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or private, differing from the customary, and not
only lawrui, but SEcripturally founded and ordained
meetings of the Reformed divine service, as

this is observed....according to the Synod of
Dordredht.22

The penalties which accompanied the above decree

were: one hundred pounds Flemish ($240) for conducting

such a meeting, and twenty~-five pounds (5$60) for attending

such a meeting. Indeed the whole act was aimed particularly

at the Lutherans, as we shall see, and some Lutherans were

actually impriaoned; however, other @ifferent religions

also came under the hammer blows of the conventicle.

Under this act, William Hallet, Sheriff of Flushing,

was deprived of his office and fined fifty pounds for
having allowed such a meeting in his house., Hallet was
banished, because he defaulted payment of the fine. A
certain Henry Townsend of Rustdorp was convicted of a
similar crime for which he was sentenced to a fine of
eighty pounds, failing payment of which he was to be
whipped and banished.23

News of what was happening in the colony soon
reached Holland, in a letter dated June 14, 1656 the
Directors in Holland wrote a mild rebuke to Stuyvesant.
The letter reads:

We would have been better pieased if you
had not published the placard gsgi%gg_gg%

Lutherans and committed them to prison; for
s always been our intenticn to threat
them guietly and leniently. Hereafter you
will therefore not publish such or similar
~ placards without our knowledge, but you must
pass 1t over guietly and let them have
religious exercises in their houses.24

22.Bente, OP. Cite, Pe 22.
2:5.c:obb,'o‘L‘!_p. oit., D. 317.

24.Kretzmann, C.H.I.Q., VOl.I, DP. 63.




Indeed, the above is a mild rebuke, but it mmst
have been a set back to Stuyvesant. Ye notice also in the
above, documentary evidence that the Placard was issued
particularly egainst the Lutherans, and some Lutherans ac=-
tually were put in prison as a result of it.

Just prior to the rebuke of Stuyvesant by the West
India Company, we find a note of irony in a letter from
the Clessis at Amsterdam to the Reformed ministers
Megapolensis and Drisius. The Letter is dated May 286,
16563 end it says, in affect, that the Classis has not
heard any complaints or requests from the Lutherans ever
gince 1653. Because of this silence it is to be assumed
that things in New Netherland were being handled in a
Christian manner.25

It is not quite clear just what was going on over
in Holland between the Dutch West India Company, the
Classis at Smsterdam, and the Consistory of the Lutheran
Church at this immediate time, The Consistory is strangely
silent, yet it is evident that somedne was pleading the cause
of the New World Lutherans before the West India Company.
The American Lutherans frankly admit this faet later on,
as we shall see. However, who these friends were we do
not know. Quite possibly they were connected with the
Consistory at AmSterdam. Again, these friends of the

25, Kretzmann, clH.I.Q‘.? vol. II. Pe 8.
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American Lutherans seem to have had all their dealings
with the Vest India Company and not with the Classis
who were a bégoted group, anyﬁay. This 1is guite evident
from the letter of the Classis to Megapolensis and Drisius,
May 26th. It if further obwious that someone must have
influenced the Vest India Company tof the sake of the
Luthérans because of the rebuke which had been sent to
Stuyvesant on June l4th.

Eventually, the Classis got wind of the fact that
an effort was being made to grant religioup freedom to
the Lutherans in New Netherland. On August 8, 1656, the
WWest India Company denied to Classis upon investigation,
that they had granted complete toleratlion to the Lutherans.
Yet on October 3rd. of the same year, the Classis has
reason to belleve that the Lutherans, not only in New
Netherland but in all colonies, wculd be allowed freedom of
public worship. 26 Although no official notification cf
this freedom of worship seems to have been sent to either
the Classis or Governor-General Stuyvesant in New Nether-
land, nevertheless it is certain that the West India Company
wee taking steps tovard that end. For not only did a
runor ‘'of such action reach the Classlis at Amsterdam, but the
news spread allzﬁaay across the Atlantic ocean to the
Lutherans in America. On October 24, 1656, these Lutheran
people in New Netherland addrecssed a petition to Stuyvesant

which reads as follows:

26, Kretzmann, op. cit. vol. IT p.9
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¥e the united members of the Unaltered
Augsburg Confession, here in New Netherland,
show, with all due reverence, how that we havu
been obérient to your Honor's prohibitions and
published placards, unwilling to collest to-
gether in any place to worship our Cod with
reading and singing, although we solicited our
friends in our Fatherland to ohtain this privi-
lege, who, ats our solicitors, exerted themselves
on our behalf, by the noble Directors of the
West India Company, our patroons. Vhen, after
their letters to us, containing their en 1treaties,
they obtalned from their Lordships, in a full
meeting, a resolution and decree that the
doetrines of the Unaltered Confession might be
tolerated in the VWest Indies and the .Few Nether-
land, being under their direction, as is the
practice in our Fatherland, under ite excellent
governnent. VWherefore, we address ourselves to
your Honor, willingly to acknowledge you Honor,
as dutiful and obedient servants, with prayer
that you will not any longer 1nterrupt our
religious exercises, which we, under God's bless-
ing, are wiching to make with reading, and =ing-
ing, till, a=s we hope &nd expect, under God's aid,
next spring, a gquelified person shall arrive
from our Tatherland to instruct us, and take
care of our souls, 27

Notice how sure of themselves the Lutherans sound in
this petition ! The fact that they expected a minister to
be sent over in the sPring, leads ns to believe tﬁat the
Triends who were soliciting for them were members of the
Consistory at Amsterdam;

Since Stuyvesant had heard nothing official from
Holland, it is needless to say that he was surprised when
the Lutherén petition of COcteber 24th, was rresented to him,
The Governor;General took immediate steps to have the matter

brought before the proper authorities; meanwhile he adhered

27. Jacobs,'oﬁ. cit. p.52
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to his principle that:
The laws will be enforced against conven=-

ticles and public meetings of any .but those

belonging to the Duteh Keformed Church, 28

On larch 19, 1657, the Classis at Amsterdam took steps
to get a definite opinion from the Yilest Indie Company
concerning religious freedom. The answer received by the
Classie was evasive and a general reference to the decision
of June 14, 1656, which allowed private worship in homes. 29
According to all present sources, it ssems es though we have
no testimony that the iest India Company vassed definite

legisletion granting religious freedom to the Lutheran

’ colonists; +that is, we have no testimony other than the

petition of the iiew Netherlamders to Stuyvesant on Uctober
24, 1656, Frrom the records of the Classis we do have the
many rumors of such a ruling; and on April 10, i657 the
Classis reports that a montion to grant religious freedom to
the Lutherans b& tacit egreement was raised, but not passed,
in the liest India Company. Again, on lay 7, 1657 the Assembly
of the city of Amsterdam made & Jjudgement to the effect
thet if religious freedom was grented *to the Swedes on the
Delaware, it could hardly be denied to the Lutherans in
ilew Netherland. 30 ‘

Vihile all of this indefinite investigation was going
on, the Lutheran Conmistory at Amsterdam took the bull by

the horms and called John Ernestus Gutwasser, S.T.M., to

28, Jacobs, Ops. Git. pP.52
29, Krﬂtzm, eHeleb.e vol.IX jp.lO
30, ibid.
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become the first minister to the Lutherans in liew iletherland.
The ecell was extended April 3, 16573 and on April 10th.
Gutwarser was ordained and given sixty florins for traveling
expenses, 31 The archives of the Lutheran Consistory at
Amsterdam give this first pastor's name as "Goetwater”.
Documents at Albany, ~ew York, give the name varicusly as
"Gutwater" and Cutwasser". 32

The story of John Gutwa:rser as the Tirst Lutheran
pactor in *ew Netherlznd is a very interesting one - full of
struggles anad 1ntrisues. His arrival in the New Vorld early
in July, 1657 was greeted with Joy by the Lutherans, as can
well be imagiNed. However, the Reformed group set to work
iwnediatel'} and on the sixth of July they advanced six
rcacsong, to the suttorities in New Amsterdaﬁ. wvhy steps
chould be taken to nip the Lutheran Church in the bud,

1) The lutherans had many times been forhidden

to hold seperate conventicles,

2) Great disccord would develope therefrom.

3) Fublic exercise of their religion was not

allowed tc the large numbers of Lutherans in

the last Indies and in frazil.

4) The number of hearers in the Reformed Church

would be .erceptibly diminished. d -

5) The poor-fund of the church woculd suffer.

6) If the Lutherans should be indulged in the

exercise of their religion, the papists,

Mennonites, and cthers would soon make a

gsimilar claim, 335

Gutwarser was surmoned before the authorities in New
Amsterdam as soon as he made port. §e explained his positioni-

how he had been commissioned by the ILutheran Consistory in

21, Kretzmenn, C.E.I.l« vol. II p.l1lO
32, C;ualbern,’o—TE. olt. p.1%2
%%, Kretzmann, C.Hele.0e VOl. II p.ll




Amsterdam and had obtained-a passport from the West India

Company. At the present time he was awaiting his credentials

which were éxpected to arrive on the ship "De Waegh",
Nevertheless the authorities at New Amsterdam forbade
Gutwasser to preach or perform any ministerial acts., This
decision was backed up by Stuyvesant a few days later,
Undoubtedly expecting that the situation would be changed
when his credentials arrived, Gutwasser agreed to the
decision of the authorities. '

In the meanwhile, Megapolensis and Drisius, the
Reformed Domines, were doing everything in thelr power to
keep down Lutheranism. They worked to have Gutwasssr
deported immediately, and their whole demeanor was
practically pagan as we can see Irom a letter which they
sent to the Classis) August 5-14, 1657:

In the meantime, however, we had the snake
in our bosom. Ve would have been glad if
the authorities here had opened that letter
of the Lutheran Consistory to learn there=-
from the secret of his mission, but as yet
they have not been willing to do this. Ve
then demanded that our authorities here
should send back the Lutheran preacher, who

. had come without the consent of the lLord's
Directors, in the same ship in which he had
come, in order to put a stop to this work,
wh:l.c}'z they evidently Intend to prosecute
in spite of, and against the will of our
magistrates... But we do not yet know what
we can accomplish.34

34, Kretzmann, C.H.I.Q. vol. II, p. 12,
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When the good ship "De Waegh™ finally dropped anchor
in New Amsterdam harbor, May 7, 1657,--it was found, rmuch
to the Lutherans' dismay, not to be bearing the necessary
credentials for Reverend Gutwasser. This came about 'beeause
the Classis over in Holland had prevailed upon the West
India Company.35 Inm:ed:l.ately the Lutherans in New Netherland
Jumped into action and sent another appeal and protest to
Governor=General Stuyvesant, for it was apparent that their
minister would surely be banished. This protest of Cetober
10, 1657 was gigned by twenty-four men.*6 (Dr. K. Kretzmann
maintains that according to the original copy in New
Brunewick, New Jersey. the protest was signed by only
thirty-one men.37 At any rate, among the signatures appearsg
the names of sixteen Germans, five Scendinavians and three
Hollanders.38 The remainder are not identified.

The first signature is that of Matthew Capito, who
was also the wiriter of the document. He had probably
come to the colony in 1647 with Stuyvesant, for he was
secretary to the Governor-General and also kept accounts
for the Company. Later he became a municipal offécer in
Kingston. Another signature was that of Jochem Beekman
who had come to America in 1638. Beekman had been a
soldier, but later on took up the cobbler's trade. His

35. Kretzmann, C.H.I.G., vol. II P. 13.
36. Hastings, _E_HQI_I’E

57. Kretzmann, C.H.l.Q., vol. II, P. 13
38. Gualben, op. cit., p. 128.




