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Be had not been there more than nine days, when the Altenburg 

congregation pressed him for an answer to their oall. Upon 

this urgent reque at for " an nns~.,er, Sohieferdeoker a_ec1ded to 

accept. He returned to his parish in St . Clair County, 

preached h l a t'arewell sermon, and prepared to leave for 

Altenburg. Faithfull y he ha.er been working here in this 

T1o1ni t y ~or over eight years. During his years or service, 

he had organized many preaching stati ons, and bui lt churches. 

Reluctantly , because he l oved h1a pariah, yet wi th antici­

pation or his new field, he left for Altenburg. Candidate 

Johannes Rennioke from Curland, a graduat e from ,ort We.yne, 
12 

was cal l ed as Sohieferdeoker1 s suocesaor. 

On December 31, 1849, Sohiefer decker arrived at Wittenberg, 

a Se.xon settlement near AI tenburg, where ten years ago he 

hea been teach ing school. The news that their new pastor 

had nrrived quickly flashed to Altenburg. The elders of the 

oongregetion oame out to meet and greet him. Joyfully they 

took him and his family to the parsonage, which had been 

decorated for t he tcet1ve ooonaion. AboTe the door the 

congregati on had put up the Pealm, •The Lord shall preserTe 

thy going out and thy oom1ng 1n from this time torth, and 

eTen tor evermore~ Schieterdecker wrote the tollow1ng io 

his friend Walther 1n St. Louis atter he had err1ved in 

Altenburg: 

'Monday afternoon, the 3lat ot pecember I arr1Ted 1a 
Altenburg. though I vaa no, expected at this time ot 
the year, suoh a Joy, auoh a great Joy came into aJ 
heart, and1 beoauae ot the greai loTe and avong 

12. P!T Lul!l,•raur:~ TOl. e, p. 120. 



- l.7 -

confidence they exhibited to me, I felt a shamed ot' 
myself. The parsonage h.Rd already been decorated with 
cedars and garlands. I was privileged to begin the 
new year with my new congregRtion, therefore I Just 
hz.d to give the congrega tion a eermonet t.e on that same 
afternoon". 

Be pree.ched on I Peter 1, 24. 25. In the co1me of the sermon 

he pointed out tha.t the graoe of God would remain with them 

as long a s they wou1d remain groun4ed upon God's olear, 
13 

unadultera ted Word. On New Year' e day 1860 he preached 

h1a first s ermon at hie new charge, and was installed by 

hia f a ther-in-law, Pastor Gruber from Paitzdort on January 6. 

In tha t same letter to Walther, Schieferdeoker 1·rr1tes, 1 My 

deBr f a t her-in-law, Pastor Gruber, preaohed my installation 
14 

sermon• . Sohieferdeoker served three congrega tions here, 

Altenburg, Dresden, and Seelitz. 
16 

At this s a me time the Frohna Congrega tion, whose former 

pastor E. G. W. Keyl .had been cal~ed to Milwaukee, W1scona1n, 

and whioh h a d been Joined with the Altenburg con~ega t1on for 

two years, a lso oalltd th~1r own pastor again. They called 

Henry Loeber, the son of deceased Pastor Loeber ot Altenburg, 

He was ordained and installed by the Pastors Gruber and 

13. Der Lutheraner, YOl. 6, p. 103 t. 

14. Ibid. 

16. §1noc1a1 B1riqhl, 1seo, p. 12. 
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18 
Sohieferdecker on January 13, 

With great enthusias:n Bchieferdeoker began his work 

in tho new pariah. Conditions in Altenburg were not a.s 

Schieferdecker ha d pictured them to himself. The congre­

ga.tion wa s confronted with many weighty and serious problems. 

ror this rea son they needed a strong leader. It seems as 
17 

though Sohieferdeoker wa.s not of tha t type. Of this we 

shall hear more in the next chapter. After Sohieferdecker 

had be en in Altenburg for six months, the new Oonoordia 

Oollege wa s dedica ted in St. Louie, after lt h:- d been moved 

up fr()m Altenburg. Sohie terdeoker w~e one of t he s p e akers 

at the dedio tion. In hie a darees he ~ointed out the 
18 

ben•t1te the ehuroh derives ~rom havl ng such a school. 

Perh ap s it wa s the moving of the college from Al tenburg to 

St. Loui e that caused some of the trouble in the Altenburg 

congrega tion. It seems plausible that since a group or the 

members there were not in favor of moT1ng the school to 

St. Louis, and another group was, that trouble oould reau1,. 

1s. Rer Lutherp.nor, Tol. e, p. 103. 

18. Ptr Lg)herNJer, YOl. 6, p. 180. 

p. 86. 



CHAPTER II 

SCHIEFER.DECKER IN ALTENBURG 

With an unyielding oongregation on one _side, and a 

pastor who wa s not sure of himself on the other, trouble 

was bound to break out. Soh1eferdecker remarks that some 

ot his parishioners felt \bat he did n ot always have the tact 

and sureness tha t t heir former pastor had. The first opposition 

to the new pastor came when he tried to introduce a different 

meAttod of sing ing, a rhythmic singing. (rhythmischen Oeea.ng) 

It is rep orted t hat Sohieterdeoker was quite a musician. 

· In an unwi s e manner Schieferdecker went about trying t o gain 

adherents t o this way of singing. Instead of bringing it 

before the voters, he went about P. nd gathered signatures tor 

this meahod. ot singing. There were many people in the ooqi­

gregation who were already opposed to that method, and when 

Bchieferdeoker employed an unorthodox manner of gaining 

adherents, a large group resisted his endeavors. 

Another incident that caused opposition to the pastor 

waa a ca se of discipline. One of t he fathers had married otf 

hie daughter to a doctor of the neighborhood. When 1, vaa 

reported to the father that the young couple waa not getting 

along aa they should, he went over lb• ,he daughter'• houae, 

and took her back home again. When the young hueband returned 

home and round what had happened during hia absence, he wen, 

OTer to the ho••t o~ hie father-in-law to reclaim hie wite. 

But the father-in-law would not give her up. When no .rtorl• 

on ,he parl ot the young dootJr euoaee4ed, he ~inally told~ 
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congregation about it, Wh1oh took steps to help him on 

Scriptural grounds. The rather and daughter were stubborn, 

and would not yield. Finally things oame to such a ppss, 

that the father left a voters'meeting, and renounced his 

churoh membership. Had the congregation only left it at 

that, and declared such a man outside of the Christian 

Church. But, age.int it seemed that Sohieferdeoker though he 

had good intentio,ns, did the wrong thing. The congrega tion 
~ went through the steps of excomunication. When the vote was 

taken, it was found that one man~ had voted against it. Now, 

instead of dea ling with that individual, Sohieferdeoker said 

that the congregation could exoommun1oate the father anyway, 

since the opp osing member did not give any reasons for his 

opposition to the exoornmunioat1on. The exoommunioation was 

then made. But when the exoommunioated man heard of the 

prooeedure, he returned and told the oongregat1on that they 

had not dealt with him rightly. What could be done now? 

ETen some of the members felt that the man had not been dealt 

with rightly. 'l'he congregation now called upon Presiden, 

Wyneken. He came down to Altenburg, and told the congregation 

that their exoommun1cat1on seemed to rest on Yalid ground, 

but that their method of procedure was wrong. The whole 

exoommun1oat1on waa then oanoelJed, after the ~1ng father 
1 

had repenled or h1• a1na. 

1. Eoeater1ng, A•IYINFVPI, p. ll~ tt. 
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In t he winter of 1853 Sch1eterdecker received a c all 

to the St. J ohn' a Oongrege.t1on 1n New Orleans. Po.a tor Volk 
2 

hod died, l e -v i ng h ie congreg~tion without a pa stor. Again 

Soh1eferdeolrnr d l d not Jcnow wha t to do. A part ot the congre­

gation d id not 1ant to eee him leave. Yet, at firet he was sure 

t hat hla c a l l wa s the voice or the Holy Ghost. When Soh1eter­

deckor oould not make up his mind whet he ehould do, he 

naked Pres i dent ~yneken for advice. After waiting for nine 

weeks for a n a n s wer, which sta ted the ~ gency of the call, 

Bohieferdeoker wa s convinced to accept. But then he r eceived 

a l etter from t he New Orlea ns congrega tion informing him t hat 

they ha.a ca lled a tmi ted-evangelioa l ( un1ert-evange11och) 

prea cher, been.use t hey got tired of wa iting tor an answer 

on t he i r f ira t call. This then r e1ea sed Schieferdecker :rrom 

h1a o~ll. But , s1noe he heard of the oond1t1ons in New 

Orleans , he was more oonv1noeo. th;a.n eTer t ha t he should go, 

a t l ea s t toriti a while. Schieterdeoker then asked hie 

congregation for a le~ve of absence. 'l'h1s was granted him. 

So he eet out to the yellow fever infested country of Nev 
3 

Orleans on the 24th of rebruar7, 1864 • 

• ltoe·ste rlng 1n hla book, gives nn entirely different 

ana1ya1e of the a1tuat1on. He etetes that Soh1eferdecker 

2. Rlt LµSheraner, TOl. 48, p. 16'1. 

3. Soh1eterdeoker, Geagh1ehJ•, p. 24 t. 

4. Koe1'ter1ng, AMIDPAIEIPI, P. 18'P,t. 
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was a very vacillating sort of pereon, and thus could not make 

up his mind either to aooept the oall or to decline. 8oh1eter­

decker then decided to go to New Orleans, ~nd wa.s convinced 

that hie call was divine. According to Koe etering, he re­

ceived a letter from a widow in his congregation, urging him 

to ste.y. This letter trom an 1ndiv1due.l member says Xoeetering 

supposedly influenced h i m so much, that he then decided to 

stay. In a footnote in his book, Koestering a sks the question 

with reference to Sch1eferdeoker 1 s s t a t ement tha t the New 

Orleans Oongregation had canceled the oall, why he still 

a.ek ed a lee.Ve of' absence from his congregation. '!'his does 

not s eem very od.d, when we look at the situ&.tion this way. 

After due delibera tion, and after receiving the letter from 

Wyneken urging him to go to New Orleans, Sohieterdecker saw 

the grea t need of going there. And this need wa s enlarged 

in Schieferdecker 1 s mind when he received the letter trom the 

,ew Orleans Congrega tion, so much so, that, though they had 

called a pa.stor alrea.dy, he still telt conscience bound to go 

down for a time at least, in order to counteract the 1n1'luenoe 

ot the Evangelical preacher and to bring the people baok to 

true Lutheranism. It anything, it seema commendable, that 

Schieterdecker left tor New Orleans, espeoia1ly ainoe the 

yellow tever plague swept OTer that par, of the oounlry, nnd 

h ad already taken the li~e ot Pastor Yolk dovn there. 

It, h01t•••r ••••• aa though th11 trlp down to Rew Orleana 

did aomething , o Soh1eterdeoker. While he vaa dOYJ1; lhere, 
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preaohing, and working with a small orthodox group, things 

did not work out as well as he wished them to be. In his 

diary h e wrote one dAy, wondering Whether he was fit to stay 

tn the mini etr1. He tel t as though he did not ha.Ve all the 

gifts tha t it took to be a good m1n1eter of the Gospel. 5 

He began to doubt whether he had done the right thing by 

leaving his congregation in Altenburg, to serve that little 

group in New Orleans. But, he did not want to lea ve the small 

group in New Orleans until they he.d called their own pastor, 

and the pastor had accepted. During thl e time he wae longing 

for hie home, a nd his congregation. But he could not leave 

yet. Then, one day he reoe1ved the not1oe that the cholera 

epldemio had broken out in Altenburg, and ths.t hie t wo year 

old da ughter had a lready died of it. 

Finally, in September, 1854, t.he oongregat1on in Hew 

Orleans hA.d c a lled a man that accepted the call. He was 

P~stor Metz, whose young wife died or yellow rever Just a rew 
8 

weeks after he had oome to New Orleans. I>uring Sohierer-

d.eoker I s s1;ay of seven m"nthe in New Orleans, his rather-

' in-law, Pastor Gruber ~dm1n1atered to his congregation. 

Atter hie return to Altenburg, 1, seemed tor a while a• 

though all the bickering and an1mos11y between groups ot 

~~ople and Sohieterdeoker had d1aappeared. He relates 

5. per LuthertPer, Tol. 48, p. 168. 

e. lb1d. 

7. Soh1eterdeoker, 11t1011,lgh)e, p. 21. 
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that e.t'ter h i e return, he wa.s h&yp y to experience a new 

c onfidence a nd love from his people; all mistrust seemed to 

be forgotten a nd burted. Through God 1 e graoe the oongregat1on 

grew in spirituality and i~numbers, growing on the solid 
a 

rook of f a ith. 

In 1864, from June 21 to July 1, that is, during the time 

Bohiererdeoker wa e down in New Orleans, setting tha t house 

in order, the newly organized M1osour1 Synod me t in St. Louie, 

Mis s ouri. Because of the distance, Sehieferdecker wa s not 

a.ble t o come up for t hat convention. Among other business 

th~t wa s tra nsa cted a t this convention, we note the splitting 

up of Synod into four districts, namely into the Western, 

Middle, Northern, and E~etern Districts. Sohieterdeoker wae 

elected pres ident of t he We s tern D1tltr1ot. Since he was not 

even present 'for th1c importc nt convention, ,-,e ma y aa:t'ely 

aeeume the.the was quite an important figure in that district 
9 

to beoome its first presi~ent. It is also interesting to 

note , t hat J. F. Koestering, the lster biogr~pher o:t' Schie:t'er­

decker a nd a lso one o~ h1A successors in Altenburg, who wrote 

s eevere cr1t1o1sm o~ Schie~erdeoker's oh111aat1o trouble 

there, we.e te,ken into the Synod at this oonvenl1on, after 
10 

he he.d finished the m1n1ster1e..l oourse o:t' lynod. Ro1ih1Dg 

was said a.bout ch111s.em ,-.t this convention. 

a. Sohie:terdeoker, 2••ch1oh)e, P. 21. 

9. s:vnoda1 Ber1u1, 1&6•, p. 11. 

10. Ib14., p. ?. 
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No matter on which side we stand, whether we condemn 

Soh1eterdecker ror making that trip down to New Orleans, and 

leaving his congregation tor about six months, or whether we 

think he did the wise thing by going down there to bring those 

people back to true Lutheranism, we must grant this one thing, 

that Sohieferdeoker accomplished that tor which he had set 

out. In a March issue ot the Lutheraner, 1n 1855, we see 

an article sent in by the congregation from New Orleans, ask­

ing all t he congregations to thank God with them tor bringing 

the Goepel to them. It was Sohieferdeoker who t'1ret brought 

them back~ t he right ta1Jah. They also mentioned in the course 

ot their letter, that Rev. Volk and Mrs. Metz had died or 

yellow fever, and, though Pastor Metz and Oantor Buenger had 

been stricken with it for a while, they had recovered. 

Pastor Fick was the present pastor. In oonolus1on, they asked 

all congregations of Synod to pray to the Lord, and ask Him 

to spare them t'rom this plague, and grant that their paatora 
~ 11 

and teaoh.4ra may work on unhinderd. 

Then came the Western District oonTention in Ohlo~go, 

Illinois. The convention met at St. Pau11 a ohuroh, t'rom 

April 26 to May 1. Jhia vaa the t1rat oonTenlion at whioh 

Soh1eterdeoker presided aa diatr1ot prea1den,. In h1a oon­

Tention address, Sohieterdeoker aa1d that at t1rat glanoe 

it might seem palhet1o that ao ma117 ot the tam111ar face• 

were not present, to vhioh one had be•n drawn ao close 4~1nc 

11. R•r ··LullJ,1£MV, Tel. 11, p. 121. 

l 
' 
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,hose first years of the synodical conventions, and that ao 

many of the men gifted in a particular way were also no, 

present. But on the other h a nd, he pointed out, 1t aeem•d 

to be better, to meet with a smaller group like that. Now 

all those little gifts that men have may be brought out so 

much better, their problems aay also be discussed so muoh 

better, because before the districts were divided, there waa 

not too much time f'or such discussions. In his concluding 

remarks, he makes a f'ew suggestions for the succeeding con­

ventions to follow, namely that the conference agree on eertain 
'. 

questions t hat t hey would like to have discussed at t heir 

next convention. In t h is way Schief'erdecker thought the 

d l soussion would be more to the point, and more people would 

be prepared to talk on a subJeot. On the basis or Eph. 4, 18, 

he urged tha t brotherly love should prevail, and that the 

oneness of the faith should rule the whole group ot pastora. 12 

One d1souss1on ot the convention which is o't interest 

With reterence to later developments in thi s paper, 1a the 

discussion on the deposition o~ pastors. The oonTent1on 

rul~ that 1 t was not a two thirds TOtie, nor any kind o't a 

Tote at all, that could expelt a pastor t"rom hie congre­

gation except ant1-ler1plural teaohings, and an immoral 11re.1 S 

Rhy,~10 oongregat1onal ainging waa aleo 41aousae4 by 

tne group. It was decided that it was beat to••• the •ame 

12. r,,s,ra »1,sra,,, a,porl, 1&11, p. a tt. 
1~. Ilt14., p. 11 t. 
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manner of singing throughout all congregations. The body 

also decided that the beet manner of singing was the rhythmic 

manner. It was pointed out that this kind of singing was 
14 

more indicative of a living faith. 

Just what Schieferdeoker's views on oh111asm were 

at thi s time is a bit dirfi cult to say, since no writings trom 

hie pen, if any, were available. Koestering, however, states 

that during a ll this time already Soh1eferdecker was airing 

his chiliastio hopes in private and also in public. These were, 

a universal conversion or J ews, e.nd haldon days ahead for all 
15 

Christians. 

In the December 4, 1855 issue of the Lutheraner, we 

find a request to the Western District to hold their convention 

tor that next year 1n Altenburg, instead as previously planned, 
16 

in Chicago. Ohiliaam must have been discussed very much 

around this time. It seems very probable, that, since 

Sohieferdeoker was voicing his chiliaatic hopes in private 

and in public; and since this naturally would raise oppoeition, 

that the two onposing groups would get together, and ask the 

convention to meet in their own midst so that oh111asm oould 

,be discussed better. 

At the turn ot the new year, namely on the teat1Tal ot 

Epiphany, Soh1eferdeoker preaohed a ohil1aatio sermon 1n hie 

14. '1h11 1• the manner ot 11ng1ng that Sehieterdeoker 
introduced 1n h11 Altenburg ,ongregation 1hortl7 atter he 
arrived there. Western »1•'.£~11 BtURrS, 181&, p. 19. • I . 

l&. l:oes,er1n1, AUfVanderypg, p. 184. 

16. D,r LIW!trYIE, TOl. 12, p. M. 
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tl 
ohuroh on Isiah 60. ThJa s.roused some of the people so much, 

that they grew angry with their pRstor. After a tew days 

one of the paris~ners came up to Schieterdecker to discuss 

his sermon. 'l'b.e member pointed out to him, tha.t bis sermon 

had not been Scriptural, since t here woule' not be a un1versa1 

conversion o"f the Jewc. They had had their cha.nee. Thie 

member, however, did not deny tha.t t here would alwe_ys be a 

few Jews converted throughout the years. On the other point, 

namely, tha t t he l a st daye of the Christians would be hal.don 

da.ys, the member also tried to tell Schie"ferdeoker that it 

waa unecrip tural, since such days were no where described 

in neither the Old Testament nor the Ne,:-i. Sohieferdeol~er, 

hov!ever was not impressed by his member. Koestering also 

rep orts that Sohie"ferdeoker voioed his views at a meal he 

h ad with a nother of his members. The pa.r1sh1oner then took 

his Bible a nd showed him that his chiliastic views were un­

sound. At another time, Schieferdeoker took the Zeitechritt 
tuer Proteatantismus und Kirohe which contained a strongly 

oh111ast1o art1ole under the title, •Dae prophet1sohe Wort 

von der Kirche• io his sohool teacher, Mr. Winter. fh1a 

article s a id ths.t the Augsburg Oo~eaa1on, through toroe ot 

oiroumsts.noe, beoause ot the strong 'leaoh1ngs ot the Ana.,_ 

t1sts, had denied oerta1n oh111aatio T1ewa, but tha, not aJ.l 

could be denied. Jturthermore, it ate.tea, that ,he ohuroh 

musl grow in its understanding ot prophecies, and thue 

naturally 1i would tollow, that Luther 414 not ha.Te a olear 
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understa ncil.ng of this doctrine, but the ohuroh today oou1d. 

Sohieterdeoker deolared his whole hearted support to this 

artiole. Thi s saddened Tea cher Winter oonsiderablej, beoause 

he was afra id t ha t Soh1e1"erdeoker would ultimately lose a11 

Lutheranism, if he w~uld keep on holding such views. This 

same articl e Soh1eterdecker then took a nd sho ~ed to others 

or his congr egation. Some accepted it as biblical, and others 

did not. Two opposing groups sprang up in the congregation. 

It wa s then decided t hat 1t would be best, to bring this 
·17 que s tion of ohil1a sm before the convention t hat year. 

The reques t of the congrega tion to hold the convention in 

Al ten burg was ans 1ered. 

At ten 0 1 olook the second oonvent1on of the Western 

District op ened a t Altenburg on the 10th of April. Since the 

president of the general body, Wyneken, could not be present 

at t h is convention because he had pulmonary fever, he could 

not head the opening devotion ot the convention. However, 

0. r. W. Walther wa s present, representing his congregations 

in St. Louis. Pastor C. J. Gruber trom Paizdort, and Teacher 
18 

Winter t'rom &ltenburg were presen~. 

According to custom, the president o~ the dieirict, 

President Schie~erdeeker opened the conTent1on with an a4dreaa. 

In his address he again emphasized the importance ot brolherl7 

love in these conTent1ona, and said that ~ue unity ooul.d 

17. loeeter1ng, AIIDUIFBDS, P. 184 tt. 

18. 1t111rp P1•SE1,tS 11:Rarl, 1811, p. 1 ff. 
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19 only proceed t"rom com•"'lete adherence to the Scriptural truth••· 

Judging from Sohieferdeoker 1 s pretsidential address, with 

reference to hie ohiliast1o views, we are again a ssured ot 

his deep s i ncerity. It we,s not just a. l~ght matter with him. 

He wa s positive that ohiliasm wa s taught in the Sible. He 

held not just a mere sohwaermerish thought. 

Two questions concerning oh111asm, which had been tor-

' mulated by Schieferdecker with the congregations assent, 

were brought before the conference during its sessions. 

They wer e a.s follm•rs: What stand does the Synod take with 

refevenoe to Christ's second coming in regerd to the universa.1 

conversion of t he Jews, Obrist ruling over all people and 

kingdoms, the melleniwn, and other similar subjects. The 

second question was, does Synod consider holding suoh views 

devisive ot churoh fellowship? Discussion on the first 

question then tolblowed. A group, led by Schieterdecker, said 

that there would be a development ot interpretation or prophe­

cy because suoh later 1ns1ght in prophecy had been promised 

by God through Daniel. Because of this reason, ·not a mere 

traditional exeg£s1B could ~ecide the question ot last th1nga. 

In opposition to this there wae said by others, that there 

was no such development ot interpretation ot propheo7, bu, 

that Adam and Eve already had ae muoh knowledge ot God 1 a 

eternal plan as did the theologians at the time ot the 

Reformation. Furthermore, it wae added by lhi• group, Iha' 

19. Jiosserp p1,u:a,01 BIP91'1, J.Ue, p. e tr. 
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prophecies could not truly be interpreted until after t he 
20 

tultillment ot the prophecy had ta.ken pl a ce. 

When Rome.ns 11, 26 a nd 26 were quoted in defens e ot the 

universal conversion ot the Jews it was answered by others, 

tha t, the universa l oonversion ot the Jews did not agree 

with the ans.logy of t'"aith . Beoauae, it all Jews would be 

convert ed b ef ore Obriet 1 s return, then it would be ea.fer to 

become a Jew, than a Christian. It was point ed out that 

thes e passages r eferred t o the elect or Israel, not to every 

Jew. Against t h is i nterpreta tion then wa s a sked the question, 
'1 

why t he word "myster1 wa s used here , since it wa s not a. 

mystery to anyone tha t there always would be some Je'tte conver­

ted all over the world. '?hie was answeBed thus: the mystery 

consi st ed in this, though God had hardened the hearts of the 

Jews, a nd though they had asked God 1 e ~ath upon them for 

crucifying the Savior, yet e ome or them would still be saved. 

The second argument that was voiced against those who 

held that universal conversion or Jews was not taught in 

Rom. ll, was that according to that interpretation the term 

•Israel• would have to be taken in a t wofold sense, the first 

a s referring to the Jewa as a na,1onal group, and ,he second 

aa referring to a sp1r1tual group. That this dual. mea ning ot 

'the term "Israel' would be hard to undera't;and by the Romana, 

20. 1,,1,1:a 11,v:1as B•P0£1, 1u1, p. 1e tt. All 
1ntormat1on on ·, h11 oonTen,1on la taken trom th1a report, 'IIDl••• oiherwiae noted. 
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end thus Paul would not have used it, was also brought out. 

To this it was answered by the adherents or the 1nterpretal1on 

that the universal conversion was not mea nt here, th.at it happe~ 

in man~ different ca ses in Scripture, that a single term has 

two diff'erent mee,nings in the same sentence, a s for instance 

the word ":flesh' in John 3, 6, and "foreskin" in Rom. 2, 28. 

It wac also pointed out that it was clear to the Romans, that 

the double meaning of "Israel" was meant in Rom. 11, because 

IsrRel referring t o the nation, in the one sense, a nd Israel, 

the p eopl e of God he.c. been used often 1n Scripture. 

As t heir th~ argument in favor of the tota l conversion 

of Jews, the exponents ot the teaching under Soh1eferdecker 

pointed out the.t ma ny church fathers and Reformation theologi­

ans a e Hilary, Ambrose, Augustine, OhrysOstom, Luther, 

Bun1us, Menzer, Ba.lduln, Flaoiu.a, Meissner, Johanno...Gerbard, 

ond others had held this view. Against this, the groups 

opposing Schieterdeoker answered that, though Luther had 

held this view for a while, he had recanted it bet'ore he died. 

Gerhard, it was said, did not condemn the teaching ot' the 

universal conversion, but by no means accepted it e11her. 

Sinoe both aides could quote good dogmat1c1ans in their taTer, 

it was brough' out in the course ot' the d1acuse1on how Ter7 

important it was not to rely on human au,hor1ty, but ,o go 

back to Scripture for all proo~. 

Wile second interpretation ot lhe passage, '11&' auppoae4-

ly taught the uniTersal oonTeraion or '11e Jewa va •, lhat Goel 

bad dropped the Jew• as H1a holy people, not tor ,he aalte 


