces are quite apparent, and even 
in the great problems that are facing tbe nation and 
the world of today the church occupies no mean place. 
It is to be regretted that the strong opposition to re­
ligious education in schools supported by public taxa­
tion bas been largely responsible for the lack of 
interest in church history in America's public colleges 
and universities. Instead this fruitful field of study 
bas been left to the denominational institutions where, 
in many instances, the subject has lost many of its 
histor~cal aspects and bas been colored with abstract 
questions of doctrinal error and truth. 

There seems to be a real need for a study of 
church history in its broader aspects, showing the 
interplay of religious forces 1n Europe and America. 
Any attempt to deal with this subject from purely an 
American point of view, without 'taking cognizance of 
the spiritual forces that were stirring the European 
peoples in the second quarter of the nineteenth century, 
would iilevitably lead to erroneous conclusions. With 
the surge of population from the British Isles, Germany, 
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and Scandinavia to the United States in the second and 
third quarters of the nineteenth century, the religious 
structure of the United States could hardly be expected 
to escape the influence of European movements. The im­

pact of Lutheran immigration fror:J. Germany and the 
Scandinavian countries left a profound and lasting im­

the American Lutheran church of colonial 
preasion upon 
origin. 

Unlike some of the leading religious denomina-

tions in the United States the Lutheran church has 
never been pledged to any particular form of organiza­
tion, but it has emphasized the importance of doctri­
n&l purity and conformity with the fundamental confes­
sions of the church, Even in this respect a divergence 
has prevailed with respect to the symbols, except the 

Augsburg Confession which all have accepted in whole 
or with slight modifications, The various governmental. 
systP.ms which existed in the Lutheran states of Germany 
and in the Scandinavian states at the time of the Re­
formation precluded any specific form of organization 
and the establishment of any centrally constituted 
authority, The respective sovereigns were allowed con­
siderable latitude in matters of church administration. 
They adopted systems best suited to their particular 
needs ranging from the hierarchical syste~ of Sweden to 

varied consistorial forms in the respective German 

states. 
Lacking any centralized system of control the 

Lutheran church in America was from its very beginning 
an independent entity left to shape its own corporate 

existence, Though German Lutheran divines, like the 
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Halle group in the latter half of the eighteenth cen­
tury and certain leaders of the Lutheran revival of the 

nineteenth century, from time to time, showed an inter­
est in the church in Ame~·ica, they were never particu­
larly interested in linking the church overseas with 
any organized body in Germany. From the first the 
Lutheran church in America has been as independent of 
foreign control as any other denomination organized 
upon a strictly congregational basis. It may justly be 
said, the Lutheran. church in Ar.lerica is no more Euro­
pean than any other of the Protestant organizations. 

Without a doubt, the natural interest of the 

American historian in the resurgence of liberalism and 
constitutionalism in Germany in the first half of the 
nineteenth century has caused him to lose sight of the 
momentous religious movements that effected the church 
in .America. In spite of the prominence accorded the 
German political refugees, the more conservative Catho­
lic and Lutheran immigrants, who outnumbered the 
11 Fortyeighters 11 by about two to one in the fifties 

' have made permanent contributions to the religious life 
of Amer1.ca. The Lutheran immigrants, bound to no par­
ticular form of church organization and influenced by 
the nat1onalistic and confessional awakening in Ger­
many, f'ound themselves out of sympathy with the Lu­
thel'an church that had been organized in the eighteenth 
century. 

In the study of the Effect of German Immigration 
c,,1 the Lutheran Church in America from 12l20 to 1$70 
cer;l;ain terms have been used to differentiate the Lu­

theran 1mm1.grant from the descendants of the Lutherans 
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t .America in the eighteenth cen-
who found their way o i 

nial back.ground are des g-
tury. The Lutherans of colo 

n i Lutherans" while the confessional 
na.ted ae A.mer can 11 

i t are spoken of as "Old Lutherans, 
Lutheran imm gran e 

t f th ir decided reversion to siXteenth cen-
on accoun o e 

i d a rigid adherence to the confes-
tury Lutheran em an 
sions of the ohUrch. The writer hae attempted to 

h th S
ubject from an historical rather than a 

approac e 
doctrinal point of view and has attempted to occupy a 

neutral position as far as confessions, dogmas, and 

creeds are concerned. 
In closing might r remark that the 1nssouri Lu-

theran Synod has available a vast and invaluable treas­

ure of source material for future historical and 
sociological study in 1ts numerous congregations scat­
tered throughout various parts of the globe and the 
correspondence of the founders of the Missouri Synod at 
present held as sacred family treasure. It is to be 
hoped that it might in the near future utilize its ef­
ficient organization in accumulating this remarkable 
supply of source material in some centrally located 
place like St. Louis, Missouri, or Valparaiso, Indiana. 
I know of no greater contribution that the 11 Missouritt 
congregations can make to posterity and to the synod 

than to co-operate in such a service. 
I wish to express m:y indebtedness to all who 

have been of assistance in the preparation of this 
study. First of all I wish to thank Dr. George M. 
Stephenson, Professor of History at the University of 
Minnesota, through whose interest in European immi­
i:;ration and in the history of the Lutheran church, the 

subject was suggested. His patient and en6ouraging 
guidance has contributed to the completion of this 
study. Dr. Theodore C. Blegen, Professor of History at 
the University of Minnesota, was quite helpful to me 
during the early stages of the study. The late profes­
sor C. Abbetmeyer, of St. Paul. Luther College, afforded 
me access to the valuable material from his private 
library and that of Luther College. Through the gener­
osity of Dr. Abdel E. Wentz the facilities of the 
valuable collection of Lutheran documentary material of 
the Gettysburg Seminary, Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, was 
placed at my disposal. To the facuJ.ties of Concordia 
Theological Seminary at St. Louis, Missouri, and Con­
co~dia College at St. Paul, Minnesota, I am indebted 
for the liberal use of their libraries and helpful sug­
gestions. 
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CHAPTER I 

REASONS FOR GEF.MAN EMIGRATION, 1820-1860 

Lutheran emigration to the United States was de­

termined by economic and religious conditions which 
prevailed in northern and eastern Germany in the first 
half of the nineteenth century. Of these the economic 
conditions figured more prominently than the r~ligious. 
In fact, in the ve~y years in which the exodus from 
Germany waa greatest the religious grievances had been 
overcome ani conservative Lutheranism had triumphed. 
It w&e no mere accident, nor was it due exclusively to 
religious conditions, that so many Germans came to the 
United States from regions 1n which religious and po­
litical conservatism was strongest. The 'economic re­
adjustments which followed the Wars of Liberation made 
available funds for many who desired another oppor­

tunity in the 11 land of promise. 11 

The Germans who came to the United States between 

1$20 and 1$60 belonged to two distinct cultural groups, 
each coming from rather well-defined geographical sec­
tions. The larger of these, who figured so prominently 
in the history of Lutheranism in America, was from 
eastern Germany where a strong middle class was lack­
ing, and the population was divided into two agrarian 
classes, the baronial lord (Rittergutsbesitzer) and the 
agricultural day laborer. Neither had been influenced 

10 

11 

by the currents of eighteenth century enlightenment. 
They were religiously conservative and adhered to the 
confessional tendencies 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 cities as laborers, were 
utterly impervious to radical and infidel influences. 
They were then as now the mainstay of Lutheranism.Iii 

A second group from southwestern and Bheinland 
Germany, though small in proportion to the total number 
of arrivals during this period, contained a consider­
able number of persons destined to play an important 
part as intellectual and political leaders among the 
German immigrant population of the United states. rt 
comprised political exiles and persons who sought ref­
uge in America from reactionary political conditi one. 
Many were highly trained men entirely out of sympathy 
with the religious and political conformists of eastern 
Germany. Even today, after three quarters of a century 
the cleavage which developed between these groups in ' 
Germany still persists in America.2 

From the sixteenth century until well into the 
nineteenth century the landed estates of eastern Ger­
many, the stronghold of Lutheranism, were extended and 
consolidated and the peasantry confronted with economic 
disaster. The lords of the manor, vulgarly called 
11 Junker," increased their holdings by a policy of evic­
tion and thereby brought nearly all of the land under 
tneir direct control. This process was hastened when 
eastern Germany came to be the granary for England, 
Holland, and the Scandinavian countries in the latter 
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part of the eighteenth century and for the Napoleonic 

i the early years of the nineteenth century. armies n 
In fact, the peasant who lived by his own holdings had 
almost disappeared at the conclusion of the Napoleonic 

Era. 3 

The ste1n-Hardenberg emancipation edict of 1807-
1g0g played into the hands of the "Junker, 9 for the 
emancipation of the serf afforded him a more efficient 
and economical supply of agricultural laborers. Even 
the status of the peasant holding heritable land was 
lowered by having to surrender one-third.of hia hold­
ings to the "Junker" for a clear title to the remainder, 
or pay a rental should he wish to retain all.~ The 
cultivation of potatoes, beets, and other crops upon 
the land formerly allowed·to lie fal.low by no means 
offset the demands attending an increase in population 
stimulated by agricultural and industrial expansion 
occasioned by war conditions. 6 

This abnormal development on the estates of the 
«Junker" intensified the disaster which came with the 
reorganization of Europe after the Congress of Vienna. 
A complete economic demoralization occurred between 
1820 and lel54. England, Holland, and the Scandinavian 
countries imposed high tariffs upon grain imports to 
protect and stimulate domestic production. Italy and 
Sicily sought to become agriculturally self-sufficient. 
In France the increase in small peasant proprietorships 
made for a more intensive system of agriculture and an 
attend.1ng agricultural independence. The export of 
grain from Danzig and Elbing from lg21-1g25 was only 
one-seventh the amount of that from 1$0l-1S05, while 
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wheat was but one-third of its former val.ue. Livestock 
prices likewise showed similar declines.s The domestic 
system of manufacture on the estates of the !!Junker" 
could not compete with B~itish factory-made goods 
dumped on the continental markets after lg15. With a 
favorable balance of trade gold from the continent 
flowed into the coffers of England. Germany passed 
through a period of deflation. In Westphalia al.one the 
forced sale of ninety-eight estates resulted in a net 
loss of $414,ooo. In an official report of 1$51 it was 
estimated that 80 per cent of the baronial landlords of 
eastern Germany lost their estates during this crisis, 7 

The potato blight in Europe between lSlJ.5 and 
lg!J.7 and the abnormal weather conditions which de­
stroyed the crops before they could be harvested 
brought northeastern Germany face to face with famine 
conditions. Peasants and artisans dependent upon the 
potato cultivated on their garden plot could not afford 
to substitute the cereal foods. The prices of these 
advanced to more than double their former value 6 so 
that the poverty-stricken were faced with starvation or 
emigrat~on, It is, therefore, not surprising to find 
emigra+ion to the United States increasing rapidly in 
these years.~ 

These disastrous conditions followed by the 
rev.;lut1onary upheaval of lg4s, led to important agra­
rian and financial reforms in Prussia. The creation of 
11 Rentenbanken 11 (Loan Associations) placed funds at tr.a 
isposal. of the lords to pay off outstanding obliga­

tions and to carry out agricultural improvements, The 
agrarian law of 1$50 and the money made available by 
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the Loan Associations enabled the eldest son of the 
Gflrman noble to terminate the old patriarchal order by 
purchasing the younger heirs• share of the parental 
estate, In many cases, these as well as smaller :peas­
ant proprietors on the verge of economic disaster dis­
posed of their lands and sought their fortune beyond 
the sea.

10 
Between lg50 and 1865 Prussian lords ac­

quired 12,706 large estates and 1,014,341 ema1l peasant 
holdings. :1.1. 

Had it not been for the increase in fluid capi­
tal 1n the banks o:r Germany emigration to the United 
States could not have mounted from 57,561 in lg46 to 
215,009 1n 1854.

18 
The discovery of gold in California 

and Australia, Of silver in Mexico, and the money 

brought from hiding after the panic of the Revolution 
of 1~ had subsided, a11 enhanced the financial re­
serve of the Gflrman banks. In the Prussian banks pri­
vate deposits doubled between January and August, 1$51, · 
and the gold and silver reserves in these banks in­
creased by more than 100 per cent in the ten months be­
tween January 1, and November 1, 1851.18 

Besides having to face serious economic condi­
tions the orthodox Lutherans in several of the German 
states found their religious rights menaced by tbe 
action of their princes. To counteract the uJ.trsmon­
tane influence of the Catholic church the ruJ.ers of 
Prussia, Baden, Nassau, Bavaria, and the :Rhenish 
Palatinate proposed a union of all Protestant denomina­
tions into a single state church. The papal. return to 
Rome from exile after the crvertbrow of Napoleon, the 
restoration of the Jesuit order, and the general rel1-

.; ! 
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gious reaction 1n Europe all aroused the apprehension 
of.the Germen rulers lest the Catholic church again 
rise to a position of political and spiritual prepon­
derance. The staunch or 8 0ld 11 ·Lutherans would under no 
circumstances recognize a Protestant un~on against 
catholicism which called for compromise 1n doctrine and 
ritua1. In fact, the forcible consolidation proposed 
by the king of Prussia :from lg30-1g41, merely fixed 

l.4 '-more firmly the confessional eleavage. Pastors, W.u.o 
had been imprisoned and deprived of their office, and 
theological graduates, with no hope of an appointment 
in Gflrmany, organized Lutheran groups who found freedom 
of worship in the United States. 16 

One of these organized bands was led by the 
Reverend Johannes A. A. Grabau. At times he had been 
imprisoned by the Prussian government for opposing a 
Protestant church union. In 1839 he traveled through­
out Prussia and Pomerania, regions 1n which economic 
conditions were particularly depressing and religious 
discontent was strong, inducing fellow Lutherans to 
acoept his spiritual leadership and emigrate with him. 
Fourteen years later he and Captain von Rohr, both 
agents of the state of Wisconsin, returned to Germany 
and. prevailed on three thousand Pomeranian Lutherans 
to seek new homes in America. 16 By 1g53 Grabau•s re­
ligious appeal was strengthened by a proml.se of better 
economic opportunities in Wisconsin, For by that time 
the serious revolutionary disturbances 1n Germany of 
the past decade had forced the state to comprO!ll.ise with 
the religious dissenters in return for their support 
against possible politiea1 and social upheavals. 
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f months before the Prussians led by only a ew 
N York a be.nd of Saxon Lutherans, 

Grabau landed in ew ' 
f ~ a colony in Missouri, landed in 

who intended to ounu. 
With their pastor, Martin Stephan, they 

New Orleans. 
St Loui s and perry County, Missouri. Asso­

settled in • 
e 8 number of theological students cia ted w1 th these wer 

~ an important role in the organization who later playeu. 
ailed "issouri Lutheran Synod, destined to of' the so-c "' 

be a buJ.wark of orthodox Lutheranism and a church body 
second only to the Catholic church in organization and 

:17 
unity of purpose. 

These "Old Lutherans 0 bad little 1n common with 

the political refugees who crune to America in increas­
ing numbers from southeastern and Rheinland Germany be­

tween 1S30 and 1850. The leadership among Germans in 
.America asserted by the political refugees was particu­
larly distressing to th'3 11 0ld Lutherans," and their 
rationalistic utterances through the German-American 
press brought caustic protests from the Lutheran lead­
ers. In the United States, in particular, where the 
German liberal could write and speak without restraint, 
the antagonism between these discordant elements was 
1ntensified.18 Lack of governmental supervision in 
church affairs in the United States made the Lutherans 
more alert and hostile to the forces that endangered 

religious formalism. 
A characteristic of this period was the organ~­

zation of colonization societies in Germany. Those of 
a purely political nature wanted to organize a new Ger­
many in the Mississippi Valley. One of the most inter­
esting of these was the "Giessener Auswanderungs-

17 

Gesellschaft, 11 organized by a number of university men 
at Giessen in the Grand Duchy of Heasen. They hoped to 
found in America a new free Germany wher~ they and per­
sons of similar convictions could escape the intoler­
able political conditions of Germany. 1 ~ Another such 
enterprise was promoted in 1845, by thirty German 
princes to counteract the rapid increase in population 
and for a similar purpose the German Association for 
Emigration was organized with a capital stock of 
$},000,000. In the generation following the Congress 
of Vienna the population of the old German Empire in­
creased 38.7 per cent. In the East, Lutheran Germany, 
the increase was 4-7 per cent between 1819 and 18l45 •. iao 

The German immigrant inV"asion continued from 
year to year with ever increasing intensity until the 
number of 1mmigra.~ts reached almost a quarter million 
by 1854-. The favorable reports sent back to Germany by 
immigrants, as well as the competition of the north­
western states for German settlers, greatly stimulated 
emigration. Often the "America letters 11 and 11 1.mmigrant 
guides" turned doubt into a resolve. .After a colony 
had once been established and frontier conditions had 
been overcome, it was an easy matter for the new set­
tlers to persuade their own countrymen to join them. 
The Bavarian settlements 1n Michigan; of Frankenmuth, 
Frankentrost, Frankenhilf, and Saginaw, afforded an ex­
cellent example of the latter tendencies. At the very 
time when the economic, political, and religious dis­
tress was at its height 1n Germany, the Northwest 
served as an excellent place of refuge. After its ad­
mission to statehood in 184-S, Wisconsin was unusually 



active in attracting immigrants from northern Germany.2
1 

Tr.is movement is graphically described in the 
Luther.en Observer,,July 8, lg42: "Whole villages, in­
cluding the rich as well as the poor, are emigrating, 

says a letter from Germany. Three of those in upper 
Hesse have within the last few months, been entirely 
abandoned, and several 1n F.henish Prussia are prepar­
ing to follow the example. A short time ago the whole 
population of one of these villages passed through Metz 
on the way to America, accompanied by its pastor and 
its acnoolmaster." 

The migration from Germany to America in the 
second and third quarters of the nineteenth century 
produced problems which taxed to the utmost the politi­
cal and social structure of the United States. It was 
impossible for America to escape the cultural influ­
ences whereby the German people had been completely 
transformed in the first half of the nineteenth century, 
The strong national and religious convictions with 
which the newcomers had been imbued in Germany greatly 
impeded their absorption into the American fabric. For 
several decades the Lutheran church in the United 
States was torn by doctrinal controversies which left 
deep scare not to be obliterated by the mellowing in­
fluence of time. 

CHAPTER II 

GERMANY, FROM DESPAIR AND MATERIALISM TO. SPIRITUAL 
AND NATIONAL REGENERATION 

Though this study is concerned with the conflict 
between conservative and liberal Lutheranism through 
the second and third quarters of the nineteenth century, 
nevertheless, a brief survey of the religious and na­
tional trends in Germany since the Treaty of Westphalia, 
164.s, is pertinent to an understanding of the religious 
controversies in America throughout the century. For 
the roots of the bitter factional rivalries in the Lu­
theran church in America extend to the subsoil of Ger­
man history. The two major movements embattled against 
each other were the logical outgrowth of fundamentally 
different cultural trends in Germany transplanted to 
America in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. 
For quite obvious reasons the Lutheran immigrants of 
the eighteenth century were more readily Americanized 
than those who came in the nineteenth century after the 
Wars of Liberation in Europe. 

For the German immigrant of the eighteenth 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 political and spiritual 
bankruptcy. The ravages of the Thirty Years' War had 
left Germany a complete wreck. From one-half to two-

19 



thirds of the population had been wiped out, and the 
country was given an economic setback from which it was 

unable to recover for about a centui•y. Germany, di­
vided into numerous petty and weak states, was shorn of 
the last vestige of a national spirit by the powers 
that dictated the terms at the Congress of Westphalia. 
And before the western part of Germany, particularly 
the Palatinate and Wtirtenberg, had recovered from the 
horrors of the Thirty Years' War, they were laid bare 
by the depredations of Louis XIV of France. At the 
same time the people of Germany were exploited and sub­
jected to the denominational caprice of their incompe­
tent princes. Especially in the Palatinate the 
Protestants were persecuted by their Catholic rulers,1 
All hope for relief in the 11 Germanies" seemed out of 
the question; the martial spirit awakened by Luther's 
great battJ.e 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 lyrics 
of the poet, Paul Gerhardt. 2 

From a Germany lacking national consciousness 
and an enlightened public will came the Lutherans who 
settled in Pennsylvania in the eighteenth century. 
Northern Pennsylvania, most accessible to the outside 
world, was the region from which the German settlers 
filtered southward into the old West, western Maryland, 
the valley of Virginia, and the Carolina Piedmont.3 
Nothing seemed to bind the newcomers to their homeland, 
for they had left behind them only misery and religious 
persecution. Transplanted to a new world of hope, they 
were quite readily absorbed and became a part of the 
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warp and woof of the colonial fabric of America. 
Intellectually and spiritually Germany was no 

less a wreckage than economically and politically. 
Theology alone seemed to show some vitality, but even 
this took th~ 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 distinguish between orthodoxy and heresy. 
catholic and Protestant churches alike had become life~ 
less bodies without any incentive toward raising the 
moral standard of the German people who bad 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 alive by a small but devout band of Christian 
leaders throughout Europe. In Germany the writings of 
Johann Arndt, True Christianity, did much to energize 
Christian life. This revolt against the dead religious 
formalism of the seventeenth century, called pietisll\, 
produced a complete reaction against the Lutheran con­
fessions and dogmatic dissension, and laid the founda­
tion for a spirit of religious 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 laying the foundation for 
pietism in Germany, the Jansenists protested against 

the exclusiveness of the Jesuits. In England John 
iresley sought to quicken spiritual life within the An­

glican church, and George Fox and the Quakers preached 
the doctrine that Christianity is a purely spiritual or 

"inner light." 6 
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From Halle radiated the influence of Philip 

jakob Spener (1635-1705) and August Her~ann Francke 
(1663-1727). In the capacity of court preacher at 
Leipzig, in Saxony, Spener aroused his congregation to 
a life of greater piety, His sermons, however, ran 
counter to the scholasticism of the faculty of theology 
at the University and created such opposition that he 
a.nd his followers found themselves constrained to with­
draw to Halle. At Halle a new university was founded 
in protest against the ultra-conservatism of Leipzig. 
Here, with Spener as professor of theology, the pietis­
tic movement that was so profoundly to affect the life 
of the Lutheran church in America was given free reign. 7 

The close personal friendship between Francke, 
fou.~der of the orphanage at Halle, ar.Q Spener began at 
Dresden in 1689. From Dresden, Francke followed Bpener 
to Leipzig and thence to Halle. Here the former re­
ceivPd the appointment of professor of oriental lan­
guages, and in 1695 launched an experiment that made 
Halle famous; i.e., the founding of an orphanage. From 
rather bumble beginnings of teaching the rudiments of 
Christia..~ education in his own home to a small group of 
orphans the movement grew so rapidly, that within a few 
years the orphanage with its numerous buildings took on 
the form of a small city. Throughout his years of ac­
tivity at Halle his interest in the religious education 
of the youth of Germany and in missionary endeavor made 
a lasting impression upon his students, 9 Efforts were 
made to educate young men for the ministry, Bible so­
cieties were founded, orphan i::.omes were established and 
missionaries were sent to foreign countries.g 
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Though neither of the two Halle Pietists re­
jected the Lutheran confessions and symbols, they, 
nevertheless, emphasized those doctrines of the church 
that helped to quicken a life of piety. For Spener the 
Lutheran church was always the true visible church, and 
when he was accused of departing from the confessions 
he was ever ready to assert his loyalty to them.1° In 
his theological treatise he stated quite clearly his 
loyalty to the symbols by asserting: llThe assurance of 
their truth we accept not from our regard for their 
composer, or from the acceptance even of our church, 
but because we have found them to be in harmony with 
the divine Word, 11

11 

Foremost in this movement was Paul Gerhardt 
(1606-1676), the greatest lyric poet of the church 
since Luther. He injected into his songs a spiritual 
fervor born of pietism. His songs breathe an atmos­

phere of contentment and a resignation to God's will, 
Many have become spiritual folk songs and have been a 
source of comfort to the German people for more than 
two centuries. While the hymns of Luther were real 
battle songs brought forth 1n violent religious strug­
gles, Gerhardt 1 s were the expression of individual 
souls seeking comfort and contentment in a cruel and 
battle-scarred world. In his hymns he so portrays the 
life of Christ as to bring comfort to the spiritually 
depressed and despairing mortals. 12 Unlike the mar­
tial spirit which pervades the songs of the Reforma­
tion, Gerhardt 1 s hymns breathe a spirit of religious 
peace. 13 

It was out of this atmosphere of pietism and re-
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lig1ous toleration that the German immigrant came to 
Colonial America. The absence of a riBid adherence to 
the Augsburg Confession and the scholastic type of or­
thodoxy of the later sixteenth and seventeenth cen­
turies on the part of the eighteenth century Lutherans 
made them more adaptable to a spirit of fellowship, so 
essential 1n a frontier community. Without the tradi­
tions of national loyalty and the bond of denomina­
tional contact with their mother church the Lutherans 
or Colonial America easily became the prey or sectarian 
propagandists. Through the efforts of Henry Melchior 
M:iil:tlenberg, who arrive.d at Philadelphia from Halle, in 
1742, the scattered Lutherans of America were saved 
from disintegration and were organized into a separate 

Lutheran body.14 

In time pietism lapsed into a disregard, even 
into contempt, for the confessions ~f the Lutheran 
church. Within the German universities, including 
Halle, scepticism displaced the fundamentals of re­
vealed religion. The development of natural science 
and natural philosophy, which reached its height in the 
eighteenth century, led to a search after a 11 natural 
religion" or rather no religion at all. Biblical 
criticism strengthened scepticism, an~ historical 
criticism did much to relegate the Bible stories into 
the category of mythology. 16 A majority of the preach­
ers endeavored to satisfy the spiritual cravings of 
their hearers with shallow rationalistic discourses on 
morality. Even as late as the second decade of the 
nineteenth century, when a decided reaction had set in 
against the materialism of the clergy, a vast majority 

of the preachers were out and out rationalists.ie 

Rationalism, generally accepted by the intellec­
tuals and the burgher class, had no particular appeal 
to the 11 Junker 11 and the peasantry of Germany. They 
still adhered to the orthodoxy and conressionalism of 
the sixteenth century. Spiritual nourishment was found 
in the religious literature of their fath~rs, in the 
Bible, in Luther1 s postils, in prayer books and hym­

nals, rather than in the moralizing discourses of their 
pastors. The common people either failed to understand 
their pastors or thought them entirely lacking in an 
understanding of spiritUal matters. A peasant wolll8ll 
very aptly expressed this sentiment by remarking:~7 
11Ee plaudert sich Ja sovei t ganz gut mi t dem Pastor , 
nur nicht Uber Religion, denn das versteit he necht.n 
(It is quite agreeable to converse with the pastor, 
only not about religion ror this he does not Ui:J.der­
stand). ia 

In the last quarter of the eighteenth century 
and well into the nineteenth the German people ex­
perienced a national and spiritual rejuvenation that 
surpassed in importance any previous period in German 
history. In these years a decided reaction against the 
bonds of classicism and rationalism of the "Age of En­
lightenment11 set in. New emphasis was placed on aes­
thetic and moral values; tbe pietism of a Bpener and 
Francke, which had almost sucoumbed to rationaliam, 
took on new life. In co-operation with the new move­
ments called romanticism, it battered down rationalis.­
tic influences and tended more decidedly toward con­
fessionalism. The past history of Germany was extolled, 



and the German people were aroused to the need of con­
certed action to realize the1r national destiny. After 
1806, the years of Germany's greatest hu.miliation, na­
tional and spiritual forces were welded together in the 
titanic struggle against French intellectual and po­
litical bondage. 1 Q 

Johannes Gottfried Herder (1744-1go3) was the 
chief' exponent of romanticism in Germany. Though es­
sentially an individualist, a defender of nature and 
freedom, he, nevertheless, conceived of the individual 
as an integral part of the larger national union. nAll 
the great achievenents of civilization, language, reli­
gion, law, custom, poetry, art, he considered the na­
tural products of collective human life, the necessary 
outgrowth of national instincts and conditions.tt 2 0 In 
his Literarfragmente he emphasized the importance of 
the mother tongue as the real e:x:pression of the human 
soul. 23 Herder said e.,..,,. tl ft th v -v ap y o he mo er tongue: 
11 Has a people anything dearer than the speech or its 
fathers? In its speech resides its whole thought­
domain, its tradition, history, religion, and basis of 
life, all its heart and soul. To deprive a people of 
its speech, is to deprive it of its one eternal good ••• 
As God tolerates all the different languages in the 
world, so also should a ruler not only tolerate but 
honor the various languages of his peoples ••• The best 
culture Of a people cannot be ex:pressed through a for­
eign language; 1t thrives on the soil of a nation moat 
beautirully, and, I may sa:;r, it thrives only by means 
of the nation's inherited and inheritable dialect. With 
language is created the heart of a people; and ls i~ 
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not a high concern amongst so many peoplea ••• to plant 

d Of well-being for the far future and in the way see s 
that ls dearest and most appropriate to them7 1133 

More than any other man, Herder gave a direction 
of romanticism to every phase of intellectual endeavor 
in Germany.as He had a decisive influence upon the 
literary lights of his own t1:me, Goethe {1749-1832}, 
Schiller {1759-1805), and others; upon Schleiermacher, 
the theologian; upon the lyric poets, Arndt, Korner, 
Sc~..ne~kendorf, and Uhland who kindled in the common folk 
a passionate love for fatherland and everything associ­

ated with the past. 
As the century progressed the revolt against 

enlightenment begun by Herder 1n 1774 took on more of a 
nationalistic turn in Germany. In the field of reli­
gion Schleiermacher's Discourses on Religion produced a 
crisis in Germany's spiritual outlook, Friedrich 
Daniel Ernst Schleiermacher (1768-1534) was the first 
great national and political preacher since Luther. He 
was one o~ the greatest scholars Germany has ever pro~ 
duced, and in the field of theology his influence was 
greatest •. In leo6 he had the sad experience of seeing 
the University of Halle closed by Napoleon. Bef'ore the 
great catastrophe at Jena he predicted a national 
struggle that would have a lasting effect upon the en­
tire religious, economic, and social structure of his 
country, a conflict which the mercenary armies of the 
princes could not face with success. Germany, he said, 
would rise like a giant against the 11 Roman Catholic Em­
peror. n In the capacity of court preacher to the king 
of Prussia at Berlin, hie eloquence did much to awaken 



a new spiritual attitude. As professor-of theology at 
the great national University of Berlin his influence 
stimulated an interest in theologlcal studies that ex­
tended beyond the confines of Germany.24 

In his Monologues he said: 11 Where are the an­
cient dreams of the philosophers about the state?­
Where is the consciousness, which ought never to leave 
us, that we are all part of our nation's thought, im­

agination, and activity? Where is the love which we 
ought to cherish for the self-created large existence 
of ours? Where is the devotion which would rather 
sacrifice the narrow consciousness of personality than 
lose their wider collective consciousness; which would 
rather risk the individual life than that the father­
land should perish? So far removed is this age from 
even the dimmest conception of what the highest form of 
human life means that they think that state the best 
which is felt the least, that the noblest product of 
the human mind through which we are to develop our 
nature to its fullest possibilities, is considered by 
them a necessary evil. 11 25 , 

Probably no national flgure did more to arouse 
and consoliclate all classes of Germany in a common ef­
fort for national liberation than Ernst Moritz Arndt 
(1769-1860). In the capacity of popular writer, poet, 
and historian, he aroused his hearers to a sense of na­
tional honor and a neea of united effort. His songs 
with those of Korner and other patriotic poets keyed up 
the German people and the soldiers upon the battle 
front to superhuman endeavor. Hls folk songs breathe 
the spirit of Luther expressed in his battle song of 
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the Reformation, 11 Ein Feste Burg 1st unser Gott.n In 
his writings he tried to do in a spiritual and national 
way what Scharnhorst was doing in a military way to 
break the bonds of foreign domination, The reforms of 
Stein in Prussia owe much to Arndt, and ln 1812, when 
stein at the court of the tsar was striving to organize 
European resistance against Napoleon, Arndt's poems 
rendered masterful service. His numerous pamphlets 
"bubbled with life and fire, with faith and hope,n and 
his best patriotic songs appeared in the years of Ger­
man awakening. 26 

The War of Liberation united the romantic and 
pietistic tendencies of Germany against atheism. This 

- movement had come to be regarded a real crusade, a 
struggle of the heavenly hosts against the world spirit 
(Erdgeist).

27 
Sermons took on new form and moral phi­

losophy gave way to the story of the living God. The 
new spirltual life found expression in "conventicles" 
and prayer meetings and in the singing of the stirring 
Reformation hymns. The lyric poems of Arndt, Korner, 
and Schneckendorf aroused the very souls of the fight­
ing forces of Germany as they were sung about the camp­
fires and when the soldiers plunged into battle. 28 

After the Congress of Vienna churcbmen as well 
as statesmen were mortally afraid that the stability of 
Europe would again be endangered if French Revolution­
ary theories should gain popular favor. They were out­
spoken in their support of anti-revolutionary propa­
ganda. To them revolution and atheism were synonymous 
and the principles of popular sovereignity, constitu­

tional government, and nationality, were a menace to 



human society. The clergy and nobility of Germany, im­
poverished by the confiscation of their property, were 
convinced that only a restoration of the pre­
revolutionary authority of the church could save civili­
zation. Religious publications increase.d rapidly. 
These. opposed rationalism and united in battering down 
what they regarded a destructive influence of Jacobin­
ism still present runong many theologians, political 
philosophers, and statesmen.sg 

In universities and urban centers, once strong­
holds of rationalism, small groups were organized' for 
the study of old church doctrines, The home of a 
prominent Nurenberg merchant was the center from which 
the new religious influence radiated in Bavaria. In 
Erlangen, Berlin, and in various cities of Bavaria 
similar movements were.in full swing by lg17. From the 
University of Erlangen, Rudelbach, Guericke, Harless, 
Lohe, and others spread the doctrines of Luther, 
Gerhardt, and Bengel. The controversial articles of 
Hase at Jena were written to crush rationalism; and 
Klaus Harms of Kiel, at the tri-centennial of Luther's 
publication of the Ninety-five Theses revived the 
almost forgotten teachings of the Reformer. In a dis­
cussion at Leipzig in lg27, August Hahn insisted that 
all rationalists should be removed from the church. 
Bible, tract, and missionary societies launched a cam­
paign of enlightenment against rationalism. In Berlin 
where infidelity was in the ascendency in lgl4, Frede­
rick William supported the religious revival as a bul­
wark against infidelity and revolution. In lg35, he 
built four new churches in Berlin, the one located in a 
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densely populated section of the city was served by a 
most reactionary minister, Otto von Gerlach. By lg30 
rationalism was everywhere on the defensive and in lg50 
religious orthodoxy was again firmly entrenched. 80 

This marked change in Germany differentiated the 
nineteenth century immigrants from those of the colo­
nial period. The former were essentially German, proud 

of their nations: heritage, and clung to ttheirhnative _;/­
tongue and churc~, as a most precious asse • T ey 
thought of the fatherland as the country of Luther, 
Lessing, Goethe, and Schiller, of Bach, Mozart, Mendels­
sobn, of Kant, Fichte, Hegel. To them Germanyis past 
history stood out in bold relief and its tradition and 
culture were a source of real pride. They believed 
with Herder, Schleiermacher, and Arndt that. only 
through their native tongue could they fully realize 

their possibilities. 
Those who did most to restore orthodox Lutheran­

ism in .America in the nineteenth century had come under 
the spell of the German national and religious regen­
eration. The Reverend C. F. w. Walther, founder of the 
Missouri Synod, his brother Otto Hermann, I. F. Bfulger, 
Theodore Brohm, o. Ftirbringer, all later active workers 
in the Missouri Synod, had banded together at the Uni­
versity of Leipzig for religious study. 8 ~ With refer­
ence to this group Henry Eyster Jacobs wrote: flAt the 
University of Leipzig Walther became one of a band of 
students who repeated over again the experience of the 
students of Cambridge in the sixteenth century in their 
study of the Word of GOd, and suggests the Wes1eys o~ 
the eighteenth century and the Tractarians of the nine-
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teenth century at Oxford. They met for prayer, the 

reading of the scripture, and the discussion of' practi­

cal religious questions. They attended also a 

Collegium Fhilobiblicum held by Professor Lindner for 

the spiritual edification of' students. They soon be­

came accustomed to the terms of ~yst1cs, pietists, 

obs<iurantists, hypocrites, fanatics, with which their 

fellow students reviled them. In the beginning they 

thought nothing of confessional distinctions, but as 

they advanced in knowledge and rel1gious experience 

they could not refra1n from comparing their religious 

convictions with the confessions of the churches and 

from inquiring where they belonged, whether to the 

Lutheran, or the Reformed, or the United church. 113 2 

In the Catholic church reaction -against liberal­

ism was more decided than in the Protestant church. 
The secularization of church property by Napoleon 

helped to 'harmonize the differences between the leading 

Germsn bi shops and the papacy. The German prince 

blshops, shorn ot' their secular authority, became zeal­
ous churchmen. Moreover, Pius VII' s banishment from 

Rome by Napoleon made a martyr of the pope, and after 

his return on May 24, 1514, Rome was again made the 

scene ot religious pilgrimages. Princes from all parts 

of Europe JoUl'TI.eyed to Rome to do homage to the pope. 

Ol~ church orders took on new life, and. the regenerated. 
Jesuit order again championed the cause of' Catholic 

orthodoxy througbout Europe. The 1.dealization of the 
:medieval church as an agency of world peace by the 

roinant1o1sts, and the bitter antagonism of non-Cathol:lc 
denom1na.t1ons turned many prominent Protestants to the 
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Catholic church. In the Catholic states of' Germany 

union of throne and altar was a reality and Protestant­

ism was denounced as a child of' revolution.33 

In a divided Germany the rejuvenated Roman 
Catholic church was able to present a united front -:f:::. 
against Protestantism. 34 To check the rising power of' 

Roman Catholicism, the Protestant princes and their 

spiritual advisers proposed a union of' the Reformed and 

the Lutheran churches. In 1817 Frederick Willia.m III 

of' Prussia, upon the advice of Schleiermacher adopted a 

plan of union, hoping ·it would be definitely consum- ~ 
11' 

mated by 1830. Failing in this he resorted to forcible < j 
z _j methods until the end of his reign in 184o. This move-}' i_ -: 

ment, which began in Prussia, soon embraced Baden r-:,- \ll Cl , ~~ J 
Nassau, and the Rhenish Palatinate of Bavaria. Persons ~!fl ·!ll 

known to be extremely hostile to. the Catholic church ti,~ ii'.. 
ft'. Q ~ 
.~- 0: z 
JJ 0 ti 

were appointed to high church of'f'ices with the express 

purpose of keeping alive anti-Catholic sentiment. The 

antagonism so aroused formed the basis f'or the llKul-

turkampf 11 of' Bismarckian Germany. s 5 

The time for v_rging such policies was rather 

poorly chosen. They not only intensified the deep­

seated antipathy between Catholic and Protestant, but 

emphasized the confessional differences of' Lutherans 

and Reformed. They helped to crystallize the orthodox 

tendencies awakened in the titanic struggle against 

Napoleon. Separatist Lutheran congregations were or­

ganized throughout Prussia and the opposition to royal 

interference in matters of' religion led to the organi­

zation of' a Lutheran party. The Bavarian Lutherans, 

who considered the maintenance of confessional Luther-
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anlso the ;:ost eff9ctive means of opposing Catholicism 

in 8 :ath-0l1c state, s-:.i.pported the Prussian separatist 

~ovement. Instead of realizing his objective, Frederick 
Williar.; III r..ade martyrs of about fifty thousand ortho­

dox Lutherans.
35 

When gov.ern.-:iental pressure against religious 

dissent was relaxed by Frederick Williao IV in 1340, 
t~i! Lutherans redoubled their efforts to spread confes­

slor.,g.l views. Their periodicals brcugr.t the symbolical 

bi:>oks to tbs attention of their readers and the writ­
ingo of Lutber into the hands of the com::;on people. In 

1541., Frederick William IV sanctioned an independent 
Lutr.~ran church organization and encouraged religious 

for;;;e.J.1sm as a 'bulwark against poll tical liberalism. 
ne so.on received the united support of the Lutheran, 

Rn.torr.:ed, and Catholic churches against the constitu­
t1o~nl and democratic tendencies of the forties, and 
one~ again throne and altar were united in the interest 
0 f t'~llC 1'. 1 Or.. :!? 

ln order to obtain more effective co-operation 
b~tween church and state, Frederiok William IV exer­

o1a~d a careful supervision over all temporal affairs 
or the c!:urch. He favored an Episcopal form of church 

gov~rro::cnt for Lutheran and Reformed churches with him­

GQlf a k1nd of protector. State officials and clergy­

men who disapproved of his hierarchical form of organi­
tatlon were dismissed. Only the most conservative 

oonr~&$1onalle~ could expect pastoral appointment, and 

off1o@ holders and persons hoping for political prefer­
ment w11re ooope1led to affiliate with the church. 38 

P1et1&m now all1ed itself with orthodoxy in battering 
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down political and religious liberalism Th d . · • e emand 
for confessional ministers in Germany by 1850, reduced 

the number of theological students who looked to 
America for a field of service ' and the Lutheran church 
of America was thrown more u~on it 

~ s own resources for 
pastors and teachers.sg 

In all parts of Germany the membership of the 
confessional Lutheran church increased. In lS~l, Prus­

sia bad fourteen Lutheran dioceses (Pfarrbezirke) with 
a total membership of 10 000 but by lgi.i. th 

' • 't'+ e number of 
dioceses had mounted to sixteen and the church member-

ship to 16,ooo, In 1S50 the total membership of the 
thirty-five dioceses was 70,000. Similar increases 

were evident 1n Nassau, Saxony, and other parts of Ger­

many .~a To be genuinely orthodox was almost a mania.•1 

The words of the Lutheran Observer, an ultra-liberal 
American periodical in favor of "new measuresn and 

strongly anti-symbolical, in criticism of the exclu­

siveness of the 11 0ld Lutherans" of America might well 
have been applied 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 sacralllents and unity of doctrine; neither can we 

call them a sister church for the church of Christ can­

not have a sister. The Lutheran church is the only 

true church of our times, she a.lone has the pure sacra­

ments and a unity of doctrine.1162 

The. intimate co-operation between throne and 

altar in the interest of political reaction awakened 1n 

the liberals of Germany a spirit of hostility toward 



matters spiritual. They, and later the Social Demo­
crats, could not but regard religion and reaction as 

one and the same. 
The return of some of the revolutionary leaders 

of 184e to the fold of the church intensified the an­
tipathy between the political liberal and the religious 

.fundamentalist. 43 This antagonism has persisted in 
America to the present time in spite of the separation 
of church and state. Ernest Eruncken said in 1904: 
lfThis division pervades to a greater or less extent all 
relations of life, from ordinary business affairs to 
party politics on the one hand, and social gatherings 
on the other. It is as noticeable today as fifty years 
ago, and persists to a considerable extent even among 
the second and thi!'d generation of Germans in America. nu 

A return to a literal interpretation of the 
Bible and to a rigid application of the Lutheran doc­
trines set forth in creeds, confessions, and symbols 
inevitably led to an attack upon the nFortyeighters" in 
G€rmany and America. 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 
submission to any form of civil government so long as 
government does not interfere in matters of con­
science .45 

.The religious and political differences moulded 
into the very life of the people of Germany did not 
disappear when they came to America. The more intel­
lectual immigrants influenced by the political phi-
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losophy of Kant, Fichte, von Rumbolt, Hegel, and others 

of the German idealists, could bardly be expected to 

co-operate with the immigrants steeped in religious 
conservatism and living in an entirely different realm 
of thought. On the other hand, the deep-seated reli­
gious consciousness and exclusiveness which bad devel­
oped in Germany lost none of its violence, but rather 
increased in intensity in America, a country in which 
religious opinions had free sway. The Lutheran 1mmi- · 
grant of the nineteenth century was likewise out of 
sympathy with the liberal, anti-symbolical 11 new meas­
ures" of the American Lutheran church made up, in the 
main, of the descendants of Lutherans that settled in 
America in the colonial period. 



.: .. '. 

CHAPTER III 

EARLY AMERICAN LUTHERANISM TO 1850 

The religious 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 ~he Augsburg 

-¥-- Confession had developed in the Lutheran church planted 
during the colonial period, and a real desire was dis-

cernible of ad.8.pting the church to its new national en­
vironment. It should be borne in mind, however, that 

the American pastors never went to the same rationalis­
tic e~tremes as the German.1 

Before the arrival of Henry Melchior MUhlenberg 
at Philadelphia in 1742, the Lutherans of Colonial 
America had given little thought to church symbols. 

Geographical isolation, a 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 Miihlenberg 
in response to an urgent appeal to the Halle authori­

ties saved Lutheranism in America. 2 

?Ctlh1enberg (1711-1787) was a true disciple of 
the Lutheranism which pervaded Halle. He was educated 
at G(ittingen and Halle. Before sailing for America he 

visited the chaplain of George II of England, Dr. 
Ziegenhagen. He was admirably fitted to assume charge 
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of the large missionary field extending from New York 

to Georgia. He had a fluent command of High and Low 

German and of the English languages, was of concilia­
tory temperament and an excellent preacher. His work 
as organizer and builder was so successful that he may 

well be regarded the patriarch of the Lutheran church 

in America. 3 

The first six years of h:1s ministry was spent in 

visiting Lutheran communities, planting churches, set­
tling factional controversies, and bringing the various 
Lutheran settlements into closer touch with each ether ~ 
and the mother church in Germany. To him must be at­
tributed the awakening of a new confessional conscious­
ness in America.. The financ:1al contributions from Ger­

many he applied toward build1.ng churches. His labors. 

were so successful that in 17~ he was able to unite 
twenty congregations into the f":1rst synodical body of 
America, today called the Ministerium of Pennsylvania. 4 

Called to serve three congregat:1ons in 1742, MUhlenberg 
was proud to report seventy in Pennsylvania and adjacent 

provinces in 1771, and thirty add1.tional 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, V:1rg1nia, North and South 

Carolina, and Georgia. 6 

From the firsi .. t:he newly-launched synod was con­

fronted with the ever present need of ministers. Pas-
tors already taxed to the 11m1. t were called upon to 

look after the spiritual needs of' a growing Lutheran 
population. It may justly be assumed that the Lutheran 'jf. 
immigration in_to Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, and 



the Carolinas increased in much the same proportion as 
the German population. This population in Pennsylvania 
alone exceeded fifty 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 American Revolution it is 
reasonable to assume that more than sixty thousand of 
these were Lutherans. 6 To meet the spiritual needs of 
this growing Lutheran population urgent but almost 
fruitless appeals for pastors and financial aid were 
sent to Halle in Germany. In fact, the seriousness of 
the situation was such that many proposed the transfer 
of this religious 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 bad been rather 
friendly and such an arrangement would have increased 
the prestige of the none too strong Episcopalian church 
in Pennsylvania. 7 

/ Loyal __!£_!_h.e_1.1.lflJ.lE;ll1,ce:_of _§pen~_@ti Francke, 
( · M~erg did not break with tl],.e. co..nf.e.s.aion_s and sym­

bols of the Lutheran church. '!':his loyalty, however, 
-····-------~--- -

took a pietistic turn which -~tr~-~§1...!:_d ~~l'l-~~"lJ.ife 
and spiritual friendship with all Protestant denomina­
~ns •. For theCh'tirch of ':E;lgl~dMilhlenberg h~~ high 
regard and declared its articles of faith the Word of 
God, and their explanation good evangelical Lutheran 
doctrine. He broke with the formalism and orthodoxy 
of the sixteenth century and emphasized the doctrines 
that promoted practical piety. 8 

After the death of the "patriarch" in 17$7, a 
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gerieral leveling process followed among the religious 
leaders in America. The rationalistic influence which 
had crept into Halle found_.-~~.s._wl!Y. to tl:l,i~ __ c_g_i,mtry. 
Many Qf the supposedly Lutheran ministers seemed to 
know nothing of the Halle leaders, or of M"Uhlenberg. g 

A disregard for confess·ional differences and emphasis ..,_,_,__ ____________ _ 
upon matters of agreement encour;ged -open. i'ei10wship . ¥-·--~---~~ ~, . - ______ .. ___ .. 

with other denominations. The introduction of the word 
"G-eriiian•1··-info the official narae of the synod in the 

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 Pennsylvania Ministerium in 
1811, in co-operative eftorts in educational work, and 

in the use of a common German hymn book.11 1 0 

The revised constitution of the Ministerium of 
Pennsylvania adopted in 1792, omitted all confessional. 
tests and all reference to Lutheran symbols. Dr. 
Kunze, MUhlenberg's son-in-law, favored even greater 
concessions to liberalism when he framed the constitu­
tion for the Ministerium of New York, than had the 
mother synod of Pennsylvania. 11 As long as he stood at 
the helm of the New York Synod, the injection of crass 
rationalism wa.s checked. But after his death in 1807, 

~its new president, Dr. F. H. Quitman, a graduate of 
... Halle at a time when scepticism was rampant there and a 
'Doctor of Di·;ini ty of I!a..'!"Vard, surrendered the Minis-
; terium to rationalism. 12 According to -Fem, he "was 

\' frankly an exponent in the Ameri_can Lutheran church of 
\the move~ent known·historically as 1rationalism. 1 His 
\ 



Evangelical Catechis~, 'published with consent and ap­
probation of the Synod 1 in 1814, has no relation with 
the historic catechism of Luther but is an entirely new 
departure, both as to form and in doctrinal content •.• 
Inherited doctrines which seem irrational are dropped 
in favor ot: new interpretations. 111 3 The leveling pro­
cess in confessional matters was promoted by Lutheran 
divinity students having to attend Harvard, Yale, or 
Princeton if they wanted to complete their theological 
education in America. It was not until the year lg26 
that Gettysburg Seminary, the first Lutheran theologi­
cal school, was opened.14 · 

(

·-- In the half-century ;following the Declaration of 
Independence, disintegration of the Lutheran church 
seemed imminent. Frontier conditions, war, and isola-

\ 
tion from Germany, all hastened the process of Ameri-

) 

canization. Resistance of many older church members to 
the use of the English language in divine service, the 
intermarriage of the German-American youth with the 

/ English and Scotch-Irish, made for a loss in Lutheran 
/ church membership. 16 Migration from Pennsylvania into .~.___, 

{ 
\ 

\ the West, central Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois; from 
North Carolina into Tennessee, and thence with the 
Virginians into Kentucky, southern Ohio and Illinois, 
hastened the absorption of the Lutheran element into 
the better organized Presbyte~ian, Episcopalian, and 
Methodist denominationa. 16 

( To counteract the a.angers threatening in America 

1
) a sincere attempt was ms.de to perpetuate Lutheranism by 

uniting •he discordant elements into a general synodi­
cal body. Such a movement was initiated by the, Minis-

terium of Pennsylvania in 1818 in a proposal that the 
"several synods of the Evangelical Lutheran church of 
the United States of America 11 appolnt deputies to form 
a constitution for a General Synod. In response to 
this call an organizing convention made up of delegates 
from the synods of Pennsylvania, New York, North Caro­
lina, Maryland, and Virginia, met at Hagerstown, Mary­
land, on October 22, 1$20. 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, it could 
boast a communicant membership of 16~,ooo, fully two­

thirds of the Lutherans in America. 17 

It was not a deliberative body but rather a 
union of district synods into a loose federation. 
While bearing the name 11 Lutheran 11 it hoped to bring 
other Protestant denominations into fellowship with it. 
This plan of organization was either a reflection of 
the proposed union of the Prussian Lutheran and Re-<....~. 

l 
formed churches, or it was the result of a desire to \ 
make the transition from Methodism, Presbyterianism, ) 
and Episcopalianism back into the Lutheran fold less 
difficult. Back of the plan seemed to be more the 
idea of' an nEvangelical Alliance, u 18 The General Synod 
welcomed any movement which looked toward "concor·d and 
unityn of all Christians regardless o:f' denomination. 
For the very Ministerium ~hat initiated the movement 
for a synodical organization appointed a committee to 
confer with the Evangelical Reformed Synod to "Devise 
ways and means for founding a joint institution of 

learning, in order to train young men for the minis-



try .11 :i.11 At the Baltimore convention in 1845' it wa.s 
voted to approve the practice nwhich has hitherto pre­
vailed in our churches, and those of the Presbyterian 
church of mutually inviting the ministry to act as 
advisory members in each body; of inviting communicants 
in regular standing iri either church to partake of the 
Lord's Supper in the other; and of dismission of church 
members at their own request from the churches of the 
one to those of the other denomination.u20 

The General Synod acted in a purely advisory 
capacity and its decisions had no binding force on the 
district synods. It 11 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 General Synod are so many independent 
ecclesiastical polities, associated merely for the pur­
pose of promoting brotherly love, and of concentrating 
their energies in er~ecting such objects as are of 
general interest and such as one synod alone could not 
aocomplish. 1121 To it was intrusted the supervision of 
the Gettysburg Seminary founded in 1S26, home and for­
eign missions, and to provide books to be used in di­
vine services. It might recommend to the respective 
district synods a catechism, form of liturgy and other 
conf'essional books, but the final decision was nth 
the individual aynod.22 

A positive stand in confessional matters and 
formal church service was.precluded by its broad pur­
pose and the wide d.1.f'ferences 1n doctrine and practice 
of the district synods. In the constitution no mention 
was made of any of the Lutheran confessions, but it 

contained the genera.1 statement •that every individual -
is bound to receive the Old and New Testament as the 
infallible rule of f'ai th end practice to be governed by 
it. 11{;.S The break with the old Lutheran church of Germany 
was complete. on all sides the influence of Puritanism 
was s,pparent. Emphasis was upon works, external con­
duct, and the performance of certain religious duties 
called nnew measures, 11 like Sabbath observance, ab­
staining from alcoholic drinks, revivals, and the like. 
The sacraments and dogma of the church were considered 
non-essential, and nevery one was left at liberty to 
adopt concerning them what opinion might seem to him 
most satisfactory.na4 The Puritan influence of America 
had gone so far that in most of the Lutheran churches 
the old form of service that had set them apart from 
the Reformed church had disappeared. The ministerial 
gown had given way to the plain black coat, no longer 
were seen altar, crucifix, baptismal font, and paint­
ings, and in I!lallY instances the church bells and 
steeples had disappeared as relics of Romanism. Lu­
theran liturgy, prayers, congregational singing, and a 
study of the catechism were no longer of importance. 23 

The synod as constituted contained within itself 
the elements of discord and disintegration. Many of 
the moderates refused to compromise in matters concern­
ing distinctively Lutheran confessions and symbols. 
Some of the isolate.d western communities were shocked 
by the renunciation of fundamental doctrines and con­
gregations in Ohio complained that their pastors were 
no longer faith1'u1 to the teachings of the Reformer. 
The extreme right, representing to a considerable ex-
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is bound to receive the Old and New Testament as the 
infallible rule of faith and practice to be governed by 
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most satisfactory, 1124 The Puritan influence of America 
had gone so far that in most of the Lutheran churches 
the old form of service that had set them apart from 
the Reformed church had disappeared. The ministerial 
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were seen altar, crucifix, baptismal font, and paint­
ings, and in mar..y instances the church bells and 
steeples had disappeared as relics of Romanism. Lu­
theran liturgy, prayers, congregational singing, and a 
study of the catechism were no longer of importance, 95 

The synod as constituted contained within itself 
the elements of discord and disintegration. Many of 
the moderates refused to compromise 1n matters concern­
ing distinctively Lutheran confessions and symbols. 
Some of the isolated western communities were shocked 
by the renunciation of fundamental doctrines and con­
gregations in Ohio complained that their pastors were 
no longer faithful to the teachings of the Reformer. 
The extreme right, representing to a considerable ex-
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tent the new immigrants, could see nothing that savored 
o:f' Lutheranism in the HAmerican Lutherans" save possi­
bly the name. 

One of the first in the East to raise a vigorous 
protest against the non-confessional trends of the 
HAmerican Lutheransll was the Reverend Paul Henkel, a 
native of North Carolina. His first pastoral charge 
was in Philadelphia as a member of the Ministerium of 
Pennsylvania. In 1806, in the capacity of itinerant 
missionary he traveled through Virginia and into Ohio, 
organizing the synods of North Carolina and of Ohio 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 in opposition to the confessional 
laxness of the General Synod, and organized the Tennes­
see Synod an a strong symbolical foundation. 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 against the liber­
alism of the General Synod and the Ministerium of Penn­
,'lylvania. "e 

The Ministerium, too liberal 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 Minis­
terium. to withdraw from the General Synod at its second 
convention in 1~23. Not until thirty years later when 
the tide of confessionalism had shown a decided upward 

,swing in the General Synod, did the Ministerium again 

1.j.7 

cast its lot with that body, and then it was with the 
express purpose of strengthening that movement. 97 When 
it returned to the fold it expressed the hope 11 that the 
friends and defenders o:f' the old confessions are in­
creasing in the General Synod, and that their body to­
gether with the whole church, will become more and more 
in spirit and character what it is in name,, Lutheran. 112 a 
It should also be noted, that at this time the con­
servatives were strengthened by the admission of the 
synods of Pittsburgh, Texas, and Northern Illinois, 
and other groups like the Joint Synod of Ohio, the Wis­
consin Synod, and Swedish ~nd Norwegian Lutherans tried 
to steer a middle of the road course between •American11 

and 11 0ld Lutherenisn." 90 

From year to year the voice of those within and 
outside of the General Synod favoring a more positive 
profession of Lutheranism reached a wider circle of 
listeners. In the :forties appeared a number of impor­
tant periodicals which planned to quicken the confes­
sional spirit in the American Lutheran church. In 184-3 
the Ohio Synod published the :first issue of the ~ 
theran Standard. Five years later the Missionary, pub­
lished by William A. l"assavant of Pittsburgh, made its 
appearance and the following year Charles Porterfield 
Krauth and William M. Reynolds, at Gettysburg, began 
the publication of The Evangelical Review. Through 
these publications the more conservative members of the 
General Synod championed a return to a more adequate 
appreciation of the historic confessions of the 
church. 51 

The most influential spokesman for the 11 0ld 



Lutherans" of America, Der Lutheraner, edited and pub­

lished by-the Saxon pastor C. F. W. Walther, first 
appeared in September, 1$44, It was relentless in its 
criticism of the Puritan and "Methodisticn doctrines 
and practices in the General Synod, at its theological 
seminary at Gettysburg",.and appearing in its semi­
official organ, the Lutheran Observer edited by Dr. 
Benjamin Kurtz. The voice of warning against the so­
called pseudo-Lutheranism of the General Synod was 
heard not only in America but also in Lutheran Germany. 
It did much to consolidate the 1101d Lutherans" of' the 
two continents in a common endeavor to perpetuate 
orthodoxy in the New World. Like the Saxons the Prus­
sian Lutherans, headed by Johannes A. A. Grabau, were 
equally as critical of the 11 American Lutherans. n33 

Prof'essor C. Porterfield Krauth, President of 
Pennsylvania College, summarized the trends of Luther­

anism 1n America in the f'ollowing words: llShe has 
passed, in some parts, through the extreme subjectivity, 
an extreme leaning to the emotional in religion; she 
permitted herself, to some extent, to be carried away 
by the surges of animal feeling, and lost much of her 
ancient propriety. She is now retracing her steps, 
acknowledging her error, seeking release from crude 
views and objectionable measures. She is hunting 
amongst the records of the past for the faith of former 
days, and endeavoring to learn what she was 1n her 
earlier form, Church disposed to renew her connection 
with the past, and in her future progress to walk under 
the guidance of the light which it has furnished.na3 

As the tide of conservatism mounted in the 
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second quarter of the nineteenth century, the allies of 
the "American Lutheran 11 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
presented by Benjamin. Kurtz, editor and publisher of 
tl.e Lutheran Observer and S. s. Schmucker, professor at 
Gettysburg Theological Seminary, Both fought courage­
ously to perpetuate whav they believed to be a forward 
looking concept of :"American Lutheranism. u Through the 
columns of the Lutheran Observer Kurtz assailed rigid 
adherence to Lutheran symbols, the dogma concerning the 
sacraments, and the liturgical worship of the "Old Lu­
therans. 11 Into his ceaseless att.ack upon the latter he / 
injected stinging vituperation. To him, the 1101d Lu-/ 
therans, 11 particularly the Saxons and the Prussians, 
were Puseyites, self-righteous Pharisees, sacramen-
tarians, and Romanists, On the side of "American Lu­

theranism" the editor favored what he called a more 
spiritual religion as expressed in so-called unew meas­
ures, 11 revivals, prayer-meetings, sabbath observance, 
His unswerving stand in favor of "American Lutheran1sm" 
did not deter him from opening the columns of the Ob-
server to both factions in t.he heated confessional con­
troversy which agitated the General Synod in the later 
f'orties and the early fifties of the nineteenth cen-
tury, 

Intimately associated with Benjamin Kurtz was 
S. S. Schmucker, by all odds from the point of view of 
scholarship and organizing ability the most influential 
person of the General Synod in the second quarter of 
the nineteenth century. He was the son of Reverend 
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J. G. Sc~ucker, president of the Pennsylvania Minis­
teri'.l!:! when that body called the first general synodi­
cal convention in lg20. The younger Sc~..I!lucker was a 
strong believer in a progressive "American Lutheraniso, 11 

a oovement in ha.rl!lony with the intellectual and reli­
gious trends of early nineteenth century America. By 
training and environment he was well qualified to di­
re ct and mold the movement that reached its height when 
he was in the prime of life. Through the preliminary 
pastoral training he received from his father and Doc­
tor Helmuth at Philadelphia, he absorbed a spirit of 
rel.igious tolerance and pietism. His collegiate educa­
tion at the University of Pennsylvania and_ at the 
Princeton Theological Seminary promoted friendships 
with leading clergymen of other denominations, which 
continued throughout his life and undoubtedly contrib­
uted toward his open-mindedness and strongly rational­
istic approach to the confessional disputes in the 
General Synod. 3 ~ 

From 1820 to 1870, Schmucker was present at 
every meeting of the General Synod and had an active 
part in all its deliberations. In 1823, when the 
synod's existence was threatened by the withdrawal of 
the Ministeri1un of Pennsylvania, he worked indefatiga­
bly to save it from dissolution, a service that marked 
him at once the leader of that body. When the General 
Synod established its theological seminary at Gettys­
b-:.irg, Pennsy1van1a, in lg26, Schmucker was appointed to 
the chair of theology. During the thirty-eight years 
of his teaching career he endeavored to mold the reli­
gious thought of more than four hundred students ac-
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cording to the pattern of his theological philosophy, 85 

When he assumed his duties of office at Gettysburg 
Seminary, his oath of office gave him considerable lee­
way in interpreting the Augsburg Confession. Instead 
of subscribing to the seminary's articles of organiza­
tion which declared that, 11 In it shall be taught in the 
German and English languages, the fundamental doctrines 
of the Sacred Scriptures as contained 1n the Augsburg 
Confession,11s 5 he was permitted to accept it as funda­
mentally correct and given the privilege of exercising 
"the right of private judgment. u37 Re demonstrated the 
same liberal attitude concerning the Augsburg Confes­
sion when he assisted 1n drafting a constitution ror 
district synods of the G.eneral Synod. In the document 
the only mention made of doctrinal matters was in the 
vow required of licensure and ordination of candidates, 
which asked: "Do you believe that the fundamental doc­
trines of the Word of God are taught in a manner su"t­
stantially correct in the doctrinal articles of the 
Augsburg Confession711ae 

The historical justification of a modiried Lu­
theranism may be gleaned from Schmucker 1 s address, 
Portraiture of Lutheranism delivered before the synod 
of West Pennsylvania in ig4o, In it he attempted to 
show that "American Lutheranism 11 was a logical evolu­
tionary process from strict confessionalism of the 
latter part of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries 
to a progressive improvement of Lutheranism in his own 
time. In the course of his discourse he pointed out 
that in time the authority of the church fathers was 
rejected, all the symbols and confessions save the 
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Augsburg Confession were discarded, and the entire sac­
ramental and ritualistic system of the Lutheran church 
were purged of papal doctrines and practices. 39 He 
would have "American Lutheranism 11 regarded but a logi­
cal evolution of the patriarchal age of the church in 
America as organized by Mlihlenberg. 40 In the debates 
between Schmucker and his colleague, Dr. W. M. Reynolds, 
which were published in the Lutheran Observer in 18~9 
and 1850, his confessional attitude was clarified and 
crystallized. 

From a modified confessional position in 18~0, 
Schmucker was ultimately forced to take· a more strongly 
anti-symbolical and sacrBlllental stand in the hope of 
checking the progress of orthodoxy in the General. Synod. 
In his early writings he showed a desire for the Lu­
theran church to return to a confessional position 
without destroying 11 that liberty of thought, that all 
Protestants must retain.11 At the same time he favored 
a compromise on doctrinal differences in order that 
Lutherans of various shadings might be able to unite 
into a single synodical body, The Elements of Popular 
Theology from his pen appeared in 1834. It was a 
pioneer in the field of Lutheran dogmatics in the Eng­
lish language, I.n it the author made a strong plea 
for the acceptance of the "doctrine of the Christian 
revelation" and a departure 11 from the rigid requisites 
of extensive and detailed creeds.11 41 In a similar man­
ner .in his Lutheran Manual and American Lutheranism 
Vindicated he taught what he contended were the ele­
ments of truth in the Augsburg Confession interspersed 
with a number of errors,42 It was not until in the 
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:fifties in the midst o:f the acrimonious debates over 
creed and dogma that Schmucker openly laid down what he 
regarded error and truth in the Augsburg Confession. 



'.::HAP'i'ER IV 

THE SPIRITUAL STATUS OF THE LUTEERANS IN TUE WES·T 

L 
Never in its history r..a.d Protestant Christianity 

been called upon for such heroic efforts as in t~e 
United States in the second and third q~arters of the 
nineteenth century, The westwaz-d movement of the popu­
lation of the United States coupled with the immigrant 
invasion into the vast and undevelope._d areas of the 
Mississippi Valley taxed to the utmost the missionary 
resources of the East. Leading clergymen feared that 
these settlers, 11 cut Off from the religious contacts of 
their youth, 11 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. 1 Lyman Beecher, 
among the first to realize the significance of the 
West, said: 11 The moral destiny of our nation and all 
our institutions 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 of the ris­
ing generation, in which the Catholics and infidels 
have got the start on us ••• The time has come in which 
we must unite .ourselves and our forces for the West, 
as all we have done will be impotent to exert the con­
trolling lnfluence 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." 2 

In the absence of gov~rnmental co-operation and 
of .some general form of church organization for united 
endeavor the response of the church to this emergency 
was hardly short of miraculous. "With no imposing com­
bination of force, and no strategic concert of act:l..o'n, 
the work was done spontaneously and simultaneously, 
like some of the operations of nature, by a multitude 
of different agencies. The planting of the church in 
the West is one of the wonders of church history. Ifs 

The handicaps to missionary 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 Mississippi Valley in widely scattered communi­
ties, where they frequently displaced the American 
population and became, as it were, islands of Germans 
in a vast western sea with scarcely a contact with the 
outside world. 4 Others settled in urban centers of the 
Middle West where language, national pride, religious 
convictions, and social customs were·, for a time, as 
effective in maintaining aloofness from the native 
population as the physiographical barriers of the 
West. 6 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 1$30 to 1$70. 6 

Unlike other communions, the Lutheran church has 
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generally emphasized unity of faith rather than organi­
zation and uniformity of worship. In the states of 
C-erreany as well as the Scandinavian countries the ques­
tion of church organization was a 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 hierarchical Episcopalian 
to the democratic and congregational, 7 Professor H. E. 
Jacobs describes the planting of the Lutheran church 1n 

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 le,ss difficult ••• The regulations of the Roman 
Catholic, the Protestant Episcopal, and the Presby­
terian churches were to a great extent f1Xed at their 
entrance into America. Other church organizations, 
having a somewhat freer development than the communions 
just named were nevertheless unembarrassed by the con­
flicting European orders to which their founders were 
accustomed, The Lutheran church of America comes, how­
ever, from various nationalities. Even within the same 
nationality, the multiplicity of small states into 
which Germany was divided gave to each its own separate 
church constitution and particular church regulation, 89 

From its very beginning on American soil the 
Lutheran church was an incoherent body, Only the un­
tir1ng efforts of MUbl.enberg saved it :from a complete 
collapse and gave to it a feeling o~ solidarity. But 
no sooner had M'Uhlenberg passed from the stage of ac­
tivity than the forces of disintegration again threat-
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ened Lutheranism in America. The rapid diffusion of 
population into the West, the loss of membership to 
more highly organized and aggressive Protestant denomi­
nations led to the founding of the General Synod of the 
Lutheran church 1n the United States 1n 1$20, At best 
but a loose synodical federation, it was wholly unpre­
pared to minister to the spiritual needs of a rapidly 
increasing Lutheran population, 

In the tw:o decades after lg30, 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 ,,,r· 
formation of new synodical bodies, The financial 
problems with which the church wrestled, the great lack 
of mi.nisters, and the emphasis placed on foreign mis­
sions, all gravitated against successful co-operation 
for missionary endeavor 8lDOng the immigrant Lutherans 
of' the West. 1 0. ·· Many- of the eastern pastors were little 
concerned over their co-religionists of the West. 
Though their charges extended to four and sometimes 
even ten localities, they seemed to find adequate time 
to engage in business enterprises or farming. Close , 
personal contact with their flock was lost, and o~en 

the entire religious service degenerated into mere me­
chanical form, and a lack of church discipline gener­
ally prevailed,11 

It is little wonder that such appeals as: "Will. 
our brethren of the East listen to the Macedonian cry, 
come over and help us.n 1 2 uoh 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;uis 



11 We want a l:ost of pious young men to rise up in the 
strength of the Lord who shall feed the perishing 
tho:i.sands with the Bread of Life; 1114' II For God 1 s sake, 
take up our cause in your paper and send us a preacher 
if possible; 1115 and many si:r..ilar appeals met with lit­
tle or no response.ie 

The enrollment in the three leading Lutheran 
theological seminaries 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. 1117 

The widespread popular alarm over a determined 
effort on the part of the pope to secure spirit.ual pri­
macy in the West through the efforts of the Jesuit 
order, a fear that aroused most Protestants to cru­
sading activity, failed to awaken the Lutherans of the 
East from a state of religious apathy. The large in­
flux of Irish and German Catholics into the United 
States was the basis for such apprehension. The.German 
Catholics were either accompanied by priests, or 11 when 
they arrived in this country they are advised to settle 
in the cities and large towns and at a few points in 
the country where they have churches or intend to 
establish schools. Wherever Catholics are found they 
are seen in large .numbers.111 9 Free. from language bar­
riers the Catholic church was prepared to pursue an 
aggressive policy from the first. rt built churches, 
founded colleges, and established charitable institu­
tions, all of which confirmed the Protestants in their 
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convictions that the Jesuits might make inroads into 
their ranks. 1 e In an appeal addressed to Dr. Albert 
Barns in July, 1842, for financial assistance for Lane 
Theological Seminary at Cincinnati, Dr. Lymann Beecher 
threw out the challenge that: II No human means can cer­
tainly meet and repel this invasion of Catholic Europe 
as a competent evangelical ministry and revivals of 
religion ••• Oh my brother, could the ministers and 
churches of the East see and feel the unalterable de­
mand for ministers as I see and feel it. 1120 

In a similar appeal for German assistance a Lu­
theran ~issionary, c. F. W. Wyneken pointed out the 
source of Catholic strength in the West. 11 From Europe 
they are receiving a large number of workers. Their 
churches in the cities are beautiful, and convents, 
seminaries, and schools are being erected in the West. 
Well-trained teachers, both male and female, from all 
.sections of Europe are directing educational insti tu-
t ions and are becoming the educators of the children of 
the most influential. 11 :n 

Tl:e German immigrants more than any others were 
in constant danger of losing their spiritual heritage. 

.....-'''~ ... 

A lack of Lutheran pastors made them prey for religious v-" 

impostors and vagabonds. 22 For "in the absence of 
faithful ~inisters, those Germans, always accustomed in 
their nati-ve land to gospel ministrations and unwilling 
to be deprived of them now, are liable to be imposed 
upon by every expelled student or banished demagogue 
who flies to this co'i.lntry to escape disf;race or legal 
penalties of the law he has violated in Germany. In 
this way_German churches of Ar.ierica have been brought 
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into disrepute and become the by-word.of reproach among 
their observant ne1ghbors.u::i!3 

Disgraceful conditions were brought to Wyneken's 
attention on his missionary trips through the West. In 
W):ieel1ng he exposed a sodomite, who had been expelled 
from one of the best teachers• seminaries of Gerreany, 
serving in the capacity of a preacher. In Indianapolis 
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 driven 
from the town for cruelty to wife and chlld. When 
asked why they did not look into his character, Wyneken 
was told, "He could speak quite well, we had to have a 
pastor, and he was cheap. 11 (Er konnte gar erbiirmlich 
schwatzen, einen Pfarrer mussten wir haben, und billig 
war er auch). 2 • These conditions had become so common 
that Wyneken and other sincere missionaries were looked 
upon with suspicion in the early years of their mis­
sionary work among the Germans of the West. 

By failing to respond to the urgent appeals from 
the West the General Synod sacrificed a golden oppor­
tunity for growth and expans.ton. Had the left wing of 
the synod been brought into _closer fellowship with the 
Lutheran immigrant, the bitter controversies of the 
f1:rt1ea might have been averted, for it was the immi­
grant and distinctly German contact that made for a 
more direct confessional balance in the synods of the 
West. The success of ~ethodists and others in Lutheran 
co1Dll11in.ities in the second quarter of the nineteenth 
century shows only too well that the craving for reli­
gi-ou-s -guidance outweighed the prejudice against so­
ca.lled "new measures, 112 5 
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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 little or no response. 26 

Preoccupied with their own problems, growing out of the 
struggle against Protestant church union, the Lutherans 
of Germany were unable to give serious thought to the 
church in America. When in 1541 independent status for 
the 11 0ld Lutherans, 11 the only ones vitally interested 
in their brethren in America, had been secured, they 
were in no mood to co-operate with the 11 Metbodistic 11 

American Lutherans. Even the bright ray of hope, that 
the romantic Frederick William IV of Prussia might in­
terest himself in 11 carrying into effect his benevolent 
design 11 in America, vanished into thin air. 2 '7 

In 1545 Dr. Hengstenberg, professor in the Uni-
versity of Berlin and editor of the Evangelische 
Kirchenzeitung, was sent to America by the goverrunent 
of Prussia on the seeming mission of ascertaining the 
condition of the German churches in America. In the 
light of his report, as published in the Kirchenzeitung, 
and the schemes for Prussian colonial expansion in 
Palestine, California, and Texas, the spiritual status 
of the immigrants was of little concern to the Prussian 
sovereign. 28 In a report to the king published in 
1S47, Hengstenberg pointed out that he found no attempt 
on the part of the Germans in America "to aa.ve even the 
best and brightest that belonged to their own nation­
ality ••• and that they ha.d bartered away their language 
sentiment and German customs. 11 

Si;> In the same year the 
Prussian minister von Eichorn proposed that the German 
consuls direct .the settlement of immigrants in contigu-



ous territory and t~e r.o~e government assist in build­
ing churches and schools.30 It is needless to say that 
notking cane of this scheme after the report from 
Hengstenberg. 

While the Lutherans were neglecting the German 
communities of the West, the Methodists, Presbyterians, 
and Episcopalians vied with each other to nsave the 
West for Protestantism." Their missionaries, in con­
trast to the few Lutheran pastors in the West, did not 
have to rely on their flock for support. The non­
Lutherans were able to enlist Germans for pastoral work 
in the West. 31 The Methodist church in particular drew 
its recruits from all walks of professional life, gave 
them a hurried religious education and sent them out to 
11 hew their own timber.11 In lSl.J.9 the Method:tst Mis­
sionary Society reported 6,350 church members in the 
German field, 112 sabbath schools with 1,030 officers 
and teachers, and 3,220 scholars. They had 9g churches, 
4-0 parsonages, S3 regular mission circuits with 108 
missionaries ,32 

1 The non-Lutherans were not to escape without a 
~1 serious challenge, for after 1841 the "Old Lutherans" 

of Germany diverted to America the energy that had been 
expended in combatting forcible consolidation of Lu­
theran and Reformed churches. Their decisive victory 
in the interest of confessionalism had grounded them 
more firmly than ever in their convictions, and had 
engendered in them and their immigrant associates a 
pronounced aversion to a fol'I!) of church federation, 
11 Kirchen mengerei, 11 so evident in the "American Lu­
theran11 church. Their failure to subscribe to a 
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literal interpretation of the Augsburg Confession and 

the Symbolical Books excluded them from the same com- • ,/'. 
munion of faith with the "Old Lutherans; 11 for the lat-,,,,.,, . 
ter interpreted all too literally the passage of ·the 
Bible, Galatians 6 :11, "As we have .therefore opportu-
nity let us do good unto all men, especially unto them 
who are of the household of faith, II And the ff.American 
Lutherans 11 were by no stretch of the imagination of the 
household of faith,3 3 In writing for Kirchliche 
Mitteilungen aus und Uber Nord Amerika the Reverend 
Willhelm Lobe remarked: 11 OUr readers know, •• that the 
Lutheran church of North America is divided into Eng-
lish 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 separated from it for we were never united with 
it. Wyneken, and with him, no doubt, several honest 
souls, have separated. We regard this quit¢. a gain, 1134 

Through the columns of Kirchliche Mitteilungen, 
a periodical widely circulated 1n Germany, L~he 
stressed the advantage of German over English Lutheran 
pastors in America. In it he asserted: "Generally 
speaking the preachers of the German Lutheran church 
are no better educated thar. the English Lutherans. But 
they have something that raises them far above the Eng­
lish, the German Lutheran theological and religious 
literature. The English pastor knows nothing of these. 
As yet there is 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 Episcopal Church and of other religious sects. As 
the language of the 'Yankees' is more co~.monly spoken 
e.nd the mother tongue is forgotten, German congrega­
tions and educational institutions will be mor~ neces­
sary for the perpetuation of Lutheran theology. Only 
by a gradual transition from the German can the English 
Lutheran Church be made a reality.nss 

Lobe's ardent concern for the future of Luther­
anism extended beyond the confines of Germany into the 
United States. The refrain that sounded through his 
appeals and those of the "Old Lutherans" in America 
was: 11You are Germans. You have carried a beautiful 
language across the sea •• ,Of the languages spoken over 
there none is more beautiful. Keep what you have. By 
the grace of God you have an excellent heritage. Do 
not exchange your language for the English ••• Your 
language next to your church is the most precious jewel 
that you have taken with you into the forest wilder­
ness ••• With the loss of your language you will lose 
your !'.!story and with it an understanding of the Re-
f ormatlon and of the true church of God; also your 
beautiful German Bible, your· songs which re-echo into 
heaven, your catechism whic_h has no eqU&l, your postils 
that are so fervent, your devotional books which speak 
with such child-like simplicity, your liturgies, etc.•36 

To accomplish this end Lone recommended in 1847, 
that Lutheran emigrants settle in German communities in 
the United States. "It is a spiritual misfortune that 
innumerable Lutherans who have emigrated are so scat­
tered and separated. It would be a real blessing if 

they would hold together and settle 1n close proximity 
to each other, and thus make possible the maintenance 
of a Lutheran pastor. Emigration can not be stopped, 
but might it not be directed? ••• In corresponding with 
our brethren who have formed a synodical body (the 

Missouri Synod), we have advised them that we propose 
to publish where their congregations are located, the 
conditions under which they are living, the amount of 
land available within their respective localities, the 
requirements for membership in their congregations, 
where new settl~ments are being made, and to what ex­
tent they are being supplied with pastors and teach­
ers. 1137 

Lohe did more than 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
cieties were founded, and religious periodicals pub­
lished for the express purpose of keeping alive and 
financing the new enterprise. From 1841 until 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, 88 



CHAPTER V 

GERMANY AWAKENS TO .AMERICA'S SPIRITUAL NEED 

In the early forties the Lutherans of Germany 
were made to realize the dangers that beset their na­
ttonals in America. No longer could they thrust aside 
the voice of desperation as coming from isolated com­
munities that concerned them little or not at all, for 
1n many instances their own kith and kin were in danger 
of spiritual shipwreck. With the surge of emigration 
mounting steadily who could know what acquaintance or 
relat.ive might not be obliged to face similar hazards. 
Missionary societies were founded in various provinces 
of Germany to devise ways and means to save America for 
Lutheranism, 1 Reverend F. G. 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 1n America, and 1n 184.2 he returned to Germany 
traveling up and down that country to arouse the Lu­
therans to united action, a movement that reached 
splendid fruition under the zealous and enthusiastic 
guidance of Wilhelm Lobe, pastor at Neudettelsau, 
Bavaria. 2 

Friedrich ·G, D. Wyneken may well be compared 
with the eighteenth century patriarch of the Lutheran 
church in .America. His problem, like that of his pre­
decessor, Mi.ibJ.enberg, 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 mission and physical qualities which enabled 
him to brave the hardships and dangers of frontier con­
ditions. His broad cultural and theological training 
at GOttingen and Halle, his genial nature, and his 
stern resolve qualified him to act as a wise counselor 
in matters temporal and spiritual. 3 Like so many of 
the Lutheran leaders of his time, the spiritual tribu­
lations through which he passed in Germany gave him a 
decided confessional outlook. 

In 183S, when he was twenty-eight years of age, 
an article in a German missionary Journal kindled in 
him a resolve to devote his life to the cause of Lu­
theranism beyond the sea. He and his friend C. W. Wolf 
landed in Baltimore in the SUllll:ler of 1838. In search 
for a Lutheran pastor they were eventually directe.d to 
a Methodist prayer meeting by persons who claimed to be 
Lutheran. The strange noises from the audience and the 
repeated shouts of 8 Amen! ••• Amen!,11 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, ttwell, Brother 
Wyneken, how did you like it?" Wyneken replied, •r do 
not know whether it is of God or of the devil, It cer­
tainly is not Lutheran." 

The two comrades soon learned, to their dismay, 
of the ill-repute in which Lutheran missionaries from 
Germany stood, A mere statement on their part that 
they were Lutherans come to missionate among the Ger­
mans of the West immediately awakened distrust in 
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s;Jrl:';ised. t!:ey were just two more impostors intending to 
p~ey upon t!:e :::rerr.ian immigrants. However, in the 
co;Jrse of conversation their host was convinced of 
their sincerlty, and the efficiency and success with 
which Wyneken performed Hasbert 1 s pastoral duties dur­
ing a period of sickness, dispelled all fears that 
n1gtt still have lurked in his mind. Later Hasbert 
said of Wyneken: "Ee is a hero of the faith of that 
t;-pe for whlcc a person, as a r~le, ~ooks in ancient 
t1:i:es, long gent' by. Oh, how his exair.ple shames many 

of us who live 1n peace and comfort, having abundance 
of all things, and who are net ready to ~ake the least 
sacrifice for tr.e Lord and his poor brethren! 11 4 

In response to a com.~ission from t~e synod of 
Pennsylvania Wyneken chose the states of Indiana, Ohio, 
a.nd ll.icr.1gan :for ::is :f'leld of' service. Early in Sep­
te~ber he left Philadelphia, proceeding by rail to 
Pittsburg, thence by canal to Ohio, and by horse 
th:ough Ot.io into Indiana, arriving at Ft. Wayne toward 
the end of the ~onth. Here a Pennsylvania Lutheran, 
Henry R'.i::i1s 111, l-:ad been instrur.:ental in planting a 
German colony. W".nen he settled at Ft. Wayne in lg29, 
r.e rou.~d it a town with a population of 150, chiefly 
French and Indiar.s. He was so successful in persuading 
Lutheran i~migrar.ts to locate in the frontier community, 
•~at Wyneken fou.~d an organized Lutheran congregation 
at Ft. Wayne upon his arrival in the fall of 1838. 

Wyneken, appointed to the pastorate of this con­
gregation left vacant by the death of Jesse Hoover from 
Woodstock, Virginia, went to work resolutely to perform 
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the duties of his new office. He ministered to the 
spiritual needs of the !krmans of Ft. Wayne and the 
outlying communities, and taught four days a week in a 
parochial school which he established.6 From Ft. Wayne 
as a base, his missionary endeavor, which carried him 
into northwestern Ohio and southern Michigan, enabled 
him to obtain a real insight into the physical and 
spiritual needs of German frontiersmen. 

His charming personality, resolute character, 
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 labors his ready command of 
the Low German dialeat helped him win the good w'lll and 
confidence of the Low German peasantrr. At all times 
he proved himself a true pastor entering wholeheartedly 
into the life of the people with whom he was associ­
ated. Not onJ.y was he versed in religious matters, but 
on all occasions he was able to speak intelligently 
upon farming problems confronting his parishioners. He 
considered no sacrifice too great in the performance of 

his pastoral duty. 
Wyneken•s experience enabled him so to organi~e 

the Lutheran missionary program in the West as to gain 
the best results with the men available. itather than 
have the Synod of the West send its m1ss1onar1ee into 
widely scattered areas, he proposed the establishment 
of definite missionary posts, from which as centers of 
operation the missionaries were to extend their efforts 
into outlying co111Illun1ties and methodically push from 
outpost to outpost until the field had been thoroughly 
covered, a system later adopted by the Missouri Synod, 
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He was convinced that the Lutherans of (iermany might be 
persuaded to help, if the American church was unable to 
supply men and means to carry out his designs. 

As soon as Wyneken realized the magnitude of the 
task, he forwarded urgent appeals for assistance to the 
Synod of the West, affiliated with the General Synod, 
and to Germany, Possessed of almost superhuman energy 
and determination he refused to stand idly by and wait 
for assistance, for besides his numerous duties he 
found time to prepare two young men for the ministry. 
As he grew more restive over the seeming failure of 
German response to his pleas, in lg42 the missionary 
committee of the General Synod sent him to Germany 
where they hoped a personal appeal would re-enf'orce 
his articles which had, from time to time,·appeared in 
the Zeitschrift f"tir Protestantismus und Kirche. 8 In­
cidentally it was thought the brief sojourn abroad 
would enable him to recuperate from a throat affection 
contracted in Indiana. 

The high esteem in which his relatives were held 
in church and governmental circles in various parts of 
Germany and particularly in his native state or Hanover, 
enabled him to succeed where many others might have 
failed. Before he had fully recovered from his throat 
trouble, he corresponded extensively with religious and 
political leaders and traveled in person throughout 
Germany giving a vivid description of conditions he had 
found in the New World. His messages from America to 
Germany published between lg3g and lg~2 had borne fruit 
and needed only the enthusiasm and organizing ability 
of Wyneken and his many prominent friends to :unite the 

t. 

missionary societies of Lutheran Germany in an effort 
to save the church in America. Through his personal 
influence a scene was enacted in Germany which compared . 
favorably with the awakening of the East of the United 
States to the spiritual needs of the West. 

Wyneken's temporary residence in Germany, which 
brought him into close fellowship with the "Old Lu­
theran" leaders in that country, without a doubt, has­
tened in him the trend toward a more strongly confes­
sional conviction and a readiness to oppose the 
doctrinal stand of the 11American Lutherans. 11 Through 
the Zeitscbrift fiir Protestantismus he administered a 
staggering blow to ~he General Synod and the Gettysburg 
Seminary. The latter, according to his remarks, fi­
nanced in Germany to foster Lutheranism, was gradual.ly 
assuming- the form of a,.serpent seeking to destroy the 
church. He regretted that the General Synod was 
''Jlethod1stic 11 and encouraged a union of Lutheran and 
Reformed churches in America.? 

In lg~3 after his return from Germany he pro­
ceeded to put into practice his confessional convic­
tions in his congregation at Ft. Wayne. He set out to 
enforce Lutheran formalism, and no longer would he per­
~i t non-Lutheran pastors to occupy his pulpit, nor 
would he admit members of the Reformed church to Holy 
Communion. He discontinued .\1Methodistic11 prayer meet­
ings and emphasized doctrinal matters in his sezi.nons. 
In the course of time he had succeeded 1n arousing 
what he believed a real Lutheran consciousness within 
his congregation and through his efforts anQ those of. 
his successor, Sihler, Ft. Wayne was transformed into a 
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center :from which "Old Lutheran" convictions were to be 
planted and kept alive in the West. 

Two years later in 1845, at his new charge in 
Baltimore, the home of the liberal Lutheran Observer, 
b.e pursued the same confessional policy in the :face of 
abuse and violent vituperations. The doctrinal contro­
versy which :followed caused a complete break in his 
congregation. His sermons so shocked his colleagues 
and were so out of harmony with the General Synod, that 
Wyneken found it advisable to sever his connection with 
that body. His enemies, "American Lutheran!! ·ana. Re­
formed, accused him or being a Romanist ·and a Jesuit 
in disguise, an attack particularly menacing at a time 
when native Americanism was making progress in .the 
United States. Before departing from Germany in the 
summer of lg43, accompanied by A. Biewant, a missionary 
for America, Wyneken had every reason to be filled with 
optimism concerning the ultimate outcome of his mis­
sion. Through his efforts societies were organized in 
Dresden and Leipzig :for rendering spiritual assistance 
to the Gt!rman brethren in America, (Verein zur 
kirchlichen UnterstUtzung der Deutschen in Amerika). 
In a memorial., entitled Greetings from the Homeland to 
the German Lutheran Church in North America and signed 
by nine hundred snd :fifty persons from all walks of 
life, Wilhelm Lahe champion of confessional Lutheranism 
in Bavaria, assured his American brethren of German 
support. 8 

L. A. Petri, pastor in the city of Hanover or­
ganized Wynekents native state into circles over eaah 
of which was appointed a central committee for raising 
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funds to send young men to the seminary at Ft. Wayne, 
Indiana, founded by Lohe of Neudettelsau, Bavaria, in 
1846. The women of the respective circles supplied the 
missionaries with the necessary bedding and clothing. 
This example followed by Mecklenburg and other German 
states was unusually success:ful, for between 1846 and 
1850, forty men were sent from Germany to cooplete 
their missionary training at Ft. Wayne. The state of 
Mecklenburg raised 1104 gulden to send two missiona­
rie,s to America, and a member of the royal family pre­
sented -each with one hundred thaler in go1d. Preceding 
their embarkation for America the young men sent out by 
Lohe were entertained and received their final instruc­
tions at the home of Petri.Q 

Lohe was the most enterprising of all divines in 
promoting the wel1'are of the Lutheran church in America. 
To raise the necessary funds he published a monthly 
journal, Kirchliche Mi tteilungen aus und iiber Nord 

(Church News from and about North America). 
The publication of this journal met with unusual fi­
nancial success; the eight thousand copies of the first 
issue sold netted the publisher a profit of two thou­
sand gulden. In 1847, four years after its first ap­
pearance, it still had a total subscription of five 
thousand five hundred. Lohe•s appeals :for financial. 
aid appearing in various churah publications usually 
met with liberal response.io 

Owing to the imperative demand 1'?r workers 1n· 

the American·mission ~ield, the young mer. who volun­
teered were sent to Lohe to be given only the ~ost 
rudimentary practical training. They were· to be 
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VNothelfer,n helpers in an emergency. These accom­
panied him on the rounds among his parishioners to 
learn in a practical way how to minister to the spirit­
ual needs -of the sick and dying. At night they re­
ceived such religious instruction as Lobe believed 
necessary for an efficient execution of their duties. 
Above all, he was extreme1y cautious to choose only men 
of sterling character and real religious fervor. u 

The charge at Ft. Wayne left vacant by Wyneken 
to accept a pastorate in Baltimore in JS4? was filled 
by Doctor Wilhelm Bihler. His" broad scholarly train­
ing, nutstanding administrative ability, and intimate 
contact with the Lobe Foundation in Germany helped to 
bridge the gap between Lutheran orthodoxy in Germany 

and America. Through his power of leadership and the 
subsidies from Germany, Ft. Wayne became the home of a 
seminary where the 11Nothe1:fer 11 from the Fatherland re-

•ceived their final preparation for the American mission 
~ield, The three, Sih1er, Wyneken, and c. F. w. 

Walther, were the outstanding figures in the history of 
"Old Lutheranism« in America, for one supplemented the 
others in an energetic program of battering down the 
liberal tendencies o:r the "American Lutheran" church. 
They were responsible :for founding, building, and guid-
1ng through a most trying period what has today come to 
be the strongest single organized Lutheran group in 
America. 

~Uhler, the son of' a Prussian army officer, was 
eent to America by the Dresden Mlssionary Society in 
lgl!-3. In rnll at the age Of eleven years he Was B~nt 
to a German Gymnasium. In lg17 he enlisted in the 

Prussian army and in 1823 he was enrolled 1n the war 
school at Berlin, a kind of Prussian nwest Point. 012 
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Tiring of the military profession he entered the 
University of Berlin. Here his interests turned toward 
philosophy, philology, history, the history of antiq­
uity, and music. In Berlin he was welcomed into the 
prominent social and intellectual. circles, and was a 
frequent guest in the home of Professor Schleierm.s.cher 
and of the banker, Mendelssohn, the :father of the great 
musician and composer. By experience and training he 
had become a zealous exponent of German nationaliSm and 
confessional Lutheranism. Like Lobe be regarded German 
language, literature, and religious experience as a 
precious heritage to be perpetuated on American soil 
until an English Lutheran literature had been firmly 
planted. 

The years following his father's death in lg2g 
were the formative period in Sihler'a religious career, 
Thrown upon his own resources be secured employment as 
tutor, a career which compelled him to adopt regular 
habits and cultivate habits of control. He describes 
his conversion as having followed a violent fit of tem­
per he displayed while teaching in a school at Dresden. 
Upon returning to his room he said, he realized his 
sinful nature and that God crushed him completely with 
the sledge of his law. From that day- he searched the 
Scriptures diligently and courted the friendship of 
Christians, in particular pastors who had experienced a 
religious revival. 

Wermelsk1rch, Lutheran missionary to the Jews of 
London, persuaded Bihler to join the Dresden Missionary 
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Society in 1836. Through this society he met Doctor 
Rudelbach, a recognized leader of conservative Luther-

. anism, who with Wermelskirch stimulated Sihler• s in­
terest in the study of the Symbolical 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 believed to be the work of the devil. 

On his way to Riga to visit an intimate friend 
Wyneken•s appeal from America came to his attention. 
This appeal seemed to him the voice of God saying, "You 
must go. 11 Expressed in his own words: "As a flash of 
lightning it pierced my soul and it seemed as though 
God spoke emphatically to me saying, 'You must go 
over. 111 With no personal interest in America and en­
tirely out of sympathy with its political order, Sihler 
must have found it difficult to heed such ~mandate. 
He looked upon the American Revol~tion as a wholesome 
PUIJ.ishment visited upon proud and arrogant England 
rather than God's guidance in the creation of a new 
political order. To him 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
alism. 

While in this state of indecision pastors who 
had read Wyneken 1 s appeal urged him to go. Their prom­
ise and that of the Dresd~n Missionary Socie'ty to give 
him the necessary financial assistance, and their in­
sistance that it was his sacred, duty to go to America 
led him to put aside his personal bias and follow the 
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dictates of his conscience. After a last visit to the 
Dresden Missionary Society and to L~he in 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 city 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 
similar views, and he may well be regarded as a valu­
able addition to the German Missionary corps. He 
preached in .this city several times with much accept-· 
ance and is now on his way to Ohio to find a field of 
labor. He speaks English with considerable fluency, 
and in a short time will be able to preach in that lan­
guage. We regard him as a Christian, a scholar, and a 
gentleman, and we have no doubt he will make a favor­
able inpression wherever he may go.1113 

On his travels through the East, Sihler reached 
the same conclusion as Wyneken about the character of 
Lutherans within that part of the United States. He 
thought the pastors Stohlman and Demme lacked a knowl­
edge of Luther 1 s teachings. He was not particularly 
impressed with the theological ability of Doctors J. B. 
Morris and Benjamin Kurtz, editor of the Lutheran Ob­
~' to whom Sihler sarcastically referred as the 

11 so called Doctor of Theology." In a conversation with 
them he had no hesitancy in attacking the sympathetic 
attitude of the General Synod toward revivals, which he 
believed contrary to Biblical teachings. 
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On hls westward journey he met Proressors 
Schaefer and Winkler at the Lutheran Seminary in Colum­
bus, Ohio. Thence he went to Pomeroy, Ohio, where he 
was orda!ned pastor and delivered hls inaugural sermon 
January 1, 184-4-. In this congregation he found what he 
considered un-Lutheran tendencies and proceeded cau­
tiously to ellffilnate them. He decided to be a real 
pastor and teacher to his flock, and through the paro­
chial school children he hoped ultimately to wln the 
parents to Lutheranism. He taught school slx days a 
week, three days in the city and three ln the country. 
In addition to tl::e three uR1 s," the children were 
taught 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 consciousness among their 
elders. 

He conducted religious services four times on 
Sunday and twice on week days. He tells that during 
the busiest season the farmers were ready to stop work­
ing at four o1 clock ln the afternoon to attend reli­
gious worship. To stimulate religious convictions he 
usually had a Bible history lesson precede the regular 
church service. In spite of hls arduous labor he found 
ttme for the study of Luther's wrlt1~gs and to write 
articles for the Lutherische Kirchenzeltung, a publica­
tion edited by Friedrich Schmidt of Pittsburg. 

At Pomeroy Ohio, Slhler's efforts were directed 
toward a gradual but systematic confessional Lutheran 
education ln the hope of eventually overcoming Reformed 
influences ln hls congregation. The real test came 
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when he insisted upon ad.ministering the Holy Sacrament 
according to Lutheran ritual, a ceremony that at once 
differentiates the Reformed from the Lutheran. It ls 
needless to say those out of harmony with his procedure 
withdrew from the congregation. Determined to complete 
hls task he refused to accept calls to more prosperous 
fields of endeavor. Through Sihler, at Pomeroy and at 
Ft. Wayne, under Wyneken's leadership confesslona.llsm 

was firmly pl~ted. 14 

As long as Slhler was a member of the Joint 
Synod of Ohio he took an active part 1n attempting to 
stem the tide of liberalism ln the synod. He was the 
recognized leader of the faction favoring characteris­
tically German conf esslonal trends ln contrast to the 
AmerlcHnlzlng influences in the synod and 1 ts theologi­
cal seminary at Capital University, ColUlllbus, Ohio. In 
conjunction with representatives of the L~he foundation 
ln the synod and of students ln the seminary, Slhler 
hoped to place the German language and through 1 t Lu­
theran theological literature on a sound footing 
against the compromising principles so prevalent tn 
English theological literature. Thia llngulstlc con­
troversy was f lnally brought to a head when the Sihler 
faction tried to make the German language the sole me­
dium of theological instruction at Capital Unlveralty, 
a program favored by Professor Winkler and a majority 
of the students. In the first skirmish at the Zanes­
ville, Ohio, convention ln 1S44, the conservatives 
gained a temporary advantage by the passage of a reso­
lution that "theological instruction should be given ln 
the Seminary. only through the medium of the GerJI¥lll lan-



so 

guage and that the English language should be taught as 
a literary stuey. 11 However, when the convention of the 
following year, which was assembled at Lancaster, Ohio, 
re.scinded the Zanesville resolution and refused to 
remedy what the confessional wing considered un­
Lutheran practices, Sihler and his ~action formally 
withdrew from the synod in September, 1845, and through 
Sihler the Lone foundation launched upon an independent 
venture by founding a practical theological seminary at 
Ft. Wayne, Indiana. With Stll.ler, Professor Winkler, 
fifteen pastors, and two theological students abandoned 
the Joint Synod of Ohio, 15 

The new confessional venture formulated in July, 
1845, met with the wholehearted approval of the organ­
ized missionary societies in Germany~ In response to 
Sihler•s request they pledged themselves to raise fifty 
thousand gulden for building purposes, to donate books 
and periodical literature for a library, and immedi­
ately to send eleven men to receive their final pre­
paration for the Lutheran ministry under Dr. Sihler and 
Professor Wolter, a brilliant student of theology sent 
from Germany to assist in the new American enterprise. 
The preparations had progressed sufficiently by the 
fall of 1846 that the students could be housed in tem­
porary quarters and actual scholas.tic work begun. 

Once a young man had completed his training 
there was no lack of opportunity for service. He was 
sent out by Sihler to hew his own timber, as it were, 
and gather together the Lutherans of an assigned com­
munity into congregations, with the specific instruc­
tion to make of the first congregational community a 

kind of metropolitan center from which missionary ef­
forts were to be extended into all parts of the county, 
In this way the northwestern Ohio and the Indiana 
counties adjacent to Ft. Wayne were made strongholds 
from which confess1.ona1 Lutheranism radiated. ia 

The zeal :for lllissionary endeavor also awakened 
an interest in the lllissionary societies of Germany to 
convert the American Indian to Lutheranism by settling 
well-organized illl!n1.grant groups in outlying Indian com­
munities· The most nota.ble of these settlements were 
made by colonizing a group of Bavarians in the reg1.on 
of Michigan around. Saginaw Bay. This plan of civi­
lizing and Christian1zing the Indian through a k1nd of 
Puritan venture was suggested by Hattstadt, pastor at 
Monroe, Michigan, a member of the Michigan Synod and a 
Lobe "Nothelfer." 

The first mission colony was planted by August 
Cramer in 1845, on a site selected by Pastor Scbm:ldt, 
then president of the Michigan Synod. It was named 
"Frankenmuth" in honor of the settler's homeland. In 

the course of the next five years other German colo­
nists were added and the isolated region about Sag:lnaw 
Bay came to be another area frorn which German cultural 
and religious influence found its way into adjoin:lng 
areas. In the Mich1.gan Synod much as in the Joint 
Synod of Ohio the cleavage between the conservatives 
and the liberals led to the withdrawal of Hattst.!idt, 
Cramer, and other Lohe followers, 1 7 

This new Michigan project greatly appealed to 
Lobe. He was quite confident that the geographical 
separation of this territory from other parts of the 



United Sta~es would serve as a temporary barrier 
against the "demoralizing English inf'luence. 11 He, like 
Wyneken and Sihler, lived 1n constant fear lest in 
America, a country without state supervision over a:f'­

fairs of church, Lutheranism would constantly be faced 
with the danger.of spiritual shipwreck. The most logi­
cal solution of their problem seemed to them to colo­
nize the German Lutherans in more isolated regions like 
Michigan and Wisconsin. Lb"he believed. that through 
such a policy his dream of .firmly planting "Old Luther­
anism" on American soil might eventually be realized. 18 

Through the loyal and enthusiastic assistance of 
the "Old Lutherans" of Germany conservat_ive Lutheranism 
made rather important gains in America by the middle of 
the nineteenth century. Wyneken 1 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 conf'essional atmosphere ripened 
in him a determination not to temporize in matters of 
doctrine and church practice. It was he who laid at 
Ft. Wayne the foundation for the work so ably continued 
by Dr. Sihler. For years to come men were sent out 
from Ft. Wayne imbued. with the pietistic spirit of a 
Lohe and a militant and confessional attitude of a 
Sihler to build 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
ship 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 1$3$-1$42, 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 connection 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, Missouri, while the second from Prussia 
and Pomerania, headed by Johannes A. A. Grabau, colo­
nized. in parts of Wisconsir and in Buffalo, New York. 
In time the former succeeded in so asserting its con­
fessional preponderance that it became the nucleus v-'"° 

about which the "Old Lutherans" of America gathered 
and to which they looked for doctrinal guidance. 
Neither of the leaders of the Saxons or Prussians felt 
the need. or the advisability 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 if' 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. 

.. ; : : . . ~ ~-~ -: 



The Saxons who emigrated in lg3g were above all 

~otivated by a desire to find in America a home in 
which they ~ight worship 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 inl'luences in the state church 
encountered governmental opposition. Pastors wbo pub­
licly attacked the un-Christian trends of the times 
were subjected to annoyances and even removal from of­
fice, and divinity students in favor of greater spir­
ituality had little hope of receiving pastoral appoint­
ments. From the very character of its per_sonnel and 

·leadership the band o:f almost one thousand Saxons was 
from the start in a position to assume a place of 

,,/l.eadership among the 11 0ld Lutberans 11 of America, :for 
its membership consisted o:f a number of ordained 
clergymen, men of various professions, and many well­
to-do and socially prominent people from Saxony, By 

voluntary contributions a common 
and twenty-five thousand dollars 
purchase land and to provide for 

fund of one hundred 
had been set aside to 
immediate needs 1n 

America. 1 

Stephan, former pastor o:f St. John's Church in· 

Dresden, was well-versed in.the doctrines of the Lu­
theran church. Coming to Dresden at a time when ra­
tionalism was rampant people from far and near· caine to 
hear the gospel of Obrist and through it to receive 
divine forgiveness. 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 religious community. Among those drawn 

toward Stephan was a group of theological students who 
received comfort :from him in a period of spiritual 
tribulation. 2 

While students at Leipzig they had banded to­
gether for religious worship and theological discus­
sions. They passe~ 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 life of the German 
university and devoting much o:f their time to devo­
tional exercises they brought down upon themselves 
epithets of 11mystics, pietists, obscurentists, and 
hypocrites. 11 A comparative study o:f Lutheran, Re­
formed, and United church brought them to a confes­
sional Lutheran conviction. Finding it difficult 1n 

Germany to pursue their adherence to the historic con­
fessions of the Lutheran church, they decided to em.1-
grate to America in response to Stephan's call to all 
Lutherans of Germany, who.were suffering :from the 
spiritual oppression of the Saxon church to follow him. 3 

Attracted to Missouri through Gottfried Duden•s 
description of the excellent opportunities that awaited 
the Germans in the Mississippi Valley, the Saxons set 
sail for New Orleans arriving at that port in January 
and February, 1839. The larger part of the immigrants 
under the guidance o:f Stephan settled in Perry County, 
Missouri, where they were Joined a :few days before 
Christmas by one hundred and forty-one Lutherans headed 
by their pastor, C. F. Gruber. 4 Here they purchased 
four thousand four hundred acres o:f l.and at a cost of 
ten thousand dollars while the remainder of the~, 
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chiefly professional men and artisans, settled in St. 
Louis where O. H. Walther, one of the Leipzig students, 
served as their pastor. At Perry County Stephan sought 
to found a theocratic state in which he aspired to 
8 rule like a Pasha. 11" 

No sooner than the colony had been planted the 
circle of Leipzig students, C. F. w. Walther, Th. J. 
BrohJ;i, O. FUrbringer, and J. F. Bunger, feeling the 
need of keeping alive German language and learning, and 
fund.a.mental Lutheran theology in a new land, put them­
selves to the task of building a 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.e In spite of the 
school's early vicissitudes and its slow growth during 
the first decade of its existence (1839-1S50) in Perry 
County, Missouri, the foundation laid by these expo­
nents of no1d Lutheranism" ultimately matured into 
Concordia Seminary at St. Lvuis, today the key insti­
tution of the Missouri Lutheran theological sys"em. 

The hopes and aspirations of the founders of 
Concordia College and Seminary were another manifesta­
tion of tbe German nationalism of the early nineteenth 
century coupled with a sincere desire of building, what 
they thought, a Lutheran Zion in America. The spirit 
which pervaded them was quite aptly expressed at the 
corner stone laying at St. Louis, previous to the 
transfer Of the college to that city. Among other 
things the speaker remarked that the school was 11not 
only an institution for training servants of the church, 
but also a school in which were to be fostered German 
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art and learning (Kunst und Wissenscbaft) in the dis­
tant Occident of the New World. 117 In the dedicatory 
address about a month later, July 11, 1850, Wyneken 
voiced somewhat the same sentiment in the following 
words: 11 The more cultured group of the English people, 
through whom the highly prized institutions, education, 
art, and culture (Pflege und Kunst, und Wissenschaft) 
have been and are being disseminated, is of German 
origin, the German spirit (Geist) is the conveyor of 
this heritage, and the German folk of this country is 
like unto the Gideonite woodmen and water carriers 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 disgrace. German folk! Here a beginning bas 
been made, the seed has been planted, upon you depends 
whether it shall grow and be a credit to you by shower­
ing upon yours the full abundance of cultural blessing. 
And you children of the Church! For a long time l~d 
astray and deprived of the blessings of the most sacred 
doctrinal faith (Glaubens), and guided miserably by the 
masses of sectarians and false prophetsl Here an in­

stitution has been established that is to send shep­
herds to you, •• ne 

Not many months after their settlement the Sax­
ons faced a religious 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 



Stephan was found guilty of defalcation and gross im­
morality. He squandered the major portion of the com­
mon fund for household use and personal comfort, and at 
the time of lrl.s exposure he was having a magnificent 
personal residence constructed.g In spite of the sus­
picion he had aroused in Germany by his nightly wander­
ings, reports of immorality and hypocrisy, and tyranni­
cal conduct toward wife and children, his followers had 
such implicit faith in him that they were blind to his 

shortcomings. 10 

While yet in Germany he had induced his follow-
ers to accept an episcopal form of church organization 
and appoint him their first bishop. This act was but 
the initial step leading toward the assertion of com­
plete mastery over their spiritual and temporal affairs. 
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 a document, in which they pledged obedi­
ence to him in both temporal and spiritual matters. At 
Perry County, Missouri, his episcopacy was affirmed, 
and here his domineering attitude was such that any 

one who refused to render implicit 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 sins.ii His hold upon the 
Saxons was strengthened by a provision in the emigra­
tion regulations whereby penance (Versobnung) was de­
clared to be of greater spiritual value than "Word and 

Sacrament. 1112 

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 St. Louis, Otto H. Walther, brother of C~ F. 
W. Walther in Perry County, in a public confession be­
fore his congregation declared: 0 In our midst was a man 
who bore all the marks of Antichrist and was at the 
same time the idol of his congregation. His disap­
proval and his ban were dreaded more than God's wrath, 
and his word was heeded more than the Word of God. 
What he said had to be respected as though it were a 
command of heaven. All of us signed a document pledg­
ing absolute obedience to a mortal and agreed to guard 
against all forms of suspicion which might arise in 
our minds against him.11i3 

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 their band while others returned to 
saxony.i 4 Grave doubts arose in the minds of the pas­
tors and flock whether they were in reality a Christian. 
church, whether the ministers had actually been called 
and could validly administer their spiritual functions. 
Some insisted they were a mob (Ratte) 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 in their homes.1 6 Any future effort to establish 
some form of organization was suspected as an attempt 
to establish an hierarchical or a Saxon .consistorial 
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system of church government 016 

In these trying times Walther was absorbed in 
deep reflection over matters of doctrine and in an in­
tensive study of Luther's works. He soon reached the 
conviction that a congregational form of organization 
was better adapted to an American environment and by no 
means inconsistent with sound Lutheran doctrines. In 
his studies he profited by a document written by a 
group of laymen in which they protested against the 
"false, medieval, papistic, and sectarian Stephanistic 

f Ch h Government n and endeavored to define System o urc ' 
through quotati~ns from Luther and the Confessions the 
true doctrine of church organization and government. 
At the debate between Walther and Dr. Adolph Marbach, a 
jurist who took the position that the colony had ceased 
to be a Christian congregation, Walther evolved his 
doctrine of what he believed the true form of church 

i tion 17 destined to have an important bearing organ za , 
on the subsequent history of the Missouri Synod. 

In the course of the debate Walther fought down 

the doctrine of Stephan that raised the pastor to a 
position of mediator between God and man, made him the 
sole interpreter,of doctrinal matters, and bound the 
laymen to render implicit obedience to him in all mat­
ters not specifically in conflict with the Word of 
God.1e In contrast to this doctrine he advanced the 
theory that the church is the totality of all believers 
"who have been sanctified by the Holy Spirit through 
the Word ••• The name •True Church' belongs to.all those 
true companies of men with whom the Word is truly 
taught •• ,.and in a certain sense to those who possess so 

much of God's Word and the Sacraments in purity that 
children of God may thereby be born.111g He justified 
his withdrawal from Germany by declaring that the name 
"church" applies to a heterodox company of believers, 
like the Saxons, and supported their separation from 
the church in Germany on the grounds that "the outward 
separation of a heterodox company from an orthodox 
church is not.necessarily a separation from the univer­
sal Christian church, nor a relapse into heathenism, 
and doe·s not yet deprive the company of the name 
"church." Even heterodox companies have church power; 
even among them the goods of the church may be validly 
administered, the ministry established, the Sacraments 
validly administered, and the keys of the kingdom of 
heaven exercised,11 2 0 

Walther's propositions strongly fortified by 
citations from the confessions and Luther's writings 
did much to reassure his followers. The manner in 
which he met the critical attack of his opponents 
brought certain of the faltering Saxon pastors and 
theological students to his way of thinking and placed 
the Missouri Lutherans on a firm footing. His doc­
trines, later elaborated in the course of congregation 
and synod building, have remained the bed rock of the 
"Missouri" system. Without a doubt, the sad experience 
with Stephan and Walther's desire to build a structure 
that would better conform to an American environment 
brought forth the 11Missouri 11 system of church govern­
ment based on congregational independence. 21 H. H. 
Maurer is of the opinion that, "Without this sad ex­
perience at the outset, they would have self-
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confessedly accepted the element of group-coherence as 
objectified by Grabau; in other words, they would have 
taken the cue for their American selfhood from an off­
shoot of the Prussian paternalistic Junker church. It 
remains to be said that, in this case, to judge from 
the low vitality of that church in America a Saxon 
Genossenschaft and a Prussian paternalistic Herrschaft 
would have died together in the free soil of America. 1122 

Having removed one of the most trying obstacles 
to his program, Walther proceeded patiently toward the 
formulation of a constitution for his new St. Louis 
congregation, whose pastorate had been left vacant by 
the death of his brother in January, 1841. For two 
years he had numerous congregational meetings in which 
he met the objection of critics and convinced them that 
his proposals conformed to Lutheran precepts. Both 
within and outside of his congregation were many who 
looked with apprehension upon all forms of church or­
ganization, misgivings 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 misgivings had been 
allayed was the new constitution adopted in the spring 

of 1543. 23 

The constitution of Trinity Church bound the 
congregation irrevocably to the Bible 11 as God 1 s re­
vealed word and all the Symbolical Books as the ex­
tracted Form and Norm of the Word of God. 11 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 ministers or schoolmasters who held 
themselves 11 to all the Cannonical Books of the Old and 
New Testaments, as the Word of God, and to all the Sym­
bolical Books of the Evangelical Lutheran church de­
rived therefrom.1124 

This document was soon to be a m?del for a later 
synodical organization promoted by Walther and of newly. 
established congregations within the synod founded in 
1847.25 A cursory examination of this rigid rule laid 
down will suffice to show that its author took an im­
portant step toward obviating in the congregation and 
synod alike the most serious obstacle to church unity. 

Walther's success in firmly founding his con­
gregation on confessional ground was but the first step 
in creating in the West what, in his opinion, was an 
historical Lutheran atmosphere. In collaboration with 
Saxon pastors in Missouri and Illinois and with the 
approval of his congregation he began the publication 
of a small fortnightly Der Lutheraner, in September, 
1~44. Through lts columns the·editor, Walther, pro­
posed to set forth the doctrines and history of the 
Lutheran church, prove it 11 the ancient true Church of 
Christ on earth, not merely one of the Christian 
sects, 11 and expose false doctrines and practices of 
those in particular, who he felt were spreading them in 
the guise of Lutheranism. 25 At the same time Der 
Lutheraner was to assist in breaking down the preju-
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dices against all forms of synodical organization, dis­
pel tee mortal fear of clerical dictatorship, and 
gather into a single body those crf like mind with 
Wal.ther. 27 Probably no task of Walther's measured up 
to his fond hopes mor.e than this enterprise has through 
ninety long years, for to compare its pages of today 
with the very first number will prove that the same 
spirit is expressed through its columns. 

Der Lutheraner was at once acclaimed the oracle 
of confessional Lutheranism in America. The editor of 
the Lutheran Observer, semi-official organ of the 
A~erican Lutheran church said of it: nwith regard to 
the spirit it breathes we can unhesitatingly say that 
it is truly evangelical. The contents, which are 
nearly all original, are not only creditable to the 
minds of their respective writers, but give the most 
satisfactory evidence of an intimate and experimental. 
acquaintance with spiritual Chri~tian1ty. There is 
much in it which we admire and its well written and 
deeply evangelical articles will doubtless wln for it 
an interesting circulation among our German brethren. 
We should, however, remark that it ls under the patron­
age of those ministers of our church in the West, who 
were at one time more nearly or remotely connected with 
the famous Dr. Stephan, who figured so largely 1n the 
religious movement in Prussia a few years ago. When 
"Che true character of this monster- of impiety was· 
brought to light, nearly if not all the ministers who 
accompanied him to this country remained in the West, 
and from zealous 'Stephani tes' be.came more zealous Lu­
therans, They belong to the school known in Germany as 
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1
Alte Lutheraner, 1 or 'Old Lutherans,' 1n contradis­

tinction to those Lutherans in Prussia who with the Re­
formed united 1n the present Evangelical church of that 
kingdom. After having said this much, it is scarcely 
necessary to add that the same narrow and bigoted 
spirit which prevails among this school in Prussia, 
seems to rule With undiminished force in th w t e es • 
Thank God, this unholy spirit can never enter our Eng­
lish churches. n 2s 

In the years of Walther•s active 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, its total membership was three 
hundred and twenty-five, and by 1849 the number had 
nearly trebled, Through its parochial schools many 
non-Lutheran parents of pupils were brought to reli­
gious services and later taken into membership of th 

21;1 e 
church. Trinity assumed the financial responsibility 
for the publication of Der Lutheraner until it was made 
the official organ of the Missouri Synod in 1847, and 
in the trying years of Concordia Seminary's existence 
in Perry County, Missouri, from 1839 to 1850, its fi­
nancial obligations were assumed by Walther's congrega­
tion.30 

Walther has been ranked among the outstanding 
preachers of the Christian church, and his broad under­
standing of American institutions, his ability to adapt 
a German church order to a democratic environment, and 
his leadership and organizing ability place him with 
Miihlenberg among the most eminent figures in the Lu-



theran church of America. Dr. Eromel, 1n a sc1ent1f1c 
cr1t1c1sm of great preachers of the Christian church, 
said: "He speaks so forcibly from heart to heart, he 
knows always as one of deep experience, how to put 1n 
the center the chief theme of the gospel, viz: consola­
tion in the forgiveness of sine, that, from the begin-
ning to end he ls heard with great joy ••• He ls as 
orthodox as John Gerhardt, but as fervent as a P1et1at; 
as correct in form as a university or court preacher, 
and yet as popular as Luther himself. He ls a model 
nreacher 1n the Lutheran church.» 31 In hie sermons he 
~bowed a real appreciation for the co.untry of his 
gdopt1on, and for the advantages it offered: "We live 
here :1ll a state 1n which the church enj_oys a fre!3dom 
unsurpassed since its origin, and at present to be 
found scarcely anywhere else 1n the world, Our rulers, 
instead of allowing attacks to be made upon the rights 
of the church, exert all their power for the p:r;otect1on 
of these rights. We have here full liberty to regulate 
everything according to God's Word and the model of the 
church 1n its best days, and to give our church a truly 
Chr1at1an and apostolic form. If we take a glance at 
our old German Fatherland, how entirely different do we 
find 1t! There the church ls bound 1n chains. False 
teachers, in most churches and schools, have been 
forced upon the congregations, and the few true minis­
ters have their hands tied. The books which must be 
used in church and school are filled with the poison of 
false doctrine. A Christian father can scarcely have. 
the enemy of Christ, as he must regard his pastor, bap­
tize bis child w1tho~t receiving abuse, If he appeals 

to Christian liberty, he ls declared a rebel. How 
happy then, are we, compared with our brethren 1n our 
old Fatherland, 1132 
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Aside from his pastoral and ed1toral duties, 
Walther maintained an extended correspondence with his 
co-workers 1n various parts of the United States. His 
communications with the Saxon pastors 1n Perry County, 
Schieferdecker and Flirbringer 1n Illinois, Wege 1n 
Benton County, Missouri, Brohm in New York City, Geyer 
in Watertown Wisconsin Territory, held these "Old Lu­
therans" together until a synodical organization could 
be consUllJl:lated. At all times he snowed a live interest 
in the problems of his correspondents and the pastoral 
task before them, he constantly advised them to exer­
cise forbearance toward the weak and faltering of their 
flock. German groups turned to him for advice 1n spir­
itual ~atters and pleaded for his assistance 1n secur­
ing consc1ent1oue pastors. 33 All this gave him a 
better insight into the religious situation of the land 
of his adoption, enabling him to perform more effi­
ciently his numerous duties, and steer a more consist­
ent course, 

He was, without a doubt, the outstanding figure 
in the Missouri Synod until his death in lgg7. The 
pastors sent out from Concordia Seminary through the 
many years of his professorial career respected him as 
an authority 1n the field of theology and ranked him 
second only to Luther as an interpreter of fundar:Jental 
Lutheran doctrines. Hie spirit and devotion to service 
still pervades Concordia, and the rigid adherence of 
11
Missour1" to the historic conf'ess1ons of the L·.;.theran 



church are a tribute to the ability of its founder. 
The Saxons, whose system of organization was a radical 

· departure from the order of the church in Germany, 

co~d hardly expect to escape the criticism of those 
"Old Lutheransn 1n America who had not passed through 
the same trying days. Even before they had fully re­
covered from the severe shock which Stephan's conduct 
bad given them, their liberal doctrine pertaining to 
the church was attacked by Johannes A. A. Grabau, 
leader of a band of Prussian Lutherans who had emi­
grated to escape Frederick William III 1s persistent 
effort at Protestant unity in his kingdom. 

Grabau, whose resistance to church union had led 
to imprisonment for one year and loss of his clerical 
office, traveled throughout Silesia and other parts of 
Prussia gathering about him confessional Lutherans for 
colonization in America. In J"uly, 1839, approximately 
a 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 Saxons they pledged themselves uncompromisingly to 
the historic symbols of the Lutheran church, 34 and 
founded a theological seminary, Martin Luther College, 
at Bui'falo. In 1$45 the Prussians met in Milwaukee 
where they organized the synod of the Lutheran church 
which emigrated from Prussia, the so-called 11 Buffa1o 
Synod. 11 ~ 5 

In the hope of uni ting the 11 01d Lutherans 11 in 

a;;; 

the West, Grabau addressed a pastoral letter to the 
scattered Prussian Lutherans and the Saxons. In the 
letter he outlined his doctrine Of the church, the 
ministry, and the Office of the Keys asking the Saxo~ 
for a reply stating their.position. This letter whic 
was written in 1$4-0 When the Missourians were faced 
with internai dissensions, was not answered until 1S4 
after they had reached definite doctrinal conclusions. 
The Saxon's failure to subscribe to ~rabau•s tenets, 
which were almost identical with those of steph~, wa

1 
the oacasion for a spirited correspondence and heated 
discussions between the Saxon and Prussian leaders foz 
more than two decades, The repercussions of this con­
flict in Germany ultimately brought about a new align­
ment of the Lohe foundation in the United states. 3 a 

By the :middle of the century the Saxon and Prus· 
sian Lutheran settlements had become nuclei to which 
other 

11
0ld Lutheran" communities in the West looked foJ 

guidance. From these centers of orthodoxy and through 
their parochial schools, which were considered an es­
sential prerequisite for the maintenance of "the Lu­
theran doctrines in their truth and purity,11 confes­
sional Lutheranism was disseminated into adjoining 
areas. In Perry County, Missouri, and in Buffalo, New 
York, a start had been made to prepare young men for 
the Lutheran ministry, and the Lohe foundation was 
generously supplying the pastoral. needs of the West by 

sending young men to Ft. Wayne, where their training 
for the ministry was completed. The three distinctly 
confessional Lutheran groups in A.~erica, th~ Bavarians 
and followers of Lohe, the Saxons, and the Prussians 
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were separate religious entities until lg~7. 
Of these the Saxons were the most homogeneous. 

The ·religious crisis through which they had passed, the 
ent break with the consistorial church.structure 

subsequ organiza 
of GermanY and the adaptation of their group -

democratic environment, the statesmanship and 
tion.to a 
theological ability of their leaders, and the fort-

ightly Der Lutheraner all helped elevate the Saxons 
n ' . th anks of the to a position of prominence within e r 

"Old Lutherans." 

CHAPTER VII 

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

The cause of confessional Lutheranism seemed al­
most hopeless previous to the appearance of Der Luther­
~ in lSlJ.4. No matter where the 11 0ld Lutheran" 
looked he discovered church federation, religious lib­
eralism, and a neglect of all church symbols. Many Ger­
man il!l!C.igrants had broken with the faith of their 
fathers and were reveling in an atmosphere of political 
and spiritual freedom. As "Old Lutherans" analyzed 
American institutions, the situation seemed even more 
desperate; for, thought they, how could one expect to 
bring order out of spiritual chaos in a country in 
which there was no governl!lental control over religious 
effairs. 

It was into this arena of confusion 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 
restoration of more fundamental Lutheranisre, was spon­
taneous and enthusiastic, and the very first nu~ber of 
this fortnightly seemed to fUlfill the fondest hopes of 
a Wyneken and a Sihler. When the for~er read the first 
number he exclaimed, "Thank.God there are still real 
Lutherans in America, 11 and Sihler remarked later, 11 It 

101 
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was a great joy to me when the first issue of ~ 
.Lutheraner was published in 1844, and after reading the 
next number I had no hesitancy in recommending it to 
and circulating it within my congregation. ni A similar 

I . spirit of exultation was heard in the East, where the 
Henkel brothers were upholding the cause of confes­
sional Lutheranism against the unsymbolical and union-
istic tendencies in the General Synod. 2 Pastors im­
pressed with its orthodoxy brought it to the attention 
of their parishioners; and, to the amazement of many, 
Der Lutheraner was being read regularly by members of 
their church. 3 The Tennessee, the Indianapolis, and 
the Eastern District Synod of Ohio advised the reading 
of Walther's fortnightly. Its influence even pene­
trated into Scandinavian Lutheran communities. 4 

The real challenge of this remarkable publica-
/ tion was 11Back, you Lutherans, back to Luther, to his 

Reformation church and doctrine!'' 5 Wherever read, it 
awakened a doctrinal consciousness and engendered a 
cleavage in 11 American Lutheran 11 ranks by calling atten­
tion to inconsistencies in doctrine and practice and a 
departure from the historic church. In but a few yea2's 
the trend toward Lutheran and Reformed amalgamation had 
been checked and the relentless thrusts of Der Luther­
aner were having telling effects in the East.e The 
bold prediction of the Lutheran Observer, that 11 the 
same narrow and bigoted spirit from Germany could never 
enter our English churches 11 was being questioned in 
numerous localities. 

One of the most serious faults Der Lutheraner 
found with 11.American Lutherans" was their readiness to 
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compromise in matters of doctrine and cast aside all 
obstacles to promiscuous 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 Americ t a o escape the 
careless trends of their homeland. Confirmed in their 
opposi ti_on to a lax doctrinal and ritualistic stand the 

no1d Lutherans" were determined to arouse a stronger 
confessional consciousness within the Lutheran church 
of America. The most formidable of the Ge rman con.fes-
sional associations was the Saxons' whose periodical 
did yeoman service in staying the tide toward church 
union. While the Saxon doctrine on the nature of the 
church seemed liberal, nevertheless it opposed all 
forms of church union that presupposed doctrinal com­
promise, for to them but one form of agreement was ac­
ceptable, one built upon a rigid adherence to the 
teachings of the Bible and church doctrines set forth 
in the Lutheran symbols.7 

In support of their exclusive stand they quoted 
from Luther's works: 11 Whoever accepts his doctrine, 
faith, and confession to be true correct and ' , sure 1 

csn not remain in ~he same stall with others who ad-
vance false doctrines or are kindly disposed toward 
them, nor can he converse on friendly terms with the 
devil and his lrn.aves, A teacher who is silent in the 
presence of error and still poses as a true teacher is 
worse than a sectarian, his hypocrisy does more harm 
than a heretic and therefore he is not to be trusted. us 

Der Lutheraner declared the concessions in 
Sacramental doctrines and practice by the "American 
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Lutheran" ch".II'ches a flagrant violation of sound L.u­

theran teaching. Everywhere it observed a desire of 
"American Lutheran 11 pastors to satisfy the religious 

scruples of all Protestants by issuing to all a 
general invitation to take part in the Holy Sacrament. 

To avoi~ offending the conscious scruples of non­

Lutherans who object to the doctrine of the 11 real pres­
ence" 1n the Lord's supper the pastor quoted Christ as 
having spoken the words of institution, leaving the 

question of interpretation to the particular indi­
vidual; and to satisfy communicants of the Reformed 

church the breaking of the bread was made an indis­
pensable part of the ceremony. 

Nothing could have aroused any more the indigna­

tion of the editorial staff of Der Lutheraner than the 
above form of service. They insisted that the practice 
of saying nchrist said 11 was an outright evasion of a 
basic doctrine of the church, that the body and blood 
of Christ was actually received by each and every com­
municant; and to admit to this sacred rite by general 
invitation was a violation of a spiritual responsi­
bility vested in the pastor. It was his duty to do all 
in his power to prevent one from receiving the body and 
blood of Christ unworthily to his own condemnation. 

For by so doing the minister made himself a party to a 
sinful act. Though the breaking of the bread was not 

considered a violation of Lutheran doctrines, it was 

nevertheless, declared a concession to the Reformed 

doctrine that made the breaking 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.P In like manner a 

refusal to accept literally the words of Scriptures 
pertaining to Holy Baptism was condemned as an un­

Christian act. To the Saxons the Sacraments w~re mean
1 of grace 11 valid unto salvation.1110 

So complete a departure from the nineteenth cen­
tury trends in theology could hardly eXpect to escape 
the violent criticism of the Lutheran Observer, spokes­
man of the left wing of the "American Lutheran" party. 
It publicly declared: 11 Be it known, therefore, to all 
whom it may concern that however we may agree with him 

on the question of new measures, we do not think alike 
on some antiquated and partly e:xploded doctrines. We 

differ toto caelo as to the mode of our blessed Lordls 
presence in the Eucharist. The Scriptures plainly 

teach Christ's presence in the Supper, and afford just 

grounds to believe that special blessings are communi­
cated by Him to all worthy communicants; but that the 

bread ~d wine are more than symbolic representations 
of His-absent body, we do not believe, and indeed can 
not, so long as the unerring word of God remains the 
guide of our faith ••• Christ used the words lthis is,' 
etc., because the language he used contains no words 
to eXpress 1represents1 or 'denotes.1n11 lfThese days 

of Sacramentarian controversies it is very important 
that our minds be kept 1n an even balance, lest in 
preserving ourselves from one extreme we should find 
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 a~surd than the real 
personal corporal presence of Christ in the Sacrament 
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. ti tion is the most offensive 
of the Altar. Transubstan a 

~ t ntiation is bad enough and 
of this dogma, consuus a 

kin to the former ••• The communion 
th to say so near a 

soo f Christ is a spiritual com-
th body and blood o 

of e 1 te in the day to revive such 
munion.1112 "It is too a 

If ever they were believed by the 
anti~uated notions. 

this country, they are not now. 
mass of Lutherans in t 

ff long ago and if we have no 
h have been shaken o ' 

T ey in which we live, it is labor 
reatly mistaken the age 

g attempt to render such notions current 
in vain to 1 

d Ubt in most instances wel -
in A few men, no o 

aga • mav still hold to them; and we 
meaning and pious men, , 

t it since they do not enter 
have no great objection o • 

tial features of.the Christian system, 
into the essen . b made to prevail in tbe Lu-
but that they can ever e 

h b Of the United States, is utterly impos-
there.n c urc · 

if 1 ft alone it will of itself die 
sible ••• Besides, e ' 
a natural death; 1t is already nearly exploded 1n the 
Lutheran church of the United States, and to a consid-

t t i Germany and it is undoubtedly des-
erable ex en n ' 
tined to an early grave throughout enlightened Christ-
endom. These are clearly our views, and if mistaken, 
we ask for no more indulgence than we cheerfully ex-

tend to others. 019 

The Saxons were as uncompromising in their sup-

port of the Lutheran confessions as they were toward 

t They declared the Augsburg Confession the Sacramen s. 
and the Symbclical Books "the pure and uncorrupted ex-

planation and statement of Divine Word. 1114 Dr. Dau' s 
statement of only a few years ago is the same as that 
of his predecessors, the Saxons of the middle of tbe 
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nineteenth century. He said: nFor one to declare that 
be accepts the Lutheran confessions 'as for as• they 
agree with the Scripture, not only throws suspicion on 
these confessions but also opens the door to doctrinal 
latitudinarianism and insincerity. 1115 The Book of Con­
cord, adopted al.most thirty years after Luther's death, 
was accepted by the Saxons as an important doctrinal 
book of the church, "promulgated by nearly three hun­
dred pastors to force out of the church the leaven of 
Calvinism. '1 They declared, this convention was as im­
portant as the great councils at which the creeds of 
the church were formulated, for by the doctrines enun­
ciated in the Book of Concord the Lutherans were set 
apart from the 11Romans, Reformed, Me tho dis ts, and other 

sects." 16 

Again the Lutheran Observer questioned the 
stand of the, so-called, Symbolists and declared, 11 they 
merely argued in a circle, •Why do you receive the Sym­
bolical Books?r 'Because their interpretation of 
Scripture is correct.' 'How do you find out what is 
correct?' 1 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 Bible from the authority of the 
church, and then proves the authority of the church 
from the Bible. It is the Augsburg Confession alone 
which has been recognized during all periods and in 
every part of the church in her distinctive exist­
ence.1117 

The editorial staff of Der Lutheraner was by no 
means content to take a firm stand in support of the 
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onfessions, but it carefully scru­
SaCral:l.ent s and the c 

blications and called attention to 
tinized Lutheran pu 
wr..a.t 1 t c<:>neldered false doctrines appearing in their 

amination of hymnals in common 
colu1:1ns. A cursory ex 

an intrusion of Re­

setting forth the 
use 1.n Lutheran churches disclosed 
formed songs an omission of those 

' ti by faith through Word and 
doctr1ne of Juetifica on 
Sacrament' and the absence of many composed by Luther 

d h1. t rar ies such discrepancies were care-
an s con empo • 

f 11 d t and brought to the attention of the 
u y s1.ngle ou 

t t ly keeping before him the extent to 
layman by cons an 
which the respective byil!Ilals savored of rationalism, 
pietiam, and Methodism and were out of harmony with the 

songs that had been sung by his Lutheran mother. Of 

t:!:e books in common use the St. Loui.s hymnal, a Mis­

souri publica.tton, was declared to be of greatest doc­
trinal merit.1e Other Lutheran publications were dealt 

with 1n stmllar manner . 
.Any shift toward the right by the more liberaJ. 

Lutherans in America and Germany was seized upon by Der 

Lutheraner as an omen of confessional success and ap­
proval of its policy. In Germany it noted such strides 

in the direction of conservatism that it predicted the 
"Old Lutheransu would ultimately be forced to depend on 

their own resources to supply preachers for their 

churches. It found a source of satisfaction in the 
grow1ng 1nterest in a study and d1.ssemination of the 
Lutheran symbols and English translations of parts of 

the Reformers works, so that by 1$50, Der Lutheraner 
could note with pride that the seed of discord sown 
wi th:Ln the nAmerican Lutheran" camp was bearing abun-

dant fru1t.1
Q 
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The Saxon's insistence upon tenets of medieval 

theology which elevated faith above reason in matters 

spiritual, the refusal to break with the ceremonial and 

symbolical worship of the Catholic church not contrary 
to Biblical teachings, and the retention of the cross, 

crucifix, altar, candles, and the like, exposed 'them to 

the accusation of being 11Romanists." This attack be­
came more severe as the cause of symbolical Lutheranism 

assumed greater proportions and the tide of 0Native 
Americanism" increased. Reformed and 0 American Lu­

therans" alike took pleasure in hurling at the "Old 
Lutherans" the epithet, 11Romanists,11 and denouncing 

them of beinga "sect that leads to Rome.11 20 

The same conservatism characterized the Saxon's v 
political attitude. Their interpretation of the Scrip­
tural statements of the relationsh1.p between the 
government and its subjects was as 11.teral as that of 
matters spiritual. Any form of government able to com­

mand obedience was declared of divine orig:Ln, and every 
Christian subject was, therefore, sacredly bound to 

obey the government "that exercised authority over 
him, 11 as long as it did not interfere 1n matters of 

conscience, and even then the individual's only re­

course was one of passive resistance. Concerning rev.e­
lution Walther said: "We believe every revolution is 
sinful, and that all governments and constitutions are 
of divine origin no matter how they originated." In 

this respect the pol1.tical philosophy of the Saxons did 

not differ fro~ that of Luther, who called upon the 
princes to use force in putting down the Peasants• Re­
volt.21 
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The acceptance of this philosophy of state en-

t Scape the sectional divisions over 
acled the Saxons o e 

tion which other Protestant denomina-
tr"e slavery ques . 

t d 22 Throughout the period of contro­
t ions encoun ere • 
versy Der Lutheraner, spokesman for the Saxons, assumed 
a neutral attitude toward the burning issue and was 
ready to condemn the extremists of both sides. It de­
clared the emancipation of slaves on the island of Mar­
tinique a calamity that was detrimental to both races, 
for a considerable majority of the Negroes, opposed to 
manual labor, resorted to robbery and violence against 
tr.e Whites. Tbe period of slavery was declared an age 
of transition in the life of the race, in which the 
N~gro was to be prepared by a process of Christian edu­
cation to assume the responsibilities as well as the 
privileges obtained by emancipation. ~n a reflection 
on the sectional antipathy Der Lutheraner declared, 
•The hostility between the North and South is daily as­
suming greater proportions. The bold declaration of 
the south in support of slavery and the interference of 
the fanatical abolitionists with the property rights of 
the slave holders are to 'be regretted, for they compli­
cate the status of the poor slaves and make life far 

more intolerable for them. 1123 

Such a radical departure from the currents of 

American politic~l ideals did much to widen the gulf 
between the II American Lutherans 11 and the Saxons. The 
latter were opposed to an appeal to arms in overcoming 
political, ecsnomic, or social oppression. While loyal 
to the government of the United States they looked upon 
the American Revolution like most revolutions as 

_._:_ .. _. 
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products of rationalism and atheism. The "American Lu­
therans, 11 on the contrary, so much a part of that great 
world movement, looked upon the Revolution in Europe as 
an act of Providence to establish free and democratic 
institutions. Therefore they enthusiastically united 
with the majority of the American people in giving 
their moral support to the revolutionary uprisings that 
were shaking the thrones of Europe and portending the 
creation of constitutional and democratic institutions 
in the Western World, 

No matter what the circumstances that gave rise 
to the European uprisings in l8l48, the Saxons co\11.d 
find nothing in the Scriptures which warranted a resort 
to arms for a redress of grievances, Der Lutheraner 
was ready to admit the revolts were the punishment of 
God visited upon the princes for their despotic rule, 
but in spite of the people's just grievances it de­
clared acts of violence wholly unjustifiable. The 
11.AIIlerican Lutherans 11 were severely censured for having 
so enthusiastically welcomed Kossuth, of Hungary, and 
declared him a martyr for the cause of liberty. The 
German 11fortye1ghters 11 fared even worse than Kossuth, 
for in spite of the high public acclaim given them in 

AIIlerica, they were severely censured by Der Lutheraner 
fo~ the demoralizing religious and social influences 
their more prominent leaders exercised through the Ger­
man press. Lutherans were advised to refra1n from be­
coming a party to their socialistic and atheistic 
activity by subscribing to newspapers edited by Gerr:lan 
political refugees, 2 ~ After citing a nUlI!ber of pas­
sages from the German: journals Der Lutheraner asks its 
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readers: "Do these leading German organs in the United 
states express the opinion of the German population? 
Are tcey the mouthpiece through which the German popu­
lation speaks? Are you, German fellow citizens, ready 
to declare yo-1.ll'selves in favor of the blasphemy of the 
socialists? Are you ready to destroy religion, prop­
erty, and the family and send your children to found-

1:i.ng institutions? 11615 

Der Lutheraner had drawn the line of cleavage so 

sharply between the Saxon and the "American Lutherans" 
as to shatter all hope of compromise. A Lutheran was 
either,for or against the Saxon and could only hope to 
retain spiritual fellowship with him by subscribing un­
reservedly to his doctrinal philosophy. In any liberal 
Lutheran 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 
"Calvinism, Methodism, and rationalism. 11 The hostility 
they encountered on all sides merely confirmed their 
convictions, strengthened the bond of loyalty among 
them, and awakened a resolve to bring about and main­
tain a synodical union for mutual endeavor to perpetu­
ate and spread their confessional Lutheran convictions. I 

I 
I 

CHAPTER VIII 

THE MISSOURI SYNOD, ITS ORGANIZATION AND POLICY 

The spontaneous approval that greeted Der Lu­
theraner when it first appeared exceeded the fondest 
hopes of~ Walther, its editor. Its regular appearance 
led to an extended correspondence and intimate friend­
ship between Walther and the Saxons on the one hand and 

other confessionally-minded Lutherans like Bihler and 
Wyneken on the other, which eventually culminated in a 
synodical union, At the time, both Wyneken and S1h2er 
were on the verge of a break with their synodical af­
filiates in the General Synod and the Joint Synod of 
Obio respectively. Months before Bihler formally with­
drew from the Joint Synod of Ohio, he had been in cor­
respondence with Walther concerning the status of the 
Saxons and the possibility of entering into some form 
of synodical fellowship with them. When Wyneken and 
Sihler were considering synodical separation, the Bava­
rians, Lutherans in Michigan territory, were taking 
steps to sever their connection with the Michigan 
Synod. i 

In the course of his correspondence wlth Bihler 
and others, Walther formulated certain principles which 
he believed should guide them ln forming a synodical 
union. The unfortunate Stephan incident 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. Within his own 
congregation was still a deeply rooted antipathy for 

. any program favoring congregational 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 agree to a synodical order, Walther was 
obliged to analyze in detail every part of the consti­
tution and prove that the new document .in no wa:y im­

paired its independence. 2 

Though apprehensive of a democratic form of 
church organization, Walther observed t~t he. was un­
able to find anything in the Scriptures or Luther's 
writings whleh precluded such a form. ·.In fact, he 
seemed confident that the freer the church was in a 
free stats the greater were its chances for success. 
He was opposed to the concentration of authority in a 
synod, but favored a confeder~tion of congregations to 
promote common action against corrupting church influ­
ence, "foster the unity of the Faith," adopt a uniform 
liturgy, and serve as a kind of court of arbitration to 
which the pastors and congregations would be at liberty 
to present their respective grievances. He believed 
that in all matters of church polity the synod was to 
act in an advisory capacity and function as a guarantor 
of the rights of its constituent congregations. 3 

!n the proposed constitution the prime source of 
misunderstanding, strife and disintegration was obvi­
ated once and for all times, for it laid down. certain 
irrefutable doctrinal truths as basic guides in all 
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religious controversies. Walther insisted that the 
constitution of the synod, like that of his congrega­
tion adopted in 1S42, should contain an explicit state­
ment of Lutheran principles, to which all signatory , 
congregations must subscribe and adhere without reser­
vations. To reject either of these automatically 
b!UTed the individual from both congregational and 
SVJl,Odical membership. In all other matters he advo­
cated the broadest kind of congregational independence 
and freedom of action.' 

Walther's idea of a democratic synodical organi­
zation with complete congregational autonomy in ques­
tions of church.polity did not meet with S1h1er's or 
L5~ 1 s wholehearted approval. Both of them, by nature 
prejudiced against democratic institutions, could 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 assurance of uniformity of doctrine and practice, 
For if such an arrangement was essential in Germany, 
where the princes exercised a restraining influence 
against doctrinal divisions, it seemed to them even 
more necessary in America, where the conception of a 
free church in a free state was recognized, However, 
their desire for some kind of central organization so 
outweighed their prejudice, that Lohe advised his fol­
lowers in America to enter into a synodical arrangement 
with the Saxons, and Bihler with Ernst and Locbner 
agreed to participate 1n preliminary conversations with 
Walther and five others at st. Louis 1n the spring of 
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In the course of these conferences Walther en­
countered a stubborn resistance to a synodical union by 

his own church. Throughout eight long sessions with 
his congregation his patience and analytical skill were 
taxed to the utmost to prove to them nothing would be 
done to impair congregational autonomy. These meetings 
and the personal con:t'erences between Walther and his 
guests won them over to his way of thinking and to an 
acceptance of his theological leadership. L6hels fol­
lowers capitulated so completely to the Saxon leader 
that they refused to follow their spiritual father in 
Germany, when he later severed all connections with the 
newly created Missouri Bynod. 6 Bihler said of Walther's 
influence: uHe was also, above all others, the vital­
izing and organizing genius in outlining the principles 
for an orthodox (i.e. Lutheran) union of congregations 
or synods.".., 

The outlines of a constitution drawn up at St. 
Louis were presented to a larger conference of dele­
gates at the residence of Dr. Sihler at Ft. Wayne, 
Indiana, in July, lg~6. This meeting was attended by 
sixteen representatives from Missouri, Ohio, Indiana, 
Michigan, and New York. Af'ter a thorough debate upon 
the respective articles of the fundamental docUII!ent, 
the convention decided to publish the constitution in 
Der Lutheraner of September 5$ lg.lf.6, thus giving the 
various congregations ample time to study the instru­
ment before its final adoption at a synodical meeting 
to be held in Chicago, On April 26, 1847, the German 
Evangelical Lutheran Synod of Missouri, Ohio 1 and 
Other States was founded, consisting of twelve v~ting · 
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members, ten advisory members (members whose congrega­
tions had not yet joined the synod), and two candidate 
for the ministry.a 

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 resolutions could onl~ 
bind the individual congregation upon its acceptance Oj 

the terms. Any constituent member of the synod was em­
powered to object to resolutions on the grounds of 
Scriptural inconsistency and inadaptability to congre­
gational needs.g L61ie was never able to reconcile his 
theory of church government with that of the :W.ssouri 
Synod. When he agreed to the transfer of' his found.a~ 
tion, the Ft. Wayne Seminary, to the synod in lSl.t.g, he 
was quite frank in voicing his disapproval of complete 
congregational autonomy in the following words: "We 
have made the sad observation that your synodical con­
ati tution can not claim to follow the example of the 
first Christian church, and we justly fea:r that the 
adoption of democratic, independent, congregational. 
principles will be a greater source of danger than the 
interference by princes and governments in church af­
fairs in Germany. uo 

In spite of the grave doubts of many of the 
critics of the time, the Missouri Synod stands today as 
a glowing tribute to the leadership and prophetic 
vision of its founder. Walther had eliminated from the 
new structure the most serious obstacle to synodical 
unity by making it incumbent upon every congregation to 
subscribe to specific and unalterable doctrinal. decla-



rations for membership in the larger group. A church 
was either for or against "Missouri" on the basis of 
the following articles: "The acceptance of the Scrip­
tures of the Old and New Testament as the written Word 
o'f God and the only rule and norm of faith and of prac­
tice. Acceptance of all the symbolical 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 Catechism of 
Luther, the Small Catechism of Luther, and the Formula 
of Concord. Renunciation of unionism and syncretism of 
every description, such as serving union congregations.~ 
composed of members of churches with different confes-

.... ..:..·-~-·- .. 
sions as such; taking part in the services and sacra­
mental rites of heterodox congregations or of such of 
mixed confession; joining the heterodox in missionary~ 
efforts or in the publishing and distribution of lit­
erature; exclusive use of doctrinally pure agenda, hymn 

books, and catechisms 1n church and school; providing. 
the children with a Cbristian school education. 1111 

Through the founding of the Missouri Synod were 
united some.of the ablest and most aggressive champions 
of confessional Lutheranism in America, and the synod 
was made the agency tbrough which the L5he foundation 
carried on its missionary activity until the year 1852. · 
The Saxon's lack of nU!Ilbers was offset by the intelli­
gent, practical, and statesmanlike leadership they con­
tributed to the synod. The LBhe followers, approxi-
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mately two-thirds of the clerical membership, added 
numerical strength and a more widely distributed field 
of activity than the Saxons. Associated with them was 
that stalwart Sihler, founder of the seminary at Ft. 
Wayne, the one through whose intimate connection with 
the confessional movement 1n Germany men and money were 
placed at the disposal of "Missouri.1112 Wyneken•s af­
filiation with 11 Missour1" in 1S4g, 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 his family 
connections he was able to draw to the support of his 
colleagues many of the government officials of Hanover 
who rendered invaluable service 1n directing emigrants 
to Lutheran centers in America. 

The intimate fellowship of the "Missouri tri­
umvirate, 11 Walther, Wyneken, and Sihler, as well as 
their associates, enabled the synod to rise to a posi­
tion of preeminence an·d leadership among the "Old Lu­
therans" of America. Throughout almost forty years ff 
of the triumvirate's personal leadership the symbolical 
reins were drawn more tightly and the machinery of 
synodical activity was so well developed, that today 
the "Missouri Synod" stands a monument to their untir­
ing and loyal efforts. Through their activity was 
built up the morale of a Lutheran body which has ac­
cepted as its most sacred mission to guard against doc­
trinal dissent through the assumption of the steward­
ship of "Das Wort und die reine Lehre 11 (the Word and 
pure doctrine).13 

With a singleness of purpose unheard of in the 
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history of the Lutheran church in America the pastors 
of "Missouri" set out to achieve theil' aims, the awak­
ening of a confessional consciousness and gathering 
u.nder one common banner all of like mind with them. 
They advanced methodically and systematically from 
established congregational centers into outlying com­
munities and spared no effort to secure a foothold 1n 

1mportant metropolitan areas, linking these with the 
American ports of entry and the German harbors of em­
barkation into a common system for immigrant aid. 
Valuable assistance was given their alien nationals in 
a new land, which enabled them to escape the serious 
dangers that so frequently confronted the immigrants of 
the past. The number of Germans brought· into the fold 
of nllissouri" through this philanthropic service nil 

never be lcnown, but no one will deny that it was labor 

wel.l spent. 
In spite of the censure of e~clusiveness hurled 

at pastors of the Missouri Synod by the uAmerioan Lu­
therans• and "Old Lutheran• factions, the sincerity and 
devotion to their calling was rarely questioned. Thie 
reputation and the larger number ~f ministers at the 
synod's disposal focused the attent1.on of congregations 
11pon •Missouri• when in need of or dissatisfied with 
their pastors.1• Never able to respond to al.l requests 
the synodical leaders weighed each petition and filled 
the positions that·held out the greatest prospects for 
:future growth and expansion. The lU.ddJ.e West, where 
the leaven of religious liberalism had not yet obtained 
a firm foothold, wae considered of strategic importance 
:tor build1ng up real confessional Lutl:!e'ranism. Colpor-
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teurs were sent throughout this region to search out 
German settlements, and by distributing Lutheran lit­
erature establish contacts which would lead to the 
final establishlnent of congregations.15 

The abler men were usually sent to the urban 
<:enters located in the heart of German settlements. 
From these nuclei missionary operations were extended 
into outly11lg communities, so that in less than a de­
cade after the founding of the Missouri Synod the im­
portant western metropolitan areas of Milwaukee, 
Detroit, Cleveland, Indianapolis, Cincinnati, Chicago, 
and Louisville, had one or more 11)(1ssouril' congrega­
tions. Similar thought was given to the important sea.­
ports of New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and

0
New 

Orleans. These were the centers from which direct con­
tact with Germany was maintained end the immigrants 
were given necessary aid and directed to Lutheran oom­
muni t1es in the interior. 1 e Through this arrangement 
the 11:Missouri Synod• was assured of a consistent growth 
as long as the tide of German immigration continued,· 
regaraJ.ess of the normal increase in congregational 
membership. 

It was but natural that the :Missouri Synod,.of 
immigrant origin, would be vitally interested 1n the 
new settl.ers from Germany. As early ae lSlj.g, plans for 
an Immigrant Aid Soc~ety were formulated to unify all 

the agencies of immigrant aid. Laok1ng the financial 
resources immediately to' put the program into opera­
tion, existing local committees were continued until 
the synod was in a position to assume the work. In New. 
York City, the Reverend Theodore J. Brehm, a Saxon, 
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hi i troent to the pastorate of Trinity 
soon after s appo n 
Church ln lg43, busied himself with the relief of Ger-

t U til lS53 he and members of his con-man immigran s. n 
b th total burden and responsibility of gregation ore .e 

i d n ofter tbe synod relieved thP.m of 
the miss on, an eve -
the ftnancial obligations, the original co~ittee func-
tioned as a kind of immigration committee. 

Every opportunity to establish themselves in im­
portant seaports was seized upon. A newspaper report 
from New Orleans that many German Lutherans had set­
tled 1n that city led to the despatch of George Volk 
to the new field in 1$52• and his ordination and in­
stallation into the ministry of the newly organized 
congregation 1n New Orleans. The rapid growth of Ger­
~an population and the trend toward confessional Lu­
theranism brought additional New Orleans congregations 
to "Missouri" in 1654 and in 12:74. 1 a Still another 
strategic coastal position was claimed 1n ls63, when a 
decided trend toward a positive doctrlnal position 
engendered by Der Lutheraner brought Zion Church of . 
Boston into the Missouri Synod, 1 g So wherever the Ger­
man immigrant landeQ he was able to find one or more 
"Missouri" ministers and congregations ready to assist 
and direct him to Lutheran communities where his 
spiritual interests would be served. 

This was but a part of the strategy, for through 
its close affiliations in Germany the synod was able to 
reach the Lutheran before he left his native shore. At 
Bremen, Hamburg, Stade, Verden, and important inland 
cities, friends of the Missouri Synod were glad to 
turniah the emigrant with literature giving information 
oonoerning the spiritual ha:z:ards in America and the · 
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location of Lutherans beyond the sea. As early as lg4g 
a candidate for the ministry was stationed at Bremen as 
an agent for the t10ld Lutherans n of Germany and "Mis..: 
souri.1120 

The expansion of the Missouri Synod and the ex­
tension of its confessional influence into liberal 
strongholds of the East was one of the outstanding 
events in the history of Lutheranism 1n America. In 
seven years, 1847 to lg54, its membership ha.d increased 
more than teni'old in pastors and congregations. This 
growth necessitated a reorgani:z:ation of the body to 
meet changed conditions and provide for future expan-. 
sion. The synod was divided into four districts: the 
Western embracing Missouri, Illinois, and Iowa; the 
Middle, Indiana and Ohio; the Northern, Wisconsin and 
Michigan; and the Eastern, New York, Pennsylvania, and 
Maryland 0 21 

With a real zeal for doctrinal unity the Mis­
souri Synod set up an additional safeguard by providing 
for a systematic visitation of its constituent parts. 
The constitution made it incumbent upon the president 
of the synod to visit each congregation once during the 
three year term of his office and report his findings 
to the general body. He was expected to hear at least 
one sermon by the pastor, attend the catechet1cal in­
struction, inspect the parochial school, attend a con­
gregational meeting, and, in general, acquaint himself 
with the doctrinal and ritualistic practices of the 
church. When the increase of membership necessitated a 
redistricting of the synod into district synods, these 
duties were delegated to tr.e district president or spec­
ially appointed visitors within the larger districts. 2 ~ 
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For the system of congregational visitation the 
Lutheran Observer predicted ultimate failure and loss 
of membership to the Missouri Synod, neither of which 
would have been objectionable to the editor. He saw in 
the authority vested in the president the entering 
wedge of episcopacy, an innovation that wouJ.d raise a 
cry in any "American Lutheran" community. It was pre­
dicted that this system could not succeed in America 
and wouJ.d have to be abandoned by the "Old Lutherans" 
before three years of the president's term had e:icpired. 
H~wever, the tactfuJ. policy of the synod's two presi­
de~ts, Walther and Wyneken, in the first seventeen 
years of its existence, set a precedent for congrega­
tional inspection that met with general approva1.23 
Through their patient and sympathetic efforts in the 
formative period many of the irregularities and congre­
gational difficulties were ironed out, and the founda­
tion was laid for a highly integrated and efficiently 
functioning synod. 

Spaeth1 s estimate of Walther's work as a builder 
is also applicable to Wyneken who was president of the 
synod for fourteen years. The commentator said of 
Walther: VHe continued doctrinal discussions at synods 
and conferences, yes, even at congregational meet1.ngs, 
regular parish visitations careful establishment of 
parochial schools, co-operated_, .not only toward the 
creation of a common synodical.spirit, but also toward 
its powerful propagation 1n new territory. Walther's 
wise and steady leadership bad a magnetic.effect, con­
quering, winning and assimilating antagonistic ele­
ments. n:u. 

CHAPTER IX 

THE COHESIVE FORCES IN THE MISSOURI SYNOD 

In a cursory study of the Missouri Synod one is 
impressed by its solidarity and singleness of purpose, 
something unheard of in the history of the Lutheran 
church in America. It is a product of .the German reli­
gious revival in the first half of the nineteenth cen­
tury transplanted to the tJnited States, where it 
imbibed rather distinctly American democratic charac­
teristics. The reaction of its leaders against the 
rationalistic influence of the Age of Enlightenment 
made for a reversion to the fundamental confessions of 
sixteenth century Lutheranism, While the1r religious 
experience in America and contact with a democratic 
environment were responsible for a turn 1n doctrine 
and polity which differentiated it from its German 
prototype. In spite of the attacks of a number of the 
more confessional groups directed against these innova­
tions, the theologians of 11 Missourill were able to prove 
to their complete satisfaction that the changes not 
only were 1n 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 :Missouri Synod. 

The one who contributed most toward building the 

125 

l . 1 

f 
l 
l 
I 

~ 

11· l 
J 

J 



126 

Missouri Synod and casting it ~n a at:r~gly cXnfes­
sional mold was the Reverend C. F. W. Walther. No · 
sooner was the mantle or leadership stripped from 
Stephan, than it fell to Walther•s l:ot 'to guide the 
Saxon immigrants :out of their dilemma into a betteJI' 
understanding or their epiri tual heritage, and mssist · 
them in reconciling their separation from an· orthodox 
comm.unity ip. Germany with Scriptural ·doctrines. His 
scholarly and theological attainmente, his .deep human 
sympathy and intelligent grasp of religious and· politi­
cal problems of the day, and his ability ~s a preacher, 
paetor, counselor, author, and editor won for him the 
enthusiastic and loyal support of both the clergy and 
laymen of the llissouri Synod. Because of his ab.iding 
influence 1n the interest of Lutheran orthodoxy his 
followers have placed him in the front ranks with the 
really great Lutheran leaders. 

The background o~ Walther's leadership was 
traceable to his parental and university environment. 
In his student days at Leipzig he passed through a 
period of spiritual anguish from which he eventually 
found deliverance by a study of the church fathers and 
the writings of Luther. The ridicule heaped upon hi.m 
and his fellows by many of the Leipzig students merely 
confirmed his conviction. The same religious spirit 
motivated him when he assumed his first pastoral charge 
in Saxony, to which he was appointed in lg37. His 0ut­
spoken disapproval of the unionistic and rationalist~c 
trends in the Saxon church incurred the ill rtll of' the 
churoh superintendent and of his father, the Reverend 
Gottlob H. w. Walther. 
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Realizing 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 
religious conditions among the Lutherans were not very 
dif~erent from those encountered in Germany, ex~ept 

perhaps, that he had no reason to fear governmental 
interference. As in .Saxony- he held himself aloof from 
unionistic and non-confessional practices, and set out 
to awaken a confessional consciousness and gather about 
him those of like mind. It was through his efforts 
that the historical creeds of the church were made the 
fUnd.amental law of the Missouri Synod. 

Having set as his goal a church union based upon 
unswerving acceptance of the Lutheran symbols, Walther 
moved methodically to realize his hopes, Der Lutheraner 
succeeded beyond his fondest expectations in laying the 
foundation for an intelligent understanding of funda­
mental doctrines among the Lutheran laymen. Throughout 
the many years of his editorial career he held stead­
fastly to the original purpose of Der Lutheraner, dedi­
cated to the conf'essional interest of the common man. 
By scanning its columns from year to year one is inad­
vertently impressed with its methodical development of a 
religious literature looking toward a spiritual growth 
and understanding. As soon as Der Lutheraner was made 
the official organ of the Missouri Synod in lg47, !ts 
scope was extended toward consolidating the synod into 

a highly unified body. 
In the course of the heated doctrinal disputes 

waged between RMissouri0 and other Lutheran factions 
Walther found it expedient to have the synod publish, 



in lg55, a purely theological journal Lehre und Wehre. 
This publication, edited by Walther and intended for 

the pastors of "Missouri," contained dogmatic and 
theological analyses of basic tenets of the synod and 
did for the pastors of "Missouri" what Der Lutheraner 
did for the laymen. Many of the important items that 

d i Lehre und Wehre served as a basis for more 
appeare n ::!.::::!!:::..:::.....=:::=...-""'"==-~ 

detailed discussions at pastoral conferences and syn-
odical conventions at which Walther frequently took an 
active part in ironing out differences and aided in 
arriving at a common ground of understanding. 

Walther's correspondence, which kept him in con­

stant touch with widely scattered sections of the 
United states and even with Germany, enabled him to 
sense the religious temper of quite divergent groups. 

t Congregations and laymen sought his personal 
Pas ors, ' 
advice in many of their perplexing church problems. 
Before the Missouri Synod was founded Walthe~•s corre­
spondence was already quite extensive. In speaking of 
his correspondence he said to Brehm in New York: 

11
From 

time to t1me I must write to pastors Keyl, Lober, 
G()nner, Wege, Geyer, Schieferdecker, Fiirbringer, 
sihler, Wyneken, Ernst, and many others. Less well­
known ministers in Ohio and Indiana write concerning 
matters of vital-importance; often laymen ask questions 
that require immediate answers. A further reason for 
delay in answering your letter is the fact I write 
slowly and am inclined to spend considerable time in 

reflection before answering weighty questions." :i. 
Undoubtedly the most enduring tribute to 

Walther's influence is to be found in the hundreds of 
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divinity students graduated from Concordia Seminary at 
St. Louis between lg50 and lgg7. In lg61 the practical 
seminary at Ft. Wayne, founded by L5he in Germany to 
meet the emergency demand for Lutheran pastors was re­
moved to_St. Louis, a move that made for greater doc­
trinal unity and solidarity. Through Walther's guid­
ance the students had instilled into them the one 
fundamental objective, the stewardship of the Word and 
pure doctrine (Das Wort und die reine Lehre). As a 
group they consistently refused to mix politics with 
their calling, and a political pastor was to them an 
anomaly. In the years of his professorship Walther did 
more than any other person to mold the future ministers 
of "Missouri, 11 for to him they looked for spiritual 
guidance and received from him that inspiration to fol­
low the trail blazed by him. Today, almost a half cen­
tury after his death, the Missouri Synod is a glowing 
tribute to Walther who occupies a place in the synod 
second only to the great reformer, Martin Luther. 

The remarkable achievements of Walther would 
never have been possible had it not been for the able 
corps of assistants, whose loyalty, devotion and will­
ingness to work with him Walther fully recognized. He 
could count on such persons as Brohm, Wyneken, Sihler, 
Lober, and others to write articles for Der Lutheraner 
and Lehre und Wehre a:id feel they would make a credita­
ble showing. After 1$50, when Walther relinquishad the 
presidency of the Missouri Synod and Wyneken was chosen 
to that office, he built on the foundation laid by his 
predecessor looking toward doctrinal unity and the 
stewardship of "das Wort und die reine Lehre. 11 Walther 
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t unheard of in Prote e tan 
vlct1ons al.mos rd against doctri-

The same determination to gua 
t ted 1n the synodical 

n.al dissent was clearly demons ra 
tit t • one as outl.1.ned by Walther. 

d 0 gregational cons u ~ a.."'L c n e subscribed to as 
In both docu:nents certain tenets wer 

these were concerned 
immutable principles. As far as 
'the synod as well as its constituent congregations aub­

d ref'used to give 
scribed to them without reserve an 

ti ul for the sake of numerica1 
ground in any par c ar 

......... organized synod that appl.ied for fellow­
growth. _.., 

i d l after accepting "Missouri• s11 
ship was recogn ze on Y 
doctrinal precepts set forth 1n the synodical constitu-

tion. 
Much of the time of the Fynodica1. conventions 

was devoted to vital and timely doctrinal. discussions 
to arrive at a common understanding on controversial 
questions. To meet general evils and doctrinal threats 
that seemed to menace the church the synod recommended 
the policy to be pursued by the min1eters .and the edi­
torial staff' of' its periodicals to counteract dangerous 
trends.2 Unlike the General Synod of the "American 
Lutheran" church the delegates of 11 '.Ml.saouri 11 believed 
that a thorough presentation of doctrinal questions 
would make ror unity rather than disintegration. "M1s-
80u.r1n refused to recognize a common ground upon which 
Protestants of divergent creeds and dogma could unite. 

To guarantee greater uniform:1 ty 1n doctrine and 
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practice and pastoral adherence to hie spiritual func­
tions the constitution of the synod provided for a 
careful congregational inspection at least once in 
three years. The presidents or visitors of the respec­
tive district synods were expected to report to the 
synod on the spiritual status of their respective con­
gregations. To strengthen the bond ot union between 
the various synodical· divisions and the General Synod 
(Allegemeine Synode) the new constitution of 1863 de­
fiped more specifically the duties of the president of 
the general body. He was entrusted with the supervi­
sion over all other synodical officers, presidents of 
district synods, and over the professors and the gen­
eral affairs of colleges and seminaries. He was also 
expected to attend all assemblies of district synods, 
participate in doctrinal discussions, and serve in the 
capacity of councillor and advisor. It is evident that 
in spite of the seeming loose confederation of congre-. 
gattons into a synoaical·whole, fundamental safeguards 
were erected looking toward confessional unity extend­
ing from the parochial school through the congregations 
to the district synod an.a on to the general body. 

In spite of the requirement of the visitor to 
audit and criticise sermons, attend congregational 
meetings, see that church discipline was ·observed and 
liturgical service rightly conducted the congregation 
was not deprived of its autonomy. Thanks to Walther 
and Wyneken, the first presidents of the synod, the 
vivid memory of a Stephan and the dictatorial and hier­
archical proceaure of Grabau, president of the Buffalo 
Synod, a system was developea making for a broader 
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understanding and mutual co-operation between minis­
ters, congregations, and synodical officers. The pow­
ers of the presidents or inspectors were purely advi­
sory, and the congregations and pastors were at liberty 
at any time to present their grievances on the floor of' 
the synodical convention for adjudication. All f'ear of 
the evolution of' a German consist.orial or even episco­
palian system was sa:fely dispelled from the Missouri 

Synod. 3 

The importance of the parochial day school as a 
~eans of keeping alive and planting a deep Lutheran. 
consciousness in America can not be overemphasized in 
the history of the Missouri Synod. Long before such 
oen as Wyneken, Walther, .and Sihler thought of gather­
ing those of' like mind with them into a synodical or­
ganization, they looked to the Christian day school as 
a vital part of their missionary work in the United 
States. One of the first tasks they performed after 
establishing themselves in a community was to open a 
Lutheran day school. No matter how arduous their 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
sional Lutheranism and doctrinal unity be firmly rooted 

in American soil. 
Through the.use of the German language as ave-

hicle for religious expression they believed the child­

ren would come into complete possession of Germany1 s 
greatest contribution to posterity, religious and secu­

lar literature. Through the schools, non-Lutheran 
parents of German extraction were frequently brought 

133 

In as much as the schools made into church membership. 
possible a continuation of Germar religious services 
the close bond between the new and the old immigrant 

was retained, and the desire of many a German to give 
to his children a German education and to hear the Ger­
man language spoken made for an increased attendance in 
school and church. This was particularly true in 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 
strangers. 4 

An important factor contributing to ~he soli­
darity and growth of the Missouri Synod and setting it 
apart from the other Lutheran groups has been its de­
termination to maintain a parochial school system, in 

which religious instruction and the Ge~ language 
ha~e been given important places in the curriculum. 
Through the school the German language was retained 
much longer as the medium of religious worship than 
would ordinarily have been possible, and the churches. 
of the Missouri Synod afforded many a new German i=i­
grant an opportunity of wholesome fellowship, so valua­
ble in a strange land. Through the German in&truction 
received in the parochial schools the descendents 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 century. Even today 
when the English language is more widely used in reli­
gious services, the German periodicals published by the 
synod are as widely read as the English publications of 
similar character, and many a descendent of immigrant 
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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
chial school. Failure on the part of the 11 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 immigration 
justly entitled them and deprived them of a group con­
sciousness so characteristic of uMissouri. 11 

Before the articles of the synodical constitu­
tion had been drafted there could have been no doubt in 
the mind of even a casual observer that the parochial 
school would hold a prominent place in the Missouri 
Synod. For membersh1p in the synod the constitution 
made it mandatory for the congregation to support a Lu­
theran day school, 1n which a thorough religious educa­
tion was ma.de an :1.mportant part of the course of study. 
One of the paragraphs of the constitution obligated the 
synod to "erect, maintain, and control institutions for 
training pastors and teachers for the future." The 
task of giving teachers training was provided for in 
conjunction with the education of divinity students 
until a separate teachers' college was opened at Addi­
son, Illino1s, in the winter of 1864-. 5 In fact, for 
many yea.rs of the synod's existence the number of pas­
tors teach:tng in congregational schools in conjunction 
with their other duties far outnumbered the men engaged 
in teaching alone. 

Economic and spiritual interdependence were in­
evitable consequences of 11 Missouri•s 11 aloofness from 
all forms of church :fellowship contrary to their con­
fesaiona.l convict:1.ons, and of a determination to harmo-
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nize their everyday life with their religious philoso­
phy. The numerous attacks upon their doctrinal exclu­
siveness by Lutheran and non-Lutheran alike merely 
intensified the existing group consciousness and af­
firmed the prevailing confessional convictions. 
Walther and his followers believed the attacks bless­
ings in disguise, for to meet them they were obliged 
to resort to a more intensive study of the Lutheran 
doctrines. To be persecuted for the sake of their 
religion was to them positive evidence of divine ap­
proval and that they were following in the footsteps of 
their 11Master.ns 

The bonds of economic and confessional interde­
pendence of the 110ld Lutherans!! extended beyond. the 
bounds of the United States into Germany. Once the 
confessional Lutherans of Germany had a.wakened to the 
needs of their immigrant brethren in America it was but 
natural for them to co-operate with those of like mind 
in Amer:1.ca. The aggressive religious policy of the 
Saxon Lutherans as set forth in.Der Lutheraner turned 
the attention of the several representatives of German 
Lutheran missionary endeavor in America. toward the 
Saxons, a fellowship which led to the founding of the 
Missouri Synod, and the temporary concentration of Ger­
man missionary and philanthropic endeavor :1n the Mis­
souri Synod. The union thus consummated in America. 
continued in spite of LBhe's break with Missouri in 
1$52, which resulted from doctrinal differences per­
taining to the question of the church and the pastoral 
office (Kirche u. Amt) • .By this time the M1ssour1 
Synod was fairly self-sufficient and able to weather 



the break without any serious consequences. 
Realizing the eventual effect of such a rupture 

with on?- of the prominent Lutheran leaders in Germany, 
in America the lead-

and the danger of repercussions ' 
i 11 oceeded to establish new connections 

ers of 11 Missour pr 
I 1~6l the Reverend Friedrich Brunn, who 

in Germany. n o , 
had broken with the state church of Saxony, had em-
braced the "Missouri u doctrines and later was instru­
mental in organizing the Free Church of Saxony and 
Other States, united the efforts of the no1a. Lutheransn 
of Saxony and a number of the northern states of Ger­
many back of the Missouri Synod. With finances no 

i handicap the synod contributed liber-
longer a ser ous 
ally toward the support of Brunn's preparatory school, 
from which young men were sent to Concordia Seminary 
at st. Louis to complete their theological education. 
Through the enthusiastic efforts of their patron the 
Missouri Synod was fortunate in securing a liberal 
supply of divinity students from Germany in the very 
years when American manhood was drafted for war and 
later reconstruction. The bond of intimate doctrinal 
fellowship established in Germany and similar connec­
tions in other European countries and many parts of the 
world, Australia, New Zealand, South America, and widely 
scattered foreign mission fields, have given 11 Missouri 11 

a feeling of solidarity and universality unsurpassed by 

any other Lutheran body.7 
When Walther and his associates were laboring 

indefatigably to lay the foundation for confessional 
Lutheranism, they could count on the financial support 
of the more prosperous congregations to assist in ad-
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vancing their program. Besides bearing the major part 
of the financial burdens of the seminaries at Ft. Wayne 
and St. Louis, 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 Missouri Synod that have not at some time received 
some form of assistance from sister churches. In re­
cent years considerable progress has been made in 
building up an extension fund for church expansion, and 
in 1921, approximately five hundred. received assistance 
from this fund.a 

By glancing through the files of Der Lutheraner 
from year to year the increase in numbers and amounts 
of gifts acknowledged is quite apparent, and the ready 
response to requests for voluntary contributions within 
the synod must have been a source of considerable sat­
isfaction to Walther and his followers. In the course 
of the e.ighty-seven years of 11Missouri• s'' existence the 
synod 1 s economic assets have shown the same remarkable 
growth as its numerical strength, and every congrega­
tion regardless of its contributions toward the struc­
ture and of its size has an equal part With all other 
member congregations in afuninistering the affairs of 
the entire organization. 

In evaluating the cohesive forces of the Mis­
souri Synod one is impressed with the fact that the 
economic bonds are as vital a part in 11M1ssouri• s" sta­
bility as the doctrinal forces. Throughout the synod's 
history its leaders have combined with their confes-



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 in the United States were hard 
pressed devising ways and means for extension, "Mis­
souri" was usually on the scene set for action. 

CHAPTER X 

THE CONFLICT WITHIN 11 0LD LUTHERAN" RANKS 
11 BUFFAL0 11 VS. 11 MISSOURI 11 

The common adherence of the "Old Lutherans" 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 Missouri 
Synod and the Prussians the Buffalo Synod these two 
fairly well organized Lutheran immigrant groups became 
involved in heated controversies over the external 
structure of the church and the spiritual status of the 
minister and the congregation. The discussion that be­

gan in 184o, only one year after they had settled in 
America, increased in intensity and acrimony until the 
latter part of the fifties, Unlike 11Missouri 11 the Buf­
falo Synod had not adjusted itself to American demo­
cratic institutions but adhered rigidly to the hier­
archical and paternalistic practices in vogue in 
Germany. In polity the two synods were the very anti­
thesis of each other. 

The personnel of leadership of 11Buffalo 11 and 
11Missouri 11 differed as greatly 13.S did their doctrinal 
tenets. Grabau possessed dictatorial characteristics 
much like those of Stephan, the early Saxon leader. He 
asserted a spiritual and tecporal authority over the 
"Old !..utherans" of America characteristic of a medieval 
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Hildeorand. Upon the slightest provocation he resorted 
to excommunication and publicly condemned all Lutherans 
who did not agree with him in matters of doctrine and 
pastoral procedure. A correspondent to the Evangelische 
Kirchenzeitung observed that, "the only pastor of the 
local congregation at Buffalo, Grabau, wields an iron 
hand over his congregation, and has imposed upon them a 
more severe yoke than the papal. The fanaticism with 
which he recently condemned A. H. Franke to hell ••• his 
severity and craving for authority has produced such a 
ferr::ent, that it has caused a separation of a part of 
his congregation. 111 Walther, the leader of "Missouri,11 
was human to the core, possessing by temperament and 
experience a modesty and kindly concern for his com­
rades and all who came in contact with him which at­
tracted rather than repelled. It was rather unf ortu­
nate that a man of Grabau1 s temperament dominated the 
affairs of the Buffalo Synod at a time when so much de­
pended upon sympathy and patience. With a man of 
Walther's or Wyneken's temperament at the head of the 
Buffalo Synod, its history would have been quite dif­
ferent. 

At the time of emigration the leaders of "Mis­
souri" and "Buffalo" advanced similar doct.cines. Not 
only did they accept the Lutheran confessions without 
qualifications, but they attached considerable spirit­
ual importance to the ministerial office, for Grabau as 
well as Stephan insisted that the membe~s of his flock, 
individually as well as collectively, were bound to 
render obedience to him in all things not contrary to 
the Word of God. Both regarded themselves Judges in 
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matters affecting them and the congregation. Fearing 
that the absence of governmental supervision over the 
church in America might undermine church discipline, 
both assumed a more arbitrary program than was possible 
in Germany. Neither seemed to realize that some form 
of restraint was as essential against an ambitious 
leader as a rebellious parishioner. Fortunately the 
Saxons (Missouri) succeeded in escaping the fatal con­
sequences of the high churchism of their.leader, 
Stephan, and were able to adapt their church polity to 
a democratic American environment by bringing to the 
fore the doctrine of the universal priesthood of the 

believer. 2 

In the perplexing months in which Walther was 
searching for a way out of the dilemma in which Stephan 
had left the Saxons in l$4o, a copy of Grabauts "Pas­
toral Letteru (Hirtenbrief), addressed to his brethren 
1n New York, Wisconsin, and Canada, was received by the 
Saxons. This letter, calling for the opinion of the 
Saxons on certain fundamental questions, set forth doc­
trines similar to those held by Stephan, teachings 
which Walther and his associates now feared even more 
than the democratic trends current in the United 
States. Owing to the magnitude of the spiritual prob­
lem confronting them the Saxons, Walther, L5ber,_Kyle, 
and Gruber, witheld the answer to Grabau•s 11 Pastoral 
Letteru until lS43. In their answer, written by Lober, 
they presented their objections and expressed a readi­
ness publicly to discuss the question with Grabau and 

his followers,3 
Grabau insisted "that the Holy Christian Church 
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Wa? a visible church, really and truly the visible con­

gregation of believers among whom the Word of God waa 
taught in its purity and the Sacraments adm.inistered 
according to Christian institutions.114 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 schismatics. usectarians,o whose souls had 
been awakened by reading. the Scriptures, had by other 
means grasped the pure Christian doctrines, and had 
therefore made their spiritual exodus, would in time be 
brought into the visible church of God, "the Lutheran 
church that emigrated from Prussia. u "Missouri' s 11 

doctrine of the church invisible to be found wherever 
the fundamental teachings of Christ were retained was 
declared a heresy by Grabau.s 

Having raised 11 the Lutheran church that emi­
grated from Prussia" to a place of eminence the 11Pasto­
ral Letter" proceeded to elevate the office of the min­
istry to a position unheard of since the Middle Ages. 
The properly ordained minister he declared to be the 
sole guardian and interpreter of God's will. For ad­
mission to the divine office the candidate was to pass 
through a period of training and probation under the 
supervision of an ordained pastor, and after a most 
carefully ~irected apprenticeship and a properly exe­
cuted call the novice was to be ordained. In calling a 
minister a congregation could not act upon its own in­
itiative but must follow the advice of a regularly or­
dained minister. 6 

According to ~rabau, spiritual functions, the 
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Sacraments and the rite of absolving of sin, were valid 
in the sight of God only when exercised by a properly 

ordained pastor. By virtue of his office the pastor 
was entitled to obeaience in all things not contrary to 
Biblical doctrines. Even though hie commands might 
seem foolish and ill-advised, implicit obedience was 
required on pain of excommunication should his mandates 

be disregarded.~ 
The only recourse a parishioner or congregation 

had against the arbitrary mandates of their pastor was 
the right to submit their grievances to a church CO"Wl­

Cil exclusively made up of ministers. The authority of 
such a body was final and the parties involved were 
bound by the council's decision and were to repent of 
their sin even though they were not conscious of a 
wrong act. Should any member of the congregation still 
have scruples regarding the validity of the action 
taken, he was told to find comf'ort in the fact that the 
minister was divinely ordained and therefore by submit­
ting to what seemed an injustice to h1m be was merely 

bowing to a divine command.8 

In contrast to Grabau' a theology, 11:Missouri 11 oc­

cupied an opposing doctrinal position. The Saxons had 
reached the conclusion that "every Christian as a 
priest of God has: (a) the office of the Word, (b) to 
baptize, (c) to bless and consecrate the holy bread and 
wine, (d) to retain sins and remit them, (e) to offer 
sacrifices, (f) to pray for others, {g) to pass judg­
ment on doctrines. But as all Christians cannot si!llUl­
taneously discharge these offices, God has commanded 
that the many spiritual priests choose one among them 



as pastor, who, as a representative of the whole con­
gregation, performs the ministerial r1tes.11g Walther 
taught that through the call the ministerial office 

vested in the Christian church was transferred to the 
pastor, and that a call from a congregation without the 
advice of a duly ordained clergyman was valid in the 
sight of God. Should a c~ngregation find one in its 
own midst competent to ad.minister the pastoral office 

• 
it might extend a call to that person, who in turn 
would then be vested with all of the spiritual func­
tions of a regularly ordained pastor though a formal 
laying on of hands had not occurred. Walther declared 
that ordination was a wise Apostolic custom and a pub­
lic confirmation of the divine off ice through prayer 
and laying on of hands. (Es 1st eine heilsame 
Apostolische k1rch11che Ordnung zur Bffentlichen, 
fe1erl1chen Bestatigung der Vokation mit Gebet und 
Handauflegung.) 10 

These doctrinal disagreements between "Missour111 
and "Buffalo 11 were the immediate occasion for the acri­
monious controversy which continued for a quarter cen­
tury and reached its height in the fifties. Both 
parties were so confident of their convictions that 
compromise was out of the question. The leaders of 
"M1ssouri 0 avoided closing the issue and 1nv1 ted the 
opposition to debate the question publicly, a proposal 
consistently evaded by Grabau. He persisted in putting 
obstacles in the way of a disputa~ion•by demanding that 
11Missour1" subscribe to preliminary agreements which 
were tantamount to a recognition of "Buffalo t s 11 doc­
trines. As time elapsed and the disaffection in 
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Grabauts ranks made for a drift to "Missouri," he cast 
aside all restraint and asserted a spiritual and tempo­
ral primacy which put to shame even a medieval pope.11 

In response to L5ber's letter .in 1$44, stating 
the Saxon's objections to the respective articles in 
the "Pastoral Letter, 11 Grabau accused them of seventeen 
fundamental errors, and with an air of divine authority 

he demanded a recantation. 12 His domineering attitude 
was all too evident in the concluding paragraph of a 
letter to the Reverend Theodore Brahm, a Saxon who had 
received his appointment at New York through Grabau's 
recommendation: "Finally, I inform you that I cannot 
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 spirit which per­
vades your criticism of my Pastoral Letter is a lax, 
unchurchly spirit. May the Lord again have mercy upon 
you, as He did at the first, when He delivered you from 
Stephan.ism; for it is not to be concealed that you are 
now sunk in an unchurchly compromising liberalism, 
which is one of the extremes of Stephanism; and this is 
the reason that your unchurchly criticism is so greatly 
approved by our sectaries. For the injury that you are 
thus doing, you will have to answer if you do not 
again, in sincere penitence, acknowledge your errors. 
I must 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. 1113 

When in 1$45, Grabau and :f'our of his colleagues 
organized the Synod of the Lutheran church which emi-



grated from Prussia, the so-called 11 Buffalo Synod" at 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin, the doctrinal controversy with 
Walther and his Saxon associates was made a synodical 
issue. Walther, in response to a request from his fel­
lows, went to Milwaukee to discuss the differences with 
Grabau, but upon a refusal to recant the critic of the 
11Pastoral Letter" before appearing on the floor of the 
convention, he was denied the privilege of defending 
the Saxon tenets. The 11 BUf'falo Synod" then proceeded 
with an attitude of authority rivaling that of the 
great church councils, to condemn the doctrines and 
acts of their opponents and admonish them to renounce 
their false views and mend their ways. Time and again 
the Saxons offered to debate the conflicting questions 
with "Buffa.lo," but invariably Grabau interposed the 
usual obstacle.i4 

In this competition for spiritual leadership 
among the no1d Lutherans" of America nothing could have 
been more disconcerting to Grabau than to see the rep­
resentatives of Lille Join ranks with the Saxons in 
founding the Synod of Missouri, Ohio, and Other States, 
in 1g47. Their union strengthened the Saxon's position 
in areas in which Grabau had a firm footing, and 
brought to "Missouri's" support the resources of the 
Lohe foundation. From lg47 on the conflict was between 
"Missouri" and nBuffalo," with 11Missouri 11 having a de­
cided advantage. For they were able to send pastors 
into Lutheran communities where the arbitrary and, at 
times, intolerable declaration of the spiritual ban 
brought consternation and confusion. 15 Without a 
doubt, Grabau must have reaJ.1.Zed that his only hope of 
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checking 11Missouri 1 s 11 progress was to undermine the 
sympathetic and co-operative support they were getting 
from Germany. Finally the extensive and adverse pub­
licity this controversy gave "Missouri!' at home and 
abroad prompted the synod, in 184-S, to publish all the 
details of the polemic correspondence.1e 

Lohe and many of the prominent clergy of Ger­
many, who were none too kindly disposed toward liberal 
trends in church government, showed signs of breaking 
with "Missouri. 11 In fact, the situation in Germany had 
taken such a decided turn that the "Missouri Synod11 de­
cided to send Walther and Wyneken to Germany to plead 
their cause, as long as the doctrine of the church and 
the ministry was still an open question with them. In 
their travels throughout northern Germany in the fall 
of lg51, the two delegates found that the decided re­
action within church circles against political revolu­
tions had prejudiced the clergy against the liberal 
polity of 11Missouri. 11 Accustomed to a consistorial 
form of church government, coupled with the reactionary 
trends of the time, it was but natural for the German 
divines to be kindly disposed toward Grabau•s supervi­
sory system as an effective method of maintaining 
church discipline in an atmosphere of complete separa­
tion of church and state.1? Had it not been for the 
extremes to which Grabau was ready to go in achieving 
his end it is quite probable that he might have dis­
placed "Missouri" in Germany. 

Having failed to convince Lohe that their doc­
trine was based upon sound Lutheran and Biblical prin­
ciples, Walther and Wyneken, nevertheless, returned to 
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America confident of Lobe's co-operation.is These 
hopes, however, were dispelled after Grabau•s and von 
Rohr's conference with him in 1853. Fortunately for 
11 Missouri, 11 Lohe was even less inclined toward Grabau, 
for he found certain of the latter's doctrines hB.l'.'Illo­
nized more with those o:f "Missouri 11 than with Lohe 1 s. 
He even went so far as to urge upon Grabau a more con­
ciliatory attitude toward "Missouri. 11 Due to the exist­
ing circumstances and Lohe 1 s insistence that Lutheran­
ism was a forward and evolutionary movement rather than 
a fixed or static form of worship as advocated by 11Buf­
falo11 and 11 Missouri, 11 he decided to continue his en­
deavors in .America independent of either.1g 

Though Walther's and Wyneken•s sojourn in Ger­
ma.'1y failed to restore Lohe' s confidence in "Missouri, 11 
it did help to dispel much of the prejudice within 
clerical and official circles where Walther and Wyneken 
were well known. By debate and formal and informal 
conferences the 11Missouri 11 delegates were able to 
clarify their position within their own minds and in 
those of many prominent theologians. They succeeded, 
at least temporarily, in rekindling in official and 
clerical circles an interest.in "Missouri's 11 work among 
the German immigrants. 20 Before leaving Germany 
Walther was requested to draw up a statement about the 
11Missouri-Buffalo 11 controversy, which was to be given 
publicity in Germany.21 

In the course of his debates and his research at 
Erlangen, Walther came to certain do.ctr1nal conclusions 
whi'ch 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 Germany 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. 22 

In Kirche und Amt Walther developed more :fully 
the doctrinal propositions which had their inception in· 
the break with Stephan and his hierarchical claims. In 
it Walther elucidated his tenets and substantiated them 
by citations from the Scriptures, the writings of the 
church Fathers, and the theologians of the Lutheran 
church. The doctrinal controversy with Grabau, whose 
views concerning the ministry and the church were simi­
lar to Stephania, and the lengthy polemical correspon­
dence between the two factions made it incumbent upon 
Walther to substantiate his proposition by a careful 
theological research. 23 

In the years :following Walther's return from 
Germany con1itions developed which shattered all hope 
for a compromise between the two leading Lutheran im­
migrant groups in America. As far as 11Missouri1' was 
concerned they were more confident than ever of the 
correctness of their doctrinal position, for the theory 
of the church and the ministry had practically ceased 
to be an open question. The tour of Germany by Grabau 
and von Rohr in 1853, and the conference with LBhe had 
failed to turn German support to "Buffalo, 11 but Lohe 
was convinced of the advisability of continuing his ef­
forts in America independent of either group. 24 Rela­
tions between "Buffalo" and "Missouri" were further 
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c~mplicated by the advance of Walther 1 s colleagues into 
Lutheran sections claimed by Grabau. His tour of 
northern Germtilil:y" was largely motivated by a desire to 
induce Lutherans to emigrate to Wisconsin where they 
might improve their religious and economic status. e5 

Many of the new immigrants, to G-rabau1 s chagrin, were 
no more amenable to his dictates than those already in­
doctrinated with .American democratic principles. Like 
members of h1s first immigrant party of 1839, they 
looked to "Missouri" when 11 Buftalo1 s 0 disciplinary 
policy became disconcerting to their spiritual peace ot 

mind. 
Grabau•s personal interest and efforts in behalf 

of Lutheran colonization in America merited far greater 
success for h1m as an organizer and builder of a Lu­
theran synod in the West. From the first he lacked 
pastors who would look to him for guidance to send into 
Lutheran communities, and therefore he was at first in­
clined to turn 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 Stepha.n1 s hierarchical 
concept, they seemed to act as a unit tn following the 
trends outlined by Walther. Brohm, at New York, owed 
his appointment to the recommendation of Grabau. E. M. 
Bilrger, another Saxon colleague of Walther, instead ot 
r&turning to Germany at the time of the religious con­
fusion, had accepted the pastorate of a Lutheran fac­
tion which had seceded from Grabau. 26 These and many 
of the lay and clerical followers ot Grabau found his 
dictatorial attitude intolerable. 

In the quarter century following Grabau•s 
settlement at Buffalo, New York, the spiritual atmos­
phere in the cone,-regationa affiliated with him was 
charged with discontent. Persons aggrieved by hi.s ban 
and unwilling to submit to his disciplinary measures 
turned to "M1ssourin for relief. The disaffection be­
c8llle more formidable after le4a, when in self-defense 
"Missouri 11 decided to publish the correspondence be­
tween the two factions concerning the church and the 
ministry. In this treatise and in subsequent articles 
which appeared in Der Lutheraner a d.1.stinction wa.s made 
between what !!Missouri" regarded a just and an unjust 
ban. They declared themselves ready to recognize ex­
communication which conformed to their doctrine whether 
it be proclaimed by the Buffalo Synod or even the 
Catholic church, but they refused to accept as vaJ.id 
steps taken by others contrary to their teachings and 
gladly espoused the cause of offended parties. 87 !t 
is, therefore, no small wonder that 1n the course of 
this bitter conflict individuals, groups, entire 0 Buf­
fa.lot1 congregations, and pastors found their way into 
the Missouri Synod. Many strategic centers held by 
"Buff'alo11 became strongholds of 11Missouri.• Promising 
and 1ater prosperous congregations at Buffalo, New 
York; at Milwaukee, Watertown, and Freiatadt, Wisconsin; 
at Detroit, Michigan; and at other centers of "Buffalo" 
strength contributed to "Missouri 1 s 11 growth and expan­

sion.se 
Grabau could hardly be expected idJ.y to stand by 

and see the resuJ.ts of his efforts accrue to the advan­
tage of an opposing synod. From year to year through 
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his semi-monthly Informatorium and from 11 Buffalo's 11 

pulpits Walther and his colleagues were proscribed as 
11 'Missouri, 1 (a name given them by Grabau), heretics 
and false prophets preaching to mobs (Rotten) assembled 
in 1Missouri• churches." Pastors of "Missouri" were 
reviled as 11preachers to mobs, harborers of mobs 11 and 
the synod was declared an "Ahab's Synod, a synod of 
abomination and a Temple of Babel. 11 Grabau and his 
colleagues were denounced as papists and tyrants.eg 

Nothing could have been more annoying to the 
11 0ld Lutherans" of America and their co-religionists in 
Germany than the tense feud between rival factions, 
each claiming to be the true exponent of sixteenth_ cen­
tury Lutheranism. The seriousness of the situation 
must have been evident to all concerned. For Walther 
and his associates were not long in realizing that the 
rank and file of the lay subscribers to Der Lutheraner 
were growing weary of theological discussions of no 
particular interest to them. In response to this re­
act1on Walther concluded again to hew close to his old 
objective by rededicating Der Lutheraner to the spirit­
ual interests of the layman. To meet the direct at­
tacks of Grabau• s Ini'ormatorium, 11 Missouri 11 decided to 
publish the Notwehrblatt (Leaflet in Self Defense); and 
to keep vital theological questions before the minis­
try, a monthly theological journal Lehre und Webre was 
published beginning January, lg55.30 Grabau 1 s polemi­
cal journal fared far worse than Der Lutheraner, for 
its publication had to be restricted and at times sus­
pended because of a shortage of subscribers and of ade­
quate financial support. 3 i By the closing years of the 
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fifties much of DMissouri's" journalistic activity was 
concentrated upon Germany. Articles intended for the 
.American public were sent to Germany for publication 
to counteract Grabau•s criticism.2a 

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 in this world's goods and was no longer de­
pendent upon financial support from abroad, its educa­
tional system was not yet sufficiently developed to lay 
the groundwork for pastoral training as could be·done 
in Germany. By 1860, with war clouds gathering in 
America, the need of men for the mission field in 

America was more imminent than eve·r. 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 llMissouri's" doctrines. In Saxony 
the Reverend Frederich Brunn was found willing to do 
for "Missouri" what Lobe had done in the past. With 
liberal financial assistance by the Missouri Synod 
Brunn was able to do even more than Li5he had done in 
sending preachers and teachers to America ready to 
enter into the service of the Lutheran church.33 

Following the restoration of German co-operative 
endeavor in lg61, the Missouri Synod was in a position 
to extend more forcibly than ever her policy of expan­
sion. No Lutheran synod in America was able to match 
its strength with 11Missouri 11 or escape the inroads made 
int.a new settlements by its advanced guards, the home 
missionaries. Besides its aggressive and enthusiastic 



corps of preachers the synod could boast of a loyal 
band of laymen ready liberally to respond to requests 
for voluntary contributions for church extension. A 
cursory examination of requests for voluntary gifts and 
statements of receipts in Der Lutheraner bears silent 
testimony of the loyalty and self-sacrifice of the lay 
p~rsonnel of the synod. 

In the sixties the attacks of ~rabau turned from 
doctrinal questions to attacks upon qualificationo of 
the "Missouri 11 pastors, and upon the greater expense 
entailed by membership in the Missouri Synod than in 
the Buffalo Synod. These, like the doctrinal attacks, 
reacted as a boomerang upon "Buffalo." By 1866 
Grabau1 s position was sufficiently impaired that his 
associates were able to force him to agree to a collo­
quium with the leaders of "Missouri. 11 While Grabau re­
fused to give ground to "Il.Ussouri, n eleven of his pas­
tors and their congregations seceded from the Buffalo 
Synod and Joined the Missouri Synod confining ~rabau 
al.most exclusively to the area around Buf'falo. 3 • 

CHAPTER XI 

THE MISSOURI SYNOD AND ITS GERMAN IMPLICATIONS 

L15he and the Missouri Synod had been drifting 
apart for some time before the "Buffalo" controversy 
precipitated a complete separation. Since the founding 
of the Missouri Synod in 1847, he was unable to recon­
cile his ideas of church polity with the extremely 
democratic concept of that body. It must have been 
quite disconcerting to Lohe to find that his repre­
sentatives, almost without exception, accepted the 
"Missouri" doctrine and followed the leadership of 
Walther and the Saxons, once they had assumed their 
pastoral duties. By the early fifties L5he had given 
up all hopes, that he might have cherished, of ulti­
mately fixing his doctrinal position in the Missouri 
Synod, 

Bef.ore the 11Missouri 11 constitution had been sub­
mitted to the convention assembled in Chicago the lat­
ter part of April, 1847, Lohe protested against several 
of its provisions. In a letter to Brohm he declared 
himself opposed to it because certain of its declara­
tions did not agree with Scriptural doctrines, and 
therefore he agreed to absolve his former students of 
obedience to him.1 In his opinion the congregational 
provisions did not conform to his understanding of the 
organization of the first Christian church, and felt 
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its de~ocratic principles were more detrimental. to' the 
welfa~e of the church than the paternalistic govern­
mental supervision found in Germany. He believed a 
more rigid supervisory authority of the president of 
,the synod over the respective pastors was an essential 
prerequisite for a wholesome system of discipline.a To 
grant the lay delegates of a synodical convention 
equality with the clerics was not only distasteful to 
LOhe but contained the seed of radicaliSlll and dissen­
sion. While not ready to carry his theory of pastoral 
power to the extremes of a Grabau, he refused to ac­
cept Walther's theory of the universal priesthood of 
the believer. He attached greater importance to ordi­
nation and insist'ed that the ministerial office had 
been committed to the church as a whole rather than to 
the individual Christian .• 3 

The parties stood at opposite poles in their in­
terpretation Of the place that the Reformation occupied 
in the history of the Christian church. Lone, and 
later with him the Iowa Synod, declared that the Re­
formation was a progressive movement, a revolt against 
finality, that it was an evolutionary movement still in 
a process of being unfolded, therefore many doctrines 
were still to be considered open questions and subjects 
of future logical development. 11Missouri, n on the con­
trary, considered the Reformation a finality as ~ar as 
the Biblical teachings were concerned; and its doc­
trines, having been fully elucidated in the confessions 
and symbols of the Lutheran church, were no longer sub­
j ects for an historical analysis and revision. They 
insisted that the Lutherans were not to interpret the 
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confession in the light of the Bible but to interpret 
the Bible according to the confessions.4 From a letter 
to the Reverend G. Grossmann, one of the founders of 
the Iowa Synod, can be gleaned L6he•s position: "To me 
the Symbolical doctrine aoes not appear to be complete. 
If this were the case, it would be difficult for me to 
understand how two opposing parties could base their 
assertions upon the same doctrines. After all, the 
question is not what was said by Luther, the theolo­
gians and the symbols, but what does the Bible have to 
say? ••• I believe in an evolution of the Lutheran 
church. 115 

With but few exceptions, the representatives 
trained by Lbhe for missionary work in America refused 
to follow their spiritual father and embraced the more 
democratic tenets of Walther. The seminary at Ft. 
Wayne, founded and endowed through Lohe 1 s efforts, was 
deeded by him to the Missouri Synod. With the excep­
tion of a settlement in Michigan and several pastors in 
the area adjoining Saginaw Bay, his followers, in whom 
he had pinned hie hopes, departed from him and embraced 
the more "static 11 Lutheranism of 11 ll4issouri" and its 
liberal congregational and synodical organization. He 
had reached the conviction by 1$51 that only through a 
cogcentration of his personal efforts in Michigan could 
be hope to co"Unteract the doctrines of "Misaour1." 5 

In the course of a conversation with Wyneken, 
president of the Missouri Synod, concerning the finan­

cial ~s well as the library needs of the St. Louis 
seminary, Lohe emphasized the need of a separate teach­
ers' seminary in America. He was willing to endow and 



finance such en enterprise to be located in Saginaw, 

MlcC.igan, where 1t would be welcomed by his :friends and 

supporters in that vicinity. Recall1ng the loss Of' hl.s 

Frankonian colonies at Frankenmuth and Frankenb.ilf', 

Michigan; the estrangement of Sihler; and the lose Of' 

Ft. Wayne seminary be proposed to retain temporary 

supervision over the sem1nary and his only remainl.ng 

colony at Frankenhilf, Michigan. By a care:ful d1rec­

tion of the seminary and the continuance of a trustee­
ship over the landed property of Frankenhilf he hoped. 

ta counteract the objectionable doctrines of the M1s­
souri Synod. 7 

Thl.s proposal contained within itself the germ 

of its own undoing. The intimate bond of national. 

fellowship between the colonies loyal to. 11Missour:ttt and 

the one loyal to Lohe was indicative of disagreeable 
relations under the proposed arrangement. The Lohe 

colony was charged "of submitting to slavish d.om1.nation 
and returning to shameful priestly control. 110 When the 

final break between Lobe and 11Missour1" came, Wyneken 

requested., for the sake of peace, that the seminary be 

removed from Saginaw. 'When in Michigan on a tour o:f 

inspection in the capacity of president of the M1.ssouri 

Synod., Wyne ken made the appeal to the settlers at 

Frankenh:il:f ~ "Go to Iowa, there we have no congrega­

tions, nG a remark which left the 1.m:pression that 11Mis­

souri 11 would leave Iowa to Lobe and his followers. 10 

The trek from Michigan 1n the fall of Ul53, led 

by pastors G, Grossmann and J. Diendi3rfer, included two 

students from the Saginaw seminary and families :f'rom 

the Michigan settlements. The immigrants settl.ed :in 
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Dubuque, Iowa. On August 24, 1.854, four ministers, 

Grossmann, Diendi3rfer, s. Fritscbel, and M. ScbUller, 

founded. the Evangelical Synod of Iowa and Other States. 

S. Fritscbel, educated at Niirenberg and Neudettelsau, 

Bavaria, and his brother, Gottfried, were destined to 
play an important part in the future history and growth 

of the Iowa Synod. In 1854, the former was selected 

~rofessor of theology 1n the synod• s seminary, and his 

brother, Gottfried, was appointed to the faculty of the 

same institution in l857, a position which be held tm­

til lgg9. J.1 

The sore disappointment and profound sorrow over 
the loss of the fruits of his labors in America was 

voiced by LClbe in a letter of August 4, 1S53, to his 

friend Sievers, a 11Missouri" pastor of the congregation 
at Frankenmuth, Michigan: 11 If you will recall what has 
happened to my Saginaw colonies from time to tlrne, you 

will realize bow 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 is the same as 
it has ever been ••• You take our people who have emi­
grated from us, our students whom we have sent, and the 
money spent to send them, everything, everything you 
tak.e and we can Journey on. 111 2 Lobe 1 s radical depar­
ture :from llMissouri•sn teachings concerning Chlliasm 
terminated the cordial relations with Sievers in 
l859.1a 

Similar to "Buffalo 11 and "Missouri•r the newly 

founded. Iowa Synod "accepted the Symbolical Books of 
the Evangelical Lutheran church." As to the doctrine 

concerning the church and the ministry, 11 Iowa 11 drifted 
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f'rom "Missouri" and moved toward Grabau, but declined 
to go to the·extreme of' asserting complete jurisdiction 
of' the pastor over his parishioner in all matters not 
specifically prohibited in the Bible. Neither Grabau 
nor "Missouri" accepted the theory laid down by Lohe 
and "Iowa, 11 that the Reformation was a progressive and 
evolutionary movement looking toward a greater com­
pleteness.14 "Iowa" declared that no church could 

claim to be 1n possession 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 it. 
It refused. to lay down the same positive terms upon 
which church unity might be based as did "Missouri•• and 
11Buf'falo,n·but declared absolute doctrinal unity had 

never existed in the church and sho~ld, therefore, not 
be made a condition of church f'ellowship. 15 It would. 
seem, the doctrines of the Iowa Synod if' carried to 
their logical conclusion might ultimately make for an 
understanding with the more conservative "American Lu­
therans, 11 who 1n the fifties were showing a decided 
turn toward the Lutheran confessions. 

It was hardly probably that two Lutheran synods, 
so widely separated in their concept of the Ref orma­
tion, could long escape serious clashes in spite of the 
so-called working agreement between them. The objec­
tive of the one was diametrically opposed to that of 
the other. "Iowa, 11 founded and endowed by Lohe, neces­
sarily fell heir to the program that motivated him in 
founcling the teachers• seminary at Saginaw, Michigan. 
"Its foundation and perpetuation was to serve as a rea.:L 

j 
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protest against the intolerance of' the Missouri Synod.11 

(Durch ihre GrUndung wie durch ihren Fortbestand ein 
tats~chlicher Protest gegen die Und.uldsamkeit d.er 
Missouresynod.e). is The policy to be pursued. by 11Mis­
souri u in its official publication Der Lutheraner was 
specifically outlined by Walther ~n the first edition 
of that periodical. In tt he proposed to present the 
doctrines and history of the Lutheran church, prove it 
"the ancient true church of Christ on earth, not merely 
one of the Christian sects,11 expose false doctrines and. 
practices of those in particular who, in his opinion, 
were spreading false doctrines in the name of Lutheran­
ism. i7 In Der.Lutheran.er of November 30, 1344-, Walther 
stated quite clearly his position toward what he be­
lieved to be erroneous doctrines. 11 Whoever accepts his 
doctrines, faith, and confession to be true, correct, 
and. sure, can not remain in 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. his knaves. A teacher who is silent in 

the presence of error and. still poses as a true teacher 
is worse than a sectarian, his hypocrisy does more harm 

than a heretic, and therefore he is not to be 

trusted. 0 18 

The firm doctrinal conviction of the Missouri 
Synod and its determination to expose what it consid­
ered doctrinal error, exposed the Iowa Synod to relent­
less attack. To accept the Lutheran symbols with re­
servations deprived. it of all claim to the name 
Lutheran in "Missouri's" estimation. It was accused 
of being a Chiliastic and a unionistic synod 1n which 



~a yes and no theology prevai.J.ed. 11 This controversy 

did not reach serious propo:rt1ons until in 1S67, when 
an attempt to establish amicabl.e relations failed. ui 

The nore serious problems of' a Civil ·war and a deter­
mination to restore 11Missouri.1 sit prestige in Germany 

temporarily submerged the doctr1nai conflict. As soon 
as the war had ended a.nd Lutheran il!Urlgra.nts from Ger­

many and many of the midd.l.e western states poured into 
Iowa and adjoin1ng agricultural sections, the contro­
versy again burst forth W:1 th 11M1ssour1" having a de­

c:tded advantage. From 1867 to 1875 scenes somewhat 
sim:l.lar to those enacted between 1111.ussouri" a.nd "Buf-

held the 00ld Lut'hera:n. 11 stage in the West, fi­
nally culminating ip. some twenty min1sters leaving the 
Iowa Synod and Joining either the I(issouri or the 
Wisconsin Synods, affiliated with ttM1ssour111 since 
11572. After. this 0 Iowa11 beat a tactical retreat by 
dropping the controversial conf"e s sional articles with­

out, however, abandoning the l.:iberal doctrines laid 

down in the orig1nal consti tu.t1on. 20 

While the number or LC5he representatives at Ft. 

Wayne had steadily declined al.nee lel50, the enrollment 

of students through other German agencies had offset 
this loss. In the first nine · yea:rs of its existence, 

lS:~ to 1555, ninety-seven students had been admitted 
to the seminary, seventy-two or these had either 
entered the ministry or become parochial school teach­

ers. a 1 SihJ.er, 1.irector of the Ft. Wayne seminary, 
estimated that 9.pproximately one-third of the member­

ship of the Missouri Synod. were Bavarians and Franko­

n1ans (Lohe representatives). 23 The growth of the 

attendance at the st. Louis seminary, intended pr1ma­

rilY for American students, was even more striking than 
that of Ft. Wayne se~inary. Between ig50 and lg5~ 
ninety-four students had registered, and sixty-eight of 
these had entered the m1nistry. 23 In 1860 the tota1 

enrollment had risen to eighty-six. In spite of L5he•s 
determined efforts on behalf of the new venture 1n 

Iowa., "Missouri 1 s 11 expansion in the West was not ser;1-
ously band1capped. 

The advantage of the Missouri Synod did not ha:lt 
the growth of 1ts 110ld Lutheran" rival. From a member­
ship of four, when the Iowa Synod was founded, it had 
grown to forty-one ministers and fifty congregations in 

ten years. In lg73 it could boast of one hundred pas­
tors and one hundred and forty-three congregations. 
Cons1derable credit for this early success is due the 
Fritschel brothers and their ab1lity to maintain the 
support of the L~he foundation until the latter part of 
the s:ixties, when LOhe withdrew from the American mis­
sionary field.2"' 

By the middle of the fifties the turn o'f events 

in the church of Germany proved favorable to the Mis­

souri Synod. The reactionary and h1erarch1cal forces, 
that had been awakened by the revolution of lglj.g and 
brought about a union of throne and altar, gradually 
yielded to more 1iberal concepts of state and church 

government. In the old Lutheran states the administra­
tive affa1rs of the church were vested in synods com­
posed of lay as well as clerical delegates. 25 Every­
where a protest against che hierarchical trends of the 
past was noticeable. In Saxony the Reverend Frierich 
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Brunn had broken with the state church in lgi+g_ His 
study of Luther's works and Walther's book Kirche und 
~had made him a convert for "Missouri" doctrines and 
practices. In 1860 he was prevailed upon by Walther to 
do for 11Missouri 11 what Lohe had done in the formative 
years of the synod.e6 

The formation of a close confessional bond With 
Brunn was indubitably one of the outstanding achieve­
ments of the Missouri Synod in the second half of the 
nineteenth century. No longer was 1t necessary for the 
synod to depend. exclusively upon its journalistic ef­
forts to batter down the prejudice Grabau and L6he had 
aroused against it. In Brunn it found a vigorous and 
aggressive advocate.' who succeeded in turning the tide 
of opposition from 1t. In an appeal for. funds in Ger­
many for senlilng men to Ft. Wayne seminary, where they 
were to complete their training for the American mis­
sion field, Der Pilger aus Sachsen made much of the 
fact that the Missouri Synod looked to Saxony as the 
land of its origin. Brunn's Journalistic efforts were 
later made more effective when he published a mission 
journal for propagating .American mission needs.e 7 

Brunn, who had passed through religious experi­
ences at the University of Leipzig quite like those of 
Walther and h1.s Saxon colleagues before him, was moved 
with a similar spiritual fervor. Once having decided 
to promote the interest of his Lutheran brethren 1n 
Amer1.ca he utilized all the resources at his command to 
achieve his objective. From year to year he travelled 
throughout Saxony and northern Germany mak1.ng personal 
appeals in the :interest of 11Missouri" and its enter-

.... ,:, 
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prise. His effor~s soon dispelled all opposition and 
again gave the Saxon synod a place of vantage in Lu­
theran G€rmany. In 1862, he was able to announce that 
his appeals were meeting With enthusiastic response and 
in no case did he encounter opposition to a program de 
voted exclusively to the support of "Missouri." In 

Saxony, Hanover, and Lauenburg, the willingness to· co­
operate with 11M1ssouri 11 alone was in response to his­
torical rather than dogmatic motives.ea 

Early in January, lg61, Brunn had made all 
arrangements to open a 11Prosem1nar" (preparatory 
school) and was prepared to extend his work as soon as 
funds were available. By this time "Missouri" bad 
prospered to such an extent that Walther's appeal at 
home for voluntary contributions for the German project 
met with almost immediate response. The funds sent to 
Germany exceeded the fondest hopes of Brunn. 2 g Even 
then the American contributions, steadily augmented by 
German gifts, fell far abort of the requirements neces­
sary to care for the large number of students who ap­
plied for foreign missionary training. Of the eighty 
to one hundred applicants in lg63, only twenty or 
thirty could be accepted. With adequate financial 
assistance Brunn might readily have supplied the needs 
of the practical 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, Illinois, 1.n lg64-, 11Missouri's" 
benefactor agreed to send twenty men annually to Addi­
son for teachers training preparatory for service in 

Lutheran parochial schools.so 
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Nothing could have been more encouraging to the 
leaders of 11Missouri 11 than the momentum their efforts 
had received. No one realized more than Wyneken or 
Walther the advantage of being first on the new field 
0for the harvest.113 1 

When new German immigrants began pouring into 
the West after the Civil War, "Missouri•sll resources at 
home and abroad were so co-ordinated that the synod was 
better able than any other to send its pastors into new 
settlements and outflank its rivals. Simultaneous With 
the expansion of the German "Proseminar11 the physical 
plants at st. Louis and Ft. Wayne were enlarged, and 
the teachers' seminary at Addison was opene~ in prepa­
ration for future expansion.3 2 On the other hand 
Grabau had suffered a decisive setback from the hands 
of "1l1ssouri1' in J.S66, and the Iowa Synod was having to 
depend almost entirely upon its own resources. 

After more than twenty years of service 1n the 
interest of confessional Lutheranism in America, Wal­
ther was filled with optimism when he described the 
fruits of 11Missouri's 11 labors. "It is a source of pro­
found joy to travel through the United States and 
everywhere see the results of the self-sacrifice and 
zeal of our pastors. Through their untiring efforts 
germinal or key (Kern) congregations have been founded, 
possessing a thorough and sound understanding of Lu­
theran doctrines. These have become a veritable leaven 
in their communities ••• ! rejoice when I think back to 
the terrible conditions which existed when I landed in 
America, when hardly a trace of Lutheran understanding 
was to be found. The synod bas been extended through-

out the Union as a network reaching from the farthest 
north in Minnesota, to the farthest south in LoUisiana 
and Texas, from the extreme east in New York and Viz--;. 
ginia, to the west in California. Sound Lutheran lit­
erature and cld documents in thousands of volumes have 
found their way to America, and.even in other synods a 
healthful growth is apparent.n 3 3 

In the same letter he alluded to the co~lict 
With "Buffalo" as a cross, but in spite of this he re­
garded it a blessing in disguise since it led to a more 
intensive study. Brunn•s work he considered an impor­
tant step in the cause of Lutheranism in America and in 
maintaining a point of contact with the mother church. 
In stilr another letter to BrUlUl written November g, 
lg65, he said: "It is wonderi'ul. to see the way 1n 
which Gcid turns the hearts of people to us in all parts 
of the United States. Doors are opened to us in spite 
of the opposition against us appearing 1n most periodi­
cals, in spite of all of the sectarian emissaries who 
precede and follow us to sow the seed of distrust. 03 • 



CHAPTER XII 

THE SCANDINAVIAN .AND GER.MAN LUTHERANS 

' / Lutherans o:f all shades were inf'luenced, to a 
greater or lesser degree, by the leaven o:f orthodoxy 
disseminated by the "Old Lutherans" :from Germany. As 
the "American Lutherans" o:f the East were f'orced to 
give ground to the onslaught o:f con:fessionalism :from 
the West, the Scandinavians o:f the West were gradually 
being cast into a more con:f.'essional mold by their con­
servative German Lutheran neighbors. Their practical 
isolation :from the influence o:f the mother church in 
Scandinavia made the Norwegians and Swedes all the more 
susceptible to the .American religious currents and 
caused them to scan the situation in a hope o:f making 
such adjustments as would enable them to meet a tempo-

. ra:ry crisis.1 
Barring typical national and regional character­

istics, the religious forces which helped to mold the 
character of the Scandinavian immigrants were rot very 
different :from those in the rest o:f Europe. In the 
established church o:f Sweden and Norway, the Lutheran, 
:formalism, high-churchism, and rationalism had made 
considerable progress, particularly among the h1gl1er 
clergy and those in the urban centers. Such a reli­
gious backgrotmd coupled with the :fact that the pastors 
were, above all, state o:f:ficials contributed toward a 

spiritual neglect of their :flock and a decline o:f popu­
lar interest in the formal church service. On all 
sides the preachers were severely criticised by the 
"Pietists" (lAsare) in Sweden, and by the Haugians, or 
lay preachers, and re:formers 1n Norway :for an utter 
lack of appreciation o:f moral and spiritual values. 
This protest against the demoralizing in:f.'luence o:f 
seventeenth century :formalism, and eighteenth century 
rationalism and materialism was not so di:f:ferent from 
the "new measures" in America such as Sabbath observ­
ance, temperance movements, and revivalism. While this 
new phenomena endangered the very doctrinal structure 
o:f the Lutheran church in .America, the movement in 

Scandinavia was held in check by a persistent emphasis 
upon "pure Lutheran doctrine," a doctrinal attitude 
which placed the Scandinavian Lutherans between the 
II.American Lutherans" and the "Old Lutherans. 0 

O:f the two immigrant groups the Norwegians 
showed a greater doctrinal cleavage and diversity 1.n 

ritualistic practice. The one :faction led by Elling 
Eielsen, who arrived at Fox River, Illinois, in 1839, 
was composed almost entirely o:f settlers from Sta­
vanger, Norway, a commercial center which had been torn 
by religious dissent bordering on revolt. It was in 
this hotbed that Haugianism, a movement represented in 
America by Eielsen, took root. Hans Nielsen Hauge, 
born of peasant stock in l77l, became incensed over the 
:failure 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 convictions even though he had not 



been ordained or trained in the customary manner of the 
Lutheran divine. In the face of most trying opposi­
tion, punishment, and even 1.mprisonment he. pushed his 
activity with a determination that seemed to sweep all 
before him. Unflinchingly he denounced the wickedness 
and flagrant neglect of the clergy in the execution of 
their spiritual functions. It was largely in this at­
mosphere of spiritual strife that Norwegian immigrants 
bad been reared. 

The Fox FUver settlement, a second Stavanger 
torn by controversies between Quakers and varying 
shades of Haugianists, was a fertile field for secta­
rian propaganda. Into this community the lay preacher, 
Elling Eielsen, injected his personality, freed Fox 
FUver of most of its sects, and brought most of the 
settlers back into the low-church fold of Lutheranism. 
His natural antipathy against the clergy soon became 
such an obsession with him that he could hardly think 
of the clergy without accusing the "long-frocked11 

churchmen of "living in dance and drunkenness, riot and 
revel." Eielsen might trul.y have carried Norwegian Lu­
thel'!lllism in America with him had it not been for his 
crude and roughshod manner by which he hoped to accom­
plish his ends. But instead hie bitter 1nVect1vee left 
an indelible stamp o:f high and low churchism on the 
Danish Lutheran church. 

The anti-clericalism, so common among the Fox 
River settlers, was by no means general in other Nor­
wegian colonies. A considerable number o:f the 1Jllm1-

grants, as exemplified in MUskego and Koshkonong, Wis­
consin, were moderate Haugianists ready to accept the 
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services of lay preachers, until such time when a regu­
larly ordained pastor was available. They had a pro­
found respect :for the clerical office. The dangers and 
tragedies of frontier life inadvertently turned their 
thoughts back to their homeland and the parting admoni­
tion of their pastors, and had awakened in·them a long­
ing for a duly consecrated minister. Though the 
spiritual needs of the Muskego settlement were ably di­
rected by two of its most respected citizens, these 
lay-preachers, no less opposed to this procedure, were 
instrumental in having Claus Lauritz Clausen regularly 
called and ordained pastor of their cllllrch in 1S4-3. In 

spite of Eielsen's numerous visits to the Muskego set­
tlement he was unable to secure a real follow!Dg there. 

Intimately associated with the Muskego group, 
served by Clausen, was the Koshkonong settlement under 
the pastoral charge of J. W. C. Dietrichson, ordained 
by Bishop Sorensen, on February 26, 1~44, at Oslo 
church in Sweden. He came to America with the resolve 
permanently to establish the Norwegian church in the 
New World. With this objective before him he decided 
to settle 1n Koshkonong because of its central location 
with reference to other Norwegian settlements in Wis­
consin and Illinois. He was convinced of the necessity 
of organizing his countrymen into congregations along 
the lines laid down by the Norwegian State church,·if' 
they were to be saved from the sectarian confusion 
which was besetting them on all sides. Little diffi..; 
culty was encountered in bringing Clausen in line with 
his .high-church attitude, but the gU1:f' between Dietrich­
son and the low-church anti-clerical Eielsen was so 



172 

great that a clash between the two was inevitable. 
While Dietrichson and Clausen pursued their pro­

gram of builii1ng churches and organizing congregations, 
Eielsen busied himself with the task of gathering his 
followers in the northwest states, in Missouri and 
Texas, "about the Word of God without bothering about 
such claptrap as organization." In spite of hie aver­
sion to formal congregational structure, the general 
trend toward group unity among the Lutherans of the 
West, coupled with the pressure exerted by Eielsen•s 
converts, Paul Aniierson and Olaf' Andrewsen, caused him 
to abandon his arbitrary procedure and adopt constitu­
tional safeguards for his followers. By le46 he bad 
capitulated and consented to the introduction of ~con­
stitutional claptrap, II 

Two years later his converts turned against h1m 

and on trumped-up charges forced him out of' the synodi­
cal organization founded 1n 1$46. With Eielsen out of 
the way they proceeded to join the Franckean Synod, one 
of the most liberal synods which rejected the Augsburg 
Confession and sought to unil;e the Lutheran and Re­
formed into a single body. As the situation became un­
tenable for Anderson in the Franckean Synod, and he . 
found himself' practically ostracized by the Norwegians, 
he struck up a friendship with Esbjorn, then a liberal 
Swedish pastor, and they with several Swedes and Nor­
wegians formed the Synod of Northern Illinois 1n 1$511 

as a protest against the loose confessionalism of the 
Franckean Synod. 

In 1S50, P. A. Rassmussen, who ca.me to America 
from Norway to serve in the capacity of a parochial 
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school teach~r, was affiliated with Eielsen in founding 
the synod of' >~he HEvangelica1 Lutheran church of North 
America,• or the Eielsen Syrnd. In conjunction Wil;h 
his teaching auties Rassmussen, as was wont in the Lu­
theran church, performed the duties of an assistant 
pastor or lay-preacher. Dissatisfied w1.th his qualii'i­
cation he concluded to enter the 0practical 11 theolog1-
cal seminary of the J'Aissouri Synod at Ft. Wayne, Indi­

ana, Here under the able guidance of Bihler he was 
indoctrinated with the fundamental tenets of the Mis­
souri Synod. In the critical years of the fifties, 
when the doctrinal con1'lict between 11M1ssourin and 
other German Lutheran synods had reached almost a white 
heat, Rassmussen could hardly be expected to escape the 
impact of the controversies. The conflict between 
"Missouri" and "Buf'falo" concerning the ministry, which 
had a semblance of the dispute between the exponents of 
high and low-churchism in the Norwegian church, waa at 
its height in Rassmussen• s student days, and the quar­
rel between Lohe and·Iowa on the one band and "Mis­
souri" on the other· had got under way when he was or­

dained in 1S54. 
Dietrichson and his followers were even more 

insistent upon a synodical organization than the other 
Norwegian Lutheran factions, but various circumstances 
intervened to prevent an early completion of such a 
task. The plan of organization was temporarily inter­
rupted by Dietrichson' s m1ssion 1n Norway between IS45 
and lg46, 1n the interest of the oburch 1n America. No 
sooner than he returned he and bis associates took up 

their task of organization w1.tb renewed vigor. New 



congregations were gathered and a standard form of con­
gregational constitution was evolved whlcl~ was a model 
for future congregations, and its basic doctrinal pro­
visions, like those of Walther's constitution for his 
church at St. Louis, were incorporated into Dletrlch­
sonl s synodical constitution adopted by his colleagues 
1n 1851. 

Dletrlchson•s lack of tact and his domineering 
personality, coupled with an exalted notion of his of­
fice, prevented the cons1lllI1"atlon of a new synodical 
order under his leadership. Not until after his perma­
nent departure for Norway ln 1850 was his plan realized 
by a corps of able and less aggressive followers. The 
leadership of Dletrlchson now fell upon the Reverend 
A. C. Preus and H. A. Preus, who directed the destiny 
of the new synod from 1852 until the latter's death 1n 

189~- These in conjunction with Clausen, Nils Brandt, 
and G. F. Dletrlchson met in convention at Muskego, 
February, J.e52, rescinded the organization of 1851, and 
adopted a new constitution wh1ch el1m1.nated the contro­
versial features of the Dletrlchson constitution. 

Once the Norwegians bad formally organized, the 
question of their future afflllatlon was a matter of 
vital concern to the older Lutheran synods. The Synod 
of Northern Illinois with a preponderant Swedish mem­
bership cast its lot w1.th the General Synod 1n 1853, 
then the largest Lutheran organization ln the United 
States. The symbolical Elelsen and Norwegian synods 
would necessarily have to look to the more conservative 
Lutheran synods of the West. Of these the Joint Synod 
of Ohio made a strong bid for the .Norwegian Synod, in 
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the hope that such an arrangement would increase its 
prestige in the Middle West. It had gone to great 
lengths to erase from 1ts constitution the objectiona­
ble Reformed features, and had impressed upon the Nor­
wegians that 1 t bad not only subscrlb.ed to the .Augsburg 
Confession but to all of the Lutheran Symbols. It 
pJ.aced the stamp of approval upon the constitution of 
the Norwegian Synod and ln J.851, invited it to affili­
ate and establish a professorship ln uoh1ols seminary, 
Capital University at CoJ.umbus, Ohio. The offer, how­
ever, was rejected on the ground that the synod did not 
possess sufficient knowJ.edge of its doc~rlne and prac­
tice to unite with the Joint Synod of Ohlo. 2 

What part the Missouri Synod bad ln preventing 
such an arrangement ls, of course, a question, but we 
do know that the Joint Synod of Ohio was frequently 
singled out in Der Lutheraner for its Reformed tenden­
cies and un-Lutheran practices. In spite of the con­
stltutlonal compromise of the Ohio Synod, the Missouri 
Synod couJ.d not refrain from pointing out the bid made 
for Reformed support by administering the Lord's Supper 
in a manner acceptabJ.e to them. In 1850 and 1851 the 
contents of the hymnaJ. used by the Joint Synod of Ohio 
was severely crltlclzed, for ln lt were found hymns of 
a decided Calvlnlstlc tinge. Many of the old songs of 
the Reformation period with a decided Lutheran coloring 
were found to have been entlreJ.y omltted. 9 This 1nteI'­
est of "Missouri• in the Norwegian Lutherans was not 
pureJ.y negative, for 1n J.84e WaJ.ther's congregation 
made a J.lberal contribution to J. Gustavus Schmidt who 
had organized a Norwegian Lutheran Congregation in 

Chlcago. 6 
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Once a wedge bad been driven between the Norwe­
gian Synod and the Joint Synod ocf Ohio, the Missouri 
Synod occupied a position of vantage within Norwegian 
ranks, The removal of the clauses 1n the constitution 
of the Norwegian Synod 1n 1552, whl.ch bad been the 
source of relentless attacks from Eielsen, was a first 
unconscious step toward an understanding. It was not 
until the middle of the fifties, when the dispute be­
tween the two groups was placed upon a scholarly plane, 
that peace overtures were made. Rassmussen, a leader 
1n Eieleen 1 s synod, showed the effect of hls "Missouri" 
training by occupying a doctrinal position between that 
of E1elsen and the Norwegian Synod. Thie gesture on 
hie part opened the way ror negotiations between these 
hostile factions. In the course of t~.e discussions be­
tween 1g56 and 1B62 the work of Walther's Xirche und 
!!lJ!. and the articles contained in Leh.re und Wehre, 

1111!issouri's" theological JoW'llRl, figured extensively,• 
The most serious obstacle to amicable relations 

was removed in 1B56 when Rassmussen with about half the 
membership or the Eielsen Synod broke 1i'1th their leader 
over a proposal to impose certain restrictions on "J.ay­
activi ty. Another factor contributing to negotiations 
between the Rassmussen raction and the Norwegian Synod 
was the •synod1 s 11 desire to establish closer relations 
with WJlissour1 11 by creating a Norwegian professorshlp 
at Concordia Theological Seminary in St. Louie, and 

sending young men to that institution for pastoral 
training. Eoth factions now were able to find in •Mis­
eour1. • a party 1n a favorable position to act as an 1n­

tennedlary, At the series of.conferences held between 

1B59 and 1$62 for ironing out aoctrlnal differences 
pro"-'inent "Missourians" like Walther, Filrbringer, 
Crii."1er, and Lochner were present a.~d participated in 
the discussions. When it finally seemed as though a 
deadlock was imminent, Ws.lther was able to step 1n the 
breach and bring about a union and make the Missouri 
synod the directing force in the new synod." 

The addition of the Rassmussen faction to met!l­
bership in the Norwegian Synod was a consplcuous advan­
tage to the prestige of the Kissourl Synod. It had not 
only brought together two divergent groups but had 
strengthened its position among the Norwegian Lutherans. 
In the fall of 1S59, th"' Norwegian Synod had estab­
lished a Norweglan professorship at Concordia Theologi­
cs.1 se~inary in st. Lo~ie, Missouri, to meet the urgent 
needs of rnisslonating a.i::ong the Norwegian immigrants. 
From lS59 until l·S76, when the NorweglMa rounded an 
independent se~lnary, their divinity students trained 
at "1"iseouri" institutions were motivated by the sp1.I'1 t 
which set the Missouri Synod apart cfroc all other con­
fessional Lutheran bodies 1n America.? 

The Swedish Lutherans were in much the same pre­
dicament as the Norwegians when it came to min1ster1ng 
to the spiritual needs of their immigrant brethren. 
with but faint hopes ror assistance from the mother 
church in Sweden they were forced to me~t a religious 
crisis as best they could. They were confronted by the 
alternative of independent action or alliance with an 
extsttng Lutheran synod. With •.A.~erican• and 'Old Lu­
therans" alike bidding ror scandlnavl.an affiliates, t:ie 
Swedes found it rather difficu<t to choose betw~en th~ 
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contending groups. The German Lutherans were at swords 
points w1th each other over doctrinal matters; the 
Joint Synod of Ohio was too ta:r removed from the real 
field of Swedish activity, while the General Synod of 
the East seemed all too liberal for the piet1stic and 
seeming liberal Swedish Lutherans. In this dilel'.!ll:la 
Esbjorn, a pietist, liberal, and founder of the Swedish 
church ir. .America, decided to ca.st his lot With the 
Norwegian ps.sto~ Anderson and other Lutherans in found­
ing the Synod of.Northern Illinois a.t Cedarsville on 
Se~tember lg, lg51. 

?roe the f 1rst the Synod of Northern Illinois 
was torn by opposing confessional trends, each hoping 
ultimately to ~ain the advantage for their doctrinal 
ter.ets. '.i.'he conservatives were extolled for their doc­
trinal stea;i1"astness an.d were led to believe that they 
bad been tricked into a.n alliance with a pseudo­
Lutheran and Calvinistic synod. As the doctrinal bick­
erings between the contending factions became more in­
tolerable, the Scandinavian Lutherans, led by EsbJorn 
who had co~e to occupy a core conservative position, 
seceded from the synod in 1560 and organized the Evan­
gelical Augustan.a. Synod of North America. 

The synod adopted as its rule of faith the old­
est cre<:ds of the Ch.r1st1an church as well as "the 
Augsburg Confession as a corre6t summary of the essen­
tials of Christian doctrine developed and expla1:ned in 

the other symbolical bo.oks. 11 In 1570, after the Norwe­
gians withd.rew, the Augustana Synod affiliated with the 

General Council, a body J.oyal to the Lutheran symbols. 

CH.APTER XIII 

THE GENERAL SYNOD SUCCUMBS TO CONSERVATISM 

By the Qiddle of the ni.neteenth century the lib­
eral party of the General Synod of the ".American Lu­

theran" church had been put on the defensive against 
the rising tide of confessional Lutheranism from the 
West. Within its own ranks the leaven of orthodoxy 
threatened the very structure of the ~Alllerican Lu­

theran" church of the i.ast. No longer could the lib­
eral editor of the Lutheran Observer look as compla­
cently upon the future as in 1845, when he drew a 
comparison between the "01~ Lutherans" of tbe West and 
their brethren of the Prussian church: DHaving sald 
this much, it ls scarcely necessary to add that the 
same narrow bigoted spirit which prevails among the 
school in Prussia, seems to rule with undiminished 
force in the West. Thank God this unholy spirit can 

never enter our English churches. u In less the.n a. de­
cade he found the cause ot conservative Lutheranism 
advancing and even threatening to sweep the General 
Synod betore it. No longer was the Tennessee Synod's 
demand for confessionaliso the sole voice of an "Aneri­
can Lutheran" group 1n tl':e Eazt whio:t! dei::a.nded a t·eturn 
to Luther and l:is d.octrir.:es. 

Wit:t!in the General Synod itself tt.e proponents 
of a str1~ter all~gian~e to the Lutt.e~an confessions 



were making theoselves heard. In the theological semi­
nary at Gettysburg, where S. S. Schmucker had champi­
oned tte cause of "American Lutheranism" for more than 
two decades, the conservative party was ably repre­
sented in the latter forties by William M. Reynolds. 
After lS~ the Lutheran Observer had ceased to be the 
sole spokesI:lan for the "American Lutherans" and the 
right wing of the synod came to the defense of historic 
Lutheranism by the publication of the Missionary in 
1S4S, edited by Willial!l A. Passavant at Pittsburgh, and 
the Evangelical Review edited by William M. Reynolds, 
professor at Gettysburg Seminary and colleague of S. S. 
Schmucker.+ A similar voice of protest against the 
radical trends Within the General Synod was raised by 

oany of the core conservative pastors in the affiliated 
synods. Eve!'yllhere the conservatives succeeded in oc­
cupying strategic positions and gaining control of 
synodical affairs. The liberal Ministerium of New York 
was carried into conservative ranks by the move of Ger­
man immigration. 1 

Synods toward which the General Synod had cast 
covetous glances had been forced to capitulate to the 
conservatl.ve party before they were incorporated in the 
general body. The application of four of such synods 
to the General Synod in 1S53, was, without a doubt, in 
response to a sincere desire on the part of the confes­
sionalists, both in and outside of the General Synod, 
to force it i11i:o more conservative channels. In that 
year the mother synod, the Ministerium of Pennsylvania, 
was readmitted after thirty years of separation grow1.ng 
out of its hostility to the dominance o:f libe.rals l.n 
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the General Synod. Simultaneous with the Ministerium 
the synods of Pittsburgh, of Texas, and of Northern 
Illinois, each a bit more reactionary than the other, 
were accepted into synodical membership. Thereafter 
the left wing Lutherans headed by S. S. Schmucker and 
Benjamin Xui:tz were hard pressed to retain leadership 
and perpetuate their principles of progressive Lu­
theranism. 

From 1S53 to 1S55 both factions sought by 
strategy to gain a position of vantage without disturb­
ing the calm which seemed to pervade the conventions 
of the General Synod. In 1S54, but one year after its 
affiliation with the General Synod, the leadership of 
the Synod of Northern Illinois was captured by the more 
confessional Swedish Lutherans, who forced through a 
revision of the constitution by substituting for the 
words "ma1n1y correct" as applied to the Augsburg Con­
fession, the word 11 correct. 11 In the following year the 
same faction had forced Francis Springer, a left wing 
"American Lutheran," to resign the presidency of Illi­
nois state University and abandon his hopes of using 
that educational institution of the Synod of Northern 
Illinois as an agency sowing the seed of "Alllerican Lu­
theranism" among the •old Lutherans• of the West. 
s. w. Harkey,·a confessionalist, was appointed presi­
dent pro-tempore to be succeeded by William M. Reynolds 
in 1S57. In the Maryland Synod Benjamin Kurtz, finding 
his position untenable, withdrew from it with col­
leagues of like mind and founded the Melanchthon Synod 
upon broad latitudinarian basis by directly repudiating 
doctrines laid down in the Augsburg Confession. 3 
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The atmosphere in the General Synod was charged 
with a tenseness which evinced the coming of a severe 
storm. Church periodicals and pamphlet literature 
presented the pros and cons of the contending forces in 
the "American Lutheran" church with the 11 0ld Lutheran• 
journals adding the weight of their influence in sup­
porting the advocates of a more formal Lutheranism. In 
all fairness to the Lutheran Observer it must be said 
that its editor was as impartial as such an ardent sup­
porter of the radical group could expect to be in mak­
ing available its columns to both factions. He and 
s. S. Schmucker brought into play all of their inge­
nuity and scholarship to show that the Lutheran church 
was the resu1t 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 ~onditions. In the course of the formal discus­
sions in the early fifties the entire controversy was 
removed from the realm of confusion and uncertainty and 
given a definiteness, by the liberals laying down 
specific principles upon which they hoped to establish 
the "American Lutheran• church.3 But the conservatives 
were not idle, for with tradition, dogmas, and confes­
sions on their side their chief spokesman, William M. 
Reynolds, declared through the columns of the Lutheran 
Observer, •the General Synod and all united with it are 
children of the Augsburg Confession, or rather this is 
a part of a common inheritance bequeathed to them by 
their forefathers, the precious legacy of their faith 
and piety. a" 

·, 

As the opposition to Schmucker's theory became 
more pronounced, he put aside his former reserve and 
stated explicitly his doctrinal position. He contended 
that the Augsburg Confession was the only Lutheran con­
fession 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 
its pecu1iar environment. Among other things he said: 
"Our own impression of the equity of the case is this, 
that so long as the Lutheran church, in this· or any 
other country, adheres to the principle of Lutheranism, 
that the Bible.is the only 1nfe1lible ru1e of faith and 
practice, and believes the cardinal doctrines of Lu­
ther's system, together with so many of his peculiari­
ties, or to agree more fu1ly with them as a whole, than 
with the peculiarities of any other denomination, she 
may justly retain the Lutheran name; and all the world, 
a few ultraists excepted, Will cordially proclaim the 
equity of the designation."• 

On the basis of this supposition, Scbmucker :ie-. 

clared that the laity as well as the clergy had a right 
to change what "they believed wrong 1n the religious 
practices of their predecessors and to conform it to 
the Word of G<>d as had Luther and the -other Christians 
of the sixteenth century • 118 He denied the validity of 
certain of the doctrines set forth in the Augsburg Con­
fession and accepted by the 1 0ld Lutherans," such as 
the bodily presence of the Savior 1n the Lord's Supper, 
the doctrine of mass (in reality a statement pertaining 
to the Lord's Supper), confession, absolution, excom-
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test against the document. From the "American Lu­
theran" East to the "Old LutheranH West, church publi­
cations denounced it. One declared the Platform trea­
son to the caus.e of' Lutheranism. Synods outside the 
General body, much concerned. over the consequences of' 
such radical declaration, met 1n a Joint assembly to 
discuss the Augsburg Confession and its place in the 
Lutheran church. At the .conv~ntions held in Co:J.umbus, 
O_hio, and Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, Walther, of the 
Missouri Synod, was one of .the leading speakers, some­
thing Which would have been inconceivable a decade be­
fore. The hostile attitude of the "Symbolists" aggra­
vated the situation.and brought the synod face to face 
With uJ.tilnate disintegration.•2 

After 1$57 the lines of cleavage had grown so 
tense that complete synodical disintegration was in­

evitable. In each succeeding convention new and per­
plexing ques•ions harassed the delegates, in which the 
liberals made gestures of' approving a confessional com­
promise, but almost in the same breath they decidedly 
turned to the left• In lg59 the Melanchthon Synod, 
created by BenJalliin Xurtz because of' his resentment 
against the ref'uslil of' the Maryland Synod to adopt the 
Definite Synod.i{)al Platform, applied for admission to 
the General Synod. This application placed squarely 
before the synod the recognition of a body which stood 
four square on the declarations of the Platform. In 
the vote taken the principle of latitudinarianism, 
which characterized the. General Synod, prevailed and by 
a divided vote of ninety-six to twenty-six the Melanch­
thon Synod was admitted, on recommendation that it 

~\ 
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reconsider and change its doctrinal basis 11 of the para­
graph in regard to certain alleged errors in the inter­
est of' harmony and the turtherance of the great objects 
for which we are laboring together.n•s Th.is action 
brought forth a violent protest from the representative 
of' the Ministerium oi' Pennsy:J.vania and the Scandinavian 
delegates sitting in the convention.•6 

At this assembly the General Synod had reached 
its height, for the political events of the nation were 
shaping themselves in such a way as to separate the 
Union and Confederate factions of the "American Lu­
theran 11 church. Because of the uncertainty and confu­
sion caused by the Civil War a postponement of the 
meeting of the synod until 1$62 was deemed advisable. 
The southern delegates refused to participate 1n the 
convention of 1$62, as the resolution sent to President 
Lincoln by the northern wing of the synod was inter­
preted by the southern Lutherans as an act of exclusion 
barring them from future membership 1n the General 
Synod. In 1$63 the five district synods which bad 

withdrawn organi:r.ed "The General. Synod of the Evangeli­
cal Lutheran Church 1n the Confederate States of 
America" upon a strict confessional foundation. Like 
other Protestant denominations fundamentalism was so 
much more firmly rooted in the South than 1n the North 
that in 1$66 the southern Lutherans decided to perpetu­
ate the synod under the name the "Evangelical Lutheran 
General Synod 1n North America. 11 Having decided to 
plant themselves 11 firmly upon the Augsburg Confession, 
the proud bulwark of Protestantism, despite all opposi­
tion from Whatever source arrayed against us" the 
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1outher:i synod could hardly have been expected to re­

un1 te •1th the General Synod ln ig66. 1
" 

The final cr1s1a 1n the history of the Gener"1 
Synod cu;.e 1n 156~, when the Fra.nokean Synod petitioned 

tor 1r1em~r~h1p. At a convention or tl'.e general body 
auombled at Cha::ibersburg, ?ennsyl V"a.nla, in lg39, it 
co.ndellllled the Franckean Synod for having introduced_ 
praoticeo 'll'hich the General Synod •considered contrary 
to the Word of God. 1 1• Motivated by a desire tor 
87n<>dleal eXpanaion this ban was 1:1.t'ted in lg57. The 
ad::i1eo1on of the Yela.,chtbon Synod to membership 1n the 
~ncro.l Synod. oo eneo1Jraged the Fra.nckean Synod that lt 
appllod for a&.1es1on to the synod. After a heated de­
bate tho Frnnckea.n Synod was admitted by a vote of 
ninety-sevon to forty, on condition that "said synod at 
lt• next meeting, declare in Rn oft'1e1a1 manner its 
adoption of the doctrinal articles or the Augsburg Con­
r~ssion as a irubatantill.J.ly cor-reot exhibition of the 
fun!!Ju:lental doctrine of the Word or CJod.1117 By this 

; sot the OeneraJ. Synod established a precedent whereby a 
~:mod oollld be lldl:litted Without mliklllg any open decl.a­
ratlon of aBnent to tb& basic oonressiona of the Lu­
thora.n ohurah. To all.d :ruei to the :names the Franckean 
.llr.>C>d had gono eo tar as to substltuh its O'llll contes-
110n or tatth tor the funds.mental Lutheran contess1on.~a 

There •ee~ed to be no otb~r aJ.ternat1V'e tor tbe 
lill.n11ter.\um or Pen:naylvll.ll1a and synods of 1:1.ke mind 
than to 1saue a formal protest against the action 
tabll. n.e aolaae offered. the oonteseions..liets by 

pledging th6 ll<'tneral Synod to a formal acceptance or 
the Augoburg Confession must have seemed nothing less 

tha..-i a "10oker;• ot everyth lng that savored ct Lutheran-
1 sm. In keeplr.g with the ter:r:s upon which the M1n1s­

teri•Jm had jo1r.ed the General Synod ln 1S53, its dele­
gates w:l.thdrew from the a~secbly or the convention 1n 

186~, and ln 1866 the for!!!al separation from the Gen­
eral Synod was Officially announced at Lancaster, 
?en-isylvanla. The action ·J:f the Minlsterlum was soon 
followed by the New York 1Unlster1Ultl, tl'.e ?1 ttaburg:h 
S;71od, the E.-i~llsh Synod of Oh!o, nnd the synods of 
Illinois~ ~ir~esota, a..~d iexas,~g Two years before ~ 

formal separation fror- the Gen~ral Synod all hop~s ot a 
reoonc1llat1on werP out ot the question, for the ~in1s­
teriWD severed its relntlons w1 th the Gettysburg Sernl.­
nary and founded lts own school at Philadelphia, whose 
t"nculty was :lade -up ot ChB.T1es Fort~rfi~ld. KrR·.1t11., 

C. F .. Sa.ti.n.e!fer, and W. J. ;.:Hr..n. a.11 staunch de:fl?nders 

of the Lutheran contession.~ 0 

No eaooner th.an L.}:e forwal b!'f>l'l.k with the :J.tnr•ral 

Synod had ooo~r!'-:~a, t:r.e :.Un!.stt"•riu.m put into r:i.Otlon the 

machinery fDr uni tin~,, all or !:he Luthel"BI!. synods of the 

United Stat~s a::d Ca.-ia~a. which were willing to plodj,:e 

thelr support to .nll tJ!' tl:e- L~lthera.n oonf'('s91ons t•:":.•'.l 

symbols. At 1:f:e preli"11nacy conver.tion e.ss.,:ibl~d a;; 

Rending, Pennsylvania, Dec''"'ber 12-14, 13<:6, tl.lrteGn 
synods were l"'eprest~nted ir:.cl"iJding the ~1zsour1 Sy:i.od., a 

body whlc:C. !"-J>.d ~hus r~ !:eJ..i itself alco:r fror:: such as­
S!!i11b1Les.. The w111.1r..gne-ss of "U-1sso1~ri" tn participate 

in thls endeavor was 5Uffic1.,,nt prco.f that a conatdera­
ble nurnber ot t!':D 11 Ar.er~ca.n Ll.<th~rnns" had. cap1tulat·3'd 

to no1d Luthl?rnnism. 1' ':1!·3·:>uc:!"o~t t:r.e antiro :nati0n 

synods und con;;T~r.at1ong passrr-d. thI·o~·:;h a precess of 



disinte!1;'.!'.'ation 1n which their cembership felt them­
selves called upon to choose between fundamentalism an~ 
liberalism. 21 

In the prelli!:L~ary discussions at the Reading 
meeting both the Gernan and English languages ware em­
ployed. The funda.~ental principles of faith formulated 
for the convention by Cbarles Porterfield Krauth placed 
the assembly squarely on the doctrinal basis of the 
A~gsburg Confession and the other sycbolical books be­
cause they were •in perfect haxmony of one and the same 
sp!ritual faith. 11 Matters of ecclesiastical polity 
were to be left to the respective synods. With the ex­
ception of the representatives of ":Missouri" and the 
Norwegian Synod the delegates agreed to the consUl!D'lla­
tion of a new General Synod, and decided to meet in 
for;:al session the following year. In November, ig67, 

;./.·the first convention of "The General Council of the 
Evangelical Lutheran Church of North America" met' at 
Ft, Wayne, Indiana. Three years later the Augustana 
Synod, which had been formed by a separation of the 
Scandinavian from the Synod of Northern Illinois in 
ie:6o, Joined the General Council,"" 

Though both "Missouri• and the Norwegian Synod 

were perfectly satisfied with the doctrinal basis 
adopted by the Reading convention, they favored a delay 
or several years before a final organization was estab­
lished. In these years they recol!lCended the holding of 
free con:i'erences in .Which all synods concerned might 
arrive at a com.~on understanding of doctrines and prac­
tices as an outward expression of loyalty to thP con­
fessions. In 1872 Sil'.J.er declared. that the Missouri 

Synod was perf8 ctly satisfied with the doctrinal basis 
of the General Council and the General Synod of the 
south and could have entered into a:!'filiation with them 
on that basis but that they were obliged to hold them­
selves aloof from them because of certain fundamental 
do~trines and practices. The features they objected to 
were the toleration of so-called 11 open questions,"- lax­
ness in administering Holy Communion, pulpit fellowship 
with non-Lutherans, doctrines of the church, the Minis­
try, church government, revivals, and protracted meet-

ings.'03 
In 1367 the "American Lutheran" church wae di-

vided into tbree major groups, the remnants of the old 
General synod, the General Counc 11, and the General 
Synod of the South. The· two latter synods bad sur­
rendered completely to the confessional stand of the 
"Old. Lutherans" of the West and the General Synod was 
rapidly drifting into the channels of confessionalism 
due to external as well as internal pressure. The 
leaven of historical Lutheranism from the West coupled 
with the Lutheran immigrant invasion from Europe left 
their indelible stamp upon the "American Lutheran• 
church. The General Synod l:a.d been forced to surrender 
its position of leadership held in 1360, when it in­
cluded two-thirds of the totaJ. membership of the Lu­
theran church in Anerica. By 1368, the schism from 
within combined with the increase of Lutherans by inl:!!­
i;;ration, the General Synod could claim but a fourth of 
the total nembflrship of the Lutheran church in AJ,ierica, 
r.avlnf; gf,19g col!'.r.iunicant mer:bers and 590 paators." 4 



CHAPTER XIV 

REi'ROSFECT OF TEE MISSOURI Sl"NOD 

Nothing could have created a g:'eater sense of 
doctrinal security in "Old Luthera.."ls," and convinced 
the:n so thoroughly that their rlgid orthodoxy had been. 
''!ndicated than the schismatic feud of the sixties in 
the "American Lutheran" church. Of all the confes­
sional bodies the Missouri Synod had made the greatest 
.;tridea in membership and doctrinal solidarity in spite 
cf the charges of 11 doctr1nal bigotr-;" preferred against 
it. In fact, adverse criticism and occasional scathing 
denunciations aroused in the "Missourians" a group con­
sciousness and developed a confessional solidarity 
which has persisted to the present, Who seemed to have 
more reason to look upon the past With greater pride 
and anticipate the future with greater optimism than 
11 M1ssouri 11 ? Its success and singleness of' purpose was 
a source of encouragement to the faltering Lutherans 
and awakened in them a desire to emulate "Missouri.• 

The confidence which came with a reeling of di­

vine approval encouraged "Missouri" to strengthen the 
synoa•s position in the "American Lutheran• East. With 
characteristic "Missouri" strategy every opportunity 
was se.t.zed to found permanent congregations.· From Old 
'l'rini ty in New York City ~hurch extension was oarried 
into adjoining territory e.nd into the New England 
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states. From Ph1lade1ph1a, Pittsburgh, and Baltimore 
missionary activity was carried into Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, Virginia, and West Virg1n1a.1 

While this extension program waa being rostered., 
renewed efforts were made to arrive .at amicable rela­
tions between "Missouri" and other confessional synods. 
The controversy with the Buffal.o Synod was terminated. 
in 1866 by a loss of Grabau congregations to ''Mis­
souri." Following several informal. conferences, the 
synods of Ohio, Missouri, Wisconsin, M.t.nnesota, Illi­
nois, and the Norwegian Synod affiliated 1n a Synodical 
Conference 1n 1872, which was a real. triumph for 11M1S­
souri• s• symbolical tenets. For almost a decade these 
co-operated 1n a program or missionary endeavor. 
Though doctr1.na1 differences led to the withdrawal of 
•Ohio,• the others have continued the arrangement with 
"Wisconsin• and "Minnesota" having been merged into the 
Wisconsin Synod and •n1mois11 having become a Dis.trlct 
Synod or 11:M1 ssourl. • " 

In spite of the determined efforts in the East 
the Missouri Synod never lost sight of the predominant 
importance of' tlle west as a bu1wark of Lutheran ortho­
doxy. 1'wo events in the later fifties directed "Mis­
souri• a• attention to :Minnesota. In these years 1n 

pursuance or the policy of the Federal Government to 
remove the T.ndie.ns :further west, many of the Chippewas 
from Michigan, missione.ted to by the Missouri Synod, 
and new German settlers from abroad and adjoining 
states round their way into Minnesota. To continue its 
work among the Indians and survey the new field for 
building new German congregations Ferdinand Sievers, 
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pastor at Fl-anken1ust, Michigan, and the Indian mis­
sionary Meisler were sent into the new field in lg56,a 

Sievers bad been preceded by four Lutheran pas­
tors or varying shades of orthodoxy, who bad come into 
the newly opened •auJ.a.'ld' with the first rush of immi­
gration. All of them had taken up agriculture aa an 
avocat1on and as a means of supplementing the meager 
1ncome to be der1ved from preaching 1n a frontier 
country, a policy frowned upon by 1111:1saouri," for the 
synod el<pscted 1ta pastors to devote all of their time 
to tho duties of their spiritual office. On the other 
hand tboee m~niatered to were called upon to contribute 
to the support of their m1nister; and when a congrega­
tion was organized and ce11ed a pastor, it was believed 
to assume both a moral and financial responsibility 
toward h1"', Tbollg'.h this procedure prevented a 
mushroom-like rise or congregations, it did, however, 
make for congrogationa1 stability through economic re­
sponsibility and a desire to e~tend its missionary ef­
forts 1n adJo1nir.g co1m:1unities. 4 

In the year or Sievers• survey of the missionary 
posoiblllties in ~innesota another explorer, W. A. 
Passavo.nt, a conservative member of the General Synod, 
OW!le to et. Paul with the el<press purpose or establish­
ing an English Lutbera.n church. Follo'O'ing his return 
to Pittsburgh, in 1S57, he secured the services of 
Father Reyer who had seen servioe for the Pennsylvania 
lUnisterium 1..'l 11.eryland, Ohio, l:entucky, In1Ua.na, ana. 
Illi.nois, SJ'id since lS!i.2 had been a !!iissionary 1n 

Ind.la. Under the auspice or the Missionary Society Of 
the Ooneral Synod ha rounded the "Dreifaltigke1ts 
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Gemeinde• (Trinity Congregation) at St. Paul upon a 
positive confessiona1 basis, but like other pastors of 
the General Synod, Reyer freely a~uitted Reformed to 
tile Sacra:nent. Wnile occupied with the duty or plant­
ing a new congregation Reyer b~sied himself with the 
task of trying to unite all Lutheran ministers in 
Mil".nesota into a single synodical body regardless of 
nationality. Through his efforts and the oo-operation 
of the ministers who had preceded Sievers the "Evan­
gelical Lutheran Synod or Mlr.nesota and Adjaoent 
States• was rounded in 1S60, consisting or si~ pastors, 
four of them fart'.ler-preacbers: Heyer, Elw:ier, Brandt, 
Wier, Thomson, and Mallinson.• 

In the early years of Luthera..'l growth in M:l.nne­
eota the Missouri Synod seemed to lag behind ito next 
rival for Lutheran leadership, the Minnesota Synod. 
It might be noted in this connection that one pastor 
devoted exclusively to his calling was perbap• lll<lre 
valuable than four farming clergy;:ien. While "Missouri" 
was pioneering in M1nnesota, the synod was actively en­
gaged in similar enterprises in section$ farther weet 
and was strer.gthen1ng its hold in the East. At the 
sa.l!le time the break with the Lohe Fou.'ldation, the ef­
fects of the Civil War and Reconstruction, and the in­
sistence that newly established congregatione contri­
bute toward pastoral support all tended to retard 
expansion. In spite or these apparent handicaps the 
Mieeour1 synod methodically proceeded to station 
clergymen in strategic localities from which the 
foundations of new charges could be laid. In the 
later fifties William Kammeyer, John Horat, and Paul 



Rupprecht were ass1gned Benton townsh1p in Carver 
countY, 11t1nne apoli s, and Prair1emoWld. s 

To meet the urgent demand for ministration among 
the QerJD.ail settlers of lll.nnesota and other sections the 

Mlssouri synod recommended an el.aboration of the plan 

so success:ruJ.1.y inaugurated by Wyneken and Sihl.er 1n 

the ea.rJ.Y yeal's or the synod. In J.g6o the synod pro­
posed that the respective d.1strict synods assist 1n' 

firuUlC.1.ng the sending o:I' itinerant preachers who were 

to serve as assistants to pastors 1n organi:!.ed centers. 

From the ae centers they explored the surround.1Dg terri­

tory; organized congregations, and held them 1Il tack 

.. until. a ti.me when pastors were made avail.able. The 

first ass1stent, A. C. W1nter, was ass1gned to Reverend 
Horst in Minneapolis, from whence his mission was to be 

proJ ected into central. and southern Minnesota. About a 
decade l.ater, in 1S72, one of the most successf'ul. itin­
erant preachers, Henry Vetter, was stationed at 
nconia, Carver CoWlty, which was made a center for 
northward llxpans1on. By the m1ddl.e of the seventies 
the two had spread the "ll:issouri • network over twenty­
tbree co'lnlties ll'hll.e other mlll!sters were equall.y zeal­
ous 1n enl.arging the radius 01' theil fiel.d of aervice. 7 

SimUl taneous w1 th and s1milar to the pol.icy adopted 1n 

IUnn.eeota was that pursued 1n Xanaas, Nebraska, Iowa, 
and other .regions ot German settl.ement. 8 Much ot the 
· ore.d1 t bel.onge to the Jlinnesota pastors for tbe pioneer 

:lil the Dakotas, and tiDsl.1.y into north-
•a•+< • .;.. and Blong the course of' tbe Northern 

into Montana and the northwest. 0 FrO!ll 
the other the 111.ssour.1 Synod foll.owed 

the course of westward expansion until. the ol.der lso-
1.ated mission stations along the Pacific Coast were 
I.inked w1th the rest of its system into an integrated 

whole. 
The unprecedented outpouring of German settlers 

from abroad and from the older states stimulated by the 
passage of the homestead act 1n i.g62, the conclusion of 
the Civil. War, and the compl~tion of several great 
transcontinental. rail.ways taxed to the utmost the re­
sources and the ingenuity of the Missouri Synod to 
keep abreast of the movement. Undaunted by the magni­
tude of the task the synodical forces followed up the 
population movement 1n the seventies and eight1es by 
concentrating upon strategic outposts, from which 
itinerant pastors expanded and tightened their hold on 
outlying Lutheran settlements until. re-enforcements 
could be brought up. In the closing years of the cen­
tury and the first quarter of the twentieth century 
many l'rontier settlements 01' the seventies developed 

into thriving congregations. 
Better prepared. than any other Lutheran synod to 

capitalize new opportunities •111ssouri" I.oat no time in 
expanding its facilities l'or training men for the mis­
sion fiel.d and awakening a spirit of responsibi1ity and 
a will.ingnesfl :!'or service throughout the synod. In 
lg75 Concordia Seminary at St. Louis was made exclu­
sivel.y a theological seminary by transfering the col.-
1.ege department to Ft. Wayne, and the practical. d1vi­

sion of the seminary to the 01.d "Illinois State 
University" at Springfield, I1.1.1nois. In this new 
seminary acquired. by "Missouri" :f'airl.y mature men were 



given a shorter course of training than the students at 
St. Louis to enable the synod to meet the emergency de­
mand for clergymen. The teachers college at Addison, 
Illinois, was forced to enlarge its physical plant as 
well as its teaching staff to care for an increasing 
enrollment. Under the circumstances the parochial 
schools were an inestimable asset for recruiting stu­
dents for pastoral and teacher training. Through pul.:. 
plt and school young men were enlisted far the semi­
naries and a :reeling of pride in church service was 
awakened in young and old alike. 

Though today the synod is represented in all but 
two states of the Union it is strongest where Germans 
or persons of German extraction are most numerous. In 
the New England and the Gulf states with the possible 
exception of Texas, a state with a considerable German 
population., the Missouri congregations are few in num­
ber. The Gulf Coast, New Orleans, and the lower 
Mississippi River are dotted with "Missouri" churches 
having the greatest concentration 1n New Orleans and 
along the "German Coast" in Louisiana, that region on 
the Mississippi above and below New Orleans. Of the 
states south of the Ohio River and west to the Missis­
sippi, Louisiana ranks first with seventeen pastors, 
while Texas to the west had ninety-nine 1n 1930. The 
states of Cali:l'ornia, Oregon, Washington, Colorado, and 
Oklahoma are quite well represented in proportion to 
their German population. More than two-thirds of the 
ministers o:r the synod are located in the states of 
Illinois, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Nebraska, Missouri, 
llichigan, Iowa, Kansaa, Ohio, and Indiana, with 
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Pennsylvania and New York ranking with several of these 
states from the point of nUJ!lbers. Of the above states 
Illinois ranks first w:J th three hundred and sixty-seven 
and Minnesota second with two hundred and fifty-four 
pastora,io The growth of the Missouri Synod in the 
second half o:r the nineteenth century bas been quite as 
phenomenal ~s the increase in German population in the 
United States. On.its twenty-fifth anniversary in 
1$72 marking also the f oundlng of the Synodical Confer­
ence, the synod could boast of a growth from twelve 
pastors 1n lg~7, to two hundred and seventy-five pas­
tors in full membership and one hundred and forty 
affiliates, tbree hundred and ten members and one hun­
dred and seventy-five affiliated congregations·with a 
total synodical membership of 72,120, 1 i approximately 
sixteen thousand less than the total membership of the 
General Synod after the schism in 1Z69. In 1930 the 
synod could claim a total membership of l,163,666 With 
3,005 pastors of whom 2,972 were voting members. 

In spite o:I' the vast extent of territory over 
which the Missouri Synod has expanded, every effort has 
been made to foster a spirit of doctrinal unity and 
group coherence. A considerable part of the program of 
pastoral conferences and synodical conventions ls still 
devoted to timely doctrinal discussions. The Concordia 
Publishing House owned and operated by the synod bas 
assisted materially in maintaining a bond of un1ty 
through the publication of carefully edited and cen­
sored Lutheran literature and text books in the English 
and German languager. placed at the d1sp.osal of the 
synod• s numerous churches and used in the parochial 
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school system. In recent years, as the emergency de­
mand for clergymen he.a declined with the cessation of 
immigration, serious cons1derat1on has been given to 
tlla abandonment of the practical seminary at Spring­
field and a concentl:'ation of a11 div1n:1ty training at 
St. Louis, 1n which a oommon curriculum is to be pur-

· aued by all students ot theology. In recent years the 
synod has fa1len lll. Une With other denominations by 

assigning student pastors to the universities at which 
a considerable number of Lutherans are in attendance. 
The Walther League, an organization tor the young 
people, was "lllssouri's" answer to the fo1lllding of the 
Luther League a fairly 11bera1 and more inclusive 
organ.tzation. ~o the present time the .Missouri Synod 
has not been particularly e~cceeeful 1n creati.llg a form 
of fraternal organization of its own as a substitute 
tor secular bodies of this kind upon which 'the '.Miesouri 
Synod frowns. The more recent acquisition of Valparaiso 
University was, in all probability, a movement to counter­
act the l1beraliz1ng 1nfluenoes to which •mesouriane• 
in ever increasing numbers have been subjected by at­
tending the American un1vereitiea, Whether Valparaiso 
University can ever rise to a position comparable to 
tbe leading un1vers1t1es in the lln1ted States without 
being li'bersl.1zed itself' and contl'ibuting toward a 
modification of "Kissouri1 a" tenets, tillle a.lone Will 
tel1. 

CONCLUSION 

Any attempt at detaching the study of Alnerican 
Christianity from the genera1 religious trends 1n Eu­
rope must inevitably lead to erroneous conclusions. 
!t'he trends in .American church hUtory are as much a 
part of a general movement effecting both .America and 
Europe as are political and economic movements. The 
t1ow of European population into the Uhi ted States in 
tbe eighteenth and nineteenth centUl'iH helped to mold 
the destiny of the church in .America, 'l'lh1ch 1n turn 
cast the shadow of its influence upon the church of 
E'l:il'ope. :rhough economic and politioal factors ware 
chiefly responsible for European emig:re.tion religious 
conditions dare not be overlooked for the i.lllm1grants 
brought to.the land of their adoption national and re-. 
ligious convictions and prejudices which found fertile 
ground 1n the tree soil ot America, where they flour­
ished and left a.n indelible impress1on upon the cl:lurcb. 

Of all the Protestant denominations 1n the 
United States the Lutheran church more than any other 
was 1.n1'luenced by the re1ig1cua currents in Europe. 
The Lutheran church of America and Gtrmany had drifted 
much farther apart than other denominations of 1dent1-
c.al name and s1milar doctrines in the two continents. 
Dit;f'erencee in language, in .ties of nationality, aoc1a.l 
customs, :and doctrinal outlook created a •1der gu11' be­
tween the two Lutheran groups than ensted between the 
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11
.American Lutherans" and other ProtestBJlt denomina­

tions. While both kindred groups broke with the ra­
tionalism and catch-penny materialism of the eighteenth 
century, each was influenced by his particular national 
environment. In America the Lutheran church of colo­
nial origin had become col?lpletely Americanized and had 
followed national religious trends Which found expres­
sion in Puritan.1c Sabbath observances, revivals and 
temperance. The Lutherans of Germany, on the other 
hand, evidenced a decided national frame of mind born 
in a titanic struggle for national elt1etence and a 
doctrinal attitude which harked back to the confes­
sionalism of the period of the Reformation when the 
church of Germany sought to free itself from foreign 
dom1llation. Thie creedal formalism was further 
strengthened through the determined efforts of some of 
the German princes to unite the Protestant groups as a 
means of counteracting the growing 1n1'luence of the 
Roman Catholic church. Since "American Lutherans" and 
the new Lutheran immigrants were so widely separated. in 
doctrine and practice a conflict 1n which one or the 
other was likely to give ground could hardly be 
avoided. 

An undertow of opposition to the distinctly lib­
eral trends 1n the "American Lutheranu church was quite 
evident some years before the wave of German immigra­
tion reached considerable proportions. In fact, non­
Lutberan divinity schools 1n the United States showed 
the eft'ect of the theological revival in Germany by a 
renewed study of German church literature. Paul Henkel 
and his sons were among the t'irst "American Lutheranu 
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pastors influenced to some extent by the German theo­
logical awakening to refuse to go to the extremes of 
confessional liberalism pursued by the founders of the 
General Synod 1n 1$20. They with others of like mind.t 
organized the Tennessee Synod upon a rigid adherence 0 

the Augsburg confession. Still other Lutherans felt a 
failure on the part of the •American Lutherann church 
to identify itself more specifically with the tradi­
tional church must lead to its final destruction. 

In spite of the natural trend toward denomlna-
it d st tes in the second tion$]. consciousness 1n the Un e a 

quarter of the nineteenth century caused by the keen 
rivalry for sectarian advantage in the West, the Lu­
theran church would never have turned so far to the 
right had it not been for German immigration. Many of 
these immigrants firmly rooted 1n their confessional 
and national convictions became more zealous in America 
for fear their new free environment might endanger 
their doctrinal convictions, so dear to them. The 

t R manism and national ex-charges of religious bigo ry, o 
elusiveness preferred against them did much to 
strengthen their group coh~rence, and det~rmination to 
perpetuate their cultural traditions. More than any 
uther of the Lutheran 1mmigrant groups, the Saxons 
went resolutely to wor~ in uniting the confessiona1 

th alls of KAmerican Lutherans and battering down e w 
Lutheranism. ff 

In statesmanlike leadershlp 
advantage of new opportunities the 
the Missouri Synod, were second to 

and ability to take 
Saxons, founders of 
none of the other 

Th broad cultural educa-Lutheran groups in .America. e 
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tion and sincere religious convictions, b.orn in a se­
vere spiritual struggle coupled with intimate connec­
tions with persons of prominence in the several 
Lutheran states of Germany,· enabled the "Missouri 11 

leaders to adapt their church organization to a new 
environment and bridge the gap between the new of 
America and the old of Germany without in ariy way sac­
rificing their doctrinal position. While the emphasis 
placed upon the use of the German language for cultural 
and religious reasons established a close bond of 
fellowship between the old and new immigrant the 
sr.iod's unswerving acceptance and propagation of 

loyalty and implicit obedience to constituted political 
authority performed an invaluable service for 1ts alien 
membership and the government of the United states. 
The Missouri Synod's congregational and synodical 
organization was less obJectionable than that of any 
other to the German il!llll1grant who came to America pre­
Jud1ced against the hierarchical or cons1stor1al form 
of church administration and autocratic political 
goveniment. Through the pressure of circumstances the 
leaders of 

11
M1ssour1 11 had successfully ad.Justed their 

church organization to an .American environment by 

establishing complete congregational autonomy and lay 
and clerical equality in all matters effecting the re­
spective congregations as well as the synodical body. 
Fortunately for "Missouri," through Walther's leader­
ship and scholarly endeavor the readjustment was so 
harmonized with the doctrines of the Church Fathers, 
the Lutheran theologians of the sixteenth century and 
the Scriptures, that the new order found ready accept-
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ance in America and struck root in the Lutheran church 
of Saxon Germany. 

In the second and third quarter of the nine­
teenth century various forces converged to produce a 
more positive confessional consciousness among the Lu­
therans of America. German theological literature 
which emphasized the old historical symbols and doc­
trines found its way into the United States and acted 
as a leaven. Lutheran immigrants, permeated w1 th a 
pride of nationality and loyalty to their religious 
and social institution, who came to America in ever 
increasing numbers prepared to unite with the confes­
sional German Lutherans rather than with the Am.erican 
Lutherans who seemed to them real strangers. Once 1.n 

America the 1mm1grantts national and religious con­
sciousness was kept alive and stimulated by the con­
fessional literature of the Missouri Synod. Through 
its efficient organization and the spread of doctrinal 
propaganda the Missouri Synod did not only gather 
within its fold the maJority of the Lutheran new­
comers but was eminently successful in spreading dis­
cord in "American Lutheran" ranks and turning the mid­
dle of the road groups into more strongly symbolical 
channels and prevented their union with the General 
Synod. 

In the fifties a decided turn toward Lutheran 
orthodoxy was apparent. By- this time the more con­
servative faction of the General Synod began to assert 
itself and voice a strong protest against the liberal 
tendencies through its own publications. The force of 
its protest gained such an advantage that the deter-
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mi.nation to sieze control of the synod by sheer force 
of numbers brought on the synodical disruption of the 
General Synod in 186g. When the synod emerged about 
fifty years later as the United Lutheran Ch~rch in 
America it had rid itself of much Of its latitudinari­
an1am and was organized upon a confessional Lutheran 
basis occupying somewhat the position held by the 
synods of Wisconsin and Minnesota in the si~ties. To­
day 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 dissensions and the disintegrating 
effects of a Civil War, the Missouri Synod had not only 
remained in tact but had gathered strength and momen­
tum. The success which had crowned i ta efforts in the 
first quarter century of its existence made its lead­
ers adamant against doctrinal compromise. In the 
course of the sixties and early seventies, "Missouri• 
was able so to outmaneuver the synods which followed a 
middle of the road course as to make it incumbent upon 
them to unite with "Missouri" into a Synodical Confer­
ence in lg72, if they hoped to check in their synods 
the growth of dissension and retain their group iden­
tity. 

Now that the United Lutheran church has posi­
tively turned toward the center and has rejected the 
program of Schmucker, X:urtz, and Sprecher one wonders 

·whether the Missouri Synod will eventually merge with 
its leading rival. Should such a shift come it is 
hard1y probable that the movement w111 be led by 
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"Missouri's" clerical members, for through a unified 
and soundly confessional education the clergy have be­
come as much a part of a scholastic system as the mem­
bers of various Catholic religious orders. Any break 
within the ranks in the near future may be expected to 
come from the laymen. As immigration has ceased the 
synod has found it necessary to adjust itself to a 
changing environment by becoming more essentially an 
English Lutheran church. With the passing of the Ger­

man language one of the incentives for supporting 
parochial schools is rapidly vanishing, and a greater 
number of llJUssouri" children are annual.ly attending 
the public elementary schools. In 1930 out of a total 
synodical membership of over 4-0o,ooo below the approxi­
mate age of thirteen, only 79,965 were enrolled in 
1,339 parochial schools in a synod of more than double 
that number of congregations. It ls hardly probable 
that the members of the synod will escape the leveling 
effect of the American high schools and colleges 1n 

which the nM1ssour1Qne• are enroll1ng in greater num­
bers from year to year. What the trend and the out­
come will be is a 1D&tter to be determined by the future 
historian. 
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~Deinzer. op.cit., .llL 27, 31, 35; Fritch.el, op.cit., Bl. 
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• Deinzer, ~ •• .llL 97. 
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1 0 Deinzer, ~., fil 126. 

1
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uDeinzer, ~·· ill. 128; Selke, op.cit., 45. 

••Ziegler, op.cit., 291, 292, 293, 299, :JOO, 3:11, 434, 438. 

a.Ebenezer, op.cit., 467, 468. 

•'Der Lutheraner XVII (Mar. 7, 1861), 121-123; (June 11, 1861), 
171, 172. 

""Der Lutheraner XV!II (Apr. 16, 1862), 141, 142; (A.Ug. 6, 1862), -
20s; m (sept. 3, 1862), ss. 
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Hwa.lther's :Sriefe I; 159', 
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Lutheran in 1961. ill!e Eya:pgelieal l!evi"" ll'as a. quarterly tl:l.eo­
logical ma.i;a.:1.ne. Since ll!72 it ha.s been ptiblished u:niler the 
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1• J'acoba, .l!ll.:..2!!•, 433. 
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:Br""1<: with LOhe, l55 f. 
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162 . 
Fox River settl.ement, 169 f. 
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General Synod, 43 f., 47, 49, 51, 57, so; 70, 188, 189 
General Synod's appeal for German aid, 60 f. 
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German emigration, l.4; illlllligre.tion, l.7; ~e and 
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19 ' ' • ' 

Gett;ysburg Seminar;r, 42, 44, 63 
Grabau, Rev. J • .A. •. A., 15, 16, 48, 83, 131, 139 f., 148, 149, 

150, 156; on =rch and llinistr,y, 140 f. 
Grossmann, Rev. G., 157, 158 
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Gulf Coast field of "lti.ssouri" activity, 198 

Balle influence, 22, 23 
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l.60 
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Jransas and Nebraska, fields of "Missouri n endeavor, 196 
"Xirche und .Amt,• 148, 149 
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34 
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Religion and National.ism, 29 
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Resistance to Walther's synodical program, 116 
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