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confidence they exhibited to me, I felt ashamed of
myself. The parsonage hsd already been decorated with
cedars and garlands. I was privileged to begin the
new year with my new congregation, therefore 1 just
hzd to give the congregation a sermonette on that same
afternoon®,
He preached on I Peter 1, 24.25. In the come of the sermon
he pointed out that the grace of God would remain with them
as long 28 they would remain grounded upon God's clear,
13
unadulterated Word. On New Year's day 1850 he preached
his first sermon at his new charge, and was installed by
his father-in-law, Pastor Gruber from Paltzdorf on January 6.
In that same letter to Walther, Schieferdecker writes, "My
desr father-in-law, Pastor Gruber, preached my installation
14
sermon®, Schieferdecker served three congregations here,
156
Altenburg, Dresden, and Seelitz.
At this same time the Frohna Congregation, whose former

pastor E, G. W. Keyl had been called to Milwaukee, Wisconsin,

and which had been joined with the Altenburg congregation for

two years, also calléd their own pastor again. They called
Henry Loeber, the son of deceased Pastor Loeber of Altenburg,

He was ordained and installed by the Pastors Gruber and

13. Der Lutheraner, vol. 6, p. 103 f.
14, 1Ibid,

16. BSynodal Berioht, 1860, p. 12.
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Sehieferdecker on January 13,

With great enthusiasm SBchleferdecker began his work
in the new parigh. Conditions in Altenburg were not as
S8chieferdecker had pietured them to himself. The congre-—
gation was confronted with many weighty and serious problems.
For this reason they needed a strong leader. It seems ze
though Schieferdecker was not of that type.lv Of thls we
ghall hesr more in the next chapter. After Schieferdecker
had been in Altenburg for six montha, the new Concordia
College wes dediceted 1n 8t., Louls, after 1t h-d been moved
up from Altenburg. Schieferdecker was one of the speakers
at% the dedlcetion. In his address he pointed out the
ben#fite the e¢hurch derives from having such a school.
Perhaps 1t was the moving of the ecollege from Altenburg to
Bt. Louis that caused some of the trouble in the Altenburg
eongregation. It seems plausidble that since a group of the
members there were not in favor of moving the school to

8t. Louis, and another group was, that trouble could result.

16. Der Lutheraner, vol. 6, p. 103.

17. Sohieferdeeker

18. agr_.ma_mg:.vol 6, p. 180.




CHAPTER II
SCHIEFERDECKER IN ALTENBURG

With an unyielding congregation on one silde, and a
pastor who was not sure of himself on the other, trouble
was bound to break out. Sechieferdecker remarks that some
of his parishioners felt that he did not alweys have the tact
and sureness that their former pastor had. The firet opposition
to the new pastor csme when he tried to introduce a different
mehkod of singing, a rhythmie singing. (rhythmischen Gesang)
It ie reported that Schieferdecker was quite a musicilan.

" In an unwise manner Schieferdecker went about trying to gain
adherents to this way of singing. Instead of bringing it
before the voters, he went about =nd gathered signatures for
this melhod. of singing. There were many people in the cong-
gregation who were slready opposed to that method, and when
S8chieferdecker employed an unorthodox manner of gaining
adherents, a large group resisted his endeavors.

Another incident that caused opposition to the pastor
was a case of diseipline. One of the fatheres had married off
his daughter to a doctor of the neighborhood. When i1t was
reported to the father that the young couple was not getting
along as they should, he went over th¢ the daughter's house,
and took her back home again. When the young husband returned
home and found what had happened during his absence, he went
over to the homep of his father-in-law to reclalm his wife.
But the father-in-law would not give her up. When no é#fforts
on the part of the young doctr succeeded, he finally todd the
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eongregation about 1t, which took steps to help him on
Seriptural grounds. The father and daughter were stubborn,
and would not yield. Finally thinge came %o such a pnss,
that the father left a voters’meeting, 2nd renounced his
church membership. Had the congregation only left it at
that, and declared such a man outside of the Christian
Chureh. But, againt it seemed that Schieferdecker though he
had good intentions, did the wrong thing. The congregation
went through the steps of exooﬁﬂnlcation. When the vote was
taken, 1t was found that one man§ had voted against it. Now,
instead of dealing with that individuml, Schieferdecker said
that the congregation could excommunicate the father anyway,
8ince the opposing member did not give any reassons for hie
opposition to the excommunication. The excommunication was
then made. But when the excommunicated man heard of the
proceédure, he returned and told the congregation that they
had not dealt with him rightly. What could be done now?
Even some of the members felt that the man had not been dealt
with rightly. The congregation now called upon President
Wyneken. He came down to Altenburg, and told the congregation
that their excommunication seemed to rest on valid ground,
but that theilr method of procedure was wrong. The whole
excommunication was then cancelled, after the é&rring father

b §
had repented of his sins.

1. Koestering, Auswanderung, p. 153 rr.
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In the winter of 1853 Schieferdecker received a eall
to the 8t. John's Congregation in New Orleans. Psstor Volk
had died, le=ving his congregation without a paator.2 Again
Schieferdeciker did not know what to do. A part of the congre-
gation dld not want to see him leave, Yet, at first he was sure
that his call was the voiece of the Holy Ghost. When Schiefer-
decker eould not make up his mind what he should do, he
agked President Wyneken for advice. After waiting for nine
weeke for an answer, which stated the urgeney of the call,
Schieferdecker was convinced to accept. But then he received
a letter from the New Orlesns congregation informing him that
they had c2lled m unlted-evangelical (uniert-evangelisch)
Preacher, becanuse they got tired of walting for an answer
on thelr first call, This then releseged Schieferdecker from
hls e211. But, gince he heard of the conditions in New
Orleans, he was more convineced than ever that he should go,
2t lesat for: s while. Schieferdecker then asked his
congregatlion for a leave of absence. This was granted him,
80 he set out to the yellow fever infested country of New
Orleans on the 24th of February, 1&':154.:5

Koestering in his book,‘ glves an entirely different
analysis of the situation. He st2tes that Schieferdecker

2. Der Lutheraner, vol. 48, p. 167,
3. Schieferdecker, Geschighte, p. 24 f.

4, Koestering, Augwanderung, P. 187,f.
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was a very vaclllating sort of person, and thus could not make
up his mind elther to accept the scall or to decline. Schiefer-
decker then decilded to go to New Orleans, and was convinced
that hls eall was divine. According to Koestering, he re-—
celved 2 letter from a widow in hie congregetion, wurging him
to stay. This letter from an individuel member says Koestering
supposedly influenced him so much, that he then declded to
gtay. 1In a footnote in his book, Koestering ssks the guestion
with reference to Schleferdecker's statement that the New
Orleans Congregation had canceled the eall, why he still
agked a leave of absence from his congregation. Thils does
not seem very odd, when we look at the situfition this way.
After due deliberation, and after receiving the letter from
Wyneken urging him to go to New Orleans, B8chieferdecker saw
the great need of going there. And this need wae enlarged
in Bchleferdecker's mind when he received the letter from the
New Orlesns Congregation, so much so, that, though they had
celled & pastor already, he still felt conseience bound to go
down for a time at leaet, in order to counteract the influence
of the Evangeliecsl preacher and to bring the people back to
true Lutheranism, If anything, 1t seems commendable, that
Schieferdecker left for New Orleans, especlally since the
yellow fever plague swept over that part of the eountry, and
had already taken the life of Pastor Volk down there.

It, however seems as though this trip down to New Orleans
did something to Schieferdecker. While he was down there,




preaching, and working with a smsll orthodox group, things
did not work out as well as he wished them to be. In his
diary he wrote one day, wondering whether he was fit to stay
in the minietry. He felt as though he did not have all the
gifts that it took to be a good minleter 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 d4id not want to leave the small
group in New Orleans until they had called their own pastor,
and the pastor had sccepted. During thle time he was longing
for hie home, and his congregation. But he could not leave
yet. Then, one day he recelved the notlce that the cecholera
epkdemic had broken out in Altenburg, and that his two yesar
0ld daughter had already dled of 1i%.

Finally, in September, 1854, the congregation in New
Orleans had ealled 2 man that accepted the call. He was
Pastor Metz, whose young wife dled of yellow fever Jjust a few
weeks after he had come to New Orleana.s During Sohiefer-
decker's stay of seven monthe in New Orleans, his father-
in-law, Pastor Gruber administered to his congregation.v

After hie return to Altenburg, it seemed for a while as
though a1l the bickering and animosity between groups of

veople and Schieferdecker had disasppeared. He relates

5. Der Lutheraper, vol. 48, p. 168.
6. Ibid.

7. Bghieferdecker, Geschichte, p. 25.




that after his return, he wse happy to experience a new
eonfidence and love from his people; all mistrust seemed to
be forgotten and burted. Through God's grzce the congregation
grew in spilrituslity and 1ﬂpumbers, growing on the solild
rock of faith.

In 1864, from June 21 to July 1, thet is, during the time
B8chieferdecker wse down in New Orleans, setting that house
in order, the newly organized Missouri 8ynod met in St. Louls,
Missourli. Because of the diestance, Schieferdecker was not
eble to come up for that convention. Among other business
th=t wes transacted at this convention, we note the splitting
un of 8ynod into fowr districts, namely into the Western,
Middle, Northern, and Eastern Diatricts. B8Bchieferdecker was
elected president of the Western Didtrict. 8ince he was not
even present for thie important convention, we may safely
asgume thet he was quite an lmportant figure in that district
to become its first president.g It is also interesting to
note, that J. P. Koestering, the later blographer of Schiefer-
decker and also one of his succesesors in Altenburg, who wrote
2 severe criticism of Schieferdecker's chiliastie trouble
there, wag taken into the Bynod at this convention, after
he hsd finished the ministeriliasl couree of Synod.lo Nothing

wes B8ald about chilisem at this conventlon.

8. Schleferdecker, Geschichte, P. 28,

9. 8Synodsl Berieht, 1864, p. 16.
10, INAd. ;P
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No matter on which side we stand, whether we condemn
Schieferdeclter for making that trip down to New Orleans, and
leaving h&s congregation for sbout 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 Schleferdecker accomplished thet for which he had set
out. In a March issue of the Lutheraner, in 18565, we see
an artiele sent in by the congregation from New Orleans, ask-—
ing all the congregations to thank God with them for bringing
the Gospel to them. It was Schleferdecker who first brought
them back © the right faikh. They alsoc mentioned in the course
of their letter, that Rev. Volk and Mre. Metz had died of
yellow fever, and, though Pastor Metz and Cantor Buenger had
been stricken with it for a while, they had recovered.

Pagstor Fiek was the present pastor. In conclusion, they asked
all congregationsg of Bynod to pray to the Lord, and ask Him
to spare them from this plague, and grant that their pastors
and teachérs may work on unhindefﬁ.l1

Then came the Western Distriet econvention imn Chiesgo,
Illinois. The convention met at St. Paul's church, from
April 25 to May 1. Thls was the first convention at whiech
Schieferdecker presided as distriet president. In his con—
vention address, Schleferdecker sald that at first glance
it might seem pathetle that so many of the familiar faces

were not present, to which one had beén drawn so close during

11. Der Lutheraner, vol. 11, p. 126.
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those first years of the synodical conventions, and that so

many of the men gifted in a particular way were also not

present, But on the other hand, he pointed out, it seemed

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 may also be discussed so much

better, because before the districts were divided, there was

not too much time for suech discussions. In his conecluding

remarks, he makes a few suggestions for the succeeding con-

ventions to follow, namely that the conference sgree on eertain

questionsg that they woﬁld like to have discussed at their

next convention., In this way Schieferdecker thought the

discussion would be more to the point, and more people would

be prepared to talk on a subject. On the basis of Eph. 4, 18,

he urged that brotherly love should prevall, and that the

oneness of the falith sghould rule the whole group of paatorl.lz
One discussion of the conventlon which is of interest

with reference to later developments in this paper, is the

discussion on the depogition of pastors. The convention

ruleq that it wae not a two thirds vote, nor any kind of a

vote at all, that could expell a pastor from his congre-

gation except anti-Seriptural teachings, and an immoral 111‘0.1a
Rhythmie congregational singing wes also disoussed by

the group. It was decided that 1t was best to use the same

12. MNestern Distriot Report, 1855, p. 3 ff.
13. Ibid., p. 16 L.,
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manner of singing throughout all congregations. The body
also decided that the best manner of singing was the rhythmie
manner, It was pointed out that this kind of singing was
more indicative of a living falth.l4

Just what Schleferdecker's views on chilizsm were
at this time is a bit difficult to say, since no writings from
his pen, if any, were avallable. Koestering, however, states
that during a2ll thie time already Schleferdecker was airing
his chiliastic hopes in private and also in publie. These were,
& universal conversion of Jews, and hal&on days shead for all
Ghristiana.l5

In the December 4, 1855 1ssue of the Lutheraner, we

find a request to the Western Distriet to hold their oconvention
for that next year in Altenburg, instead as previously planned,
in chlcago.ls Chiliasm must have been discussed very much
around this time. It seems very probable, that, since
Bohieferdecker wes voicing his chiliastic hopes in private
and in publie, and since thls naturally would raise opposition,
that the two orposing groups would get together, and ask the
convention to meet in their own midst so that chiliasm could
be discussed better.

At the turn of the new year, namely on the festival of

Epiphany, Schieferdecker preached a chiliastic sermon in his

14, This ie the manner of singing that Schieferdecker
introduced in his Altenburg Gongregation shortly after he
arrived there. Western District Repory, 1855, p. 19.

15. Eoestering, Auswanderung, p. 164.

16. Der Lutheraner, vol. 12, p. 64.
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echureh on I%lah 60. Thim sroused some of the people so much,
thet they grew angry with their pastor. After a few days
one of the parisﬁ%nera csme up to Schieferdecker to dilscuss
his sermon. The member polnted out to him, that his sermon
had not been Seriptural, since there would not be a universal
conversion of the Jewe. They had had their chanee. This
member, however, did not deny that there would always be a
few Jews converted throughout the years. On the other point,
nemely, that the last days of the Christisns would be haléon
days, the member also tried to tell Schieferdecker that it
waB unscriptural, slnce such days were no where described

in neither the 01d Testament nor the New. Schieferdecker,
hovever was not impreessed by his member. Koestering also
reports that Schieferdecker voiced his views st & meal he
had with another of his members. The parishiocner then took
his Bible and showed him that his chiliastic views were un-
sound., At another time, Bchieferdecker took the Zeitschrift
fuer Protestantismus und Kirche whieh contained a strongly
chiliaestiec article under the title, "Das prophetische Wort
von der Kirche® %o his school teacher, Mr. Whnter. This
article said that the Augesburg Confession, through force of
eircumstance, because of the strong teachings of the Anah*p—
tists, had denled certain chillastic views, but that not all
eould be denied. Furthermore, it states, that the churoh
muet grow in its understanding of prophecies, and thus
naturally 1t would follow, that Luther did not have a clear




understanding of this doetrine, but the church today eould.
Behieferdecker declared his whole hesrted support to this
artiele. Thip saddened Teacher Winter considerabley, because
he was afraid that Schleferdecker would ultimately lose all
Lutheranism, if he w-uld keep on holding such views. This
same article Schieferdecker then took and showed to others

of his congregation. Some accepted it as biblical, a2nd others
did not. Two opposing groups sprang up in the congregation.
It was then decided that 1t would be best, to bring this
question of ochiliasm before the convention that year, &7
The request of the congregation to hold the convention in
Altenburg wae answered.

At ten O'elock the second convention of the Western
District opened at Altenburg on the 10th of April. BSince the
president of the general body, Wyneken, could not be present
at this conventlion because he had pulmonary fever, he could
not head the opening devotion of the convention. However,

0. F. W, Walther was present, representing his congregations
in St. Louls. Pastor C. J. Gruber from Palzdorf, and Teacher
Winter from Xltenburg were present.18

According to custom, the president of the district,
President Schileferdecker opened the convention with an address.
In his address he again emphasized the importance of brotherly
love in these conventions, and sa2id that true unity could

17. Koestering, Auswanderung, P. 164 ff.
18. Western Distriot Reporg, 1656, p. 1 ff.
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only proceed from comrlete adherence to the Seriptural truxhoy}
Judging from Schieferdecker's preé¢slidential address, with
reference to his chiliastic views, we are again sssured of
his deep sinecerity. It wes not just a2 light matter with him.
He was positive that chiliesm was taught in the Bible. He
held not just a2 mere schwaermerish thought.

Two questions concerning chiliasm, whieh had been for-
mulated by Schieferdecker with the congragatioka assent,
were brought before the conference during its sesglons.
They were gs follows: What stand does the Bynod take with
refevence to Christ's second coming in regerd to the universal
eonversion of the Jews, Christ ruling over all people and
kingdoms, the mellenium, and other similar subjects. The
second question was, does Synod consider holding such views
devisive of church fellowship? Discussion on the first
question then followed. A group, led by Schieferdecker, said
that there would be a development of interpretation of prophe-
¢y because such later insight 1in prophecy had been promised
by God through Daniel. Because of th&s rezson, not a mere
traditional exegksis could Heclde the question of last things.
In opposition to this there was sald hy others, that there
wag no such development of interpretation of prophecy, but
that Adam and Eve already had as much knowledge of God's
eternal plan as did the theologians at the time of the
Reformation. Furthermore, it was added by this group, that

19. lestern Distriot Repvorg, 1856, p. 6 ff.
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prophecies could not truly be interpreted until after the
fulfillment of the prophecy had taken place.20

When Romens 11, 25 and 26 were quoted in defense of the
universal conversion of the Jews it was answered by others,
thet, the universal conversion of the Jews did not agree
With the snslogy of faith, Because, if all Jews would be
converted before Christ's return, then it would be safer to
become a Jew, than a Christian. It was pointed out that
these pessages referred to the elect of Isrsel, not to every
Jew., Against this interpretation then was a2sked the question,
why the word “myete;" weg used here, since 1t was not a
mystery to anyone that there always would be some Jews conver-
ted all over the world. This was answeked thus: <the mystery
eonsieted in this, though God had hardened the hearts of the
Jews, =nd though they had asked God's @¥ath upon them for
erucifying the Savior, yet some of them would gtill be saved.

The second argument that was voiced against those who
held that universal conversion of Jews wase not taught in
Rom. 11, was that acecording to that interpretation the term
"Israel" would have to be taken in a twofold sense, the first
as8 referring to the Jews as a national group, and the second
as referring to a epiritual group. That this dual meaning of
the term "Israel" would be hard to understand by the Romans,

20. 18668, p. 19 . All
informstion on this convention is taken from this report,
upless otherwise noted.

)
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end thus Paul would not have used 1t, was 2lso brought out.

To thie 1t wae snewered by the adherents of the interpretation
that the universal conversion was not meant here, that 1t hsppendd
in mang different cases 1in Seripture, that a single term has

two different meanings 1ln the same sentence, as for instance

the word "flesh" in John 3, 6, and "foreskin" in Rom. 2, 286,

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

the double meaning of "Israel" was meant in Rom. 11, because
Israel referring to the nation, in the one sense, and Isrsel,

the people of God hed been used often in Seripture.

As their thers argument in favor of the totasl conversion
of Jews, the exponente of the teaching under Schieferdecker
pointed out thet meny church fathers and Reformation theologi-
ans as Hllary, Ambrose, Augustine, Chrysdstom, Luther,

Hunlus, Menzer, Beslduin, Flsolus, Melssner, Johann,Gerhard,
anéd others hed held this view. Againet this, the groups
oppoeing Schieferdecker answered that, though Luther had

held this view for s while, he had recanted it before he died.
Gerherd, it was said, did not condemn the teaching of the
univereal conversion, but by no means accepted it elther.
Since botkh sides could quote good dogmaticlans in their favor,
it was brought out in the course of the discussion how very
important it was not to rely on human authority, but to go
back to Seripture for all proof.

The second interpretation of the passage, that supposed-
ly taught the universal conversion of the Jews was, that God
had dropped the Jews as His holy pecple, not for the sake




