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Introduction 

The year 1947 marks the centennial of the founding 

of the Evengelical Lutheran Synod of Missouri, Ohio, and 

Other Stetes. It seems particularly a-provriate at this 

time from the venteage point of many deeades now past to 

review end anslyze in the whole historiesal causal nezus 

setive in the vigorous berzinning and develonnent of this 

Church body the contribution of the life snd wort of 

one of the Leading men in the movenent, the first Viece- 

president of the Synod, William Sihler, Ph.D. . 

& epitiecsl1 evalustion of the influence of & msn 

like Dr. Sihler upon an active church body rresents 

sneciel difficulties. of the three essentiel processes 

in the ert of oroeducing history: the gethering of dsta, 

the eriticisn of GaAs snd the presentation of facts in 

@ resdsble form, the second in the present instence is   narticularly difficult for one standing within 9 certein 

tredition. History ic made,” writes Robert W. ficlauchlin - 

by the nerson -- individual or enllective, ss 
he is interorsted through his recorded acts. 
These acts, in whatever form, constitute the 

  

in American History, p. Xi. 
1. Homer Garey Hockett, introduction to Research  
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material of history. As this material is 
understood the history is made. To do this 
the person must be found. Until he is fomd 
there cen be no history. For histery is 
interpreteation=--the person internoreted in 
his recorded acts. 

Sgein he says: 

History is rigidly impertiels the historicn 
never is. The silent against Christianity in 
t@ibbon's masterpiece, The History of Rome, waa 
not a product of his histericsl resesrenh in 
the f1e1d covered by his great work, but was a 
mroduct of his life which was encoursped by 
his research. A careful resding of his Auto- 
biogranhy will show this, for 1t illustr=tes, 
as Leste Stevhens reminds us, “how conclusions 
which are agreesble to the emetions can be 
connected with postulates which rere congenial 
to the.intellect." Yes, the recreating of the 
precesses of the oa2t is = perilous task 
beesuse of the personsl equation. 

With full awereness of the difficulty of the task 

end «a true attenpt to maintain sensitive guard srainst 

en undue "leltmotif" we shsll begin with 9 survey of 

Gihler's furepean beekercund and activity in the 

Amer iesn church. This sketch will be followed by a 

Geteiled study of the influence of Sihler on the 

verious phases of Synodical origins and develonment. 

  

1. Robert W. ticleughlin, The Spiritual Element 
in History, Pp. 81. i115. 7 ae 

   



Chapter I 

Sihler's 01d World Development 

Voltaire once seid, “History is full of the sound cf 

wooden shoes going unsteirs ond the patter of siltcen 

slimmers coming downstsirs.” The life story of Willian 

Sihler is the story of woden shoes. It 1s the story 

of 2 man of strong religious conviction, of Germen 

militery background, building s church on the fresh 

rough soil of Americe's middle border. 

WLlliam Sihler in the course of his live in Germseny 

beesme possessed of atrong conservetive Luthersn con- 

viction and during the years of his activity in America, 

from the very beginning, he wae one of the Lenders in 

the foumding and development of the lsrgest conservative 

thersn Church tbody in America, the Miseourt Synod. He 

hes been charscterized as the precticel man of the 

church. As Walther wes the heed of the Synod in its 

orgenizstion, as Wyneken was the enthusisst, the heart 

or the Church, so Sihier, the third party to this noted 

triunvirate in the building of the Missouri Synod, was 

the hend, seizing every onnortunity for ways and eee 

successfully to carry on the business of the Church. 

  

1. W. Broecker, Ebenezer, p. 65. 

   



Sihler by preeminence of both endowment end achievement 

was s preacher and as such has been placed as 2 great 

Eas perenc preacher in the galaxy of American Lutheran 

divines. 

As we shell have occasion to observe in the course 

of our study, Sihler's character was one of grest stead= 

festness, unity of vurnose, Gogged determination end 

persistence. In his views and idess he was given to a 

minimum of vacilletion ond to @ maximum of consistency. 

He was dormetic rather than speculstive. It is therefore 

no surprise to find that once he had to his satisfsetion 

made his theological connitments, he held to these 

views absolutely without a thought of com-romise or 

reconsiderstion. 

The story of Sihler's work ss q churchmen is the 

story of a man who having made final and definite 

decisions on the messsge to be nrocleimed, bent every 

energy to the end of building a church dedicated to the 

support and promulgstion of this docmetic structure. 

Leopold Yon Ranke's maxim of history, "Wie ist alles 

fewesen und geworden," finds a singulerly sim>le 

application in the life of Williem Sihler. The story 

of how he became what he wes leads us from the time of 

his early yeare to the end of his stay in the lend 

of the Reformetion. During the course of these yesrs 

  

1. J. C. Jensson, American Lutheran Biogrevhies, 
Pp. 724-725.    
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he @evelone’a into the churchwan which unon his arrival 

in Americas he became and remsined. The narrative of his 

life is resdily divided inte the two periods um to his 

forty=-second year and his arrival in New York, followed 

by his subseauent wortt im America. He follows this 

division himself in the two volumes of his autoblography, 

Lebensiouf von W. Sihler bis 2u seiner Ankunft in New 

York and Lebenslau? von VW. Sihler, ais lutherischer 

Pestor u.s.w. A study of Sihler's fanily background, 

  

esrly years, end develonment pveovides a good under=- 

standing of his leter sctivities which so vrofoundly 

arfected the course of American Lutheranism. 

Williem Sihler wes born November 12, 1501, at 

Berstsdt, nesr Breslau, Silesia. Sihler's father 

(1'752-1223} was born in Stuttgert. He served thirty— 

31x yoers in a Prussian Hussar regiment and finally 

beceme on sdveanced officer. In 1864 he had entered 

the Givil Service in Schvidnisz, Schlesien, and was 

finelly retire@ on s Government pension of eight 

hundred dollers end given the golden.service medal. 

Sihier was born while his father was stetioned at a 

militery garrison at Bernetsdt. The ermny. tradition was 

strong in the femily. His mother, a Wienner of a devout 

Romen Catholic Polish family, was forty years of age st 

the time of his birth, pampered him, «nd in general 

provided at best a poor home training. His oldest 

brother hed at the are of twenty-three become a lieu-—



tenant in the Prussien army. Two other brothers were in 

the army. His sister Fredericka at the age of seventeen 

married a Silesian noblemen, Herr von Ohlen. The youngest 

sister was Henriette, nine, his closest family comcanion, 

with whom, Sihier reflects in hia memoirs, he querreled 

erence fs a ehild he early develoned oa sanrulne 

ehsleric temneranent. His first contacts with religion 

were almost exclusively negetive. His fether ean Evangelical 

and his mother s Roman Cetholic, no plan of relirious 

instructicn was ever sgresd upon. His mother's eonfesscr, 

Peilineyer, was to WLlliem an inaineere, smiling, epicuresn 

to whom he tool = violent aversion. He develoned 4 conplete 

disregerd for things religious et an carly age and was 

more interested even in esrly youth in the stare, the 

imaginative stories of the neighbor lady, end snorts, 

ineluding stating on the Oder. He was gifted as a lad, 

eprned to read st five, end entered the gymnasium at the 

age of ten. 

The curriculum at the gymnasium included moéern 

lengusces, history, mathemetics taught with the usual 

pédegogical aids of the time, hair sulling snd face 

. Slanoing. The religious instruction vss under a deaconess 

of the State Ghurch, a rationalist. During this »eriod 

he ettended services in the Stste Church where the 

sermonizing centered chiefly on morality themes. He 

resd adventure stories with relish and his reading of 

  

1. Lebenslisuf, I, > G.  



Saw
 

5 
ee 

ay
 

Kampe's Discovery of America esrly swakened en interest 

in this comtry. 

At the age of fifteen he was rendy for the University, 

but with the strong military tradition in the family end 

the srecedent of father and brothers, he entered the srmy 

instesad. Here he received a tynical "russian ermy trein=e 

ing. ia superior officer was a rugrea veteran of the 

Hanoleonie Wars, 1812 to 13815. In two and 9 helf years 

he passed the examinstion snd vas vromsted to become a 

seemnd licutensnt in the twenty-second infantry regiment. 

His contscts in the ermed forees were for the most vart 

ne usunl ones, though he assoclated lees with menbers of 

rant. A Zew of his closer frieds were Major rochemner, 

Lieutensnt Porster, who later taught mathenstics in Berlin, 

Mejor v.d. Csten Starrwite. In 18235 he entered the 

military sehorl in Berlin where his time was devoted to 

S study of seograohy, Germen and world history, and es 

history of litercture. Lieutenent von Koltke entered 

the senadeny with hin lster te beeame the famc-us genersl1 

oP the pruasicn army. The famous Xerl Ritter, secorgrephe, 

Spilleke of the Frederict Wilhelm Gymasium in Germen 

litersture, end ether instructors of note srovided 

insoivation for further study. Simultanecsusly vith the 

brosder studies end the new interests, his interest in 

the military life waned. He decided finally te lesve 

the army end tae up further stué@ice at the tniverstty 

of Berlin.    



Gihler next went to Breslau where he prepered for 

and passed language exeminations in the sneient leneuages 

as prerequisite to entrance to the University. His 

Father vromisead him twenty dollars a month suvport 

during his time of study snd finally unon the death 

of his father in 1828 Lieutensnt Werder,a friend at 

the Berlin military school, finenced his last year at 

the. University in addition to such revenue as he enjoyed 

from the tutorship which Spilleke, now at the University, 

provided for him. He received the liberal erts train- 

ing of the day including the classics, Tacitus snd 

Sovhoecles, Logic with H. Ritter, more rengrevhy with 

*. Ritter, a lecture with Hegel, whom he eons idersd 

offensive because of his heavy style and Swebisn saecent, 

end the belles lettres including a study of Jean Paul, 

Goethe, Shatespeare, Cervantes, etc. In music he had 

little understending of the difference between secular 

and religious songs, though Handel's Oratorio snd Bach's 

Psssion according toe the Gospel of St. Matthew impressed 

him considersbly. He had occasion to hear Felix 

Hendelsohn at the home of his bsnker feather, Moses. 

He also met Sehleiermacher end visited on several occasions 

in his circle of friends. He enjoyed little of the usual 

esrefree student life, but worked enerretically, sleeping 

only five hours ea night for three years. He finally    



received his degree, Doctor of Mhilosochy, after a 

strenuous student career. [His University education may 

be deseribed ss careful snd thorough, conforming to the 

Germen University tradition of scholarship. 

"iis religious life during this entire period con- 

formed to the preveiling theological tradition of the 

time. German rationalism, with its mereclless criticisn 

of Lutheran orthodoxy, hai run a notable course fron 

Fermon Reimerus to Navid Strauss. The neolorical views 

of Johannes Réhr, Heinrich Paulus, Johann G, Eichorn, 

dulius WegscheLaer, Heinrich Gesenius, and Johann Senler 

were nlready entering the current of thought. It was the 

neriod from which develoned Strauss! Leben Jesu (1936) 

and Ludwig Feuerbach's Wesen des Christenthum (1841). I% 

wes not until closer to the middle of the century thet a 

revivelistic spirit. evidenced itself? smong Lutheran snd 

Reformed churches throughout Germany which ister became 

so forceful through the svonsorship of such ma ss Beron 

Emst ven Kottwitz2 and Johonn Jaénicke ef Berlin, the three 

Below brothers. of Pomerenia, end Martin Stenhen of Dresden. 

This was also the veriod following the Prussisn Union of 

Setober, 1817, in which the spirit of indifference to 

doetrine snd the general spirit cf umion was the prevailing 

attitude. The Xing had called for a umion service in 

  

1. Garl Schneider, The German Church on the 
Fa a Se oe ee 

American Prontier, pp. 6. 7. 

PHPLRLAKE MEEMUKLIAL LUBRAK ¥ 

CONCORDIA SUMINARY 

Sr, LOUIS. Ma.  



Berlin end only a few, like the Rev. Claus Harms who 

posted ninty~five theses asainst the Union, dared to 

oopese. A Book of Comsion Worship was published with 

such chsenges st the use of the fornula "nser Veter® 

instead of "Vater Unser® and other alterations offensive 

to imtherans. Lutheran dissenters were accused of 

insubordinstion and during the years following with 

enti-sectarian lepislation develoning non-conformity 

into senprratism and exclusive eithstetiteast This was 

the religious spirit of the time. It was in this 

atmosphere thet Sihler developed through the years of 

his childhood and esrly manhood. Host of his friends 

were religiously of the same views. The pastor of his 

garrison while he was still in the service was e - 

rationslist. His friend Forster was influenced by 

Schleiermecher's presentation of Christ as “Ideelmensch. " 

He himgelf thought thst philosonhy hela the snswers to 

2ife*s oroblems. While 2t Berlin he stteded Sehleier- 

macher's services for three years and, as already noted, 

hed cecasion to meet him in his orivete circie of 

friemds. He foumd Schlelermacher sprightly, pleasant, 

spiritual, keenminded, well informed in polities, ethics, 

aesthetics. In his Monclogen end Reden he had attacked 

  

1. (% bid., ve. 11. 12. 
2, UP. fF. Schleiermacher, The Ghrictisn Feith.  



vatlonalian ana spoken of religion as the dependency of 

man unon God, moving the basis from reason te feeling. 

Sehleiermacher snoke of Spinoza as s religious Man snd 

praised Novalis and Schlegel, in all of which Sihler at 

this time coneurred. 

-Due to his Pigersus schedule in Berlin he was 

afflicted with a nervous ailment snd went to Live with 

® friendly pastor, Siegert, in Silesia for n feu weeks? 

rest. He tutored in Breslau for a year. At this time 

he wes te experience sn incident which hed = sobering 

effect ucon his Life, the serious illness of his good 

friend YVerder. 

In the year 1830 he secured a nosition teaching in 

Dresden at Director G. Blochmann's Institute. Blochmsnn 

was qa student of Pestslozg2zi end the institution was 

organized in accord with the Intest ideas, each teacher 

being the chief tutor of six to elght wunils and teaching 

all in the field of his svnecielization. The instructors 

niternsted in sunervising the meals, plev, and stuty 

neriods. His colleagues were able teachers of high 

morality. There was Philinni, who Inter became = sound 

Euthersn exerete and Gopmatician sat Rostock, Dr. Peters, 

who Leter taught mathematics et Hannover, Dr. Bezzenberger, 

the instructor in ancient Langusges, Herr Mueller, who 

taught history with a pegen orientetion, end Netusch, the 

instructor in Latin. Sihler therefore enjoyed the privilege  
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of associating with able teschers and learning the latest 

in educations1 method. During the shorter vacations the 

instructors "ould take the boys for hikes snd extended 

Vecetion trips. Oi these occasions the instructor took 

complete care of the boys, an ability which Sihler leter 

was to employ as President of the acedeny in Ft. Wayne. 

it, was there as instructor of the Institute thst 

Sihler underwent what he lester deseribed ss his con- 

version stidenaule It is to be remembered thet he had 

for yesrs been living in an atmosphere domineted for 

the most omrt by a rationalistic wey of thought. Never= 

theless, 1t was even in the violence of the controversy 

betveen orthodexy and retionslism a time of interest in 

things theological end not a time of secularization. 

“Por three years Sihler had been » member of Schletermecher's 

assembly. lrheyona on doubt he wes influenced even more 

then he himself ot the time or Inter conceded by the 

stress upon fecling and the subjective relation of msn 

to God which EchleLermecher consistently used es the 

tasis for his prenching ené writing:.¢In eaddéition the 

effect of the symoathy and assistance rendered hin by 

his tind friend the paster of Silesia who hed sided him 

Guring the nepiod of his nervous Gdlsorders must heve bem 

a factor in tempering his religious leanings. | Sihler 

himself? finds a varnilel between his own conversion and 

  

1. Lebenslauf, I, p. 82.  
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that of Paul's in thet no men or beok served as an 

- Gntermediary end because 1t teox olace "suddenly and 

poverfully.9 After he hed displayed grert anger in 

the clacsroom, vlolently railing at the punils, unon 

his return to the privacy of his reom, "God struck hin 

ee with e club to his 'mees and on hie fseee to the ficor 

and with the hemmer of the ls struck him in such a 

mneanner thet hia sicht and hearing left. o He received 

the powerful conviction thet “he wes ¢« sinner under the 

lev, a poor, Icst, cursed, @emed sinner worth nothing 

but nein and suffering in hell.® Imme@istely, nas in a 

moment, he theught of Christ, his Re@eemer. The Holy 

Spirit, he reletes, tore the "Sehleier" (veil) of the 

SehlielLermecher from his heart end he saw only the inere 

of the redeeming Christ end not the Christ es exemnie. 

Coincident with this sudden chenge in Sihier's 

Eniritual life the cireumetances of subsequent events 

end eonteets seemeé Gesigned to reinforce his new faund 

conviction. TEmmcdiately uron this dremetic develorment, 

gihler felt constreined to nursuede his enllesrues to 

his new fsithjsnd veo reciised on every ecension. He 

econsesuently moved aver from the Institute end stevyed 

et the home of c Mrs. Kagelgen, the widow of 2 noted 

portrait artist and © Gevout Christien. He read the 

Sermons of Ludwig Hofscker, en orthodox prescher of 

  

1. Ibid., p. 82  
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repentenece, sin and grace. He reneatedly read these 

sermons during subsequent years. He continue’ sttendoence 

at the services of the court oreschers Amnon, Schaeffer, 

ana XSufer, attending half out of the sense of duty te 

the boys. fe now found their Giscourses on ethic ond 

reason with e Ghristian source quite unpaliteble sané in 

his brussue way reealls thet he vould g¢iatily heve torn 

han from the mrLlvits and driven them ont of the church. ce
 

Is was uring his stey at the widow's house thet the 

sister=in-Law of Martin Stevhean was © regul-r visitor 

at the home. We never sttended Stephen's church, howe 

ever, beesuce of the rumors of kis unseenly conduct 

with younr n¢enle end his neglect of the familly. During 

thie time, ton, he made friends with Baron v. Wirsing, 

plsa of conservetive thenlogicsl1 conviction. These two 

wititead s friend, Nerr v. Heinitz at Hermedorf, seven 

imilen Gistant end on Sunéey morning hesrd the conservstive 

Rev. David Holler, whese sermon meade s lesting inuression 

umon Sihler, on@ on thst eccrsion sise met Pref. Scheibel 

whe hed been a pastor et St. Elisabeth end orn?essor at 

Bresisun and had so strenuously onsesed the united Arends 

Prussion St<te-church. fT: was Scheibel's earnest eoncem 

for the ennfessions which attrected Sihler more then eny 

interest of his orm in the purity of dectrine. He ceme 

te sopreciste the sincerity ond esrnest surrose of the 

  

1. Ibid., p. 91.  
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many Lutheran preschers who served the dissenting factions 

even though they themselves were consecuently noverty 

stricken. In visiting the homes of two students, homes 

also of the Lutheran tradition, he hed on o>nertunity 

to hear Pastor Kretzschmar and yvartook of communion for 

the first time since his confirmation. On this trin he 

also met a tutor, Lehman, in the household of the Comt 

of Linve in Teichnitg, who heé also exnerienced a rather 

sudden end complete conversion. He introduced him to 

other believers in the villare. Sihler wea ested to 

address a gathering (not 2 conventicle, Sihler stresses, 

>. 102) and spoke for two hours on the twenty-third 

Pssim without feeling the least weariness. 

His contsects with neopvle of the conservstive nerty 

continued lsreely through Sihler's om provision. He 

visited three Bohemian brethren settlements and was 

deenly impressed by their herd wor, consecration, per—- 

sonel faith, end mission interest. The noted Pastor 

Rudelbech, author of Reformation, Lutherthum, Union, 

visited Dresden ond es the leader of 2 ennference of 

evanrclical pestoers in Glachsu meade a deen imnression 

on Sihler. Rudelbsch was later te beenme instrumental 

An expediting Sihler's adventure ss mistionery in America. 

He now accented an invitation to become tutor on Oesel 

in the Baltic, sn island nesr the coast of Livonia and 

later to moved to Riga, the canitsl of Livonia. VHere as 

house tutor to a Herchant Lttsewltz in 1840 he had  
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ocension to study the confessions, the symbolical booka, 

though he hed no occasion to hear Lytheren presching.) the 

@Gaily family devotions, prayers, Seri-ture resding, end 

song? nurtured his pnersonel spirituelity. He greducliy 

sav the evil and lesrne* to hate the Union as the work 

of the devil. His thenlogical position was further 

delineated when he came to the conviction on the basia 

of 2 Thess. 2 thet the pope wes the Anti-Christ and when 

he eryetellizeé » hetred for the emotional qtiiiaree 

| Soon he develonred a strone desire to enter the 

ministry end serve the Lutheren Church, which Church he 

now Pelt to be the true visible Church on earth. ‘While 

visiting Dr. Pha lipyt in Dorpat he met Prof. W. Engelhardt 

who Purther promoted this desire. He was suffiectentily 

emboldened to write an article for Dr. Busch's Church 

Paper on Luke 16, the first litersry ehilé after his 

aaaverd ine While visiting en evengelicel pastor in 

Rigs he wee given s cony of Wyneken's anvesl for men 

to wort sneng the German immigyrsnts in Americe. He 

heerd the message and felt as though he heard God saying 

to hin, ‘You must fo goeoset® He hea no snecial 

feeling of kindliness toward America as such. As he 

recells, he considered the Declaration of Indenendence 

  

1. Ibid., op. 1238. 151. 
2. Ibid., p. 140. 
5. Thid., p. 142.  
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a weed grom of Rationalistic seed and conceived of An 

ericen Gemocrscy 23 a Wild political wiasebiaces: He 

wrote no one of his exnerlencing the cell end yet he 

received a letter fron several vastors on the Isle of 

Oesel asking him to enswer Wyneken's call end cwomising 

fineneial support for the venture. And upon Wymneken's 

visit, 1941-1845, he received a call from the Dresden 

Society. He carried s gift of tuo hundred rubels from 

the brethren of Rirca to the Dresden Society and they 

later allocsted 2t for his om trip across. Sihler then 

revisited many friends,as Wirsing snd Dr. Sartorius. 

He calle? on Pastor Léhe of Neuenéettelssu whom Wyneten 

head won for the sunvert of the North Ameriecsn Massion. 

He found him to be an energetic, levine men who Groned 

his fsrmers to sleen eech Simdey morning. Léhe had 2 

plan of sending men end mney for the expansion of the 

Worl: in Americn. iLdhe's sunnort in following veaeal Vas 

to meen much to Sihler ond Americen Lutheranism. At 

lest with e corny of Chemnitz's Examen ond Loot ona 

eredentisis from Dr. Rutelbach, Sihler set gil literally 

an the Sailboet Geroline from Bremen, Sentember 17, 1843, 

never again te return to the land of his youth. 
  

1. ibid., p. 145.  



Chapter II 

The New World 

The good ship Caroline arrived in New York November 1, 

1845, bringing te Americe a thoroughly convinced ecnservative 

Lutheresn missionary, Doctor of Philosonhy of Berlin, ea 

Laéhe mon, determined here t~ serve the cause of orthodox 

Lutheranism ageinsat all teniencies tovsrd unionism or 

deviation of doctrine. Sihler never swerved from thia 

deterninstion. He tvaveled from New York through 

Philedelvhia, Baltimore, and Zanesville to Celumbus, Chio 

which was s center of the Ohio Synod, the location of 

4ts Seminary. Trourh the instrumentality of Prof. 

Lehman he wes soon enrored in esring for the congrepgstion 

in Pomerny, Ohio, where he presehed his inaugural sermon 

Jenusry 1, 16044. It wes here thet he first beesme an 

officinl member of the Ohio Synod. He found thet the 

menbers of his congrepetion were of mixed church backe- 

ground, some were of Lutheran abstraction and seme of 

Reformed, end he determined from the very berinnine to 

instruct in the true Luthersn doctrines and then force 

the Issue of en sbsolute Lutheron confession py ell 

members. He read Luther's polemical writings. He 

  

1. Lebensleuf, II, p. 21.  
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carried the issue snd was goon satisfied that this vhase 

of his work in the congregrtion was completed. He 

directed his attention to condltions in the other churches 

of the Ohio Synod. 

At the beginning of the 18th century there had been 

a large emigretion of Luthersns from the Palatinste 

beeause of the oonression of the Prench and the snirit 

of the Jesuits. These emigrants nassed through Holland, . 

England, and through ineznressible hardshins throuch 

Nev York and hei eventually settled in Pennsylvania. 

From there they spree out over the neighboring states 

west snd south snd when the whole territory north of 

the O>Lo0 was desipmeted as the Northvest territory in 

1787, the sons snd Gsughters of the Pennsylvanis Germans 

stresmed inte the Ohio waiter Though at times there 

were bloody fights with the Indisns, on the whole the 

work of these ploneers wes one of peaceful construction. 

In the year 1802 Ohio was made a steste. Phe counties 

of Pairfield, Pickaway, Montcomery, Columbia, Stark, 

gefferson, ana& severnl others were for the most vert 

settled by Germans. The settlers suffered frost, 

hunger, sickness. Sut the settiers suffered also 

spirituel need, for many of the settlements had no 

pastors. At first they hed thought of the bleeck esrth 

and fresh weter with little consideration for things 

syniritual. With no pastors: there were no services. 

  

1. PP. A. Peter and W. Schmidt, Geschichte der 
Allgemeinen Ohio Synode, pp. 1. 2.  
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Most of the fomilies had Bibles, hymbooke, and mony of 

then siso Arndt's Wahres Christenthum and the Sterke-Buch. 

During this period of the early yeers two 2lternstives 

wers followed. Some rave up ell interest in thines of 

the Church. Others vere intrigued by the innovstions of 

the enthusiastic tethedistse, the penitence bench snd 

Camp meetings end soon joined other comamions. Some, 

hovever, Loniked to theiz former sreschers in Pennsylvania 

for aid and in the year 1804 the Lancaster Conferences of 

the Syno@ set forth a plen for sending out traveling 

presehers. In the yesr following the Pennsylvania 

Winisteriun sant out 2 retition to its congreretions for 

Ssuprert of the training end senéing of missioneries. 

The yesr Polilowing Ceorse Forster was sent inte Chic 

ss the Pirst traveling preacher ith headauerters in 

Pairfiela aawiesce Forster was followed by Joh. Stauch 

whe worked st Golumbus. By 1812 there vere twelve, 

most of them sent by the Pennsylvsnis Ministerium end 

still ettoechead to 1%. Mest of them served eight te ten 

conpregetions. Ther Lacked thenlogicel bonts with 

little but there Bibles in their saddle bags end the 

iutheren catechism in their hesds. The moet noted of 

these esrly oreschers ‘se Father fienkel, who nrerched 

aicso at Lancester, Ohio, where Sihler leter worked. 

others, as Father Leist, cembined a homespun medical 

Career with their ministry. 

  

i. Ibic., De 4.  
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The oldest Lutheran body vest of the Allegheny 

Kowmteins wee the "“Allceneine Synode von Ohio und enéern 

Steaten.® From 1812 toe 1317 the Lutheren nastors in Ohio 

held free conferences snd finelly on Sentember 14, 1818 

the Synod was founded with seventeen membera at Somerset, 

ones The proun of ministers were not yell treined 

therloriens nor well indoctrinated Lutherens. They had 

Little feeling for the disticnctive Goetrines of Luther- 

anism, were not overly concerned with exnendinge the church 

into the for west, and Limited themeelves to the service 

o? the Germen immigrentse. Father Leist nresched only in 

Gernen, for exemole, and in the congreestionel ennatitutions 

which he wrote may be found sentences as, “As long es the 

moon shines end the vater flows, nothing but Germen mey 

be preached 4n this church. s 

The synod early introduced: orsctices which vere not 

in persilel to the practice of the Lutheren Churches of 

eee Most of these were dictstea by expetiency. 

one nueh preetice wes that of the deuble licensing before 

& candidete could edminister the sacrament. First the 

micstonery wen to receive the socalleé estecheties! 

license which would enshle him te soresch with the 

enfdorsenent of the synod. Then after he hef croven 

  

i. Edmund J. Yiolf, Die Luthersner in Amerika, 
ppe 541 Pf. 

& Peter end Schmidt, ov. cit., pe &. 
3. J. lL. Neve, Kurgrefaszte Geschichte der 

Lutherischen Kirche Ameritas, p. =  



himself worthy and had had a sermon approved, he was 

finally licensed for ordination as a minister. This was 

done, of course, to protect the work of the Synod from 

the "“Vagebond Preachers" who preyed on the settlers by 

serving as pre chers until they hed accumuleted a few 

funds with which to buy tena 

The Seminory hsd been established st Columbus in 

1850 and the Synod had grom with the addition of several 

more ministers, but on the whole the picture of the synod 

ao just sketched was substantially the vay Sihler found 

it unon his arrivel anc during his early years in Ohio. 

As wan to be exvected when the influx of LShe men with 

their very circumseribed views of doctrine snd practice 

wes sufficiently influential, considersble strife over 

the innovations into the Lutheran pattern by the Ohio 

Synod resulted. | Sihler, the acknowledged leader of the 

"910 Lutherans" from Germany, lest little time in attack 

ing the loose prectices of his fellow churchmen. He held 

the double licensing practice to be 2 noor and wmorthodc 

practice, since the single ordinetion dependent unon the 

divinity of the call was theologicslly the preferred 

practice. He had no arpreciation of the frontler con- 

ditions which had msde the unusual practice followed the 

advisable one. He onnosed the narty which favored the 

introduction of English instruction in the Seminary an 

1. Ghr. Hochstetter, Geschichte der Allgemeine 
Even. Luth. Missouri Synode, p. Tio. 
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the prounds thet orthodox theological literature in the 

English lengusge wes unobtaineble, thouch sn earlier start 

in the English work might have yvrevented the large snd 

continued defection of the Anrlicized Germans to the 

frontier iethodist and other churches. His criticlan wa 

not well taken althourh in many instsences it wes anplicable 

from the viewnoint of orthodoz Lutheraniem. On one 

ocession when Sihler had scored the unionistic 7tractice 

of joint Lutheran ond Reformed Services, Pastor Lehman 

responded: “You wish to urge on us principles which | - ae 

come from the old country. We cannot use then here. ok 

The Synod decided to ealter errors in the new catechian 

regerding a free presentation of the Sacrament of the 

Alter, however, it wes decided to use the General Synod's 

Hymmbook. Since 1842 the Ohio Synod enrloved an erenda 

with the words of institution of the Secrament of the 

Altar which duvliicated thet in the egende of the Prussim 

Union of 1817: “Christ says: This is my body." Sihler, 

Ernst, Selle, Richnenn, A. oe pFoteste@ in writing 

to the Lsncaster, Chio, assembly. The conflict finally 

eame te a decision at the Synodical meeting in Zenesville 

in 1844. Almost every issue raised was eontroverted. The 

first question, “Which Synods are Luthersn?" was out on 

the order of the day. The matter of using the wnionistic 

  

1. iIbid., p. 124. 
2. Tbid., DDe 127-129,  
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4Snendeformel* wes made mandatory. Then a whole series 

of Gecisive questions followed for discussion. The first 

concerned the Synod's etend on the symbolical books. The 

secon dealt with an opinion on the Ohic Synod's G-ctrine 

of Gommumion. The third issue wes sbout a reform of the 

Exeaminetion method. A fourth was a resolution that : 

mixed Reformed and Lutheran cengregstions should not be 

served by the Lutheran pastors of the Synod. The nosition 

on the syebolicel books wes tabled for s total of three 

years. The group of nev srrivels from Germany leed by 

Sihlery withdrew from the Syned. At the next session in 

1845 the Symod tock a stend for the Gonfessions sand 

made on oath upon ordination a requisite for the office. 

When the General Synod in the Lutheran Observer attacked 

them for this step, Sihler took pen end defended ees 

Zt took several years before any senblance of fraternal 

reletions between the Ohio group end the groun later 

orgenized by the conservative lesders sctuslly develoned 

or took concrete form. 

A parallel Gevelomment was teking place in different 

erens of the country. Wyneken, the men who had been 

instruumtal in bringing Sihler to America, Yas also. a 

men of orthodox confessionsl princinles. In Germmeny he 

hed read in Mascion papers of the great need for the 

ehurch of the Germsn Lutherans in Amerlce. He hai come 

  

i. Sbid., pp. 129-1351. 
2. “Der Lutheran Observer und die Ohio Synode,* 

Lutheraner, vol. 5, no. 2.  
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to America with GC. W. Wolf landing in Beltinore an the 

yeer 1858. He has been called the father of Geruasn—- 

American a eeieen te On October 2, 1838, ‘yneken began 

his firat missionary Journey covering western Ohio, 

southern Michigan, northern Indiana, and back to Ft. 

Wayne by November 16. Three weeks before Christmaz he 

wished to undertake another journey, but his horse vac 

leme and he wes uneble to go farther then South Send, 

rhaiene. This is illustretive of the men's conviction 

end energy. In one year, sfter holding services in the 

Court House in Ft. Warne, the congregation built a frame 

church buiiding. In 1841 Wyne™en was obliced to return 

to Germsny for trestment of a throst ailment and it wes 

there thet he recruited a large number of volunteers 

emene men of his theolomicsal sosition to do the york of 

gathering the Germans into Lutheran one eet a ah This 

effort in behalf of North American missions was greatly 

aided and directed from the German side of the Atientic 

by L&he who in 1843 peinees a monthly vraper for 

missions in 8,000 coptes. These men celled by yneken 

and sponsored by Léhe were with the later Stephen emigration 

to form the backbone of the conservsetive development of 

  

1. Hochstetter, oo. cCit., pp. Gl. 92. 
2. Ibid., p. 96. 
BS. Worl, OD. Cit.» Pe 377. 
4, Kirchliche wittellungen aus und aber Nord 

Anerica.  
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1 
Lutheranisa in America. On March 9, 1845, wWyneten 

Was installed as successor to Pastor Haesbsrt in Baltinore. 

Here he found oa Lutheran-Reformed congregation using the 

Communion formia of the Union Agenda. He fought for 

strict imtherean practice. Some Reformed left the churenh. 

Pastor Weyl of Baltimore called him sn “Alt-Lutherane; * 

a Jesuit, who would lead the church back to the pone, 

becouse he wore a gowm and made the sign of the cross in 

pronouneing the picuerae in tiay, 1845, at the General 

Syned meeting in Philadelshia, Wyneken »oresented the 

Synod with « twofold plan of ridding itself of? un-Lutheren 

practices. Either the Synod should allow Dr. Rudelobsch 

and De. Hariesz to proofread the books of frs. Schnucker 

end Kurg, or the Synod itself should deny the false 

dootrines which they contained. His sngrestion feiléd 

to find ea symosthetic recestion and he felt thoroushly 

412 at ease 55 4 member of that aieeebiee it was in 

those days that he received his first cony of Der 

Lutherener sublished by C. F. W. Walther and the Saxon 

Lutherans of St. Louis end Perry County. After he had 

Pead it through he shouted, "Gott sei Dank?! Es gibt 

noch mehr Luthersner in Amerika!" 

A sintiear development cecurred simultaneously in 

the territory ef Michigen. Auguet Cramer hed spent 

  

1. J. Peindérfer, Geschichte der Iowa Synode, 
. 10. : 

: 2. Hoehatetter, on. Git., np 115. 
Se Ibid., Pe 124.  
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sevetsl years in Tngland during which time he served ss 

tuter in the home of Lord Lovelace whose wife was Lord 

Byran's sister. He returned to Germsny end on Acril 20, 

1645,led s groum of settlers fron Bremerhafen to settle 

anong the Wichigsn Indiens. Ldéhe hei corresponded with 

Pastor Sehmladt of Ann Arbor and hed slresdy made volens 

for this wort. The Ghipnewas near Frenkenmuth was 

aelected. Others settled «et Frankeniust. A prosperous 

Indien mission wae begun &t Pine River, Bethany stetion. 

But cnece senin the immigrant Léhe men found the church 

prectice and teaching of the Americen Lutherens too 

Lonse to ault their ideas end so on June 25, 1846, on 

the day of the Augsburg Confession celebration, four of 

Lihets missionsries, W. Hattetaedt, A. Grdmer, Lochner, 

and J. Treautmenn Left the 'Maichigen Synod @cclering thet 

they had come to Anerice to do Lutheran Mission eee 

Taanier, therefore, fits into the generel vattern of the 

conservetive German missionaries newly errived sho 

found the leoser neactice of American Lutheranism un- 

pelitetle.) He fits into the mein stream in the revival 

of canfessionslism firet in Germeny end then in Anerica 

tovwerds the middle of the nineteenth century. 

Wyneken hed visited Sihler at Pomerny on hie vey to 

hig new charge in Baltimore. In the spring of the sane 

yeor, 1845, Sihler receiveé the call to Wyneken's former 

  

Le Ibid. 3 Be 135.  
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Congregstion in Ft. Wayne, ond although he had returned 
Pive eslls during the preceding year because he felt that 

his congregetion wae not sufficiently indoctrineted, he 

now felt free to accent this call for one of Léhe's 

recently arrived oissioneriles, the Candidste Romanowsky, 

Wes available to teke his viace, He found the congregation 

in Pt. Wayne in excellent spiritus1 condition, but 

regretted thet as a Silesien he wes unable to speak 

Plastdeutsch with the three quarters of the congregstion 

of Westchslien and Hennoverian extreetion. it was during 

the foliowing year that the first stens were teken toward 

organizing ei1 these widely scattered but resolute grouns 

of conservetive Lutherens inte one churchbody. 

Valther head published the first issue of Der Lutheraner 

on September 1, 1844, with his concern for the “orphsnnel 

Germans of the West*® and the vure Luthersn doctrine. 

Sihler end the others of the nine who hed left the Chio 

Gynod resi these first issues end Sihler corresponded with 

the editor. After the meeting of the Ldhe men at Cleveland, 

September, 1845, they decided to meet with the Saxon 

brethren and so Pasters Ernst snd Lochner, 21so e Léhe men 

of Toledo, traveled to St. Louis and there met with the 

Saxons Welther, Léber, Keyl, Gruber, Firbringer, end 

Sehieferdecker. Waither deeply impressed Sihler with 

  

1. Lebensiauf, it, np. 46. 
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his learning, Sincerity, and spirituslity. During the 

subsejuent discussion 1% wes found thet the men present 

were of one mind and interest. They exvressed a common 

Gesire to organize for a common endeavor to win the West 

for conservstive Lutheranism. <A constitution was to be 

prepsred and submitted to any congregetions wishing to 

join the new Synod. The organizationel meeting was in Chicago 

Aprii, 1847. Walther was elected president and Sihler 

Vice-president, overseer of the Fastern district, and 

finally upon a lster division of Synod, the president of 

the Central district. During his years es overseer he 

woes eslveys conable in settling dicvutes in the econ 

erer-tions, controverting opposing doctrine, seeing nev 

oopertunities for mission establishments, 2 most 

zeslous and sctive churchman. The story of his activity 

in his own perish is one of constant wort and activity. 

The thirty years following saw the beginning of many 

smell ehurehes in the countrvside asroind Ft. Wayne. 

Throurh his efforts the church in Ft. Wayne grew, 

divided, and todey the city has at least ten churches 

of Synodical affilistion. 

Another broader field of his work lay in the part 

he nlsyed in the founding snd develonment of the Acadeny 

and Seminsry which supplied the urgent need for nastora 

by -roviding e mininun essential treining for theolsrisans 

on this side of the Atlantic, thus relieving the pressing   
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need for constsnt reinforcement from Germany. Sihler 

completed the training of the tvo students whon Wynetcen 

had chesen to study with him, Jaebker end Prinoke. It 

wes customsry for young men to stay with exnerienced 

pastors, use their libraries, study under their tutelage, 

and pass » test in e colloquium to den-nstrate their 

readiness for the cloth. Sihler envisioned 2 bigrer plan. 

fo supply the meny men needed in the West, he thourht of 

establishing a Seminery of a nore practicsl neture which 

would turn out men in the mininum of time. He wrote to 

LGhe who hed outlined a vlan for such a school in their 

conference in Neuendettelseu. Léhe complied with his 

request and sent funde amole for buying o tract of lena 

and erecting s building for the vurcees. In sdaition 

he sent eleven youths resdy to study at the newly foundei 

Shoo a Sihler wes mede president of the inatitutions ~ 

He lodged some of the bove in his home end msde a 

contribution of one dollar a week to the indigent 

student's fund no matter how badly things were for hime 

self financially. We shell note in the course of our 

study of his writings how he worked for this sehool, 

arrenged for its transfer to St. Louis and then to 

Springfield. Not satisfied with havine done so much 

for the ministerial office, Sihler in 1867 also founded a 

Seminery in Ft. Wayne for the training of teachers in 
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the parochial school. This was later transferred to Addison, 

Illinois. We shall have occasion to observe in a study 

of his contributions te church periodicals how his efforts 

were always directed in a most prectical way toward fosater=- 

ing the interests of these institutions. He was assistel 

during these yerrsa by sble men as Gandidate Wolter who 

shsred the teaching load, Prof. Cramer who worked in the 

Practiosl Seminary, and Pastor Stubnagy, and finally 

Paster Jox who succeeded hin in St. Paul's Church during 

his least years. 1 

Hiis ministry in Ft. Wayne wae interrunted for only 

one extended neriod of time during all these years. 

During the years 1651-1852 he substituted for Wyneken 

who hed since moved from Beltinore to St. Louis while 

Wyneken and Walther went to Germany to confer with Léhe 

who seemed to have dream somevhst away from the confessional 

position snd closer to the Baverisn Union Ghureh, and 

who hed censured the Missouri Synod for its democratic 

Gongrecetionsl orgenization and its doetrine of the 

office of the ministry in relstion to its view of the 

miversel oriesthond of sll tbelievers. During the 

course of this conference Sihler was in cherre of the 

congregction end of editing the tntkiorsiais He was so 

constently setive in 211 synedicel endeavors thet 1t is 

imposzible to-determine how far reaching the influence 
  

1. Ibid., pp. 158-148. 
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of his views and sctivity on the growth of the Missouri 

Synod heve vee? How far reaching his interests were 

in score may be in part indicsted by = study of his 

weitten contributlons to church pericdicals. 

Sihler's private life was no less vigorous then his 

activity as a churchman, the father of s lerge femily, of 

noor income, he nevertheless was know for his hossitality 

and many frien@ships. He had cone to Ft. Yeayme a bachelor 

of forty-four and had set un querters with the two 

students. His friend Pestor Ernst of Neuendettelsau, 

Ohio, hovever hed plans for Sihler. There was a young 

maid "fit to be a pnestor’s wife, of Christiscn aind, of 

mood understanding and s ‘soft quiet soirit'- very 

homelike ani used to work. . in svite of the sce differentisel 

of twentyveeifght yeers the arrangement wortced out well. 

Sihicr traveled te Neuendettelsau with Ernst after their 

conference in St. Louis send visited the home of the Soare 

@irl. Miss Susenne xern was in the field st the tine 

they orrived, but when she returned, Sihler was favorably 

tmppessed, for thouch she would herdiy have insnired ean 

artist, her disposition and bearing inmediately sttractel 

Sihler te her. : He and his bride returned within « matter 

of days to Ft. Weyne where they were received with tears 

  

1. He never missed a synodical meeting for thirty- 
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of Joy by his housekeeper over his new found hagplinese 7 

fhe years following sav the arrivsl of eleven children. 

The house was alweys full of muestes and roor studenta. 

Somehow hie frugel wife menagzea to make the money resch, 

althouch for s long tine his Sncome vas only three 

hundred Go liers snnueliy. | aihter wes in good heelth 

and setive until the very last years an? months of his 

1i?e. Finelly, sdvanced in yeers he ennesred before his 

conrrezation te deliver s Comaunicn Address, June 5, 1385, 

but he almest swooned and was tekken to the house where 

he wee nursed during the ensning Sree Durine this 

peried he eslled on the smoiritual resources of the fetth 

which he had prerehed end for whieh he hea labored. He 

renested words of Serinture «as, "For me to Live is 

Christ" and "Goi wee in Christ reecneiling the world 

unto Himself." Sunday, Oetober 25, he ‘new the end te 

be neer and nsked for the Sacrament. He then renested 

the words of Christ, "Father into Thy henfs I commend 

my spirit," In answer te his wife's lest ouesticn as 

to whet she should tell the ehildren, Sihier replied, 

"thst they 2bide in Christ." With these words closed 

the Life of Willism Sihler, the "practical Dr. of 

Philesoshy® of the early years of the Missourl Synod. 
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Chapter IIt 

SAhier the Theologisn and Churchman 

From the days of Augustine's The City of God to 

the dseys of Sentayana's Reason, men have postulated 

philosovhies of history, inteliectusl devices to ex= 
1 

  

plain the secuence of historical events. Within the 

narrower motrix of nstural causes, the influence of 

the strikingly individualistic character of Willien 

Sihler on the developmant of the Church doctrine snd 

practice of the Missouri Synod presents sn interesting 

i llustretion of the ideas of s strong willed man 

influencing the course of = rowing orgenization. The 

biorraphical sketch end survey of the religious 

situction in the first half of the nineteenth century 

just completed has suggested the nature of Sihler's 

religious convictions and his reaetion to the ore-   
Valling ecclesiasticel tendencies of his dey. A 

closer chsracterization of the man eas a theolorisn 

and 2 churchmen wili serve to point up the areas of 

special importance in which Sihier's influence was 

a
l
i
i
 

expressly evident. 
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As a religious man, thore c2n be no doubt of Sihiler's 

genuine sviri tual convictions. fle life of atrong oon 

vVieti-n, the experlence of sudden conversion, his eerily 

university treining, his extended missionsry travels, his 

work in the orgenization of a church, ané his interest 

in the tralning of the clergy hos inspired the conperison 

of his career with that of 3t. wants n A spirit of resl 

aserifies was evident in the life of these early Midvest 

clergymen. A. Exnst, for exemnle, teucht achool and 

prenched in 2 eonpregetion for a whole yesr without par, 

shearing only the food of the nerishioners. Sihler's 

self-nerpstion vase just as ecpsrent during those long 

eerily yeers when Cramer Lived in = se@ house and he in a 

emall frame sheck. He alveys emphasized the need for a 

‘ pentor to make a dering thrust of faith for his om 

welfrre and Lock uwoon the nerishioners eas redecmed 

children of God, - two-fold m thed which summarizes 

quite well his crinelinies of ministerisl prectice. 

Sihler, se we heve noted, sfter concurring in the 

rationalism cf hic @ay through meny years of militcry 

service end advanced studios, hed eome under the ine 

fluenee of Schlelermacher. He never seknowledged any 

spprovel of Schleiermacher's theological method, but 

wes ne doubt influenced by his emphasis on the vergonsal 

  

1. W. G. Polack, “Four Early Leaders of Our 
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veletion of man to God ani his attscka on the dry heartless 

Pationslism of the sehools and many churches. 

We have traced his shift toward the dissenting 

Luthersn faction.end the orthodox theological position. 

He now taught the doctrines distinctive of Luthersnisn 

with its enchasis on the sntithesis of sin and grace 

and the entire confessionel satend. His sim was to 

present “law end.gosnel, without mixing the two in the 

least deteil.® in his introéuction to a2 beok of sermons 

he explains that ‘insofar es he made this senarztion 

between lew snd gospel, an srt which according te 

Luther's testimony is never fully lcarned, he had those 

believing fathers to thank es~eclally from the line of 

the blessed Reformation and shove sll the Lutheren 

acehslers, os Chemnita and Gerherd. ... At their fest 

he est and leerned. . . « He could thank his hesventy 

Fether who led him from pletion to this correct Lutheran 

position. a Tin this introduetion he presented in detsil 

the theologicel considerntions which guided hin in his 

sermonizings: "fhe first consideration wes secording to 

St. Paul's sfmnition (2 Tim. &, 15) rightly to divide 

the word of truth, law and gospel. Secondly, in the 

gospel I tek utmest veins to present clearly the 

justification of sinners before God alone by grace, 

for Christ's sake. Thirdly, in teschinre the correct 
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lutheran doctrine of justification, I considered it of 

great imcortence of faith and conscience te onnose Papism 

and enthusiasts (his usual designotion for the "New 

Light" revivalists and reformed in general). Fourthly, 

I took it to heart to study the fathers on the gosnele, 

especially their homilies. Fifthiy, I tried not to cater 

to the svirit of the times nor trect of lofty things, 

but as Luther sut 16, tohold to the lower simpler things. a 

His attemyt to pattern his work efter Luther and his the logy 

is evident e11 through many of his sermons which sre 

studded with references to the Reformer and thoughts 

derived from the 16th and 17th century dormaticians. 

This is evident, for example, in one of his »vrinted 

sermons “Am Geddchtnisztare der geserneten Reformetion® 

in which he Givides his theme into two nerts: 1. What 

darkness before the breaking of the blessed Reformetion. . . 

2. How through Luther's testimony did the light of the 

goanel erise? In thenlogy, then, Sihler now stood in 

the tredition which Charles Porterfield Krauth has 

erlleé the conservative reformat ion. 

In church practice, Sihler promoted the cause of 

the orthodox Lutheran crouns of his om comtry. We 

hsve observed how Guring the inst years of his stay 

in Germany he was continually associated with the 

seattered grouns of dissenters from the state church 

  

1. Ibid., DDe iV-VilI. 

  

    

 



of the Prussien Union of 1817. ‘He was not concerned 

with a lerge church body, but rather with uniformity 

of doctrine. ihe had key-noted this frame of mind 

when he exclaimed upon the formetion of the Union between 

the Nichigen men and the Saxons: ‘One can well sey: Sut 

to what © smsl1l number the Lutheran Church of North An 

erica hes melted!" Dr. Slihler vrote rersraing the second 

Ssynodicel meeting to Léhe: "What does = groving number 

benefit, 1f the unity of epirit does not grow with 1t 

brining the builders of che Christian Church ever 

closer eceethextsn As © person, he carried into his - 

perich in America #11 the usages of the dignified pfarer, 

overlord af the German Firche. His liturgieal orectice 

wes the formel Lutheren order observed in Germany. For 

yeers nothing but Germen wae used. He wae, as Schleter=- 

macher would have deseribed his former cengregation member, 

® prince of the church. (Kurze Darstellung.) 

As a theologien, Sihler stands in marked contrast 

to the highivy treined and meticulously exact scientific 

theologians of the o1€ German schcol. His exegetical 

trestises snticipsted Zahn*s mmning commentary method, 

rsther than «= glossery method es thet used -by aca 

Whet a marked oontrast between Sihler and Walther, whose 
  

1. Hoehstetter, op. cit., vv. 148. 162. 
2. Gf. "Klarer Eraveis, Gasz Rém. 7, 14-25 nur von 

dem wiederrebornen handelt," Lehre und Wehre, vol. 76, 
no. 4. 
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doctrinal presentation wea always formal! Walther was 

frequently as formal as Aequinas himself with his 

A) fhesen, with a comnmendium of doctrinal oninion and 

‘B) Anti-thesa@, buttressed by another battery of dog- 

matic expositions. Sinler as a stheslogien stends in 

the same contrast with other writers of corly Americen 

Luthersnism with their Germen University training. We 

might compsre hin also with Cramer with his formal 

organization of his Compendium der Theslogle der Vater. 

He himsel? wrote a revealing explanation of his own 

exegetical method in one of his most extmded exegetical 

easertess eee his brief comment-ry on the pastoral 

epistles. He writes: 

It is not the intention 1m the ?olloving 
article to trest these Enistles in the manner 
of the new selentific, theological, and lesrned 
exegesis. The writer dees not heve the necessary . 
training nor siiil. He writes much more in 
regord to our mresent church practices snd needs 
giving comments to these letters. As far ss 
God allows we will apply the comfort of this 
Scripture te the ministers of the word. 

Tin spite of his terminal degree and broad trsining, 

his interest was truly oracticel, the dist imguishing 

feature of sil his work.) 

His theological thinking wes not at all original. 

He would heve considered reevalustion as surrender and 

novelty ac e superfluous gesture, even harmful. His 

  

1. "Die Briefe St. Peuli an Timotheum und Titum 

oder das apostolische Pastoreale,* Lehre und YWehre, vol. 10, 
noe 6, DD.» 181-186. 
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expositions were not exceptional, often, in fact, very 

ordinary. But his effectiveness wes @ue in the main to 

two features of sll his theologics1 exncosition. The one 

was hie rigorous consistency of aim andi exposition. The 

other was his vigorous conviction which ensbled him to 

write with em conteglous enthusiasm. 

He was in his historic situation a key figure in 

the Christisn Church, We was one of those outsteniing 

nen who managed the transition from the Eurovesan church 

to the chureh of the Americen Frontier. Perhaps his 

chief sipmificence lay in the fact that he effected the 

continulty between the church of the vast with the fresh 

growLlngs, church of his day ani between the church eof the’ 

old country and the church of the new. As though to 

’ caricature this imcortant feature of his career, Sihler 

all his life maintained an active end extended corresnendence 

with lesders of the Lutheren churches of Germany and 

through constent study, never lost his ayprecistion of 

the historic tradition of Lutheranism of the past. His 

broa@ scholarly tvaining, outstanding sdministrative 

ability, end intimsate contect with the Léhe fowmdastion 

in Germeny helped to tridge the gen between Luther-n 

orthodoxy in Germeny and nena 

fhe story ef his contributions to the literature of 

Americen Luthereniem is isrgely the story of the annlication 

  

1. Carl Mauelshagen, Americen Lutheranism Surreni ers 
to Forces of Conservatism, University of Minnesota Doctorate i 
Thesis, L906, pe 74. :



of these principles acquired in the bosom of the church 

of Geruany to the new conditions of 19th century American 

frontier life. This required a stesdy and understsnding 

mind, © resdy ena practical hand. -We shall make a 

special and extensive study of how thisman through his 

writings for ceriof@icals and his publications vlaved en 

imcortant role in shaving the destiny of the Luthersn 

church in America. fis Goctrinal statements were reneatedly 

directet toverd reaffirming ond elsborsating the eonvioetions 

ef orthodox imtheranism. By way of illustrstion of his 

great wivavering on _ consistent loyalty te the position 

which he head embrsced one necd only refer to s writing 

of 1861 at the height of his career in which he elaborstes 

the doctrine of justificstion by faith treating of its 

essence, its reletimn to other articles. of Christian 

doctrine, end on the danger of diminishing the glory of 

this aadexinee> Again, a8 late aa 1892, at the end of 

his life he wrote smother article aimed st synergism 

and the advecates of Melanchthon's facultas se applicand’ 

ad gratism and conversely in support of sols ficei and 

Soins posttest This indicates his great constancy in 

theological position, to which only one excention vas 

ever alleged, that is, his exprassions on the dogne or 

election, which will be discussed lster. 

  

1. “Referat tiber die Predigt der rechten Lehre von 
der Rechtfertigung," Lehre und Wehre, vol. 7, no. 2, >. 45 
and no. 3» DDe 75-92. 

& "Velche Haunt und Grundlehren der helligen 
’ Sehrift werdén durch den Syngergismus wesentlich verderbt 

und gefalscht?" Lehre wd Wehre, vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 145- 
148. 
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A striking illustration of his adantation snd fcenius 

for solving <roblems of church orgenizetion is fomd in 

hie acplicetion ef the Lutheren em-hasis on the wmiversal. 

priesthood of sll believers end autonomy of the local 

congregation to the croblem of church government in 

America. Though et first he seems to have favored en 

orgenization favoring more power for the clergy, upon 

contect with Valther he changed in favor of the congre= 

getilonal form and esneurred in the famous article seven 

in the Missouri Synod constitution which declares that 

the synod is merely on odvisery body ond later vrote 

such articles es “Ein Ernstes Bedenken"® in which he 

Giscussed the executive power of Synod, as well eas ite 

judicisl rower, end the expressions of the Soua ae cone 

on the matter of congrspstionel government. Becsuce 

his views, spewed in the seme spiritual bed as other 

American conservative Lutherans, ecncurred so consistmtly 

with thoce of Welther enc the other founders of the 

MiscourL Syed, it is aifficult to distinguish his 

individual contribution and infiuence. His meny writingss 

hovever, testify beyond doubt te the imnortence of his 

tae in bridging the gap between the old Euronesn Church 

end the new Church of the Americsen frontier. 

  

1. Lehre umd Wehre, vol. 15, no. 12, pp. 358-S6L 

  
  
   



Chapter IY 

The Founding of the Missourl Synod 

After this preliminery measure of Sthier's stature 

ata theolovicn end a churchmen, we shall study the 

impeet which he mede ucon the church body which he 

helped orranize ané later his influence ucon the Church 

et lsrge. We can do no better then at this point to 

sketch the religious situction of the veriod in which 

Sihler began his work in America. We have elresdy 

noted conditions in the Germen Ghurech, the renereussions 

of the Prussian Union on church organizetion with the 

pLletist grouns, the dissenting orthodox frouns, the overe 

wheiminre sajority in the new officisl state church. We 

have else considered the theologicsl trenda of thet dey 

4n German thought, the rationalism evident everywhere 

with its stifling effect on the svirituel life of the 

chureh, the ronanticist influence evidemt in Schiecier- 

macher's theological thourht which wac to see further 

development and extensive acceptance throurh the 

nedintion of the Ritachlian school, and the new 

egeressive svirit of the dissenting Luthersn srouns 

and their interest in North Americen missions. 

fhe Dean of American church historians, Willian 
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Warren Sweet, gives a succinct description of the 

situetion in America during the restless thirties and 

forties of the 19th sarge The national era, ended 

about 1330, and the neriod from 1830 to the Civil Yar 

was rightly celled the ere of sectionalism. Likewise 

the trend in chureh affairs resulted in divisions and 

subdivisions of the ch:rches, while each denominstion 

begen to emvhasize its own veculier interest. Loyalty 

to ea denomination now became the prest emchasis. An 

individualistic sttitude dominsted the whole nation. 

Emtionalism prevailed everywhere, especially in 

religion. 

fhe American Lutherens contributed a full share to 

the strife end controversy of these yeers. This vas 

the neriod of the prest struggle between the vsrty 

in the General Synod which attennted to *Americanize 

the Iatheran Church" by 4 liberal interpretotion of the 

Gonfession end the Gonservatives. This narty was 

headed by the outetending lender Samuel S. Schmucker 

who wee p nrominent man of the church figuring the 

found ne of Gettysburg Seminery and Pennaylvenis 

Geollege. He was onresed by a growing conservative 

party insisting uron the strict adherence, not only ta 

the Augsburg Confession, but to the synbolicsl books 

associsted with 4¢. In the greet wave of immigration 

  

1. The Story of Religion in America, po. 575 ff. 
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which begen about 1850 and continued mtil long after 

the Civil War, the conservative Luth-rans grew in strength 

and the Luthersn Church veered toward the confessional 

position. Between 1850 and 18% the Lutheran increase 

was three times thet of the general ponulation. In the 

deesde just vrevious to the Civil War neariy es million 

Germans came to America. liany of these Gernsn immigrants 

were Romen Cetholics but a majority vere tiatharene 

This move wae due to en economic depression in Germsny 

corres“onding te © prosperous era in America, 8 well 

aa to the ovsression of dissenting Lutherans by the State 

Church. Hany were peasants, since the nost-Naroleonic 

period grosned with ovpressive taxation and in sddition 

& serLes of cro» felilures intersnersed with terrifically 

eo1d winters wroucht untold misery. In the years 1815- 

1817 2 veriteble state of famine existed in Southern 

Germany. The industriel aristocracy ws: overtihelning 

the creftsmen and small treders. From 1815 to 1830 the 

pversge exodus from Germany was estimeted.as over 12,000. 

The revolution figuring the Bursenenschaften movement 

with its slogen "Honcr, liberty, fatherlend" failed sand 

many German voliticel libersils were obliged to Lesve 

the country. From 180% to 1845 the aversge snnunl 

emigration rose tc sbeut 40,0001 

  

1. Ibid., p. 587. 
2. Carl E. Schneider, The German Church on the 

American Frontier, pp. 1-5. 
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Meny of these Germons were hostile to all relirion. 

It would not be correct to say that only the educated 

university=-trained Germans were anti-religious. A 

variety of tynes, renging from sentimental vietists to 

abendoned infidels, conrressted on the frontier. The 

least influentiel cultural factor was the pietist peasant 

end the common laborer. Nor were the. indigent nesasent 

prouns always solrituel minded. Proparanfists and ine 

posters had ealen nenetreted their rane and stirred un 

antarponism to religion. Frequently the frontier farmers 

succumbed to matericliem and their settlenents became 

hotbeds of inrinerity.- 

Gn the other hand, the many Lutherans of she 

farming snd smell trades cless hac come from the small 

heré-pressed dissenting churches, often because of 

o>opression, hed learned to exnect haréshin end difficulty 

in mainteining their ties with the church. They often 

lived far anert. In worldly goods they vere poor, but as 

a rule they were resdy to receive preschers of their own 

church. These ocreechers were entirely different from 

most of the vrotestent frontier missioneries and typical 

circuit riders in their theolory and in their aswroeach 

to the settlers. They held to the orthodox confessional 

eredition. They did not accent the "new measures" of 

the revival frontier churches, reminiscent of Finney, et.al. 
  

1. ibid., p- 52.   
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fhey sought out people of their own lengusge and relicim 

and made little ettemnt to win the English, These 

preachers received no money and little honor. Ther 

could figure on the bare essentisls only. It wes men 

of this kind who laid the gmund for the first Lutheran 

synced of the Middle Border. The endless rides, mostiy 

on horsebsck, brought grest disconforts and dsngers. 

Missionery journeys lasted usually siz or seven weeks. 

In theslogieal learning they were »verheps not so 

proficient, though » university treined minister giving 

#11 for the church was not an infreauent exception. 

Their library eonsisted often of a hen&ful of books 

end there wes 11ittle onvnortunity for study. Wheat the 

heré Inected, the heart suc iied in er These vere 

the ministers of the frontier end the Lutheran neocle 

of the Midwestern soil whom Sihler wes to infiuence snd 

pulée in the formetion and growth of the HMiscourl Synod. va 

Sihler together with Ernst and several nestore and 

one teseher herd left the Ohio synnd in 1345 beecuse they 

considered the laxity in adherence t7 ecnfessionel } 

principles on the pert of the synoé ss a distinct debilittat- 

ing factor in the work of the eee They felt that 

esnecially here where the state Goes not support or guide 

the church, 2 clear confession is saree uniess sli, 

to quote on oft used phrase, was to sink into a "Verschwommene 

  

1. Wolf, on. cit., po. 542-544. 
2. Lebensiauf, Il, p. 52. 
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Masse," in which the unwholesome “enthusiasm"™ had the 

upper ene We may get an iden of Sihler's ministerial 

ideals from his eulogy of one of the most active con- 

fessional Lutherans in Germsny during those decades) in 

his obituery of Carl Strébel, licentiste in Zeitz and 

assistent to Dr. Rudelbsch an@ Dr. Guericke in writing 

for the Zeitschrift fiir-lutherische Theologie und _Xirche, 
  

he econmended him for those virtues which he no doubt 

recommended to his fellow clergy. For one thing, he was. 

proud of his scholerly achievements noting thet Dr. 

Delitzsch had found his comments ond criticisms "characterhaft 

und frisch.* They were of the right Lutheran spirit in 

tesching and in guerding. No one wss more svirited in 

denouncing the corrupting unionism in the Stete Church, 

the mehristisen paplam, the false mride of false-Luthersn 

papers, the mixing of church and state, end warring 

for God's Word and on the ground of the Lutheran con= 

fessions. Sihler thenked God that his witmess was 

better received by those on this side of the Atlantic 

then on thet and prayed thet his memory might remain 

a blessing! Sihler himself endeavored in his om 

ministry to attain to this pattern of idesis which he 

lauded in Strébel. He endesvored, moreover, to mold 

  

1. Jom P. Koehler, Geschichte der Allgemeinen 
ev.-luth. Synede von Wisconsin und anderen Staaten, p. 98. 

2. ‘Nekrolo, isches,* Lehre und Wehre, vol. 26, 
no. 2, DY. 57-558. .  
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the ministerial candidates whom he treined in the 

Seminery he was to help found and the many frontier 

Clergy “hon he was to influence in his writines to this 

form. 

As ve shell note nresentiy, (Sihler was of immense 

influence in the orgenization of synod, the c-inesition 

ef the synodicsl eonstitution, the formulstion of the : 

practiesl aonlication of the doctrines of the chureh snd 

relrted matters, ond in his work of treining seninery 

students end tenchers for the nrrochial school systeme| 

Our mein interest, however, will be to study the inorega 

which he mede upon the church in geners1 throuch-his 

eontrilutions to the literature of the church. He early 

begen to erticulste his strong views in the periodicsis, 

Moneeravhs, end full volumes of sermons end yrsetilesl 

then logicel spestises. It ie these vritinres which 

comisnd anecirl sttention. Next te the eaitora then= 

selves, he wee one of the most geslous contributors. 

For the Luthersner he wrote over eighty articles eng 

for Lehre uné@ Wehre, the theological journel of the 

Higsouri Syne@, he wrote more then thirty longer articles 

end many shorter ststements. He alan wrote meny =rticles 

for the Zeugen der Wahrheit. It was 

ve. We Sweet characterized as such 7 powerful influence 

    

er Lutherener which 

4n maintaining Lutheren orthodoxy. That verlodicsl snd 

the Lehre md Wehre, the official therlogics] magazine 

  

1. Op. cit., pv. 387. 
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end often the only theological Journal which the frontier 

pastors could efford for subscrimtion, rere hirhly 

influential in maintaining snd Gevelonine the theolorical 

thinking of the nionasr thes logiens.} It ie there thst we 

must go for en Gveluation of Sihler's influence on the 

deveiomient of the Synodical position on many pointes 

or teaching snd preetioe. 

First, however, e brie? sketch of Sihler's narticination 

in the orgenization nn? Synod end his work as founder sand 

instructor of the practical seminsry will nreve helvful 

in delineating Sihler's stetus in ecclesiastical affairs 

Sihler was retvonsible in large psrt for the imnetus 

which Lead to the formation of the union of s11 the 

widely scattered conserv’tive churehmen of Amerlesn 

Luthersniam who finally Joined into the union desipmated - 

as the Evengelical Lutheran Synod of Hissourl, Ohic, and 

Other Ststes. We have vreviously releted how the Ldhe 

men had been attrscted to Walther ané the Saxon immigrants 

or St. touts and Perry County through thelr reeding of 

the Lutheraner and how the other frouxcs from Michigan 

hed alse been drawn to then. [in a letter of Walther's 

edfiressei to Sihler, Jsanuery 2, 1845, we rerds: "Ye 

mre strongly convinces? thet without en externsl wion 

of the true Lutheran ministers ond their congrerations 

the unity of the Spirit and therewith the purity of 

doctrine cannot be maintained, and even less will the 

talents of the individuel be devoted to the commen fond." | 
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Upon Sihler's question, "Would 4t not be nnssible to 

form a union tonether with our brethren?* Welther 

replied: “I hold thet not only possible but most 

desirable and rich in oromise for our mutual welfsre; 

indeca, i consider it essential, for conscience's sake, 

if it can be achieved. ... i for my part am willing 

to make any vossible sacrifice in order to bring such Le 

& union into being.” In this conviction, three cone 

ferences were errenged. The L§he men met in Clevelend, 

Ohisc, in Sentenmber, oe. and dissolved their connections 

with the OChio Synod. The next step wes a meeting in 

Walther's St. Louis home for the discussion of the plan 

of union end Gratting a tentstive censtitution. Welther 

was ne doubt the undis-uted Leader in orgenicsation. In 

his sutobiogrevhy Sihler writes: 

Pastor Walther welcomed us hesr¢ily.to 
his home and his good wife wee most cordial. 
Walther Lupressed ue most of all. He was 
not #2 yet thirty-five, but he seemed much 
older. .« . He was fuli af spirit and life. 
He wes the enlivening and formtive in- 
fluence, outlining princivles for e union 
ef congregetions, 2 synod. He showed snecieal 
trelents for greenizetion, of which I possess 
very little. 

  
The orgenizetional neeting was finally held in 

Geicego, April, 1847, st St. Peul's Church.: Dr. Sihler | 

preached on Acts 2: 42.4in the afternoon service of the | 

opening day's meeting. The scceptance of the Scrintures 

1. We G Poleck, zs 1e oh ele of _s Grest Church, p. 65. 
2. LeBemslauf, II, pp. 5 . 

 



as the Vord of God enfi the acceptance of all of the 

symbolicel berks of the Lutheren Church was mede requisite 

to scquire and hold membership in the new Synod. The 

renuncistion of unionism and syneretisna of every 

Genaription wea required. There should tbe no joint 

services and sacrementsl rites with heterodox conrregations 

or of such of mixed confession. There should be exclusive 

use of doctrinally >-ure sc-enda, hymn-books, and cetechisms 

in ehurch and school. Ghiidren should be provided with a 

Christian achecl slacattonia Sihier wns chesen vice- 

president end exeminer end collocutor. 

That these men lived in « very reel friendly spirit 

end were most intimately ettached to esch other and 

interested in esch other is evident throuchout their 

uritings, exchsenges of letters, as well as in the more 

formel church notices. Sihiler in his obituary of his 

friend ynexen who had been instrmenteal in overcoming 

his antinathy fer America and in winning him fer service 

in this comtry, for examvle, praised him ss a man long 

so be remembered in the church and exvreseed most frenuine 

sorrow at his aaaenen From these beginnings in which 

Siler was so ective the Synod grew into one of the largest 

Lutheren bodies in America. 

1. Poleck, abe Boe oe Cee coer De 74, 
2. “Lebenabrisz des am 4 hai in einem alter 

von nehe 66 Jahren in Sen Francisco in dem Herrn ent- 
sehlefenen Ehrv. Wellsnd Herrn Driedrich tiynekem, 
treuverdientedn Ev. lutherischen Pastors der Gemeinde in 
Cleveland West, Ohio,® Lutheraner, vol. 52, no. 14, 
pn. 105-108. 
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By 1872 relstions with other synods had vrorgressed 

to such man extent thet it seemed practicable to s tempt 

a joint orgenization of some sort. Accordingly e historic 

convention met «st Milwaukee, June 10-16, comnosed of 

represent-tivee of the synods of Missouri, Wisconsin, 

Ohio, Minnesota, Illinois, and the Norwecien Syned. The 

second of two preliminary mneetinges hef met in Dr. 

Sihler's church in Ft. Wayne. Sihler wea now one of 

the Missourl Synod delegstes ta the joint convention of 

synods. At this convention the new bofy was called the 

Evenrelical Lutheren Synofical Conference of North Am= 

erica. Sihier's hané in reletions with other eymods 

within ani without the synodicel conference will con- 

stitute a snecieal study below. 

The original wien devised by Léhe, the grest snonsor 

of North Americsn church expansion, the pastor at 

Neuendettelsau, Bavaria, called for the nrelininsry 

prepsretion of ministerLal candidates in Germany end the 

conoletion of the tralning at the Seminery at Columbus, 

Ohio. In order te orevide more at lesst partially 

trained students s prererstory school was fowmded et 

Niirnberg which later* grew into 2 self-sunporting 

mission semincry and in 1855 was moved to Neuendettelsau, 

from where the work wes continued. The founder waa 

cendidate Friedrich Bauer, a frima@ of Léhe. when, in 

the eves of these German benefactors, the seminsry 

at Columbus became dectrinally uneouwnd, the move wes made 
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to rearrange the vrogream. The schonl et Ft. Wayne vas — 

opened and fron 1846-1848 nineteen students came from 

ftrnberg, Auernhein, and Neuendetteleaau to the Ft. Warne 

Seminary. This support furnished throuch man power sent 

from this German academy continued until 1849 when Léhe 

formed the “Gesellschaft f4# innere Mission im Sinne der 

lutherischen Kirche in Bayern.® Bauer continued his work 

untii his desth in 1874." 

in August, 1846, Cendidate C. A. W. Roebbelen 

brought over eleven stwients from Germany oné sssieted 

Sihler in instructing them. SihLler onened this school 

in October, 1846, and in November, 1846, Pref. A. Wolter 

Gane to helo him. In an appesl for donations for the 

suport of this school published thst yeor in the 

Luthersner, Sihler ‘deseribed the school es serving 

the following purposes: 

1. We wish to train men full of faith and learning 
in God's Yord-- 

2. Men who will hsve nothing to do with the sn- 
called Lutheran synods given te false unionism. 

3. Men who have 2 good cnowledge end exnerience 
of this truth. 

4. ien etle end strong in tersching the law and 
the foepel. 

5. Wen who will serve the church in love and 

humility. 

6. Hen who will suffer every cross for the 
precious confession. 

  

1. Deindérfer, ov. cit., pv. 13-15.



7. en who will take herd to self and ell the 
flock. 

8. HNen who will be dilirent in preserving the 
unity of apirit in the bon? of penece.: 

Soon after the organization of the new Synod, Sihler 

was able to persunde LShe to transfer this nroperty to 

the eenetitutionally orthodox rroup as x gift. This 

document, dated Sentember 8, 1847, contained the fellow 

ing interestine conditions: "Phet the school forever 

serve the Lutheran Ghureh snd train ministers for its 

thet the sole medium of instruction in the Seminerv be, 

and unnltersably remein, the German languages thet the 

Seninery remain what 1% is, namely en institution which 

hee as Lis pursore the best nossible, but also the 

quictest, prenorstion of nreachers and pestors for 

the commtilesa forsaken German brethren in the frith and 

Por the newly immigrating coneregations of our biecd 

anf confeanion; that showld the need arise, the Seminary 

Will serve slso for the training of missionaries to the 

herthen natives of North saison Repeatedly through 

the yerrs Sihler wrote for the suvpoert of this Seminery 

and other sehools, holding 1t Lneontrovertible thet 

next to the support and promotion of the individual 

conererations, there 1a no more noble zork than sucrerte 

ing the aehoole of higher learning, for godly snd learned 

  

1. "Das lutherische Seminar gu Ft. Wayne,* 
vol. Sy no. 5, Pd. 29=50. 

2 W. G. Polack, The Building of a Greet Churoh, 
Dp. 57. 
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instructors in church snd school are the noblest pifts of 

nates Until the tine of its removal from Ft. Wayne, the 

Seminary wes isrgely under the guidance of Sihler. He 

aun rorted, served at pestor, and taught in the deattasren 

An increasingly lerge number of men arrived for study. 

fhe enrollment revwire? expansion of buildings. The 

school was to serve yet another nurpozse. 

Pastors F. Lochner, S. Le Dulitz, and P. Fleischmenn, 

torether with Hr. Diez in 1855 had undertaken to establish 

a teachers’ college in liilwaukee. They were not satisfied 

with the location and in the year 13857 synod resolved to 

arrenge © special department in Ft. Wayne for tescher 

esndidstes. Fleischmann, Crdmer, Sihler, and his assistant 

taught 911 elasses. This arrangement continued until 

1865 when synod resolved to transfer the Terechers' Collere 

to AdSison and provide it with new pattat ee: This was 

the second orotestant teschers’ college for parochisel 

achools te be onened in America, the first heving bean 

founded by the Lutheran group in Saginew in 18535. Sihler, 

who elready in Germany hed been sn instructor and knew 

the rower of education, was throughout his career an 

active supcorter of churcheschcol education. 

In 1657 sn English ecademy was established in 

  

1. “An Unsere lieben Synodalgemeinden," Lutheraner, 
vol. 26, na. 4, Bpe 27-28. 

2. one Hundred Eventful Yesrs under Sihler 
1846-1850, The Springfielder, vol. 10, no. 2, November, 
1845, p. Se 

5S. 5. A. W. Krauss, Ebenezer, p. 216. 
4, Deinddrfer, op. cit., p. 28.



55 

connection with the seminsry in Ft. Wayne. Hr. 3. 

Sutermeister, formerly of Boston, wes put in charge of 

the scademy which opened on November 16. Sihler's 

congresntion erected a new building Por the acadeny. 

This adventure, however, was Giscontinued after s yeer 

for Inck of students sina funds. 

Sihler and other synoadicel leederna decided in 

Yaver of conbining the Practics1 Seminary with the 

school founded in 1859 by the Saxon immigrente and now 

doceted In Bt. Louis, Concerdie Seminery, end et the 

seme time, move the er llege depertment of the St. Loula 

compound te Ft. Wayne. Sihler published e« monogranh 

urging this stem for various reasons. Again he showed 

his oreeties] insipht in the actuel orebleme of the 

church. The committee of which he wes a member finally 

pFinte? the following statements 

We scknowleége that, under present circum 
stances, herdly either school is well supplied 
with teaching cower, end the union of the two 
schools, through 2 greeter number of teschers 
which will work together in one nlsece, will 
greatly promote the confession of sure doctrine 
end the rrovision agsinst fslse tesching. 

The seconé reason is: Through such es 
wmion, the vsrious gifts of the teachers 
would be evatileble for the students. 

fhe third reason is: Thet at the 
inatalletion of new Seminery instructora, it 
is of most imrortence that they find colleagues 
preceding then who cen initiate then into 
office. 

The fourth resson iss Supervision over 
the gifts of the youths would be essier, 
allowing wealmesses to be corrected which 
otherwise could not be gone. 

' he f1fth reason iss: 8s that the older 
men could have «e sslutery influence on the 

 



younger ang the younger would keen the older 
from becoming too onesided. ; 

The sixth reason is: The combined faculty 
woul? have new end more influentisl1 svenues to 
the outside es newspapers, and one voice on 
theology end fhings of the dey in church 
nublicstions. 

in 1661, by resolution cf Synod, the transfer 

Geseribed was made. The "practicsl* seminary was 

combined with the "thecretieal" seminary in St. Louis. 

There Walther snd Grimer worked together for fourteen 

years. in 1876 the building of the enecalled Illinois 

State University in Springfield, Iilinois, was offered 

for sale. Rev. F. Buenger of St. Louis an@ several 

prominent Leymen bousht the pronerty for = ledieat 

Seminery. On Oetober 12, 1875, this group, "The 

Evangelicel Lutheran Fensile Gollege snd Normal Sches1 

Associntion," officisliy organized and nurcheased the 

vroperty. The oroject was not carrie? out and the 

building was offered te Synod for relief of the crowded 

housing. In October, 1374, at the first Delegate Synod 

in Fort Weyne, the resolution was passe& to -urechsse 

the Sprinpfield pronerty from the acsacletion end move 

the "prectical® seninery to thet city, an spite of the 

six adventszes of the union cited by the ecomaittee in 

1°60. We may be sure that Dr. Sihler, still active in 

1. WU. Sihler, Denkschritt zur ein henden Darie 
Ger Grinds fir og RAE ee ee ee i aer ber den theolocischen 

Louis und tar ehrenstalten in 5%. e pfienzme des 
ymmasiuns nach Fort Wayne, laut einntthigen Beschlusses 

d 2s e Louis sbechotenen 
St. Louis: Synodaldruckerel 

  

   

  

   

 



c
y
 

| 

his large perish snf es instructor in the academy, took 

‘sm netive part in ell of these trensections. The amomt 

of voris Sihler sctually produced during those busy days 

enables the reser to eopreciste the touch of weariness 

evident in his Lebenslauf which is more than the 

feébleness of age. How well might the frequently cuoted 

remark of Lord Morley about Gladstone axly to hin, 

‘His industry was more than half his genius." 

 



Chapter V 

Sihier the Prectical Churchman 

Sihier, the practicei churchmen, concerned himself 

early with the many problems of church vrsectice, min= 

isterial qualifientions ani conduct, psrish educstion, 

and the many socisl cuestions of ethical and noliticsl1 

philosevhy. He wan first and foremost the vrectical 

ecclesinst, the preacher rather then the scientific 

technical thenlogion. Throughout the formetive yesrs 

in the development of the Missouri Svnod, he rave 

continusl expression to his philosovhy of the Christian 

faith and life. 

Wis chief concer was always the welfare of the 

Church in its practice. He recognized the character 

of the clergy as the nivotal determinant in this respect 

and continually eddressed himself to the question of 

sound vractice in the training for and exercise of the 

ministerial office. It was the impact of his trenchant 

thinking on the affeirs of the church thst influenced 

‘the standerds and objectives in the training and 

selection of men for the ministerial office. 

He was responsible, of course, for the selection of 

students in the Practical Seminary, which was in his   
   



charge. He suggested also that pastors choosing boys for 

the preneratory schools end for the theologicel seninary 

in St. Louis should be guided by certsin essentiel 

criteria. The first eonalderation of the nast-r in 

selecting theologicsl tyros was the religious @isnosition 

of the Soithets The first thing, he always maintained, 

was the inner attitude toward God and man. Next came 

the evelustion of the gifts particulerly necessary for 

the wor’ of 24 minister. He should consider his family 

backeround, his charscter, the opinion of older exnerienced 

men. The preparatory academies should consider the formal 

treining less than the sbllity to ‘mow nenple snd to be 

of <= good personable disnosition. Thirdly, in the esse 

of those who heve the intellectual rifts, but leck the 

cheracter and temnperement, since it is impossible that 

this should not come to the ettention of the instructors 

4n the course of training, they should be advised to 

Giscontinue, for many of these teke three congreraticns 

in rapid suecessicn and resign after the ene How 

interestingly close these quslificetionsa spnroxinate 

Sihler's contemnorary, Horece Bushnell's, eoncention of 

the necessary gifts of the minister. Bushnell sumnarizei 

the ministerial eptitudes briefly as ea strong moral 

consciousness, the responsibility toverd God end man, as 

  

1. “One Hundred Eventful Years," The Soringfielder, 
vol. 10, no. 2, p- 3S. 

2. Was ist zu thun, dasz nicht 2gu diirftig begabte 
junge Leute ins Amt kommen, die sich spdter als unmégliche 
Psstoren ergeiren?" Lehre und ‘Yiehre, vol. 25, no. 7. 

 



en atmosphere of spirituslity rather than of literary 

or intellectusl accomolishnent, and as including the 

necesssry orecticel talents, as the séministrative 

ees Both of these coiniding conecentions seem 

exolicitly reminiscent of the descrintians in the 

Pastorsel Enisties. That, at least, is the avowed source 

of Sihler's idesl presentrtion. He was, at any rate, 

as his many articles evidence, cuite wfamiliar with the 

Litersture of the contemporsry Americsn vrotestantisn. 

As administretor of the practical Seminary for so 

many years, Sihler wes well secueintea with the meny_ 

ethicsl questions posed by the ministerisl profession. 

Since nepotism and desire for proxotion were not nailed 

to the church door tegcether with the ninety-five thesis, 

he inew the herm which preferred positions in the church 

might work among clergymen. He wes insistent and plsin 

snoken in ovsosing this evil. He, as 2 imtheran theologian, 

of course, opposed eny pronosition for control of ministers 

by s bishon or say system of rotation or annointment by 

the ministerium. The Gongregetional principle wes 

embodied in the synodics1 constitution and, although it 

oecadioned a divisive controversy with Léhe, sunrorting 

the Iowa Synod, 1% was maintained as the pore and 

God-nleasing form of church organization. Thia system 

  

1. Harry Cc. Howard, Princes of the Ghristian Pulnit 
end Pastorete, vol. I, p. 168. 

Ze ~ Sihier, “Herr Pfarrer Léhe's Bericht tber ums 
und dessen Beurtheilung nach Wahrheit und Gerechtirkxelt, @ 
Lutheraner, Januery 30, 1855, pp. 89-9.
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of congrerstional autonomy, with the synod as sn sdvisory 

and coonerative body, meant that the congrerations 

should also be surreme in choosing their own ministers, 

In this connection Sihler observed that a right~belicving 

shepherd is 2 gift of God. He is anzolinted by God Tore 

the common good througn the call. It is the same God 

who in the same way calle s man to a greeter common good 

at another canereaattanen Drawing on his “een insight 

into humen neture, Sihler sugmested the following aids 

in overcoming the temotation to look for material advantages 

in accepting new vositions in the church: The minister 

should be especially careful in cases 

1. the congregation to which he hss been 
ealled is ilsrger. 

2 he would have less work at the new cherge. 

3. there will be snéciel crosses at the nev plece. 

4 the esll is to s big city. 

5. he will have better asaociatiens with neighboring 
pastors or in the congregation. 

6. only the lsrger size of the congregetion attracts 
hin. 

7. the wife is inclined to determine the cal 

In accepting 2 call the minister should reconsider the 

Ages of the divine cell, vray, ask the counsel of sn 

oléer man, ané finally present the call to his om 

congregstion. These principles still represent the 

  

1. ‘Wie soll es vor und bel Annahme eines neuen 
Berufs nicht hergehen und wie soll es hergehen?® Lehre 
wnd Wehre, vol. 25, no. 5, p. 157. 
————s- Weta. p. 1357. -
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1 
accepted ethic in the Synod today. (Ze is characteristic 

of Sihler that during those years, when Walther end other 

church lesders were highly involved in doctrinal and 

theological issues in the @iscussions snd controversies 

4n American Luthersn1ism thet wes ewinging the chnreh in 

the 19th century towerd a conservctive sosition, he 

sheuld be chiefly concerned with the practical problems 

of pastornl theslogy and ministeriel ethics and etiquette. } 

He never vacillated a moment in his oroenouncement of? 

the message of the Christian pastor. His duty, of course, 

Was to orench the simele trathe of God's Vord. 

Hinisters should hucble themselves to 
bare the sword of the Spirit in the Word. 
Pretty sermone snd illustrations, shining 
firevords, and impressions ere no substitute 
for Goi's Wora. The preaching should not 
be @done in the manner of a Hethodist who 
attacks the individusl sins, but the law 
ghould be directed ageinst the fundamentally 
sinful hesrt, man’s naturel pharaseisn. 
Sermons shouwid not be directed against the 
%eourts sins," but at such common vices 2s 
covetousness. The message should be 
fommd@ed cn Serinture end verk feith through 
she pover of God in the zsromise msde in 
Christ.” 

fhe chief enncern of the nestor should be the spirituel 

herith of the people, not 211 sorts of extraneous social 

progrens. Among his duties ere thone of the teacher of 

the unlearneé, correcting the erring, Seat ant an the un- 

Pighteous, and comforting the sorrewfvl. Church discipline 

1. John H. CG. Prits, Pastore] Theolory, v. 6S ff. 
2. Was heben wir lutherischen predig¢er zu thun 

um inser “rgéftiger und eindringlicher gu: prediren?" Letre 
und Wehre, vol. 21, no. 2, po. 56-41. ee 

   



should be modeled after the nattern of Matt. 2. 

In the metter of church governnent, Sihler, sfter 

adiseussion with Walthor, favored the coneregstional 

arrengenent. He conceived of church government as the 

nidwey between priesterule and xenxleerule. He was 

altogether set against theories of the “historic rif¢ht4 

of princes and bishops in ruling positions. He conceived 

of the church es the congregetion or the gathering of 

believers who by the Hely Ghost in bantism have bem 

united and bound in the body of Christ. The tesching 

office and the responsibilities of the hearers must 

alveys coincide. The extreme demcretic enirlt is not 

the principle determining congrerctionsal gavernnent, but 

the stan@ of Go@’sa Word which in the deseription of the 

Hew T,stament church gives 9 picture of the vroner 

consrerstional arrangement as well as of the duties of 

the resvective offices. Congreg-tionsl effairs ere to 

be 44reeted with s true resyect for the Word, for the 

consciences of others, and, in general, in eoncern for 

she commorm good. We easily recomize this concention 

of the Church os that of the Lutheron Reformers, os well 

as the Celvinist schelesties in large cates” 

In 1870, with the synedicsi orpanization not yet 

  

1. “Wie Werden wahrhaft lutherische Gemeinden 
gegriindet und erzgeogen?" Lehre und Wehre, vol. I, nos. 
6. 9, vol. II, no. il. 

2 Ibid., vol. TIZ, nos. 2 6. 8., vol. IV, no. 1. 
S. dom T. Metieil1, “The Church in Post-Reformation 

Reformed Theology," The Journal of Religion, vol. X*IV, 
ne. 2, op. 96-99. 

  

  

 



a
)
 

twenty-five yeers old, Sihler thought he detected sipnsa 

of spirituel decadence. Nor was he at a loss for 

suggested remedy. The Synod had grom from ten foonares 

getiona and fifteen pastors in 1847 within twenty-three 

vears ton aver three hundred and fifty vastors with two 

hundred ecaistente. Sihler directed his fellow church- 

men esrainst recourse to the many devices availabie for 

stinulstine interest in church affaires, but which free 

auently prove detrimentel in the course of time. For 

ene thing, the reintroduction of the old Luthersn 

ceremonies, fine as he thought they were, would not help 

overcome snirltual apathy, but might materlelily inerease 

it. For snother thing, the multipliestion of societies 

end clubs will not overcome = fundamental indifference 

to the Ghristian messere. The evil will not be checked 

by new building besutification snd ernansion vrogrems. 

fhe true remedial measure was the presching of the Word, 

the spirited spnlication of the anti-thesis of lew and 

gospel tn the Lives of men. This required love, wisdon, 

matilence, and prayer. A device for maintaining »xersonal 

contact with the loymen was the insistenee on versonel 

communion mnnnianenait. 

la One of the first innovations Sihler made when he 

took charge of the parish st Pomeroy, Ohio, and again at 

  

1. Was haben wir lutherischen Prediger bei der 
beginnenden Exschlafung, Sattheit und Verveltlichung in 
unser Genelnfen such innerhalb unsrer Synode vornshmlich 
aa thun, um, wae an uns ist, diesen Bheln méglichst zu 
wehren und das hin und her ermatcende Geneindeleben durch 

Cottes Gnade und Segen wieder Aufsufrischen und zu heben?® 
Lehre und Wehre, vol. 16, no. 8, pp. 225=242. 

   



Ft. Wayne, Indians, wes to insist ucon the practice of 

announcements for the Comnunion service. Closed Communion 

was insisted upon and the snnouncenent for at:endence at 

With the members of the congregation for discussion of 

Matters of their Falth-li?e. lle found 46 an effective 

  

errengemens in his work and constantly through the 

years, wherever oonortunity afforded, he urged this 

preectice uncon she Synod until 4t became practically the 

universally accepted nroceiure. He regretted thet in 

meny Lutheran synods the practice Yas not carried out. 

“The fashionable presechers of the g3o-called General 

Synod," he observed, ‘sllowed Christians in oda stending 

of all churches to attend freely. ..." The practice 

of armmouncenent wees at that time also not carries ous in 

the General Council. He lanented the fact that in many 

of the larper eastern conrremstions of the Synod the 

Reformed, the lodge brothers, and unionists could narticipate 

ae freely as others of professed Lutheran conviction. 

These men who Go not nromote privete confession must be 

without knowledge or witheut conscience. He suprested 

Luther's Christian Questions and = Patherly method of 

address in these privete interviews rior to the Come 

munition. He is largely responalble for mating the 

recitation of Bible verses end catechism nortions during 

this announcement oecession customsry for the newly 

confirmed, young people, and servents. He upheld this 

 



practice in preference to house calis for several resasona. 

in giving instructions in the private homes the pastor 

may not have enough tine for instruction, since the 

household affairs congtantly interfere. Those visited 

may not be in the mood for such discussion, but in the 

announcement practice, they can chnose the time for the 

Lnterview. And ?inelly, in large consregations the nastor 

is too busy meXing cells on the sick and erring to meke 

calls on those in good ateakneas This system of ennouncement 

with the pastor before attendance st Communion became 

sten@ard practice in the Missouri Synod and is generally 

Gontinuesd to the present. It 12 a necessery concommitent 

to the prectice of closed Gommunicn which has a doctrinal 

basis. 

Sihler had en eye also to the parsonere. He had es 

word of advice for choosing a shepherdess for the parsconsge. 

She should not be a "philistine,* but a believing, dis- 

creet, wellemsnnered, good housekeeper. A man who sbove 

other @ifficulties must countermané the influence of his 

own wife will hardly be successful. All of this sounds 

sn interesting note, coming from the men “ho married his 

wife the day after meeting her. The children sre the 

ebject Lessons sa the Layity and shold be the nsstor's 

primary concerne 

  

1. "Zur Beichtanmeléime¢e und lhrer seelsorgerlichen 
Bentitzung,"® Lehre und Wehre, vol. 24, no. 5S, vp. 65-76. 

2. Nas ist cer willie Gottes in Hinsicht auf das 
6igene Housregiment der Diener der Kirche?" Lehre uné 
Wehre, vol. 24, no. 6, py. 161-1638.  



e
e
e
 
S
S
 

67 

The number of churches in his om tom, due lergely 

to Sihler's own efforts at church expansion ené the 

constent mitosis of his own congregstion, Lnereased from 

ane to ten. His experiaice snd comsel in the matter 

of? the foundine ond supvert of new churches beeeme the 

norustive synodical crineiple for many years, thouch it 

hac since been quite reversed, (He felt that the small 

conprepesions who seek helo in bullding just because 

they are email and poor, should often in love be ree 

fused. They could do as rich lerge consverssions did 

when they were Small and poor--bulld smslil loz churches. | 

fhe members in caring for their own churches should Leam 

to love and sppreciste them the more. There are, however, 

he held, certsin cases in which the older churches 

should help the yomger churches. One case is that when 

es union or evangelicsi church group comes ta the pure 

doctrine, lesves the Lerge church anf needa help for a 

bullding. Another case is in the coast toms where a 

smell conpregetion must serve many inmigrants besides 

and ceannet accommodate them. A final case is that of a 

small Lutheran church next to a large lodge filled 

chureh, striving with e debt burden to serve che pure 

asateine:s In general, his orincivle was to subsidize 
a = 

the amall conpregetions wherever £t is in sa snecial e2anse 
  

the church militant. This vrinciple was followed as the 

      

  

1. Welehe Geneinden soll msn in ihrem Kirehbau 
unterstutzen?" Lutheraner, vol. 23, no. 21, p. 161.  
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operational basis for chureh expansion until the reletively 

recent verio® of 2 substential clmirch extension fumd and 

#2 mere elrborete system of mission boords in charre of 

the home miseion effort, In a practienl way, Sihler 

voice? constent armmacia for ai@ threuchout the years, 

recuestinge overvthing from money to horsee end ssdéle 

begs. He wee building - erest frontier church, 

Toéey the lisseurf, Syned hes well over 1,100 perochial 

sehools in afdition to the scrdemles end colleges. S&ihler, 

himnsel? s former teschar, well svsre of the immortance 

of indectrinstion durine the fermetive yeerr of ehiié 

erovth, was constant and energetic in his cron tion and 

suppert of the perochinl sehools of Syno@ Prom the very 

beginnings. Until the teechers* training school was re- 

moved from Ft. Wasme to Ad@ison, Tilinois, from where it 

ver subsenuently removed to River Porest., Illinois, 

Sihler took se direct interest in tescher training. He 

viewe@ children e7 "the hone of the future* end urged the 

mere comnlete control of their environment such sz the 

perochisl seherl supplier. Ne wee reedy with sugrestions 

to the nrrents for preeschool training. Parents should 

preetice eonetent fanily devotions. Efforts shewld be 

made to bring the teachers into close accustntance with 

the femily elrele end after the child bas begun sehool 

the perents should coonerste with the teacher ané not 

  

1. "Herzliche Bitte en die Geneinde der Bye0kae, 
luthersner, vol. 19, no. 6 pn. 45.  



fight for their om flesh and blood. fhe nost imnortent 

factor in home training, Sihler repeatedly emmhacizcd, 

is thet the lessons ef Christianity be Sivan 

fhe teccher in return should hold up to the child 

the hich office of the »arent in accordance with the 

fourth commandment. He should be es a father to the 

children, tske the nsrents into his confidence, end 

himself asseciste with food Christian neonle, end shove 

#11 Savold being saddled with = worldly woman sii Sinler 

continued his pedsarnsical instruction vith somd verning 

ofainst becaning 2 "stickemaster,” because when the 

Pear of the stics is lost, 211 1s lest. In contrast, ea 

personable anprosch of a levine Ghristien man wae the 

desired stature of the eeachec. 

As vreviously observed, 1% is imvessible to delineate 
  

in any specific way the exact impress of Sihler’s om 
——$———— 

ideas o on those of the Synod. it is imosssible to evaluate 

  

  

the extent of his 4nf uence with | eny , great desree of 
Sect cee ee ee a ae rom 

eccurscey. @hia is true ‘hecause many of the church 
———————— ee 

  

ce 

workers ho came te Anerica and Joined this new Synod 

‘in the Middle West had come from _o orthodox Lutheran 

Prouns | in Germany end. 80 already there hed formed the 

convictions for whie: Sihier stood. The Llesding men of RN ea ta otra pe eee een ee 

the Haissouri Synod, as Walther, Crdmer, Weneken, and 

  

i. *Von dem heilssmen Zusammenwirken von Heus und 
Schule gu Nute und Fronmmen der Yinder.” Linthersner, vol. 2, 
no. 10, pp. 735—74. 

2 ibid., po. 75-77. 
3. “ieper das evanvelisehe Verhelten eines christlich 

gesinnten Gene'ndeschulleshrers, theils gegen seine Schulkinder, 
thells gegen die Gemeinde, theils regen den Pastor,” Lehre 
und Wehre, vol. 8, no. 12, pp. 3555-364.  



  

| 

[ 

[ 
; 

| 

| } 

  

70 

others, were oll of the so-called “"slt-iutheraner® position 

end this factor makes 1t additionally difficult to evaluate 

Sikler's individual eontribution. Nevertheless, because 

the outstending men of the early days confined their 

welting Lorgely to theological trestises and Sihler wss 

oné of the three main contributers to the Syno@ical 

periodicals, therefore his »ractical articles were all 

the more important. His opinions on sli practical 

matters are of value not only for being representative 

of the common opinion held br the membership of the 

Synod, but also as highly influen¢ial as a formative, 

Factor for the «rowing nunber of new menbers. In this 

larger wey, he was most influential in the develozment 

of doatrine and practice in the Miesouri Synod. 
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Chapter VI 

Sihler's Social Gonsclousness 

Willian Sihier, though 8 churchmen of the Euronean 

tracéition with a estrone bend toverd the besring of the 

steid Germsn pfarrer, nevertheless nosseszed ean active 

social consciousness. <A survey of the titles of v-rious 

erticles which he submitted to the most widely circulated 

periodienls in the Missouri Synod during the 19th cent- 

ury, ac cited in Anpendices 1 and 2 below, will indicate 

his wide rence of interest in social vroblems. He cone 

eesived it to be his crimary task, however, to bulld the 

church constituency first of all by recruiting the many 

inmierants and then by organizing those Gersisn Lutherens 

in the widely sesattered settlements of the Midwest into 

econgsrerstions. Without an orgenized sroun, it would 

heve ‘been im-oessible to embark on any extensive »vrogram 

of social work, because of the poverty of the many and 

the leet of any cohesive or centrinetsl force to nromote 

grous action. His interest, prompted in nart by the 

needs of the time end im part by his own backsround and 

predis-osition, was primarily in the ministry of the 

Word, in schools for the training of preschers and teachers. 

He vas no Passevant or Fliedner to make s sustained effort 
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in the oromotion of cherities. 

It is by no means possible to exhaust the wide range 

of social cauestions which did come to his ettention and 

prompted him to articulate his views in chureh periodicals. 

These veried from soctalism and strikes to nihiliam end 

the future of the counts We may examine more closely 

fone of the representative ethical and political problens 

current in that dey with a view towerd en insight into 

Sihler's position snd the subsequent Gevelonment of 

cheraseteristic attitudes in the church which he rencresented. 

The most active years of Sihler's ministerial care@ 

fell into the tunultous period around the Civil Wer, 

when the sectionalism that had been develoving aince the 

close of the nationsl period sround 189%) finally cul- 

ninated in ita logical extreme. During these years of 

political unrest, Sihler fave expression most frantly 

te 911 the censure one man st one time could heap upon 

conditions as they prevailed at the time. He rroduced 

a whole bastery of articles and monogravhs flayine all 

those contributing to a party svirit, denagogues, 

extremists of every sort. He did not hesitste to 

chastise the cublic for docility and indifference with 

such connotative expressions 2s “Herr Omnes following 

like sheep," ete. He fave occasion more than once for 

the editor te apmend the notation: 

  

1. “"Etwas ber Socialdemotrstie, Comnunisnus 
und Nihilisnus,® Luthersner, vol. 40, nos. 15. 16. ‘  



7 

"When the editor receives this srticle, he does se 

not to bring the purely volitical expressions to the 

fore, but rather becuse of the critique included 

concerning the moral condition of our neonle. ‘Ye hove 

thst the latter ain will be pleasing also to such as do 

not spree with the former. os 

Sihler not infrequently succumbed to the fault 

ageainnt which he had with regulerity varned others, 

looking 2t political and social conditions through 

the dark glessea of nessimiesm. Thie fault not only 

occasioned meny gloomy credictions as te the future 

of the notion, but distorted his historicel nerspective 

ac well. Here is f ty>ical icture of conditions 

during end after the Civil War es Sihler saw thems 

fnyone who hes lived in this lend ten 
years or longer has seen how God has increas- 
ingly blessed it, woods are removed, lend 
elesred, many imnigrents, esnpccisily Germsne, 
have by diligence and work, used to spsring 
-and self-sufficiency, blessed the land with 
finsneial and labor power. Even the noor 
through hard work and nlanning cen come to 
own something of their own. Esnecialliy we 
Germen imthersns in thie lend have a snecial 
blessing of the pure Word. thet is lsecking? 
On God's part, nothing. On men's part-e-~- 
misuse of temrorel gifts end thanklessness 
for the ¢pirituel gifts. Consequently, also 
the civil affsirs sre in 2 lementsble enndition. 

If we consider the ruling spirit of the 
neople and compare it with thet of the time 
of the establishing the Union, we see rrester 
retregression. At thst time there was more 

  

1. ‘Was haben wir lutherische Christen, wir 
seien elingeborene oder eingewenderte, Angesichts der 
furchtbaren Schéden und Veréerbnisse, wie im birgerlichen 
Gemeinwesen, so in den gesellachaftlichen Verhaéltnissen 
und der bedrolichen Zukunft unseres VSterisnds, jetst 
vornehmiich zu thun?® Lutherener, vol. 28, no. 16, 
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ferr of God, ethicsl sinvlicity, real love of 
the Fatherlend end vursult of righteousness in 
the land. At thet time there was no such an 
unfortunate, carnal, party spirit, but veonle 
elected moral, honorable, patriotic, wise and 
experienced men who had the common good in 
hesrt end mind. Even in the State from CGov- 
ernor down to town constable men were chosen 
for their windom and virtue. 

The true picture of the wisdom and virtue in Colonial 

America, however, was one of a small vercenterce of 

church members, poor morals, drunkeness, vice, frequent 

robbery, smugrling and pore rmning, anything but the 

iGeslism here deseribed. 

In this article written in 1859 on the eve of the 

Givil Wer, Sihler cherscterized the times as a neriod 

in which private interests were carried into the election 

of public officiels, slenders ageinst nublie men were 

violent and common, fraudulent voting was the preetice, 

nopuler representatives betrayed the common gond of 

the United Stetes, rowdies actually strengthened desnotsa 

abrosd by maine the democratic system the laugh of 

Europe. A11 these vublic evils were complemented by the 

disintegration of orivate morals, forgery, oe 

Pemsrrisgce after divorce, laziness, and the Like. 

All of Sihler's ethical thinting end politicsl 

  

1. Gf. We ¥. Sweet, Religion in Colonial America. 
For a descrintion of the heavy drinting, cr. Alice i. 
frler, Freedom's Ferment, pp. 50S ff. 

2. ‘Was haben rechtschsffene evangelicche Christen, 

sonderlich die Lutheraner, Angesichts der bedrohlichen 

Zukunft @ieses ihres olten oder neuen Vaterlends zu thun?" 

Lutreraner, vol. 15, noe 13, pp. 97-99, 
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philososhy hsdi a theologleal orientation. It was to 

theolory thet he looked for causes of the current mis- 

fortunes ani it was there that he found the pronosed 

remedial measures. God's judgment would surely fall 

on the United States, as 1% did on ancient Rome, wmlesa 

men turned once more to Him. These predictions must 

have made curious residing during: the yeare of the Civil 

Wer which followed so soon after. He proposed an eicht 

point oregram of action for the church to avert the 

Judgment of Gods 

i. Hen must repent, es Jeremiah said in chapter &, 
21. 22; 9, 1. 

2. Men must follow Eers and Deniel*s exammle of 
hunility. 

3. Men must prey God to move us to contrition. 

4 en must testify egainat corru>tion. 

5. Christisns must do their civic duties diligently. 

6. Christiene must in their household duties vursue 
the cell of God and a0 91d the common good. 

7. Christisns must open more schools for the 
training of the young. 

8 Ghristisns must supvort feir ynapers and, not 
perty pepers with their eross slsnders. 

It is characteristic of. Sihier as a churehman to 

edvoecte relirious motivation ani the homely virtues ass 

the snevwer to nationeal.problems. The arrangement of 

the eifht suggestions represents e curiously orgeni nea 

thought progression. This, too, was charecteristic of 
  

1. Ibid., no. 15, vp. 115-115.    
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Sihler's method, Imoulelve and spirited rather then 

methodilesl and thoreuch. Thie is perhans the inater 

omnium of the aoproeech of the Synod to the more extensive 

80c01rl problems. To the present time the ennroach of the 

Ghureh hes been individualistic, indecisive, end st tines 

ineffective. This by way of contrast to the efficient 

Gecisions sné@ closely integrated slans snd cam-sigs of 

she Roman Conmunion in lerger socirl and nolitiesl sction 

nrogrems, ac well as by way of comparison with such 

Protestant srouos ss sre keenly sware of current issues 

end which by pronptiy erystallizing oninion through study 

end debate are more prompt, end therefore more tinely 

ond effective, in molding public thought. Thie situation 

has no doubt in large port been due to the very democratic 

arrangement, with the Synod 25 the sadvisory body and 

erch coneregstion sovereign. The need is to bend the 

energy of a Wyneken and the thoroughness of a Walther 

toverd a more extensive effort in solving the social 

»robleme pointed up by the practicsl men like Sihler. 

The major issue of both social sani neliticsl import 

of th=t @ay was, of course, the slevery suestion. Sihler 

wee auick to atline the snorsach of the Christion to 

the oreablem. His operstional basis for his conclusions 

was the same as for all his theological and ethical 

@ispositions, the Scrinturel basis. Living in Ft. Yame, 

near Ohio, the heart of the snti-slavery movenent, it was 
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with his usual decision that he made a firm stsnd 

ageinst the abolitionists. 

All protestant churches found the cuestion of 

Slavery a major issue during the decades prior to the 

Civil Ver. This was especially true of the great pennle'ts 

churches. fhe Great Revival of 1850 hed been e grest 

atimilus. te the provth of anti-sisvery sentiment. 

Gherles G Finney's movement soon found recruits, such 

ae Thecdore Dvicht Weld and other Lene Seninery graduates, 

who were esger not only to be active in the interest 

of the gospel, but to work for the antieslavery csuse. 

The Presbyterian Church was drawn into the maelatron of 

divided opinion in © dramatic way. In the General 

Assenbiy of 1818 the delegetes had gone on record as 

opnosing alsvery. Then around 1830 the anti-slavery 

movement had reached = new height with Arthur and Lewis 

fapnsan and others active in the cause. The Assembly 

of 1936 tabled the question and socn the issue becane 

devises” The sudden rise of feeling and conflict during 

this neriodg was Gue to two changes in the natimal life 

which had an imnortant bearing on the slave auestion. 

tn 1792 the invention of the cotton gin hea msde the 

greouth of short fibered cotton on poor lang once more 

practLeable and with cotton, siavery onse more bescsme 

momular. The other factor was the Aboliticnist Movement 

1. Gilbert Barnes, e Anti-Slavery Invuise, or.5s—-16. 
2. W. W. Sweet, Religion on the Americen Frontier, 

Vol. ii, PP. 99-125. 
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which effected a change almost like the physical law 

thet every action has sn ecual and oprosite reaction. 

The violence of the campeifn instigeted by Garrison 

and rnonulerized by Wendel Phillin's orstions end 

Whitter's poems provoked e strong reaction end the ‘trend 

tewerG © eraduonl emsancipstion of the negro wes shernly 

pi rhe Metho@ism, of course, with Willinm Wilber— 

force, Honkins, and the British sdvocetes of emaneinatim 

hed long been involved in the movement. In thie country 

the Methodists hed organized en Anti-Slavery Society 

Slrecdy in 1864. Sunderland and Seott hed oublished the 

frue Wesleyan. In the forepround of develonments, the 

Hethodists head expelled Bishop Andrew for omingr 

Sieves and by 1844 hed drayvn un the Plen of Savesatton a 

The Lenve wan clearly delinested, the divines on both 

sides of the ieson-Dixon Line searched Scrintures for 

gunnort of the trutha for which they stood. 

By war of comnarison with the nosition shich Sihler 

teok, we might elte the opinions of some of the more 

eninent theolorians of the day. Dr. Thornwell said that 

Although the Ghurch hed no authority to interfere with 

Slavery as 2 political institution, yet it did heave a 

Gefinite duty to verform in rererd to the nergonal 

relstionshinp of master ené slsve. Bishon Elliett held 

  

1. Sidney Mead, Notes for "Christianity in the 
Anerices," CH 305, University of Chicago, 1945. 

a, W. W. Sweet, Methodism in American History, 
oe 

p. 255 fr.    



    

79 

that the Church must 1) expound the duties of masters 

toward the slaves and 2) Go mission work amon the sieves. 

The Biblical case made by the antieslevery thesiorcians 

usually involved a Genenience on general vrinciples 

derived from Scrintures as a whole. The eontention 

Wes thet the Seriptures as a prosreasasive reveletion 

neesented siso prograssive Lerizistion, at in the case 

of pelygany whieh wea at first allowed and then eon 

demed in the New Testament by Christ. The exerstes 

discovered that the word "servant" in the enistle of 

Janes means s “hired servant" and not & slisve. Dr. 

Paley had seid thet Ghrist d2a@ net eondem slavery, 

for Lt would have been inexvedient for the gosvel to 

' intevfere with political institutions immediately. 

The golden rule was funderentally opposed to slavery. 

Dr. Ghanning found thst the conscience informed by 

Ghristisnity was opsesed to sravdee It ie essy to 

see thet most of these deductions d24 not squere vith 

the strictly Liternsl interpret-tion of the Serintures 

as held by the large mejorlty of the 1¢th century 

clergymen. 

ne Biblies1 argument for slavery ususlly centered 

in two contentions, thet alevery was given 1) by 

divine decrees snd 2) by divine sanction. The divine 

deeree cited was usually the refermee in Gen. 9, 25 to 
  

1. William Sumer Jen‘sins, Pro-Slavery Thoucht 
in the 01d South, pp. 200-241. 
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the curse on Cenasn. Divine sanction for slavery was 

found in the O14 Pestament in the presctices of the 

Patrlorehs, Rx. 21, 2-8; Lev. 25, 44-46: Deut. 15, 12: 

Joshua 9, 27. Woreover, the tenth Commandment hed even 

forbidden the coveting of sleves. The argument for 

Givine sanction in the New Testrment was usually foand 

in the comforting passage which sneaks of Christ coming 

not to vbresk the lav but to fulfill 4t, in the fact 

thet Christ did net free the servant in Luke 7, in the 

gilence of the Anostles in not condemning it, ené@ in the - 

return of Onesimus to Philemen. 

Willinm Sihler avpreeisted the moral im>lications 

of the question. He wan not the man to side-sten even 

sn extremsiy controva@siel issue. He had « Pine insirht 

wlth reanect to the elose relsticn of religion end 

prectical acne During the most excited nerioad of 

ncrimonious cherges and comter-charges slso among the 

churchmen of the lend, Sihier tent ecersion to write a 

series of four esseys ecnsidering the cuestion of 

Slavery in the light of Seriptures. This series ves 

subsecuently pubLiched in e bound felio for generel 

distribution. Once more the editor of Der Lutherener_ 

hed ecessien to aspenG an apologetic nots which wee 

P nt renrinted on page one of the folio: 
  

1. Gf. "Bber den nothwendigen Zusammenheng 

gwiechen der Reli:sion und der Moral, nebst einem 
geschichtlichen Anhange wd einem Nechveise aus der 
Gegenwert, wie mit der Religion nothvendi¢ auch die 

ee eee Luthersner, Vol. 28, no. 21, o>. 

  

 



    

81 

   

    
"It goes without saying that the following consideration 

of the clavery question has nothing to do with political 

questions and also is not concerned with whet rules a 

Slave stote in this voliticsl crisis should establish 

with respect to the present or a lster suspension of 

Slevery from the ctandroint of its sartienlar household. ® 

(The following psge references are to the vrinted folio 

deseribed above.) 

Here agsin, Sivler wes first and foremost the 

theolorinn. Nothing in his Euronean beckground would 

have made him predissosed in favor of slavery. The 

institution had no sign'ficance to the German state of 

thet time. In America mest Germans had settled in the 

northern stetes snd when the issue of union or secession 

wae finally dram, the German Americens made up e $7114 

pert of the tmion army. The reasons for his vosition 

were lergely theological. His analysis and exnosition 

were basically religious snd his conservative stand nut 

him on the side of the pro-slavery men vho ressoned 

eglons the lines described by Jenkins in his atsoussien 

of the morsel iesues of the slavery cuestion. He   
advenced the srgument slong eight lines of reasoning. 

In the first place, he held thst slavery is a 

econsesuence and punishment of sin, but thet it is not 

in itcelf sinful, thet is, it is not contrary to God's 

  

i. Op. cit., DP. 200-241.



    

express commandments, althoush there are many evils end 

ebuses in it. A person cannot make it a sin to hold 

Slaves, ss long as the attendant evils, which Sihler 

felt were not inherent in the institution, were not 

present. 

Seconaély, 011 should be done to convert both the 

Slaveholder snd the slsve to faith in Christ and to 

love of God so thet both see emancinstion from the 

Slavery of sin and the devil. 

Thirdly, by such a regzenerstion of both, their 

mutual relstion is chsnged and vlsced in the service of 

Christisn love without thereby necesssrily effecting a 

bodily emsncinstilon of the slaves. 

Pourthiy, as history shows, the gosnel of Christ 

in time first allevistes slavery in its harsher forms 

end then mirhtily works to abolish it. 

Fifthly, the old and the new abolitioniem opposes 

this wholesome work of the Gospel, as stemming from an 

altogether different spirit. Although this abolitionisn 

has the sim of Christianity, it is onnesed to it and 

makes the plisht of the slaves worse by fomenting ill- 

Will and ceusing Alssntisfaction. 

Sixthiy, here in this lend after the removal and 

overchelnings of the versistent storming enancivation= 

enthustests, the @snel and the Gospel-wroucht faith in 

Christ will do its work of converting the slave-holder 

80 thet finally he will see the imvortence for Christion 

  
   



and ethics1 usage for the freedom of the body. 

Seventhiy, the customery means used for the con- 

version and the usual method of freeing claves is herdly 

fit for then, because out of contact with white veovle 

and in their om state as in igeria they show them- 

selves of inferior material and natural powers and go 

here in this country would not make progressive worth= 

while citizens. 

Finelly, let it be expressly noted thet this whole 

essay, cautioned Sihler, coming from God's Word and from 

it sunerintended end guided, hes nothing to do with 

Slavery from a politics1 eenaneeres 

This concluding explanation wss not exectly san 

expression of quictism or fear of making political 

commitments, in general, os 1% was en attennt to express 

. the desire not t- eLaborate eontroversial nolitical 

views in whint should be e theological journal. This whole 

essay wee more » Giscussion on the basis of the Christian 

moral chilosovhy rether then an attempt to influence 

political decision Girectly. it is in this sense that 

Sihler thought it best to deseribe the purvose of his 

writing. 

We recomize in his stsnd his theological premises. 

He follows to the letter the outline in defense of slavery 

as a nerally justifiable institution by recourse to 

  

1. “Die Sclaverei im Lichte der heiligen Schrift - 
vetrachtet," pp. S5-c4. 

  

 



  

  

precisely those Scripture pessages which Jenkins describes 

the conservative churchmen as using. He cites the divine © 

institution of slavery, Gen. 9, 25-27. He wes evidently 

Mavare thet anthrocology had felled to establish any 

connection between the sons of Canasn and the Nerroid 

peoples. He continued by citing Lev. 25, 44-46; 1 et. 

2, 18-20; Titus 2, 9. 103 Col. 5, 22-245; 1 Cor. 7, 223 

end finally, of course, the story of Onesisms snd Philemon. 

The issue did not create so serious a problem in 

the Midwestern synods as in the Eastern synods because 

the constituency waa clmost exclusively in the went. 

tn Massourl, s border state, there vere leeal differences, 

as the o-nosing views of Walther and one of the 

instructors, Dr. Sef¥arth, who was to return to Concor'la 

Seminsry causing him to wlthdraw from the faculty. 

Sinilarly, Andrew Baepler, later to become Dr. Baepler, — 

the inatructor at 3t. Paul's College, Concordia, Hiasouri, 

left hia om home in Marrland to fight for the Southern 

Csuse. But on the whole the church as an organization 

did not suffer schism. In spite of the fact that the ; 

lesding thenlogiens of the Missouri Symod, as Dr. Sihler, 

held to the Biblical justifiestion for the institution 

of sisvery, nevertheless, when the issue was Pinally 

joineé in battle, the lutheran constituency swung to 

the cause of the Unien, as tho divinely instituted 

  

1. Neve, ode. cit., De 142. 
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authority, also in accordsnce with the Biblical prirc iple 

that every soul be subject unto the higher powérs. Rom. 15, 1 

Cherecteristically, Sihler did not fail in line with the 

Zeitgeist of the time, but controverted the opinions of 

the majority churches of America, the high anti-slavery 

feeling in the North, the opinions of the many Lutherans 

of Germen descent who hea no interest in slavery. Hs 

own view was rether wmenlightened. His avpreciation 

of the influence of race on cultural potentialities. 

did not precisely correspond to present day findings 

on the equality of the races. It seems necessary to 

conclude thst in many phases of social imnrovement, 

Sihler and his colleagues rather hindered vrogress 

than provided constructive leadership. But with the 

changing of the times, the Ghurch which they begen 

has developed a quickened social consciousness 

stimulated in vart by a true appreciation of the in- 

plications of the Christian gospel end in part by the 

example and influence of other grouns. 

A social problem which elso reached a high neak 

in the agitsted middle decades of the 19th century was    
  

that of women's rights. Ever since the days of Tertullian's 

Ad Uxorem and Cyprisn's De Habitu Virginum; the position 
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of Women in the church and society has at infrequent 

intervals caused renewed discussion and agitation. 

During the 19th century the question of the rights of 

Women centered] perticulerly in the rights of women to 

the suffrage and the rights of edueetion and other social 

benefite. it wes the refuscl of the tiorla's Ant islevery 

Gonvention meeting in London in 1540 to seat eight 

American women delegates thet led tro of them, Lucretia 

Mott and’ Elisabeth Cady Stenton, eight years later to 

Gall together the first Women's fights Convention at 

Seneca Falls, New York. Here s "Declarstion of Sentiments" 

was outlined, Geclering that all men and women were 

erested equal end launching « seventy years! battle 

for the suftrege. But while many spirited suffragettes 

Were ective in adilavhoric crusades, as Lucy Stone 

asserting thst vomen should keep their maiden names even 

after marrlege and Amclia Bloomer was styling nev nants 

ené dresses for the newly "discovered" gender, othere 

were busy meting - reelity of the equslity cf the sexes, 

by providing echeols for the women so that ther could 

netuslly eculp themselves for their coveted position. In 

1621 the first seminsry fer young ledies wes opened at 

froy, New Yor, by Emya Willerd and Yount Holyoke Sen- 

inary at South Hadley, Massachusetts, onened its doors 

in 1857. Oberlin, founded in 1834, wes the first to 

introduce coeduertion. Those were the decades ferturing 

nenes like Ernestine Rose, HNergeret Fuller, and Angelina 

 



and Serah Geinke. 

In the church, too, thia spirit of equal rights 

between men and women sought the a-plication of this 

ideal to the matter of suffrage in the congregational 

end synodical governnents. The Luthersn Church in 

America held the view thot woman suffrage in ecclesiastical 

matters hed no warrant in the Serintures. It taucht 

thet as spiritusl members of the church, men and women 

hed equal rights in the spiritual voriesthond of all 

believers, but thet in regard to the external organization 

and temporal corporstion men and women were not Pac 

In ecclesiastical government the en See powers 

belonged to the male membership slone. This waa the 

position ancng all “es synods of the Lutheran communion 

in the pant century. Sihier took this nosition with 

its Serintural basis so much for granted that its 

certainty seemed t- preclude discussion. He held 

unqualifiedly for this position of the woman in the 

church. 

The accentence of this view as the correct orectice 

4s affirmed at the vresent time by the Missouri Synod. 

The ideal snhere of the woman is in the home. In the 

chureh the women has definitely a subsidiary postition. 

fhis conclusion is based on the apostolic injunetion that a 

  

1. Harolé Undervond Faultner, Anericen Political 
and Social History, op. 276-277. 

So. We fi. T. Dau, Womsn Suffrage in the Church, m. 5-9. 
3. Lutheren Witness, vole Dl, NO. 9, Dp. 161-162. 
4, fi. Loy, the Ri¢nte of Women in the Church, 
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women should keep silence in the churches, in 911 sub- 

Jection, not assuming the authority over men. 1 Cor. 11, 

5S. & 93 1 Gor. 14, 34. 553 1 Tim. 2, 11. 1s, This 

position rests unon the Serintural orinoinle ond is held, 

Eaaye OLS to be beyond alterstion by chenring social 

theory. 

The mest econt-ated issues of wonan's rights, however, 

G@uringe Sihler's lifetime centered tn the oroblens of 

their orlities! status end their snciel orivileges, es 

we hove inflerted in our brief survey of the woman's 

Pichtes movement during the middle end latter deesdes of 

the 19th century. Sthler had s vrafound annrecistion of 

the scrert benefits worked by Christianity for the women 

of she werld. Nevertheless, he wes not vossessed of 

very enlichtened sentiments with resnect to the cansbilities 

end potentislities of wonanhood. His eultural background 

of conservrtive Euronean seciety cansed hin to loot vith 

suavicion on euch 2 noouler yprocram ss the suffrece 

movernent, aside from such more ressoned considerstions 

he found onpored to the advisebllity of promoting the 

yublie mreminence of wonenidinéd. He nerhens read too 

nuch of his om vredisposition on the matter of vonan's 

relatione tovserd man into his thenloeicel conclusions as- 

well. 
  

1. Pp. E. Xeetemann, "fhe Position of the Christian 
Woman in the Church," Concordia Theolorics!] Monthly, 

vol. 1, p. 351. 
"on John H. GC. Fritz, Pastoral Theology, p. 514.      



He hel@, on his characteristicaily consistent 

Biblical premises, that the true call of the wonan can 

hordly be understood from the Light of netural reason. 

For the heathen, 1t seens proper to beat thelr wives as 

beasts of burden and aschinery. ‘This he foma axiometic 

in the conduct of Mohamnedens, Hormons, an? other heathen. 

BeGause Eve was the initiator of Adam's fall she ves made 

Subject to hin. In America, he found, this natural 

order is often inverted. Instead of being next to hin, 

the wemen often tovers akove him. Instesd of beins the 

gentlemen of the house ond resnected, the man often 

plsys only the lamentable role of fool and slave, for his 

Belile helds him in hemp roves and leads him, through 

flattery ani compliment, through sobbing end erying, 

until che has her way. All these sherrations in proper 

domestic life es evident in the new argressiveness of 

women heve their inplicetions for the political situation. 

If women sre given new noliticsl rrivileges the 

party-sympathy and the onvoosing cernel and heteful strife 

W111 be strenzthened sné made worse; for womenkind is 

admittedly not equipped with conerete, temnorste, and 

practicsl mderstanding, nor with = persevering vili- 

power for political sffaire and the public life. It 

Caniot possibly fail that the emotional and easily 

gveyed women will either become their own enthusisstic 

  

1. ‘iber den Beruf des Welbes und seine Rntertung, " 
Lutheraner, vol. 28, no. 9, pp. 65-67. 
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speech makers for their own political platform or else 

they will give thelr heart, tongue,end purse to any smocoth- 

tongued demrngogue. Then, he adds, with an ironic touch, 

the welfare of the land and of the people will be well 

provided for while at home the poor children meanwhile 

will be shemefully neglected and apolled. "This land is 

Confessedly a 1snd of humbugs, in meny resvects e isrge 

house af fools with only the roof nisding; ®- concludes — 

Sihler. 

He held concomnitant opinions with respect to the 

xossibilities of professions or cereers for women, 

education, and social activities. He deplored the ten=- 

dency which he perceived toward the middle class and poor 

initstine the idleness and vices of the rich. He declared 

it to be no secret thst giris incressingly did net desire 

motherh-od. With smell families, the older children do 

not learn to esre for their younger siblings. After 

learning all sorts of things at schools for higher 

learning, which they cannot use later in their motherly 

calling:, they waste their time. Sihler enjoyed 

caricaturing the activities of what he considered the 

life of the *modern*® women in 8 way thst would heve 

provided raw material for many 2 Benchley essay. Women, 

Ainstea? of rearing children, sit in the rocker, vley a 

little at the plano, embroider, read a light novel, 

preferably romance, sing love songs, chat with frivolous 

girl-friends sbout dresses, games, young men, concerts 
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or theaters, cosmetics. ‘heir first idolatry was prinping 

and siavine to teskienes 

As far as the education of women is concerned, he 

Was dismayed to heer thet at Ann Arbor in 1570 twenty 

ladies were studying for a orefession. As sltern=tives 

to professional work and eareers, Sihler sugrested thet 

the women take some work in line with household duties 

so thet she should be better fitted for marriage should 

oppertunity erise. The possibilities of desirable enploy- 

nent include work as house-servants, sewing women's 

clothes, tesching in a peaerochiel school, deaconess work 

and nursing. But above sll, motherlove is the grestest 

Biesaing, 

This sketch of his concention of the stetus snd 

duties of vonen gives = comprehensive view of the 

attitudes which Sihler endeavored to impress uvon his 

church-fellows. Many of “is views, as, for exanvle, 

the benefits to society of mood home-makers, are 

certainly sound and Lleaudsbie. It is a matter of record, 

hovever, thst Sihler hed no conception of the social 

rights end benefits of women which at this time seen 

self-evident. Thourh he was suick to foresee the 

abuses possible and the evils of extremiste, he did not 

provide constructive lesdership in meeting the social 
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problems of the day. The lendership was assumed by men 

of the povuler churches. Coeducation began st Oberlin, 

the chilé of Gherles G. Pinney. Luther's trestises on 

education, as well os his promoting education for girls, 

are too well know to leave any doubt thet the somewhst 

negetive attitude toward educsticn for women had no 

orgenic reintion to his theology. It was sn attitude 

No Goubt more closely relisted to his German bsckground 

then to his Luthersn conviction. At any rate, ag the 

Missouri Synod lost ite cultural isolation, the oninion 

of Sihier on the advantages of fensle advence’ training 

lost Cominance. Lutheren education assncistions served 

@S auxiltlaries te the Synodical group in promoting 

coeducational high scheols, academies, and colleges. 

Thet the strong will of = man like Sihler was directed 

@gainst progress in this respect wns no doubt a detrimental 

factor during the entire last century. : 

Sihler, however, also with respect to such a social 

orobiem as women's rights was not an excentionally 

resctionsry as his expressions might Indiecste. His views 

were shared, it is ssie to osy, by the majority of his 

Contennorsries. His wee the average ana thoroughly 

acceptable point of view. In Novenber, 18535, Harper's 

New tionthly Magazine asserted thet the new women's 

suffrage movement had an “intinete connection with all 

the radical ond infidel movements of the day. . . - It 

4s avowedly onposed to the most time-honcred proprieties 

  
 



  

of social lifes it is opposed to nature; it 1s opposed 

to revelotion. . .. In tis respect no kindred movement 

is so decidedly infidel, so rancourously and avovedly 

entibibiical.”” 

Thouph Sihier was no crusader for sccial progress 

end often in his strict conservetiveneas tended more 

toward reaction then positive lesdershin, the fact is 

thst he was «= practicel men, keenly aware of social 

problems, richt or wrong. His-many private cherities 

indicste his genuine concern for meeting: human need. 

His meny articles on innumerable questions of nolitical 

ani ethical vnhilosophy prove thet he was not reticent 

to articulate his views and mold vublic opinion. As a 

churchmen, he worked at a time when his omn church 

grous wes in no position for organized social work of 

any kind because of lack of numbers and poverty. iien 

who were busy conquering the frontier had neither 

time nor money for organize’ charitable enter rises. 

The Synod which Sihler helnea build has with the 

passing yeers ennstently increaseé the range and value 

of its concern for the neeis of society. At nresent 

the property owned singly in the Synod for charitable 

purposes as orshenages, schools for deaf children, old 

people's homes, hospitals, and the ike exceeds 

$10,090,000 according te the 1945 evaluation. This total 

  

1. H. U. Faullmer, ov. cit., p- 277. 

  
 



  

  

in adGition to the many projects operated jointly with 

Synodical Gonference interests and in cooperstion with 

other Lutheran synods indicates’ thet the evangelical faith 

as Sihler heid it hes produced "the fruits of a rood 

tree.4 

  

 



  
Chapter VII 

Relatione with Other Latheren Churches 

fn extremeiy important aspect of William Sihler's 

Work as a lesding clergyman in the early decades of the 

Hissouri Synod is the influence which. he exereised in 

Girecting synodical relstions with other Lutheran bodies 

in America. fie wac a powerful force, not only in ine 

fluencing the policy of his own body, but in the influence 

he exerted on the tren@ in church affeirs among the 

other Lutheran crouns. 

in 1792 the constitution of the Ministerium of 

Pennsylvania, Huhienberg's grect sechievement. in organization, 

was changed elimineting ell the references to the Lutheran 

confessions. There was a tendency to eliminste the 

moints of difference between Luthersnism and Epviscopalienism 

in the Fast and individual pastors of the Pennsylvania 

Synod considered a union with the Reformed Church though 

the lesders and the Synod as such never broached such a 

move. 

The New York Ministerlum which had been organized 

in 1775 through the work of one of Muhlenberg‘s sons 

passed at the death of its great leader, Dr. Kunze, 

a Luthersn of Huhlenberg's stripe, into the hands of 

Dr. Quitman of Rhinebeck, Hew York. Quitman, an 

  
 



  

  

intellectual giant who receiveé his D.D. degree fron 

Harvard, vas a disciple of Teller and of Semler in 

Halle end © determined protagonist of Germsn retionalien 

in 1807 this outepoken and consist ent Socinian was 

elected president of the New Yori Ministerium, remaining 

in officer until 1325. In 1614, in his om catechism 

which was lixewise published with the aynproval of the 

Synod, he omitted and denied such fuméaments1 doctrines 

as those of the Trinity, the Deity of Christ, the 

Vicarious stonement, justification fer the sake of 

Christ, and other doctrines, not only those peculiar 

as Gistinetive doctrines of Lutheranism, but also those 

held by historic Christianity. In this book Guitmen and 

the iew Yor: Hinisteriua declared: “The Gosvel te-ches 

us thet Christ suffered and died in order te seal with 

his biond the dectrine which he heé preached." Two 

yeors later s "Lutheran Hymmbook" annesred containing 

on uneLutheran oréer of service, the tmion formule of 

distribution, & ratilonalistic orger for the celebration 

of the Lord's Supper, rationelistic prayers “7 the 

Wtgrest Father of the Universe,” an@ the like. Through- 

out the Hinisterium there was no complaint azainst this 

new cetechisn. “From Dan to Beersheba the Philistines 

and fvreans were permitted to wor destruction in Israel. * 

  

1. F. Bente, American Lutherenism, vol. 1, ». 40. 
2. A. L. Grdbner, Goschichse der Lutherische : 

Kirche in America, p. 555. 
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When the General Synod wee rrojected in 1819 the 

Tennensee Synod did not join because it wes opposed to 

the non-confession=1 nature of the Synod. The Synod 

of Chio did not Join for practicrl reasons, the distance 

end en interest in a joint seminery with the Reformed. 

It seems evident thet in the first decades o? the 19th 

century, the whole position of Lutheranism wes none 

Contessions1, in portions altogether socisnien and 

rationslictic, in most cases tending tovsra union vith 

other church bodies. 8s the 18th century advenced, the 

Lutheran Church £n Ameries unéervent the strein of tro 

Gicmetrically onnased developments theologically and in 

conseauence, organierlly. 

Durine the 1th century one current of thourht was 

to lead iutheranienm coward a new tme of theology lebelled 

"American Lutherenisn® and enother current of thoucht, 

"confessions! Luthercnisn,® wes to come to scrips with 

the new thenlocy snd eventuelly effect its complete 

dissolution. The two possible attitudes toward the 

confeesions sre rerresentative of the veried theological 

anopronches of the tus opnesing views. The sroblem is an 

014 one ans reminds us of the neat diseussion by Johnson 

long ago in answer to Boswell's questions "Is 16 

necesecry, Sir, to believe all the thirty-nine articles™ 

Johnson replied: "Why, Sir, thet 1s a question which 

has been much sgiteted. Some have thought 1¢ necessary 

  

 



  

that they should all be believed; others have considered 

then to be only erticles of perce, that 19 to say, you 

are not to presch egoinst them." The situation in 

fnerica hardly lent itself to such understatement. The 

‘American Lutherans made sn all out attack on the con= 

fessions of the Lutheren Church snd the confesaslonelista 

insissed upon complete conformity to them. ‘The stage 

Was set for one of the moet dromatic strugeles in the 

history of the Lutheren Church in America. 

Anerleen Luthnerenism had been develoning under she 

new trends in American relicion. ultmen's rationalism 

found ite counterpart in Tom Peine's Age of Reason. it 

Wes the spirit of the times. The edontion of revival 

hethods, Arminien theology, Puritan conceptions of plety 

was’ aino Linsinustions of the religious tendencies of 

the timcs upon the latheren churches of the General 

Synod. In 1241 the General Synod sent Dra. S. S. Schnucker, 

Benjamin kurtz, end J. G. Morris as revresentstives to 

the Rvsngelical Allisnee in Londen to plan for sn 

"Apostolic Protestent Union.* This aim was endorsed by 

the Genersi Synod in 1948. When Dr. J. ¥. Nevin wrote 

his book The Anxious Beneh ageinst the use of revivalists 

expedients for conversion which he saw as based on a low . 

Melagienizing theory from beginning to end" and utilizing 

arti?iciel means as sensrtional sermons, enraptured 
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prayera, hysterienl songs and atirring sacpesls, Dr. 

Turtg, in the_Lutheron Observer onnosel him and nromoted 

the use of thease methods. The concern for neraonsl 

“ety tended toward » suritenical theological apnroach. 

The lesders in this movement were enavecially 8B. 

Kurt2 (1795-21965), 53. 5. Sehmucker (1789-1875), and 

Sprecher (1810-1906), President of Wittenberg Coliege 

in Springfield, Ohio. Sohmucker woe influential as the 

theology professor at Gettysberg Seminsry and ac author 

of meny books ond tracts, notably his Posular Theology. 

Rurtz wan esnecially influential In his wort’ as editor 

of the Luthoron Observe; an unofficial but powerful 

psper in the General Syno@. These three men were the 

outeten@ine leaders in this new movencnt. . 

In Septembor, 1855, 2 document circulated through 

the msils enlleéd the Definite Synodical Platform con 

  

taining an American Reeension of the Augsburs Confession. 

Schnucker hed written this document with the epprovel of 

the other two men. It chenged the essentielly Biblical 

cheracter of the Augsburg Confession, eliminating every= 

thing the authors considered objectionable to the religious 

non "of this Lstitude." Articles as Article II etating 

thet nev birth takes place throuch Bentism anid the Holy 

Chont, Article X% regsrding the reel presence in the 

Becranent, and Article XZ comiending orivete confession 

1. Neve-Allbect, History of the Lutheran Church. 
in Averica, np. &6. 

  

  
   



  

  

  

  

were delested. 

Sehmucker in his book, The American Lutheran Church 

Historicsily, Doctrinally, oné Practicslly Delinested, mve 

& fair summery of the program for Americon Luthersnisn 

88 he visunlized it. He found satisfaction in the fact 

thet for the first thirty years of the century the 

great body of the American Lutheran church haf no human 

creed at ail binding upon then: AS 2. matter of historical 

reeord he refers to the rejestion of the Fornula of 

Concord by BDenaerk, Hesala, Pomerania, and mony free 

Germen aitreass He elites further that the Smaller 

Catechism was rejeeted in Sweden and that the Smalcald 

Articles, the Apology to the Augsburg Gonfesaion, and 

the Larger Gatechlem were rejected tn Sweden and Denmark. 

Thus he coneludes thet symbols are not essential to the 

historic character of Lutheranism. In his treatise on 

the Sacrament of the Alter he indicates that the 

objections to Lather’s "first flgurative interpretetion® 

of the Lord's Susper is alnoet as objectionable a= the 

Roman Gatholie's transubstentistion. His objections 

show clerrly the noture of his theological method and 

premises. Luther's interpretation must be rejected he 

argued, because 

  

1. ibid., De 93. 

2. Op. cit., p. 161. 
Se Tbid., De 164. 
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a) 4t contradicts the clear and indiscuteble 
testimony of our senses. . 

b) 4t also contradicts the observation of all 
ages and nations, thet every body, or thet 
material substance must occupy a definite 
portion of space and cannot be at more then 
one place at the seme time. 

ce) the glorified body, which is said to be 
received with the elements, had sectuslly 
not vet eny existence, and therefore could 
not have been given to His diseivles at the 
Lord's Sumper. 

@) the eucharist could not have conferred the 
broken body to the discinles at its 
institution, because 1t wes not vet broken, 
erucified, dead. 

e) the old Lutheran theory cannot be correct, 
according to the lsnguage of Christ, becsuse 
he seys, Luke 22, 19: This do in remembrance 
of me, but we perform ean act in remembrance of 
ay person or event only when it is past and 
absent. 

f) those passages controvert it which represent 
Christ as having left this world, ss hsving 
returned to the Father, and as being sested 
at his rifht hand in heeven. 

@ the supzosition thet the belie ver is to eat 
the sectusl flesh of his best friend and drink 
his reel blood is a gross, repulsive, and 
unnaturel ides, which nothing but the 
clesregt evidence would suthorize us to 
sdopt. 

These citstions serve to inéicate Schmucker and 

the American Lutherans’ in generel views on the symbols 

and the kind of procedure employed in deriving their 

doctrinsl formulations. It is auite evident that this 

trend knom as "American Lutheranism® was nothing new - 
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and distinctively Americsen or peculiar to the frontier 

Spirit, but fommd its close ally in the rationalism and 

the confessionsl indiffermce of the union party in 

Germany in 1817. Clearly the theoloricsl battle in 

America would follow the same patterns of argumentstion 

as the corresponding controversy in Gernany. 

Dr. B. Kurtz in 1857 founded the tielenchthon Synod 
heralding: ita stend for American Lutheranism as its chief 

attraction and even deleting more erticles from the 

Augsburg Gonfession than the Platform haa done in 1855. 

The Synod was esccented inte membership by the General 

Synod. In the seme year the literal Pranckean Synod 

Was admitted to the General Synod sithourh it, silso, had 

failed to selmowledge its consent to the Augsburg Con- 

fession as the norma normata of the ts though it 

intended to do so st its next session. Affairs were 

moving toward ea swift climax. 

Meanwhile a series of circumstances culminated in 

the development of thet party to which Sehmucker con- 

temptuously referred as the “symbolists." The Tennessee 

Synod heii for some time been a provocative element re- 

fusing to join the General Synod. The founding of 

conservative synods outside of the lerger body had a 

decided affect. The Buffsle Synod wes founded in 1945 
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and the Hissourl Synod in 1847. Walther editing the 

Lutheraner caused many to realize thet the ee 

abandoned the historicnl mlatform of Lutheranism. 

lfhe's publication, the Kirchliche igtteilungen aus 

und Gber Nord-Amerika, 1842-1866, related the activities 
Re een anno P 

of missioneries like Wyneken and algo criticized the un- 

Lutheran cherscter of the Generel Synod with more or 

less telling affect. Dr. Charles Porterfield Krauth later 

Compiled his many esssys in the Conservstive Reformation 

which had rn grest influence in @eveloving a "Luthersn 

Consciousness." The reaction agsinst the Prussien Union 

in 1817 with its center in Breslau directed by Prof. 

Scheibel had s telling influence on the Germsn-reading 

Anerican Lutheren ministers. The writings of Hengstenberg, 

Sartorius, Guericice, Thomesius, Harless, Rudelbach and 

other dissenting Lutheren clergymem and scholars were 

Syreal among the Americen clergy by the spirited newly- 

arrived missioneries fron Osmuaie te There Wal a grove 

ing unity of nurnose smons the younger theologians, 

esnecialiy the newly arrived Germen Seminary students. 

They held thet the problems of disunion and ccnfessicnalisn 

ere strictly theological problems, and not merely cuestions 

of organization, not even merely of order, snd were 

prepared to works on ¢ corz:on basis of Serivture end under 

its authority without feverishly rushing into 111 

1. Neve-Allbeck, on. cit., pe Sl. 
2. Ibid., p. 92. 

  

  
 



  

104 

Considered plans of interconmunion, without even 

necesssrily looking with eny great favor on nlena for 

wmion with other protestent groups which were the fruit 

of policy and olety rather then theological thin*ing. 

This is the groun known as seneratists or synbolists. 

in the Genersl Synod the Hinisterlum of Pennsylvania 

had for the most pert throuch the use of the small 

Catechism end through the maintenance of the German: 

iuthersn hymns remained charscteristicslly Lutheran in 

tone acimovledging the %eollective body of the sysbolical 

Book as the historico-confessinonel writings of the 

Evengelical Luthersn Church. = The trend toward con=- 

servatiam in the Pennsylvania Ministerium led finally 

to its withdreval from the General Synod at the York 

Convention in 1864. Dr. Sechnucker realened in February, 

1864, from his position in the Gettysburg Seminary. On 

October 5 a new Seminary was onened at Philadelvhia. It 

stood for the unconditional escceptance of all the symbols 

of the Evangelicel1 Luthersn Church. Prof. G. fF. Schaeffer 

of Gettysburg accepted the chair at Philadelohia. Dr. 

Krauth as editer of The Lutheran and Missionary made a 

Continued attack upon the theology of the American 

Lutherens. In the Ft. Wayne meeting of the General 

Synod in 1866 the Pennsylvenia Ministerium left the 

Generel Synod end the following year sent out = ‘call for 

a new orrenizstion to be mom as the Generel Council. 
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In the yerr 1860 the General Synod comprised tvo-thirds 

of the Lutherens in America anf ten yesrs later only one=- 

fourth. Clesrly the power fevored the confessional forces 

of Luthersnism, 

Throughout this verlod of the grestest develoment 

end the subsequent dissolution of the Generel Synod, 

Willier Sihler and his enllesgues in the Missouri Synod 

Were constcntly active in exten@ing their influence in 

favor of the confessionsl Lutherans within the General 

Synod. Sihler waa intinately associated with the very 

centrsl figures in this whole movement. His attitude 

coinciGing with those of Walther, Wyneken, Cramer, and 

other leaders in the Missouri Synod waa taken as the 

naturel course in Synodéical circles. That his views were 

felt beyond the confines of his own Synod may be seen 

from the subsequent survsy of his activities. 

in 1645, at the convention of the General Synod 

in Philedelsiie, Wyneken,; a delegate of the Synod of the 

West, made a beid, determined, and consistent stand for — 

genuine Lutheranism ogainst the prevailing unionistic 

and Reformed tendencies of the lesders of the General 

Synod. ‘Yyneken, who in his pamzhlet, "fhe Distress of 

the German Lutheren in North America," had characterized 

the General Synod ea Reformed in doctrine, Methodist in 

practice, and Lutheren only in name, demanded at Phil- 

adelphia that the Synod should either drop the naue 

Lutheren, or else reject as utterly un-Lutheran Schnucker's 
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Povuler Theology, Portraiture of Lutheraniam, and other . 

writings, es well as Kurtz's tract on infant Bavtien, 

why _you ere a lutheran, and his many loose statements in 

the Lutheran Observer, as well as the Hirtenstimze of 

Weyl. Wo one on the floor of the convention, however, 

hesrd hin with « symncthetie ea The Genersl Synod 

Was at this time sltogether given to the idea that Lt 

WaS innosaibie te bulld a confessional church on the 

Reformed Ameriern soll, In an sddress delivered March 10, 

1864, Dr. Philip Sechaff declared that it wes imoossible 

to build » confessional Lutheren Church. He aaid 1% 

Would be escier to divert the course of the Mississipol 

to Bavaria and convert the Chinese through German 

ieee. This was the view and Yyneken was given no 

encouragenent or even seknovledgement. 

Sihler, as nrevinusly observed, wos during the years 

the associate and successor of Wyneken and shared both 

his points of view anf his plece of exit. Sibler, of a 

femily of militerists, was well groomed for polemics. _ 

Throughout the course of the following decades, it ws 

Sihler who brensted the attack on the editorial rosition 

of the Lutheron Cbserver snd engegef in many an editorial 

duel. hese exchanges of verbal sallies did not in 

themselves influence either editoris1 board to chenge 

4ts views, but it does indieate that the interchange 

  

1. F. Bente, American Luthsranism, vol. II, p. 153. 

2e Ibid., De To4. 
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of ideas was acturlly s force to be reckoned. with snd 

that a sally from Sihler's nen had to be met with a 

comterthrust. This is perhaps e barometer of the extent 

of the interaction oni influence of the new conservative 

movement on the liberal stend of the American Lutheran 

promoters. 

In response to “urtz's Why are you a Lutheran? Sihler 

undertook to write 2 counter=npemphlet on confessional 

erounds entitled Warum bist du_ein Lutheraner? 

In Novenber of the year of the organization of the 

Wisgourl Synod, 1847, Sihler, the first vice-president, 

hed oceasion to countermend a Gispereging srticle in 

the Lutheren observer. . He wea frank to the soint of 

bluntness snd greped immediately the chief ground for 

difference as he saw it, the stand on the Confessions. 

The erticle referred to had been published in the 

Luthersn Observer, no. 1, vol. 15 and discussed the 

first meeting of the Missouri Synod held in Chicago 

that Avril. The contributor of the article, a lr. 

Hermann, introduced his essay with these words: 

"This new Synod 4s comvesed of narrow ‘Alt- 

Lutheranern,* the true, perfect, orthodox, whose 

theology is so streight and verfect as the symbolical 

books can mate them, end whose services sre so stiff 

as any thorough-bred old-school neople covld wish then.” 

  

i. Lp ere slrohenzes tun ung, Vol. 7, no. 1, 
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fo this Sihler objected that there ie no such thing as 

"alteLuthersnern® but only confessional and anti=- 

confessional Luthercns. The Generel Synod shoul? rather 

examine their doctrine of the Lord's Supper for example, 

.to see whether 16 1s founded in Seriptures. He encoursged 

Hermenn, and the whole General Synod inclufing Kurtz end 

Schnucker et the her? to gee whether or not the Miasourtl 

Synod's Goctrine is groundeé on Seripture. That the 

services are stiff, the contributor could hardly know, 

since he hed by sdmiesion never sttended one. 

Various members of the Missourl Synod et the first 

neeting were assipneé to follow various Lutheran periodicals 

end Dr. Sihler was ansimmed to the Lutheran serene 

In a eimiler discussion on the symbols and the 

Confespionel nosition, this time in the theolorical 

Journal of the new Synod, Sihler fleyed Schnucker for 

opposing the aecenptence of eny who hold his doctrinal 

position to be wmiutheren in the Observer of Sentember 2. 

He found thet elthourh the ststutes of the Seminary 

at Gettyaburge hold the Augsburg Confession to de the 

norm of tesching, there vss actually no symbolic authority 

eseribed tc this vrovisn. He therefore sew the symbol 

of the General Synod as insufficient as a doctrinal 

bssis, but = confession of complete indifference in 

  

1. "Der Lutheren Observer fiber unsere Synode,* Der 

Lutheraner, vol. 4, no. 7, November, 1547, pp. 50. 51. 

3S. Goncordia Nistorices1 Institute Quarterly 
vol. XIX, no. 5, p. lot.
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matters of doctrine and godly truth, a.confession of error 

end iying, a falsifying of the truth, sn indication that 

they hed "another esnirit. > Criticism was highly pointed, 

often unfortunctely personal. 

During the first yeers of the Lutheraner many eait- 

orinl exnresfions were merely initialed ao that it is 

difficult to determine definitely who the writer was 

without secess to the original memecrints which are 

not svailable. Meny other ccntributors, as Stellhom 

end Schaller during the course of Gime, may well have 

written many of the erticles initisled "3." Some, how 

ever, are cheracteristically in Sihler's nungent style 

and con herdly be mistaken. One article in the Kirchlich- 

Zelitreschichtliches, 2 enlumn of observsticns on current 

evente in the church, initieled 9S* describes an srticle 

in the Observer praising Dr. Schnucker for his good 

anpearnance, frienfliness, brilliance, end the likes 

“How fortimete, Achilles, thet you have fomd a Homer® is 

the closine caustic pom This is illustrotive of a 

type of sersonel sffrontery which occurred with regularity 

Ain the columns of both oponosing ceriodicala. Small wonder 

thet many controversies grew acrimonious beyond the noint 

of exnectstion. 

The suestion of church fellowshin and wmionism vas a 

  

i. Die Get orelevncata Lehre und Wehre, vol. 6, 
no. 12, np. Sba- . 

"2. Lenre und Wehre, vol. 6, no. 12, pd. 331-384. 
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natural outgrowth of the divergent views on the authority 

of Seriptures ond the imoortance of the confessions as 

normative documents. The position of the General Synod 

With retpect to the question of wmionlem was well 

delineated in the letter avdressed by » committee a>nointed 

in 1845 by the Philadelphia convention to the Evangelical 

Church of Germany in order to defend herself sgeinst 

alleged detractors of her Lutherenism. The authors of 

this letter were Schmucker, Xurtz, Pohlmann, Uorris, end 

H. I. Schmidt, then professor at Hartwick Seminary. The 

letter states that the Geeral Synod requires only essential 

agreement in doctrinsl views, strict confornity being 

impossible in Americs. Peace could be mainteined only by 

em eclecticiam, which sdheres to essentials and nasses 

over non-imvortent metters. . . . “In most of our church= 

vrineinles we stand on com on ground with the Union 

Church of Germany. . .. The peculiar view of Luther on 

the bodily presence of the Lord in the Lord's Supper has. 

long sgo been sbendon<d by the greet majority of our   ministers, thouch some few of the older Germen teschera 

end leymen still adhere to 1%. Fe At the seme convention 

the Genersl SynoG declared iteelf as *eordially aonroving 

the practice, which hel hitherto vrevailed in their 

churches, of inviting communicents in reguler stending 

in either church (Lutheren and Reformed) to varteke of 

  

1. #F. Bente, on. cit., vol. II, pp. 58. 59.  
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the Sacrament of the Lord's Suoper in the other, and of 

the dismission of church-members, at their own request, 

from the churches of the one to those of the other : 

denomination. . Also cn this point of church miion the 

iesue vas squarely joined. 

Sihler exnlainel carefully to the men of the General 

Synod in an onen letter on the Lutheren Observer's comments 

on Hissourl's position the reasons why he felt mable to 

fraternize with e clesr conscience vith all. "Lutherans 

of the lang." To do so would be 1) ageinst God's Word 

which says thet Christians are to a) avoid the heterodox 

and b) strive for the faith;. 2) against our church for | 

which we must strive to maintain curity of doctrine as a 

precious heritece; 35) against our conseclences which onvese 

com=ronising » truth held se God's will for the seke of - 

ehurch nolity; 4) against the true believing brethren } 

everywhere who mircht be lesd ta indifference by an ex= 

ample of lexity; and 5) ageinst the false ee who 

Will be lesd to further security in their error. 

Throughout the subsequent years Sihler was active with   spoken and written word develoning ané& expanding this 
3S 

thesia. 

Another point of eontroversy especially pronounced 

  

1. Ibid., n 55. * 

2. “Der Luthersn Observer dber unsere Synode, 

° ~ Thesen ber Kircheneneinschaft, Smodal 

Bericht, July,        
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later in the differences between the Missouri and the 

Buffalo Symods but cited slso in connection with the 

Generel Synod's criticism wes the matter of church 

Government. The iiissourlL Synod had adopted the strictly 

congrerationsl system of church government. The 

Synodical constitution of 1347 had in Article VIT de- 

clsred that the function of the Synod in relstion to 

the congregation was and should remain merely sfivisory. 

This seemed e raiicslly democratile orgenizstion te men 

of the General Syngas As iste as 1875 the Observer 

termed the conprepetionsal principle ratical and leudead 

the early Americen Luthersn fathers for estehlishing the 

presbyterinn form of government where the office of the 

ministry holds its »rover powers. Sihler saw the socalled 

"“eonservetive" theory of office as a useful bridge to 

episconalisn succession theory, even for a Roman hierarchy 

and the whole panel ovgantxettinen He consistently 

supported ministers in the Generel Synod who were fighting 

for congrerstimnel autonony seeinet whet they conceived 

to be the usurnstion ef -owers by the aunt 

In the light of the present Protestent movement 

back to the use of the historic vestments end church 

decorations, an interesting clach of opinions centered 

  

1. cf. Javelin, pp. 290-292. 

2. “Der Observer auf dem Were nech Rom,* Lehre 
wd Wehre, vol. 19, no. 1, p. 28. 

; ‘Au? welche Welse wurde die in dem New York 

winisterium vorbendene Streitsache bei seiner diesjahrigen 

Versanmlung 2u Utica verhandelt?" Lehre und Wehre, vol. 24, 

no. 10. eS ae



    

115 

in the introduction in » certain General Synod conrregation 

of the altar end the crnolfix. Dr. Yurtz hed roundly 

attacked the particuler minister involved for driving 

neonle into Methodism end had taken the occasion to score 

the "9ld-Iutherens" for their whole stand. Sihler objected 

that the outward forms, of course, haf nothing to do 

With Lutheranism of eny sort, but thet the adherence 

to Biblicel doetrines wes cmcaetan ts All this is 

Llllustretive of she constent exchenge of ovinions and 

interaction lergely due te Sihler's ageressive spirit. 

Greaduelly conservative sentiment geined sromd and 

finally when the Pennsylvenis Ministerium left the Gen- 

erel Synod, Walther exclaimed, "“Secarcely any event within 

the bounds of the Lutheren Church of North America has 

afforded us erester joy than the withdreval of the Synod 

of Penneylvania from the un*onistic so-called General 

Smod. . .. The plan to five >vrominence snd supremacy 

in this land, by means of the General Synod to 2 so=- 

Called Anerican Lutherenism which ignores the distrinctive 

doctrines of the Luthersen Church, and to connel the 

truly Luther-:n Synods to occuny a seperatistic isolsted 

end powerless nosition, is completely frustreted by this 

step." Dr. Xrauth, in an address delivered before the 

Pittsburgh Synod, in 1866, called it "the ennfiict of 

truth eg- inst error, truth ageinst force, truth egainst 

  

1. "Der Lutheren Observer und die deutsch, luthe- 
Asche Kirche zu Detroit,® Luthersner, vol. 5, no. 4, 
pp. 25-28. Se 
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false compromise." Krauth wae a lesder in the General 

Comncil. The defest of American Lutherenism signified, 

according to the sincere belief of the church, “that 

Luthersnism can live an@ flourish in this country without 

Giving eway its om spirit or adulterating its om 

original life and character. The future of the Lutheran 

Church in Americ was to belong to the ecnservative tyne 

of Luthernnisn. 

The Genern] Council issued an invitation to all 

syneds which eonfess<-d the Unaltered Augsburg Confession, 

asking them to join hands. This enll wes prepered by 

Dr. Cherles Porterfield Krauth an@ is mom ae the 

“Fraternal Address." At the vreliminery. meeting held in . 

Resding, Pennsyivenia, December 11-14, 1866, delegates 

were present from thirteen synods, amonre them the Ohio, 

Towa, and Michig¢en Synods. ‘The Hissourt Synod sent the 

Rev. J. A. fF. W. Mueller aa weseacetartvem Sihler had 

advised arrinat the orrenization of a new body at that 

time, desminge such en section altogether vremsture end 

ermine in favor of free conferences at which differences 

in doctrinol views micht be discussed and unity of 

doctrine might be schieved. The Reading meeting 41d not 

  

1. S. E. Ochsenford, Documenterv History of the 
Generel Council, po. 91. 92. 

A Sc. A. Re Wenta, History of the Ev. Lutheran oe 
of Maryland of the U.L.G. in America, p. ss foun 
Paul W. spaude, The Lutheren Ghurch under Americsn Influence, 
Dp. 236. 
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approve end replieds The synods revresented in this con- 

vention which prefer s free conference to an inmediste 

orgenization be and hereby are invited to send representatives 

to the next meeting, with the understanding that titey 

have a 4t 911 the nrivileges of fraternal comoerison of 

views, 

Sihler and his colleagues were not fully astisfied 

with the position of the General Council on questions 

of church »ractice, though the confessions1 stend was 

setisfectory. They almest immnedistely articulated their 

criticism in church neriodicals. The Iowa and Ohio Syn°ds 

had posed certsin questions to the Generel Council, as 

the aimittance of lodge memb-rs, oven commmion, ovlvit 

fellowship with unbelieving pastors. .The committee 

couldn't resch a unanimous decision and so it was hardly 

to be exnected that the entire groun would reech 

wmeaningty 1n convention. Sihler took occasion to belaher 

the mrectice of open communion and the pointa on which 

the open questions hsd been addressed to the Cowmcil. He 

felt that the Cowmcil's failure to make en oven statenent 

on these metters would herdly inspire trust on the nert 

of oS The Luthersn Wissionsry had deseribed 

Luthersnism as divided into three perts. On the right 

was the Wissourd Synod. on the extreme left was the 

General Synod. Between the two steed the General Council 

  

1. & &. Ochsenford, ov. cit. p. 144. 
2. “Das Schwelgen des General Council auf vorgelert 

Kirchliche Lebensfragen und die offene Er*ldrung sus 
seinem Heerlsrer tber seine nornele Stellung zwischen . 
Wissouri und der so. Generalsynode," Lehre und Wehre, vol. 14, 
no. 2, pp. 435-50. : 
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which clearly end honestly mainteined the Lutheran Faith 

Sihler was cuick to reply thet the Lutheranism of the 

extreme left was no Lutheranisn at: ‘all, but rather 

nethodistic-reformed, and it would be better if the 

strong prectice of sure Lutheraniam were adhered to in 

the General Council, for true Luthersnism combats ail 

false Goctrine. He Isuted nlens for liturgy in the 

    
Genersl Govuneil which would introduce the creed, antiphonies, 

end Amens patterned after Krauth's Church Book. For the 

further doctrinel development of the Council Sihler 

suggested 1) Luthersn teechings in Seminery and pulpit; 

2) gusrding sgeinst false doctrine; 3) practice of 

private confession as in communion announcements; 

4) care of souls by pastors; 5) eontimed emphasis on 

the Word in ell ahietixadttoae i 

The matter of sven questions was stiil further 

contended when Dr. Krauth, as chairmen of a committee 

te mawer certrin questions posef by the Rev. Sieker of 

the Minnesota Synod, made some rather subtle and not - 

ton logical distinctions between the vsrious kinds of 

heterofiox. He distinguished between the heretics, those 

the oppose the catholic Christianity and the fundamental 

errorists who erred in certain important documents, but 

held te the centrsel doctrine. The first objection which 

Sihler reise? wan whether this @iasinction 1s not 

1. ibid., vol. 14, no. 5, no. 79-85. 
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contrsedictoery, for these whe deny the chief doctrines 

are not in but outside the church with the Mohamedens, 

heethen, and Jews. But errorists sre reelly rank 

heretlea if they deny fundamentel Christian doctrines 

end sre also not in the fold, though in the church, 

i Cor. 11, 18 ‘The second objection wiich he raised 

wes whether the Reformed churches, as the Presbyterian, 

wee 2 sister shurch or ¢ fimdamentesl errorist in view 

o? dite felse teachine on nredectinstion, the personel 

union, and the like. The naturel conclusion, if that 

were alloved, would be thot pulvit fellowship should 

follow. But r thoussnd times no, that shold not be 

Gone for it would 1) herm the people, 2) injure the 

Vord-bomd consciences of the Lutheran pre-cher, 5) harar 

end sins egeinst the love of the neighbor 9) sgainst 

the church, b) age'nst fellow ministers, c) and againat 

the presbyterlen himself. We recognize in thie formula 

Sihier's orig¢insl argument ageinst unionistie practices 

previously considered. 

Griticiem included also in its scope the stend 

on the Millenium teken by Dr. Xrauth, tr. Seisa and other 

Chiltasts in the Council. fe described these lesders 

in the words of the een’ adege, "Das Maulthier sucht 

im Nebel seinem Wer.” 

  

1. Dr. Kreuth und das Millenium,* "Das neueste 
‘Mum ium des Councils,” "Die Nissourier. . .," ‘irchlich= 

zeitreschichtliches,® Lehre und Wehre, vol. 19, no. 2, 
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In 1872 Sihler declered thot the Missouri Svned was 

perfectly aatisfied with the doctrinal basis of the 

General Council and the General Synod of the South and 

could have entered into affiliation with them on that 

basis but thet they were obliged to hold themselves aloof 

from them because of certain fundsmentel practices 

contrary to their strict doctrins1l basins Actually, 

however, Sihler felt so strongly on these points of 

doctrinal veriation and prectice that the thought of 

wmion never enterei his mind. His own words were: 

"It has been five years gince this organization was 

fomded. It has meanwhile becom®@ evident that this 

General Council is by no means founded in zeal for ure 

evengelical, thet is, Lutheran doctrine and confession 

and the acconnanying vractice.* He took exception to 

the mionism still evident and the ambiguity of ex- 

pression on the main doctrins1 statements. He also 

felt the lseis of moor churchnanship in the Council. 

For exemple, he observed thet NeGuffey's fifth reader 

used in the public schools was onrosed in part to the 

Seripture. Instead of worrying sbout the establishment 

of the Church Book, the leaders should tke definite 

steps for the establishment of the narochial schools. 

Sihler surposed no compromise in meeting in wicn 

  

1. Carl Mauelshagen, Americen Lutheranism 

Surnendovs in the @arces of Conservatism, pp. TSG-191. 
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With the General Council. iis attitude was largely ~ 

responsible, with that of Walther and the other leaders 

of the Synod, for leading the churches which held member 

ship in the Missouri Synod avay from fellowship with 

the Goumcil in those dsys when the Council had made a 

material chenge towerd confeactionsl theology. Sihler 

hela to his orlneiple of no conpromise with non-confeasional 

positions throughout his miniaterial career. 

Sihler wes varticulamly infiumtial in regard to 

relations between the Missouri and the Ohlo Synods. He 

had left the Ohio Synod because of his opposition te the 

loose doctrinal position end unlonistice practices. Later 

historisns of the Ohio Synod attribute this situation 

to the fact that the ministers lacked books, to the long 

tradition of faulty practice on the frontier, and reaction 

to the azpressive tactics of the crities, notably Dr. 

Sihler, commenting upon his controversial way, charging 

that he ovenly spoke of a congregetion which had SC e 

from iiiszourl to Ohio as a "Kloake, einen Abgugskanal. ® 

- hese same writers concede thet from a Lutheran stendpoint 

the strife hod driven the Synod te teke a wrong position 

on both the matters of plangua Ee? and regerding the 

confessional question. The Ohte men felt deeply the 

effrontery of these men “who had go recently entered ‘the 

Synod and Amt redintely began so severe a critique. Father 

  

i. Peter and Schmidt, Geachichte Der Synode von 

Ohio, p. 96. i 
2. ibid., PP. 95. 96. 
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Splelmann wrote: A person mischt hold that such advsnces 

were a bit hasty and imprudent on the part of those who 

had been in the country so short a time and who had done 

nothine oe the Seminsery nor for the unbuilding of the 

church.* At sny rate, as we observed previously, upon 

the ascendance of the 4unionistic English" party in the 

Lancaster meeting in 1845, Sinler and his group left the 

Ohie Synod. 

The trend in the Ohio Synod also was definitely 

towards the confessionel stand. In 1830 the celebration 

of the writing of the, Augsburg Confession had inspired 

the founding of a new seminsry et Columbus, Ohio, dedicated 

to the tesching of the Confession to the many ministers 

needed to care for the huge demand in the Toutes Pronptly 

upon the defection of Sihler and his groun, the Ohio 

Synod hurried to mate definite confessional commitments. 

At the Generrl Synod meeting in Columbus, Ohio, June 17-24, 

1848, much attention we? paid to the Lutheren Confessional 

writings. In the ministeriel session without debate 

they unanimously decided "that the miniasterium recognize 

the symbolics1 books of the Lutheren Church and promises 

to teach according to them, because they set forth Holy 

Writ correctly, and that in the future all spplicants 

and ordinstion candidates should be tested according to 

them. e The Ohio Synod chroniclers add the observation: 
  

1. Ibid., pe 91. i 
Deindor er, OP. Clit.» De ° 

3. Peter and Schmidt, on. oit., p. 40. 
4. Ibid., p. 115. pa 
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We wonder whether Pr. Sihler and his companions’ hearts 

did not beat a little fester as they resd this snecific 

confession of all Lutheran Symbols presented by the some 

Synod which three years vreviously they had left as 

being too English and too oniuthereames 

_ fhe interaction between the Ghie Synod and the 

menbers of the new Missourl Synod, especially Dr. Sihler, 

Was continuous during subseauent decades until the tine 

of union in the Synodicali Conference. Sihler never 

failed to comment on the nroceedings of Ohio. Synod 

essemblies. He never felled to score abuses such as the 

mixture of Lutheran end Reformed churches, the leck of 

loyalty to ennfessions, ss in specific cases, for ex= 

ample, those of Pastors Gogelen, Held, Heinicke, and 

others. Rev. Lehman, editor of the official Lutheran 

Standard submitted s reocly which wes reprinted with 

Sihler's comment in 2 parellel onan Sihler was 

quick to cnomplsin of irregular activities in the Synod. 

A striking instance of this tyne of polemic was the 

defence made by Sihler against charges raised by the 

  

1. Ibid., vP. 116. 
2. “Denkwirdickeit aus der letzten Versennlung 

der West Ohio-Synode," Luthersner, vol. 7, no. 14, pp. 

3S. Luthermer, vol. 7, no. 20, po. 155-159. 
4 “Des ehrw. Ministerium der lutherischm 

Synode von Ohio, westlichen Distrikts," Luthersner, 
vol. 10, NnOe 16, DD. 121-126. 
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Ohio Synod ageinst the Central District of the Wissouri 

Syned for accepting = certsin Rev. Eirich who had left 

the Ohie Synod. Sihler maintained that Firich had left 

for reasons of conscience, because although the Synod 

had passed » resolution condeming lodges, Pastor Henkel 

himself belonged to one. He then listed elght reasons 

why the Ohio Synod deslt unfairly with seerenis Party 

Spirit was strong in many npatinnedise 

Sihler felt thet he had ected in a true spirit. In 

1851 he said: “God is my witness thst my testinony ageinst 

the Ohio Synod sprang from honest zesl for the honor of 

God and the welfsre of the Church. If Synod “hed receivd 

our first request with only the seme measure of good will, 

the whole situation today might be aitterents the 

actual impact of the consistent attention devoted to 

Ohio affairs by the Massourl brethren was telling. The 

editor for many years of Ohio's Latheran Standard in a 

brief history of his Synod relates, ‘Also during this 

tine the Lutheroner, edited with zeal by Prof. Walther, 

a nighty warrtor and »romoter of sure Lyutheranisn, 

Anpepred, as a hereld,in the fer West, as 2 new life 

  

1. “Verhandimeen der 2venzigsten Verssmalmg des 
westlichen Districts der Evang.-luther. Synode von Ohio 
und anderen Steaten, geholten in der St. Paulekirche gu 
Dayton, Ohio, vom 2. bis 28. Juli, 1860,% Lutheraner, 
vol. 17, no. 13, pp. 97-102. 

2. Gr. the regrets of the Ohio men that by not 
accenting the Goncordia Synod they lost the West to the 
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in Zion. The Lutheren Stendard under my editoriel super- 

Vision received at timen good ideas anf wholesome tesching 

fron this terse zsper, which I acknowledge gladly at this 

time in retrospect. . . « So the Ohio Synod, as also 

severel other syncds of the West, under the mighty 

leadership of God, through many trials end battles, 

step by sten were lend to s correct understanding and 

true holding to the Gonfessions under the influence and 

leatershin of the Missourl Synod joined as a member of 

the Synodicsi Conference, fomded in 1872, in complete 

doctrinal mity, snd s great church body. o 

For our present murposes we. may note that the shift 

of the many Lutheren synoda under the influence of 

Wissouri es indicated by Lehman hed another effect. 

Sihler and the other leaiers in writing for the beneflt 

of the other churchmen, also, conversely, consolidated 

the position of the Mistouri Synod both as to its om 

Goctrinel ané practical etand, but also in pointing up 

to it its.owm mission as a guide and watchman. 

By the time of the subsecuent Predestinsarian 

Controversy which disrupted the Syno@ical Conference, 

Sihler ves too far advanced in years to participate 

very nebively, He did find it necessary to explain sone 

stetements on doctrine he had made twenty-five years 

  

1. W. Ff. Lehman, Abrisz der Geschichte der _ev— 
utherischen Synode v. Ohio und anderen staaten, “po. 172 173. 

; For sn account of this controversy, cf. 
Hochstetter, on. cit., no 565 ff. 
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previously which were used by Ohio to show thet Missouri 

hed two doctrines of vredestination ot one tine. The 

Opposition to Walther was bitter and he was accused of 

double denling snd deliberate elaeckingne Ohio left 

the Conference ané later, in 1950, joined the Iowa end 

Buffalo in the Americen Luthersn Church. These later 

develovments were lsrgely beyond the influence of Sihler, 

for his drys of lesdershin were spent. 

in the esrlier deys when Missourl wes develoning 

its ultre-denuocratic synotical system, its chief European 

Sponsor, Pastor Léhe, sided with the opnosing views of 

the Iowa and Buffalo synods. Sihler in the officisl 

sublication explieined that Léhe was wrong in his views 

on the office of the ministry, the wiversel priesthood, 

and the synedical novers. The school at Ft. Wayne, he 

Wrote, never hed more puplis then when Léhe stonped sending 

then Ree He closed with a prayer for Ldéhe's friend- 

ship. Dr. Fritschel wrote in the Dorpater Zeitschrift in 

which he Maintained that the Iowa Synod in matters of chureh 

government was the mean between the democratic Hissouri 

Synod and the Buffalo high churchiem. Sihler made 

continued elaborate defences of the scriptural suthorizatio 

of the congregeationel system and eventually also this view 
Ree eR SO 

1. Eine “urze Ertlarune," Lehre und Wehre, vol. 
27, no. 2, p. 58. 

& YVPeter and Schmidt, op. cit., np. 190. 
3. “Herr pferrer Léhe"s Bericht fiber uns und dessen 

Beurthellune nach Wehrheit und Gerechtigkelt,* Lutheraner, 
vol. 11, nos 1, DY. 89-94,
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came ° prevail in the various Lutheran Synods of the 

land. He was active in the negotietions and inter-synodical 

discussions of the doctrinal basis for church government, 

church discipline, he eins eset ae office, ordination, 

and related questions. After the Colloquium in 

Milwaukee showed that Iowa wished to hold to her Neuen- 

dettelsau views in preference to Paul's, Dr. Sihler 

opined: “Afterward, as before, this anparently Lutheran 

Synod, from which at eny rate several members left, 

remained in its vacillstion, in its slinopery "yes ani 

no" theology, in its lax position on the confessions 

and its acceptance, contrary to Scripture of the so- 

Called 'onen question’. She remains the case of Léhe's 

later errant views. . 

The present church situation exists today sub- 

stantially as Sihler and his colleagues of the early 

years left it, as fer as relations with other synods are 

Concerned. The Synodical Conference has made no substantial 

increases throuch the addition of large synods. The total 

movement of the Lutheran bodies toward conservatism S% perhaps 

beat summarized by the statement of long-lived Professor 

  

1. "Was von uns Wahres und Falsches berichtet 
ehre und Wehre, vol. 7, no. 8, pp. 25%. 255. 

rotoko er die Verhandlungen des 

November bis 5. December 
S. Hochstetter, OD Cl cit., po. 256. 3509. 
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Semuel Sprecher who had with Schnucker snd Xurtg svonsored 

American Lutherenisa. in 1391 he wrote: "It is true 

thet I Gla once think the Definite Synodical Platorm - 

that modification of Luthersnism which verhans has been 

properly called the culminstion of Melanchthonisnism — 

desirrble snd practical, and thet IT new regard all such 

nodification of our creed as hopeless. In the meantine 

an increased knowledge of the spirit, methods end lite 

er-ture of the Missouri Synod haa convinced me thet such 

alterations are undesirable; that the elements of true 

Pietiem - that 3 sense of she necessity of personal 

religion and the importance of versonal assurance of 

Salvation = csn be maintained in connection with a 

Lutheranism wimodified by the Puriten element. a 

Within the Hissourl Synod the doctrinsl position 

formulated by the founders haz continueé as the accepted 

stand of the church. In church practice, those state- 

ments formulated by Sihler with respect to unionisn, 

basis for church fellowship, the richts snd vowers of 

the Synodical organization, and the verlious criticisns 

of high churchism previously Giscussed remain the normal 

practice of the Synod. Truly Sihler's influence, with 

thet of his colleagues, was one of great power. 

  

1. Neve-Allbeok, op. oit., n- 115.
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Ghapter VIII 

fhe Gernan Church 

The Luthersn Church of America was lergely isclated 

socially and intellectuslly from Americen Protestant 

Church 1ife for the erester nart of the preceding century . 

by langunge and recinsl barriers. Consequently, the ties 

with the Church in Germany seened particulerly important 

to the younr church in America. The stress laid on this 

feature of church interest is graphically illustrated 

in the news colum of the Lutheraner. There the | 

column, Xirchlich-Zeltgeschichtliches, was divided into 

tWo sections, the one for America and the other for the | 

"Auslend. " 

itself bound to the confessional element in Germany. 

The Confessionsl Lutheran Church of America felt : : 

It supported the non-conformist and anti-Union independent | 

ehurches wherever it wes nossible. We have seen thst,   
after his conversion, Dr. Sihler associated for the most | 

vart with men of definite Lutheran consciousness, a8 

Dr. Rudelbach en? Williem Léhe. Also in this country 

he determined to guide his church avay from unionism on | 

the pattern of the SEvengelicel Church of Gernany end to 

direct e211 the encoursgement snd support possible to the ; 

Re: : 8 a ie
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German Indenendent or free churches. His written commentaries 

om the situstion in the German church are extrenely numerous 

end voluminous. We msy select characteristic references 

representative of the attitudes which he helned instill 

in the menbershin of his om church in America. 

_ By way of attitude, Sibhler professed the indevendence 

of the Church in Americs. He would heve nothing to do 

With sny suseested organic connection with the Germen 

church. At ons tine Psster Hinkel, elitor of the 

Hecklenbunge vr Sotteskesten, denowced the Lutherans of 

Missourl for heving acduired Americsn ways, seeking to 

look self-sufficiently st the mother-church while sti11 

in ita lerrning years. S4hler raised the queetion as toe 

Who the mother-church wes. He held the church in Germany 

te be thet munther-church only insofar ag 1t preached the 

sure doctrine, the conTessions, end oxposea false te-ch- 

int. But where wes auch e church st whose breasts the 

newborn church could receive she sincere milk of the 

Word? The church of Germeny he felt to be so nermested 

with philoseshy thet Feather Luther woul@ abhor it. The 

mother-church would not hear the voice of her true sane ¢: 

but romenized in oractice and libereligzed in doctrine. 

Sihler was altogether opposed to the work of the 

Church Union of 1817. fe called it the "blinding vor’ 

  

1. "Das neue Zeltblett aber uns arme iMissourier, * 
Lehre und Wehre, vol. VIII, no. 2, pp. 45-49. 
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of the devil. o -The first of the tro major issues of 

Varience between the Massouri Synod end the church of jew fit 

Germany was thet of church government. The Synodical 

Constitution of 1847 had provided for a conaregstional 

eysten with eivisory povers for the Syned. Walther 

reitersted this position as the scripturally sowmd and 

therefore as the Cod=plessing form of church government 

in his writing Kirche md Amt. This position, elso held 

by Sihler after his contects with Walther, was disnetrically 

oppesed to the whole rhilogovhy behing the church gov- 

ernment of the Siete Church of Germany end he vas not 

slow in artieulictine his opinion. Dr. Huschke maintained 

thet any order of church government of himan Institution 

was 28 Givinely instituted as the oreaching of the Word 

end the Secrements end thet the government set un over 

more congresstiona Lis ac sacred and Godeplessing end 

Given to the Church forever as the rule of the pastor 

end the.congreretion. Pestor Diederich criticized the 

Prussian arrsngenent ani Dr. Sihler was «mick to take 

up the ergument sgsinst Huschke. He nainteine? thet on 

the basia of the New Testament and its precedent, Huschke's 

sanction of government and men-dominated churches vas 

inexcusable and sltegether against the right of the 

universal priesthood of 211 belLevers te be sunreme in 

  

1. "tur kirehlichen Lage in Deutschland, * 
lutheraner, vol. 55, no. 22, pp. 169-17.
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the church, the originel Lutheran entnetniete 

This servility and submission of State Church clergy- 

men reached its most reprehensible depth in the sermon 

of the court preacher Dr. Hoffmann on the text, "We 

ought to obey God rether then man." He preached as 

follows: “fo the end of time obedience to the State is 

the seme a= obedience to God. ‘To be able to say I do 

not obey the government but I obey God, one would “ave 

to have the office of sn spostle and the holiness of an 

engel. Ané@ even then he would have to say, I have a 

command of the Government and in earthly things this for 

me is compelling." Sihler countered: “This may sound 

foed in the esrs of the errthly princes, but how does 

it sould in the enrs of the true Xing? Court preachers 

should follow the example of John the Baptist. * 

The secon? msjor issue whieh Dr. Sihler found to 

criticize in the Prussien State Church was the ebsolute 

lack of Goctrinel uniformity on the one hand and of 

confessional loyslty on the other. He noted with 

particular alarm the trend toward vhilogonhic concentions 

of Chriction doctrines and the swing toward free thought 

in Germany. Pentheistic atheism ruled with overwhelming 

power in Germany. This soirit was aided within the 

' church by the criticsl protestant theology. Dr. Schenkel 

  

1. "fine seltseme Behauptung des Herrn Dr. 
Huschke," Lehre und ‘iehre, vol. VIII, no. 5, pp. 138-142. 
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of Heldelberg had sided with Renen's Life of Jesus in 

. his Cheracterbild Jesu. Professor Rothe hed defended hin 

in this thesis and 211 that within the bomds of the 

Germsn State Church. Sihler felt that pride was the 

dominant ein in the Stste Church as manifested by 

desires for orgenic union of 211 elements and the resultant 

large numbers in the chureh and by the acceptance of 

modern philosophy and rejection of Redenntion-theology. 

Sihler felt thet the Union had contributed to the 

doctrinal corruntion of the churches also of the various 

provinces. For about 2 nméred yeers after the Reform 

ation, the churches of Hessen had been most viril and 

active, but the Prussian Union and the dootrinal dissolution 

had led the Church finally to the formetion of the State 

Synod of 1875 which represented s weak and ineffective 

combinetion of 211 elements into a lifeleas mass. Similar 

trends had developed in Breslau, in Gleszen, and other 

provinces of Germany. So onnosed to the State Church ve 

Sihler that he classed it wlth the Romen Catholic Church 

in his esteem. He characterized Emperor Frederick 

Williem IV as a soft-feeling man, no Luthersn, who 

supported the union of the Reformed and Lutheran, allowing 

any Roman preectices in the Church. This pleased the 

Jesuits. The Catholics were becoming active in the 

  

1. “Geht's vorwarts ofer rickwerts?* Lehre 
und Wehre, vol. 11, no. 3, pp. 835-33.    
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political field, since Bismarck did not show the same 

dexterity in discerning religious views as he did pol- 

itical. In the Reichstag the State Church wes onposed 

by the Catholic Church and the poor people were being 

"ground between two millstones. . 

For this reazon Sihler could see no hove for 

Lutheranism within the confines of the State Church and 

Ssuprorted rather the effort st the meintensnce of free 

churches. The confessional Lutheran vastors of the 

Berlin conference had stated their determination to act 

as a leaven within the State Church. Sihler renlied by 

stcting his apprehension thet this effort to act as a 

leaven would remsin only a pious wish. He held it to be 

imnossible for the Iatheren Church to remain with the 

Reformed baceuse the Reformed Church was "no siater 

church, but a spoiled en? unbelieving church communion 

end the State Church the work of the Devil. ° the 

practical result of remaining within the State Church 

Would be the repression of a frank seriptural confession 

and the witness of the Lutheran Church go that this 

indifference results partly in unbelief and partly in 

papistic oractices. The Consistories and superintendents 

ere frequently rationalists an? they made it imvossible 

for those ennfessionel Lutherans wer them in the 

  

1. “Die rémische Kirche in deutschen Reich, * 
Lehre und Wehre, vol. 25, no. 1. 

Ze @ Allgemeine Evengelisch-Lutherieche 

Kirchenzeitung aber die Berliner Augustconferens," Lehre 
und Wehre, vol. 20, no. 4, p. 97.  
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hierarchiel set un to make any progress in their protest- 

ations. The only course of action onen to confessional 

Luthersns was to d<clere the doctrine ovenly end ficht te 

false te-chers. 

Sihier looked to the free churches of Germany for 

such support as they could give the young church in America. 

After the difficulties with Léhe elready referred to previously, 

the Syno@ turne? to snother confessionel Lutheran for aid, 

Pactor Brumn. He esteblished e prepsratory school st Steeden 

after Wynelen's vicit in 1860. Pastor Hieromymus also 

supported this school. The freternal relstions with the 

German Church therefore was limited te intercourse with 

the free and iniependent chance 

én interesting instance of the interaction between 

Specific nersonelities of the American ané the Gernsn 

churches is efforded by the exchange of com>liments by 

the note? scholer Dr. Hengstenberg and Dr. Sihler. Heng= 

stenberg in 1323 became « full professor of theology at 

the University of Berlin. By his work of the interpretation 

ani defense of the 91d Testament he beeane the staunchest 

defender against retionalien, unionism, and the mediating 

theology of his dey. As a mouthpiece of his testimony 

he founded in 1827 the Rvanrelische Kirchenzeitung and 

1. W. Wahling, Geschichte der Ev. Lutherischen — 

Freikirche in Sachsen wid a. St., pp. ide 19e 
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for forty-two yesr3 was its chief contributor. Author 

of many works including Christologie des alten Testaments, 

Beitraere zur Einleitung ins ‘ite Testement, and Offenbarung 

Johamis, he vas one of the stauncher Lutherans within 

the Stete Church. Nevertheless, his position did not 

satisfy Sihler snd he was not slow in anvrising him of 

the fact. At infrequent intervais Sihler published his 

observations on Hengstenberg's work. 

On one occasion Henget@berg had made some serid 

comments on the Missourl Synod. He had been sent to 

fncrica by the Prussien Church and subsequently wrote 

that the “poor Luthersns of Saxony, Stephan's emigration, 

after some time in retirement hed become vocal in a ; 

Sshern, bitter, and inimicsl mammer.* Sihier held that ~ 

not one of the church papers of the Saxons had this tone, 

nor cid snyone believe th-t outside of Trinity Church - in 

St. Louis “oniy devil's chenels" exist. He criticized 

Hengstenberg's judgment that the Ohio Synod represented 

the true Lutherenisn, for that Synod erred in ordination, 7 

unionism, lec of witness, end in the examination aysten. 

He 414 mt fil to oraise Hengetenberg's contribution 

to Biblicel theology, however. He lauded him “ighly for 

his stond ageincst rationsliam, his constancy during the 

outbreaks of 1848, and his promotion of a conservative 

  

  

1. "Ein deutsche Ynionemen aber uns srme 
Luthersner," Lutherener, vol. 4, no. 17, pp. 151-155.
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View of the 01d ‘estament. HN evertheless, he regretted 

that Hengsterberg senctioned the Union and did not 

“ppreciate the Confessions fully. He believed that when 

14,000 State Church pastorn sipned the Augsburg Confession 

it was merely en enthuslastiec and Cramatic gesture without 

Bignificence, since the Reformed could not poseibly accept 

Article IIx. Thice exchenge of oninions by Hengstenberg 

and Sihler is typleai of the interaction of this churchman 

with many men of the German church. 

Sihler represented ex peint of view which he assisted 

in imparting to the Syned end which is the dominent point 

of view in the Synod today. The Missouri Synod today 

prefers the Free Church to the State Church snd is in 

fraternal reletilons with seversl1 such free church con- 

ferences. It 1s epeesed to union churches in Germany, 

for reasons of doctrine ané chureh government, as 19 

evident from its opposition to the newly formed Evengelical 

Ghureh in Germany. Simllariy the Synod is not a member 

of the Luthersn World Conranetaeen Sihler's background 

end policy have hei a decided influence on Synodical 

reletions with the Gernen Ghurch. 

ITNT NE SE ET NET eT TE ES 

1. "Einige Semertungen fiber etliche Stelien des 
Vorvorts der evang. Kirchenzeitung des Hrn. Prof. Hengstenberg 
von Jahre 1867 unter der Weberachrift: ‘Die lutheriache 
Mirche und die nion,!#® Lehre und Wehre, vol. 15, no. 5, 
DD. 157-149; no. 6, pp. 71-160; no. 7, pp. 196-200. . 

2. Gf. review ty F. E. Mayer of Stevart ¥. Herman's 
Rebirth of the German Chureh, Concordis Theological 

Honshiys Vole 273 no » DD. . 
- Gf. Lutherischer Weltkonvent 2u Paris, Berlin: 

Offizin Haag-Druguilin, 1959.
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Relation to other Churches 

The 19th century was religiously as well as politically 

one of turbulence. Just as sectionalism grew stronger 

toward the middle of the first century of America's 

political history, so the first century of the National 

Period anong the churches wes merked by a growing sect- 

arinnism. The accent wee on individualism. The religious 

Scene was one of disunity and @ivisions, sherp competitive 

spirit, and Inck of imfierstanding. It was truly freedon's 

fernent. 

With the renid progress and development of the frontier 

secterien churches, new problems were pose for the older 

Comaunions. Willism Sihler was tynpicel in his reactions 

to the new developments of frontier religion. A point of 

speclel interest 1s the interaction at thet voint where 

the young vrotesteant churches breached the lenmage 

barrier snd entered the srena of German language work. 

This will be considered in some detall. 

Sihler es 2 Luthoran possessed all the animus ageinst 

the Romen Gatholic Church which the tradition required. 

In 1871 he exulted in the deposition of the papacy fron 

the papal estates throuch the rising of Italian national 
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ees under Gavour and King Victor Emmanuel of 

Pledmont. To him, an to protestanticn in generel 

during the 1th century, the. pope was the very antt-Christ. 

this opinion wes never altered. We belshored the n=nal 

anbitions for tempers power sné sownde% conatent warnings 

against the growing strength of the Catholic Church 

citing such expresciont printed in the Catholic World as 

the Bishen of Chorleston's prophecy thet "the man is 

alresdy born whe would see the majority of this lend 

Catholic. ” 

Sihler's views of the Church and of the churches 

were in the main not directed by a nerty or secterian 

Spirit. Rather they wore the result of = genuine concern 

for what he consifered the essential Christian faith. 

Ne believed that the Lutheran Chureh observe’ the "pure   
ecclesiastical form of the Christian church in antithesis . 

to the Romish-pariatical Church on the one hand ané the 

Reforme? church and all the sects which hed develoned from | 

it on the other hend. . Ynon arrivel in America he had 

addressed a series of elsht Letters to err Schnidt,   the editer of the Lutherische Kirchenzeitune, an uneffill ated 

econservetive pener, in which he set forth the best features 

  

1. “Das Panstthum und die Unionisten," Lehre 

md Wehre, vol. 17, no. 4, op. 107-112. 

2. ‘Zele und Plane der rémisch-pdébstiachen 
Kirche in Americs,® Lehre und Webhre, vol. 25, no. 10, 

~ Dp. 2399-295. 
3. "Achter Brief"® to the editor of the Lutherische 

Kirchenzeitung, vol. 6, no. 15, August 8, 1844, op. 
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of erenereniia. He urote that the Luthersen Church is a | 

the correct church in contrast to the Romen Catholic 

Church beesuse Lt aecepts God's Word pure end simple md 

not #) tradition, b) semi-pelsginniem, e) good works for | 

Justification, 2) nor im-ure sacraments. 

The Lutheran Church is the correct church, he maintaineda, 

in antithesie to the Reformefl Ghurch with its ratLlonslistic 

end unbelieving errors os a) the refuction of the sacraments 

to a symbol, bj) the denlel of the genus msjestatioun, 

e) trying to explain the seeret of predestination, end 

@) the wrong form of the church governnent. It is, therefore, 

a
t
 

Opposed to false union, all errorists, 211 enthusissits, 

end ell rationalists. Sihler engaged in many disputetions. 

He roundly condenne* theologians for sugresting innovations 

in church order such, as ellowing the cchgregation to vote 
2 
ie 

for e new minister once e year.   
A& tines apylogeties became polemle true to the beat 

Flselan trsdition. Typlcrl is the following excerpt from 

the Luthersner: 

“In the nissionsry paper The Western Missionary of 

1.. Lutherische Xirchenzeitung, vol. 6, no. 2, ~ 
February, 1844; vol. 6, no. o, reorusry 15, 1844: vol. 6, 
no. 6, March 23, 1844; vol. G, no. 7, April 11, 1844; vol. 6, 

no. 8, April 25, 1644: vol. 6, no. 9, missing from Passevant’s 
volume kept in the libreriesa of Gettysburg Seminory, Gettys— 
burg, Pennsylvania; vol. 6, no. 10, Mai 23, 1644; and val. 6, 
no. 15, August 8, 1844. 

f 2. “serkwirdiges Zeugnisz des Hiethspredigers 
W. Suhr in Gine%nneti," Lutherener, vol. 6, no. 7; pp. 52-54. 
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She Germen Reformed Church, Columbus, Ohio, December 15, 

1849, a certeln Mir. Adam tells of the Rev. Sihler vreaching 

in Huntington, who eske? #11 true Lutherans to arise and 

about ten or twelve stood un. ‘'fhese are Lutherans,* he 

said, ‘end 211 the others ere lost.* On another occasion 

Rev. Sihler presched in Pfaff's settlement, refused to 

baptize » child in the Reformed fpith, steting thet ail 

ere lost.* Sihler eontinues by denying the charge, 

relsting the sctual cccurrence in Huntington, denied ever 

hearing about » Pfaff's settlement, and a4monishes Mr. 

Adam to subdue his o1d Adam which beguiles him into 

falsehood. 

In general, however, the lances were broken over 

natters of dogma sn? church vractice, rather than indulgence 

in personal affronts. The Roman Catholics and the Evangelicals 

he had met with in Germsny. The latter he frequently scored 

for their “‘enthusiastic* unannfessional position s) not 

oxposing attacks on Scriptures, b) not defending the 

confessions, c) lax end lazy in soreadine the truth, 

and a) unionistic. 

Dr. Sihler wes in general even more intently and 

energeticsaliy oprose! to the meny other protestant churches 

which were crowins more numerous snd stronger in Hiddéle 

America. Letters of the mistLonsries located in northern 

a 

—
—
 

ee
 

’   
1. “HNothgedrungene Widerlegung und Berichtigung," Lutheraner, 

Vol. 6, noe 15, PD. 141-142. a 

2 ‘Was weren Fvenmelische und was sind svangettache? 
Lutheraner, vol. 2, no. 17, April 15, 1846, pp. 65-67.
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Illinois to the Home Missionary Society contain much 

informetion regerding the rapid flow of populstion_into 

this region after 1829. The foundations of Presbyte ianism 

in this area were largely laid by New Mngland men. Many 

of them were of the tyne that Dr. Sihler could not 

aporeciate. An example of these frontier missionaries 

Wes Flavel Bascom who graduated from Yale as one of the 

New Haven band. In 1853 he went to vreach in Illinois 

for the American Home Hissionary Society. He married, 

Conceded this to be a mistake, divorced his wife on the 

fround thst this was the lesser of two evils. Sucha 

procedure would have been unthinkable to Dr. Sihler. 

Yet Bascom writes in his autobiogravhy that his first 

text vas "Unto you thet believe he is precious," since 

this enabled him to strike what he intended to be the 

keynote of his whole ministry, viz., "Jesus Christ 

and him crucified. ”" 

The Gongregetional Church was at a dissdvantage in 

the German language work. Most of the ministers were 

recruited from Germany and Switzerland. Congregationalism 

as church polity was not mow among the Germans. The 

stress on relating a conversion experienced as a pre= 

requisite for church membership also made the German work 

aifficult for the Congregational Church and men like 

  

1. Williem W. Sweet, Sears on_the Americm 
Frontier, 1785-1850, vp. 251= > 262. 

      

eit
 

Al 
A 

ee 
p
e
e
p
e
e
 
a
n
n
 

.. 
_
 

  

 



  

a 
=
-
_
"
 -_ 

  

141 

Peter Fluery, nee Gernan Congo ter ceead missionery, 

were rather rere, 

The language problem worked conversely in favor of 

the sectrrinn churches as a ister Lutheren chronicler 

relntes: “Yhe Lutheren Church instead of efivancing in 

menbers and strengthening itself by the training of its 

successive generntions lest inealeulably much by the 

exodus of esch successive generation from its borders, 

and for meny yeers hed to fall back again unon the 

materiel furnished by new arrivals from sbroad. It 

was elvsys beginning and slweys behind." The Lutheren 

Church was still 9 foreign church. in contrast to a 

church such ac the Disciples or Christians with founders 

as Stone who was a notive Americ2n of 014 colonial stock 

born in Neryland, educated in North Carolina, after 

spending his boyhood in Virginia. The ideac of such a 

church were union and eeeterskinas 

The grest church bodies of Proetectantism during 

those decaties were the Baptist and Methodist conventions. 

fhetr erowth durine the decade from 1830 to 1840 was 

perticulerly large. In {1linois she Methofiets grew 

from 6,900 to 30,000 in tm years. iiethodiem was directly 

  

1. George J. Sisensch, A History of the Germsn 
Congregztionel Church in the United Sestee- po. 4. 14. 

2. CG. W. schaetter, marivy History of the Lutherm 
Church in America, p. 142. 

W. =. Gerzison, An American Religious Movement, 
p-. 10. Gr. also, Garrison, & : ows the Frontier. 

4. W. W. Sweet, Reli j a a! t er, 

17835-1850, p. 252. 
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the frxit of a religious avakening which begsn in Mg- 

lend 2 little before the middle of the 13th century, the 

evengelical revival. 

As Dr. George Croft Gell used to say to his classes 

in Boston Un'versity School of Theology, Wesley stood on 

the shoulders of Martin Luther, just as Hartin Luther 

_ Stood on the shovléers of the Apostle went The theology 

of 19th century lethedism war still evangelioateu 

The Hethodist Church hed also made aggressive ex=- 

pension movements on the Continent. By the vear 1869 the 

Hethodist Church in Germany numbered 6,956. It waa 

scattered over the whole land and wes especially active 

in Saxony and Wuerttemberg. It had 521 precsching stations 

with fifty-six ministers. The printing house in Bremen 

haf in the preceding nineteen years printed 251,069 

books end 311,900 trecte, Bibles, end eaten lieth- 

odism had entered the German lsnguage serena in force. 

The man who is esllei the fether of Cerman Methodisn, 

Wilhelm Nest, haf a singulsrly striking develoment. If 

peralleled Sihler's in many respects. Wilhelm Nast was 

born on June 15, 1807, in Stuttgart, the capital of 

Wirttenberge. For three centuries his ancestors had been 

scholars an@ clergymen in the Evangelicel Lutheran Chureh 

  

1. Charlee fdwin Schofield, We Methodists, p. 7. 

2. Henry CG. Sheldon, “Changes In Theology among 
American HNetho@dists,® American Journal of Theo » vol. 10, 
DD. 31-52. 

: 3. Oskar Batter, Dis ev. Freikirchen Deutschionds,     
a
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of that province. At an. esrly age his ucbringing was 
intrusted to his oldest sister, Wilhelmina, who like 
his other tvo sister, hel msrried a Lutheran clergyman. 

At the seminery at Bleubeuren he was mder the influence 

of Rationslists who were dominsting German thought. His 

Convanionshin there with Devid Friedrich Strauss wac 

most importent. Professor Kern and Professor C. F. Bauer 

infused into him © deep love of the classics. He lost 

his conviction in the originel Lutheran faith, became a 

Tationslist. In Americs through s remarkable series of 

Coincidences, as his biogravher relstes, as though 

directed by Goa, he weevieee to the Hiethodist Church and 

experienced conversion. He became the leading figure 

in Germen Methodism. Prom ter of The Christisn Apologist, 

translator of Wesley's sermons in the books Sanmlung 

  

auserlesender Predigten, 1356, editor with Pp. Sechmucker 

of the Germen Methodist hymal, Sammlung von Geistlichen 

Liedern, which gave tranalsticns for hymns with such 

tunes as Gonflegration, liyetery, The 01d Hundred, end 

Will Ye Go? An example of his preaching may be found 

in the final sermon of Kopp's Die Deutsch-Amerikanische 

Kenzel, a volume which was dedicated to him. This sermon 

has for its theme: The threefold relationship of Christ 

to his Church. The text is: ‘“fhou art Peter and uvon 

thie rock I will build my church." Dr. Sihler would 

  

1. Peul F. Douglass, The Story of Germen 
Methodism, pp. 1-21. 
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surely avprove of the parts stressing the Lordship of 

the divine Savior, His sctivity in bullding the Church, 

and, thirdiy, thet therefore the Church belongs to gist 

Spirituelly Nest end Sihier were trothers. Both 

had found the rationalism of Germsn schools spiritually 

mpelntable. Both hed undergone grent emotional crises 

concomitant to their conva'sion. Both embraced a 

fundanentelly identical view of man, hie spiritual 

Condition, the person of God, the work of the Redeemer, 

and the origin end authority of the Scriptures. But 

this affinity did not serve as a cmtrinetal force. There 

were other factors which lead these two men avay from 

esch other and caused them to lead their church bodies 

on opposite paths. The Lutherens had stoutly opposed 

the ‘new measures" of frontier dothoanens Sihier's 

friend and colleague Wyneken had been the first who 

not only in America but also in Germany opnosed lieth- 

odism. Wyneken hed been opvosed by many pastors of the 

State Church who advised emigrants to join the Hethodists 

in this comtry. Pastor Mallet in Bremen was one such m 

advocate of close relations with the Methodists. But 

Sihler had broken with the state church and, as might 

be sunposed, he broke also with this position. The 

Lutheraner in the first three issues took up the gaumtiet 

  

2. Pp. 579 ff. 
2 Ochsenfcrd, od. Cites, Pe 55. 
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against Methodism. 

Sihler joined the issue with Hethodism squarely. 

There wes never to be traffic with thie "sect." One of 

the longest and moet thorough critiques of Methodism 

which 3ihle produced was published in the Lutherische 

Kirchenzeltump in 19844. It presented all of the major | 

differences betwee the two communions and served as an 

antie-secterien platform in Gonservetive Lutheren circles 

for ueny years and sccording to Hochstetter was reprinted 

by Concordia Publishing House in folio form. The study 

takes the for of a dislogue between two Lutherens, 

Hartin and Philipp, concerning the Hethoéist church and ~ 

doctrine. 

fhe first conversation Giscusses the *haupteitz 

der Krankheit." iiartin expleins to Philipp, the foil, 

thet he had been inwardly e Hethediet for ten years, but 

thet 1t was on "Lave-school" to him. The stress af the 

FEELING of sorrow end enxLlety more than on en appreciation 

of the love of Ged results a) in the promotion of a 

subtle forn of inner verk-righteouaness and consequently 

b) to legelism. When the emotional uvlift has worn off, 

the preechers can do Little but advise the neonle by 

Special prayer end struggle to regain their former feeling. 

  

1. Hochstetter, on. cit., pp. 98. 142-146, 
2 Op. cit., p. 146. 
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Only the excentionel people get beyond this level of 

theology, a) beyond the impressions of God's word to the 

Word of »-romine itself and the truth end felthfalness of 

  

Cod, b) lose the pride of that first huasn effort with 

its idle self-viewins snd introversion, e) direct thes- 

Selves to the bald naked obedience of faith to the 

Scriptures, a 

It is, of course, not possible to give the   
develomment of the entire lengthy narrative, but the 

following provides en interesting sample of. his wetoen of 

developing the dinlogue in « aost intriguing style. 

Hertin nerratess “Me time I asked a 3 
Hethodist pre:cher who had preached for : 
twelve years What was meant by what I 
hed resd in the Avologist (Nast's paper) 
in the printed ésaay of the Rev. H.t., 
"Yesterday (at turning to the anxious 
bench} ten souls came to the glorious 
freedom of children of God! 

Anover : “Well, they felt the grece of 
God and the forgiveness of sins in 
Christ powerfully in their hearts and 
testified nloud in their mouths. *     Is Wut sunpose by morning they don't 
feel it anymore, what then?® | 

Hes "Well, then they must pray solemnly 
end strugrle so thet they may feel it j 
agein.* 

Is What if this does not help and the 
dryness ineresses rather then decreases? ® 

Hee "They must pray more earnestly and 
strenuously. 

i: "Sunpose they cannot do this, yes, 
even the law and conscience odnesing 

them and the hardness becomes ferr, 
  

1. jutherische Karchenzeltung, Vol. 6, no. 18, 
Septenber 19, 1844.    
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- then whet?* 
He: “Phen they are not thoroughly converted. ® 
Zs "But they were on the anxious and grace 

bench and in the Apologist it was printed 
thet they came into the florious freedon 
of the children of God." 

Hes ‘Yes! But there are many who fa11 
away. a j 

is "Then you should st lesst be a bit more 
esautious and not alvays immedistely put so 
hurriedly and cautionless the exact number 
in the Anolorist as though you could count 
pone and mew precisely what was in man's 
Cart. »« « e 

At last he rejoined: “God 1s sti11 greater than 
our heart." 

Is "Right, but where is all that. others 
spoken of in Seriptures? The feerful and 
anxious sinner must be lesd to the Serintures 
to read of the Savior and the new law of 
sduonishing to prayer must not be laid ucon 
him. . . . Thereupon hé said nothing more 
and EI went on my way.” 

One apeech by Martin develovs into e full five 

Column monologue elaboreting six evil results of the 

Wong doctrine requiring the original emotional uolift. 

The second speech (vol. 3, no. 19) discusses church 

polity, ordzined bishops, ete., confessional stsnd, 

liturgy or Isc of 1t. He condexns the wethodist 

handbook, the “Lehre und Xirchenordnung der Bischéflichen 

ethodisten,* produced by the General Conference of 

1641 In Gincinnati, because the book contained two 

hundred an@ twelve psges of which only twelve were 

devoted to doctrine end two hundred to church regulations. 

In the third conversstion (vol. 6, no. 23, PP. 177ff) 

he gave 2 suamary of the main points of difference with 

the Methodists and the dogmatic grounds on which the 

Lutheran Chureh waa not to seck fellowship with the    
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ethodist commmion. A summary of the sickly and enthusiastie 

Ways of Wethodisn: 

1. The overelsboration of “church rules* and 

widerrating of their doctrine. 

2. The omission of invortant articles in their 

tesching (which in preetiasliy only a derivation of the 

Thirtyenine Articles of the ecelesiasticel church of 

England), for examole, the office of the ministry, the 

néans of prace and conversion. 

S. The wielesr and empty presentation of certain 

articles, for exammle, in Artiele 7, “of original sin" 

8@ Well ss Article 17, “of beptism.” 

4 The excess of feeling or emotionel stress 

snd the lee’: of sound wholesome tenching and the correct 

division of the Word of truth {1.¢. Law an@ Gospel) in- 

thelr preaching. 

5. The le;elistic adantion of artfully wmevangelical 

asné unchurehiy pressure methods snd the faise trust in 

Cooperntion or main activity in conversion. ‘These self= 

contrived means of eonverting (new measures) which artfully 

and poverfully wor’: the revivals end conversions as they 

were Worked without 212 these sdditions by the Spirit of 

God through John esley's and WhitefLeld's oreaching are - 

primeriily the followings 

8 Galan neetings 

b. protracted meeting with a succession of sermons by 

many preachers 

e@. the enxioue seat or mourner's bench with all tle  
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accessories. 

6. The open contempt of the Holy Sacraments, @ a 

especially of Baptism as in no. 5, as a good “enthusiastic” 

Way, against Matt. 28, 19; Mark 16, 16; Titus 5, 5, not 

seeing in 1t the ground and source of the rebirth. 

7. The setting up of their quarterly meetings in 

spite of the church's celebrstion of Christien festiv ole, 

mostly for the purpose of the so called avakenings. 

8. The continuous change of preachers in the 

Hethodist Church in one or at the most two years. 

9. The despising of true individual repentance 

and the insistence on s pleasant feeling of conversion 

and grace and the delusion that this feeling of con= 

version is already the true reventance and faith. 

10. The grest number of unlearned preachers and 

the failure to acknowledge this condition as a neces ary 

evil. 

11. The desvising of a thorough catechism school 

end a fundamental knowledge of the way of salvation 

Which goes with it. 

12. The neglect of their children in reference to a 

true and fundamental instruction in Bible History ani 

Catechism. 

The result of 211 these abuses Sihler summarized in 

his dialogue under four points: 

1. “The production of a subtle spiritual pride.  
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2 The vroduction of a sick and effeminate feeling- 

Christianity. 

5S. The »roduction of an immature and enthusiastic 

conversion zesl. 

4. The production of an unwholesome use and twisting 

of Scriptures. 

in the last erticle of the series, he somded a 

finel areressive nate: "It 18 more important that the 

heathen become Luthersn Christians than thet Lutherans 

do not become ‘enthusiests’ not to say "heathen. *# 

(vol. 6, no. 24, p. 185.)   In reviewing the nttitude of Sihier tovard the 

protestant churches of Americas, severel factors are 

immediately anparent. It seems obvious from his unsymoathetic 

expressions thet Sihler, life men of the older ministeriuns, 

did not understand the psychology which gave rise ta the 

develonment of the “new messures" as well as he analysed 

the nsycholory st wort in them Sihler failed to grasp 

the snirit of the frontier church, the burning desire of 

the woodeman snd oleinsmsn for an emotionel release. The 

churches well sdapted or indigenous to the American spirit 

were the churches which met this need. 

His condemation of the church organizaticn and 

practice must slso be mitigated in view of certain extenuating 

circumstances. The circult riders were necessarily meducsted 

men for two reasons. The new church body aid not have the 

c
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feoilities for training men end the need was so greet on 

the frontier thet untrsined men could serve to grest 

advontage even though there were reny attencent evils. The 

Growth in the church was sn rapid, an increase of 500% in 

ten yeers in some cases, thet church government and 

Giscinline was certnin to fall fer short of the desired 

Standard, e11 of wich fell under the severe criticism of 

Dr. Sihler. 

On the other hend Dr. Sihler showed that he hed ~ 

penetrated to the very center of the wea’mess in Hethodiam 

theological emvhasis. The subjectivism and stress on the 

emotional paved the way in the Methoaist Church for the 

development of the modern theology with SchleLermacher's 

subjectivism, Ichtheologie, and for the whole ideslism 

stenaing from Kant which Dr. Sihler had leerned to know 

So well durin his years *t the University of Berlin. © 

  
Thouch its flaroyant expressions of devotion to the 

Christien gospel were deeply emotional, thst very basis 

in Hethodism wes to prove its undoing. The activism of 

Hethodism lead te the blue-law legalism so familier to 

New Inglend and America's twiddle Vest. : 

The changing emphasis of protestent preaching makes 

a reevalustion of the relation of Luthersnism to protestn tiem 

at large necessary. For ‘the decsdes now vast, Dr. Sihler 

Was omong the most influential in directing that relation- 

ship.     



  

Chapter X 

Concluding Estimate 

The facts reviewed and presented in the detailed 

study of verious phases of his 1ife and work allows the 

presentation in generel1 outline of Sihler's influence as a 

formative force in Americsn Lutheranism. 

Theologically the influence of Sihler was directed 

toward the building and maintenance of a confessional 

church. Throuch his contsets subsequent to his turn to 

Christionity Sihler hed come to formulate s definite 

dopmetic structure, It wac the structure of conservative 

confession=1 Lutheranism. He had svent long years under 

the influence of retionelism dominent in the Universities. 

Durine his stey in Berlin, as we have noted, he attended 

the services of Sc*leiermacher faithfully snd spent some 

time in his circle of acquaintances. He was familiar 

with the subjective em:hasis of the “father of modern 

theslory." His "thenlogische Werderang" made of him a 

true theological sonhisticate. His conversion exnerience, 

however, and contacts rooted him to a fundamentel evangelical 

message embrecing the whole of orthodoxy. He was no 

solentific theolo;ien either, in the continental conception, 

‘for his advanced studies hed been in the field of the erts 

and solences. 
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: Scholastically he met the high stendaris of a con- 

tinental protestent clergyman, university trained, highly 

cultured and very influential in elite circles. This 

influence wos sls0 keenly felt in the church which he 

orranized and the eosl of ministeriel training alw-ye 

required o background in the liberal arts. Within his own 

fanily clireole this culturesl spirit and intellectual rigor 

dominated. His son, =. G. Sihler, became professor of 

Classicel languages at New York University and en author 

of many volumes as Testinonium Aninge, From the Maumee 

to the Tiber, end St. Paul and Seneca. 

The writinss referred to in this present study are 

representative rether than exhaustive. A contemnorsry 

churchman, the Rev. 4. BiLewend of Washington, D. C., found 

Sihler*s anproach ‘esrnest and forceful, Scrintural, quiet 

end patient, 2 thinker, clear and thorough." This is not 

true in 211 cases, but in general is a satisfactory 

appraisal of Sihler's method. 

Sihler's main influence on the development of the 

issouri Synod wes his practical church leadership. He 

waa, with 211 his acadexie proficiency, still primarily 

the "hand" of the church. He presents the peradox as the 

Man ameng the founders of the Synod with the highest 

academic degree and the grentest degree of practicality 

as well. 
eee RTE 

1. lutherische Kirchengeltung, vol. 7, no. 16, 
p. 124. : 
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At the time of his death a man who had assisted 

him in teaching at the Seninary and had succeeded hin at 

St. Paul's Church during his last yesrs vaid him this 

tribute: 

He was a wonder of God's grace, a sviritual 
son of Paul and Lusher, a learned man, a gifted 
energetic prescher, dilirent for truth and God's 
honor, = restless worker, carnest prayer, 4 
friend and helper of the neefly, a loyal spouse 
and worthy father, a sinner living by grace, an 1 
upright soul, 2 rich blessing to the Church. . . « 

His influence foes with that church into its second 

century. 
RR rE RES TE 

1. J. HH. Jox, "Obituary," Der Luthamner, vol. 42, 
no. 12, June 15, 1886, p. 92.



  
  

Appendix I ; 

Sihler's main contributions to the literature of 

the Synod were the erticles contributed to the Lehre 

ind Yehre, the officiel theological journal, ané to Der 

Lutheraner, the official church paper. Another source 

of information is the msterial which he supplied in essay 

forn to Synedical and district conventions found in the 

official Synodal Berichten. The followinz 1s a compllatio 

of his various contributions to Lehre und Yehre. Eéilteriais 

merely initinlea sre either not cited or else sre desi¢nated 

by en 8S. Those on the Lutheen Observer and the Ohio 

Synod and Genernl Synod are very likely by Sihler since 

at the first Synod@ical Gonvention he was assigned as 

render of the Observer for exchange srticles. Articles 

merely initialed in the Journal may also heve been written 

by F. A. Schm2dt, Stellborn, or Schaller who also con- 

tributed extensively to the periodical. 

“Wie werden wehrhaft lutherische Gemeinden gegrindet 
und ergogen?® vol. 1, no. 6, June, 1855; no. 9, Sentenber, 
1855; vol. 2, no. 11, November, 1856; vol. 5, no. 2, Feb- 
ruery, 1857; no. 6, dune, 1857; no. 3, August, 1857; vol. 4, 
no. 1, dsnuary, 1858. 

"Einiges Wber Anschiusz an die sogenannte lutherische zi 
Gneral-Synode wd wber “irchleiche Politik und expediency. 
vol. 4, no. 5, Hey, 1858, pp. 157-146. 

. "Die Generalsynode," vol. 6, no. 12, December, 1860, 

. Dds 355-360. 8
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188 *Kirchliches-zeitgeeschsLiches, * Vol. 6, no. 19, taaentven, 

*Referat uber die Predigt der rechten Lehre yon new Reohtfertimme,® vol. 7, no. 2, Fobrunry, 1101, wo. 4%eA, Vol. 7, no. 3, March, 1861, po. 75-02. 

  

“Was von ms Wehres und Falaches berichtet wirt,* 
vol. 7, no. 3, Aucust, 1861, pp. 228-235. 

"Des neue Zelitblatt dber uns arme ULaswuri¢es,*® Fole Sy 
no. 2, Februcry, 1862, pn. 43e51. 

"Eine seltsome Behauntwme des Herm Dr. Fuschires 
vol. 8, no. 5S, May, 1862, pn. 158-142. 

a 

"Uber.das evsngelicche Verhalten eines ehristlich 
gesinnten Gemelndeschullehrers, thellsa gegen seine Seti- 
Kinder, thells reren die Gemeinde, theile gece: 4en Pastor, * 
Vol. 8, no. 12, December, 1862, pp. 353-364. 

Die Briefe St. Paull on. Timotheum und Titum oder das 
apestolische Pestorslle,* vol. 19, no. 6, June, 1864, 
pp. 181-136; no. S, August, 1864, po. 246-245. 

"Geht's vorwirts oder riickwérts?" vol. 11, no. 5S, March, 
1865, pp. 83-35. 

"Hoftheclocische Auslegung der Worten ‘man musz Gott 
mehr gehorchen eis den Menschen,’" vol. 11, no. 3, Merch, 
1865, pp. 52-99. 

"Einice Semertunren fiber etliche 2teilen des Vorvorts 
der evang. Tirchenzelgung des Hrn. Prof. Hengstenbere var 
Jahre 1867 unter Ger ifbersehrift: ‘Die Intherisehe 
Kirche un? aie Union,'* vol. 13, no. 5, Nor, 21967, so 
137-149; no. 6, June, 1867, on. 171-190; no. 7, J21¥, 
1867, po. 196-290. 

"fin ernstes Redenken," vol. 15, no. 12, sos, 
1867, DBD. 352-3561. 

"Das Schveig¢en Ges Conersl Council en? rorrelecte 
kirchliche Le’ Sieereaen und @le offene irkiléeme az | 
stinen Heerlager Wher seine nerncle Stelime seisehber ! 
Missouri und Ger sor. Genersalsynode,* vol. 14, 2%. <2 | 

Februsry, 1868, on. 45-50; no. 3, March, 1563, >. 

"finige unschuldige ‘offene Fraren' en das Generel 
Council, ese Herrn Dr. Xrauth, nebst Bitte ua offene ‘ 

Antwort, ob er unserer Antwort beistiont,* vol. 16, no. 4, 
April, 1870, DD. 114-122. 
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“Wea heben wir lutheriachen Prefiger bei der beginnenden . 
Erachleffum, Sattheit und Verweltlichme in msem Geneinden 
auch innerhalb unserer gynodé vornehmlich zu thun, um 
Was an uns ist, diesen Ubeln méglichst zu wehren und des 
‘hin und her ermattende Gemeinde leben durch Gottes Gnade 
wméd Segen wieder aufzufrischen und zu heben?® vol. 16, 
no. 8, August, 18%, oo. 225-242. 

"Das Papstthum und die Unionisten," vol. 17, no. 4 
April, 1871, op. 107-112. 

"Elnige Gedanken Wher die Gefahren Deutschlands in 
der Gegenwart und Zukunft," vol. 18, no. 1, Janus 1872 DD» 9-16, > 2 o B ry» . 

“Elnige DenkwirdickeLten sus der letzten Sitgung des 
General Council zu Rochester nach dem "Lutheran snd 
Hissionary' vom 16. November, 1871," vol. 18, no. 2, February, 
1872, DP. 41-53. 

: : 

"Der ‘Observer’ auf dem Were nach Rom," vol. 19, Jan- 
wary, 1873, p. 28. 8 

ias fir Beobachtimgen cer ‘observer? machen kann, * 
Thid., ». 29. 5 

siea es negetive Lutherthum der American Lutherans, ® 

"Dy. Xrauth und das Millenium," vol. 19, no. 2, 

"Das neueste Mum itum des Councils,® Ibid. 

"Die Miscourier und die Modern iutherische Theologie, ® 
Ibid., >. 62. 3 

"Die Allgemeine Evangeliseh 'Lutherische Kirchenzeitung’ 
(io. 46) Wher die Berliner August Confereng,® vol. 20, 
no. 4, April, 1876. 

"pie rémische Kirche im deutschen Reich," vol. 25, 
no. 1, January, 1877, op. 5-8. 

8 atanme hrer_seelsor chen Bendt sai eacetengetdung und sheer Agere ee 

"Yas ist der Wille Cottes in Hinsicht auf das eigene 
Hausreziment der Diener der “irche?® vol. 24, no. 6, June, 
1878, DD. 161-168. 
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"Aug welche Weise wurde die in den New Yor« Hinieterium 
vorhandene Streiteache bei seiner Dicsjehrigen Versemmlung 
zu “peg eae nemei St” vol. 24, no. 10, October, 1978, 
De mere 

; “Einige Gedsnizen ber die letzjaéhrige Versammlug der 
Generalaynode der preuszischen Lutheraner unter dem Regiment 
des Oberkirchencs liegiums zu Bresleu gehelten daselbst in 
fae Septenber," vol. 25, nos. 1. 2 &., January-March, 

“Wie soll es vor und bei Annahne eines neuen Berufs — ini 
oo ar eonen und wie soll e3 hercehen?" vol. 25, no. 5, 
ay, e 

Vas ist zu thun, dasz nicht zu adirftig begsbte junge 
Leute ine Amt kommen, dle sich spéter als unmégliche 

ere, erzeigen?® vol. 25, no. 7, duly, 1879, nn. 196- 

"Berichticunc,” vol. 25, no. 7, July, 1879. 

I7ele und Pldne der Rémische-pabstischen Kirche in 
Anerica," vol. 25, no. 10, October, 1879, pp. 289-296. 

Nekrolorisches,* vol. 26, no. 2, February, 15°, 
pp. 57258. 

‘Zine kurgze frkldrung,” vol. 27, no. 2, February, 
1881, p. 53. 

"Tinigee Gedenken Wher den Fenatisms," vol. 28, 

no. 1, January, 16652, po. 15-25. 

MWelche Haupt- und Grumdlehren der heiligen Schrift 

werden durch den Synergismus wesentiich verderbt und , 

geféischt?" vol. 28, no. 4, April, 1832, pv. 146-8 
no. 9, September, 1852, no. 407=412; no. 12, December, 

18°2, op. 550-556. 

Yas hnben wir lutherischen "rediger zu thun, um 

inmer krdfti ger md eindringlicher zu oredicen?® vol. si, 
no. 2, February, 1385, po. S5=47. 
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4 commend of Sihler's contributions to Der. lutherener 

"Was waren Evengelische uné was siné Evengelische?® 
vol. 2, no. 17, April 18, 1846, Ppp 65-67. : 

*Glot es alt und neu Lutheraner?# yol. 2, no. 19, 
Hey 16, 1846, on. 74076. 

{"e, Just Lutheran ané unlutheran, 1.e. unbelieving, 
De. 798) vol. 2, mo. 20, Mey 30, 1846, po. 77-78. 

"Dae Iutherische Seniner 2u Fort Wayne,* vol. 3, 
no. 5, Oetober 31, 1646, pp. 29-50. E 

"Todesnechricht," (Death of J. G. Birger, Van Wert, Ohio) 
Vol. S, no. 16, ley 4, 1847, p. 99. 

“Natice of books avallable in. Ft. Yayne for ssie,* 
vol. Gs noe 25, August 10, 1947, De 140.. 

"Der Tutheren Observer aber unsere Synode,* vol. 4, 
Sa 3, 1547, pp. 50-52: vol. 5, December 14, 1847, 
PP. of s 

"Ein deutscher Unionsmann dber uns arme Lutherener, * 
Vol. 4, no. 17, April 18, 1848, po. 151-155; vol. 4, no. 
18, Hay 2, 1848, pp. 137-159; vol. 4, no. 19, Hey 16, 
1848, pp. 145-147. 

"Der Luthersn Observer und die Ohio Synode,* vol. §& 
nc. 2, Septenber 13, 1948, DY. 135215; vol. 5, 10. 3s 

October S, 1849, np. 15-19. 

"Der Lutheran Observer und die deutsch-lutherische 
pre zu Detroit,” vol. 5, no. 4, October 17, 1848, pp. 

jw 'e 

. "€ottes Wort zu der Menschen Thun in Hinsicht auf 
den Stand der Dinge in Deutschland," vol. 5, no. 12, 
Februsry 6, 1849, DPe 89-92, 

'Dpedt ehailten von pr. Sihier vor seiner Gemeinde 
in Fort Wayne, Inds; vol. 5, no. 135, February 20, 1549, 
PDe $7.99.  
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"2ueite Predict von der het1li Taufe," vol. 5 no. 19, May i5, 1949, Dpe 145-147," " a a 

ffirch “Herziiche Erashnung an lutherische Vater gottes- DL tiger und berebter Jénelinge und Khaben, sie dem €nste der Kirche und Schule nicht zu entziehen,*® vol. ° NO. 20, May 29, 1849, pp. 153-155. 
54 D8 Satan wider Christum in Deutschland," vol. 5, no. 21, June 12, 1649, po. 161-163. 

. "Todesnachricht,"” (Death of Pastor A. Wolter) vol. » no. 2, Sentember 18, 1849, pp. 15-16. 

“Was ist Wahrheit,” vol. 6, no. 5, October 30 1849, =m. 35-37. . : f 
“Herkwirdiges zeugnis2z des Hiethsvredigers Hrn. . 

Me pane os Cincinnati,* vol. 6, no. 7, Hovember 27, 19849, 

"Bekenntnisztreue des Kurfarsten Johann Friedrich 
Mee Sachsen," vol. 6, no. 17, April 16, 1850, pn. 129- 

"‘Nothgedrungene Widerlercune und Berichtigung," vol. 
6, no. 18, April 30, 1850, pp. 141-142. 

"Deniwirdi¢kelt sus der letzten Verasmmlunre der West—- 
Ohio Synode," vol. 7, no. 14, March 4, 1851, pp. 199-111 

Die zur Selbsverkla gerethene Vertheidigung der 
West Ohio Synode, durch Herrn Prof, W. F. Lehmann’in Columbus," 
Vol. 7, no. 20, Hey 27, 1951, op. 153-159. 

“Kurze nothgedrungene Erwiederung auf den in No. 5S 
des nfornatonsians cnekeltanes Aufsete: "Die Irrlehren a 
des missourischen Lutheraners und der missourisohen Syno'e, 
Vol. 8, no. 15, Februsry 17, 1852, pp. 102-103. 

“Freundiiche Bitte und Erinnerung der Gemeinden der 
Synode in iinsicht auf Untersatétzung des Seminers zu Fort 
Wane," vol. 8, no. 17, April 13, 1852, pp. 134-135. 

"Stimme der Xirche Gottes wider die verféhrerische 
Cottesleugner wd Fleischvergétterer wmserer Zeit, * 
vol. 8, nas 24, July 27, 1852, pp. 185-188. Initieled "Dr. S.* 

"“Unionistisch kirchliche Auschauungen des Herrn 
Professor's Ph. Schaff,* vol. 9, no. 14, Hareh ts 18535, 
pp. 86-53; vol. 9, no. 18, April 26, 1853, op. 114-115; 
vol. 9, no. 23, July 5, 1853, pp. 164-156. 
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“Nachtrag," Bellage, vol. 9, no. 14, vp. 2=27. 

"Das Ehrw. Ministerium der lutherischen Synode von 
Ohio, pee <a Loner Distrikts,® vol. 10, no. 16, March 28, 

9 BDe oi e 

"Dentwirdi¢keiten uns der letzten Versammlung der 
ellgemeinen Synode von Ohio in Thompson townshiv, Seneca 
Go., Ohio im Juni, 1854," vol. 11, no. 7, Novenber 21, 
1854, pp. 49-51. 

‘Herr Pfarrer L@he's Bericht ter une und dessen 
Beurtheilung nach Wahrheit und Gerechtigkeit,* vol. 11, 
no. 12, Jenuary 30, 1855, pp. 89-94. 

"Kirchliche Nachrichten, ® vol. 12, no. 2, September 11, 
1855, p. 15. 

“Die beiden Herrn Pastoren Romanowski und Habel, * 
vol. 12, no. 22, June 17, 1956, pp. 172-173. 

"Kirchliche Nachricht," vol. 15, no. 3, September 23, - 
1856, p. 22. 

"Kirchliche Nechricht," vol. 135, no. 6, Novenber 4, 
1856, p. 47. 

"Kirchliche Nachricht,*® vol. 14, no. 3, September 22, 
1857, ». 23. 

"Enpfangen," vol. 14, no. 17, April 6, 1858, p. 136 

"Zun Ehrengedachtnisz unsers am 8. Juni beim Baden 
vermeltickten lieben Bruders, weil Fest. J. Y. Kalb, 
geboren den 4, Juli A. D. 1828, entschlafen den 8. Jui, 
1858," vol. 14, no. 25, duly 27, 1858, p>. 193-196. 

"Kirchliche Nachricht," vol. 14, no. 26, August 10, 
1858, p. 208. 

Nias heben rechtschaffene evengelische Christen, 
fonderlich die Luthersner, Angesichts der bedrohlichen 
Zukunft dieses ihres alten oder neuen Vaterlands zu 
thim?4 vol. 15, no. is, Februsry 8, 1859, DD. 97-299: vol. 15, 

February 22, 1959, no. 14, pp. 105-107; vol. 15, no. 15, 
March &, 1859, pp. 113-115. 

"Enpfangen," vol. 15, no. 13, February 8, 1859, p. 103. 

Nason Nachricht, * vol. 15, now. 2ds June 28, 1859, 
Pe . 
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“Yerhondlmngen der Zwanzigsten Versarmlung des. Weatlichen Distrikts der evang.-luther. Synode von Ohio 
aA oan Stasten," vol. 17, no. 15, February 5, 1861, 

"Schmahliche Handlungewelse der.ferren Prof. Lehmann, 
Prdéses Past. Schulze, und die Pastoren Reichert und Groth, 

-Glieder der Ohio Synode, westlichen Distrikts," vol. 17, 
no. 14, Februsry 19, 1861, pp. 108-110. 

“Qn Ale Leben Gemeinden unsres Synodalverbands, * 
vol. 17, no. 17, April 2, 1861, pp. 155-136. 

"Zum Ehrengeddachtnisz des an 6. Mal hieselbat in 
Christo selig entschlafeven weiland Herrn Georg Wolfa, 
treuveriienten Schullehrer en hiesiger Gemeinde,” vol. 
18, no. 22, June 11, 1862, pp. 169-171. 

"Herzliche Bitte an die Gemeinde der Synode,* vol. 
19, no..6, November 12, 1862, p. 45. 

"Die Sicleverel im Lichte der hei11 Schrift 
betrechtet," vol. 19, no. 12, February 1, 1863, pp. 89- 
95; vol. 19, no. 15, February 15, 18635, pv. 97-101; vol. 
18, no. 14, March 1, 1963,. pp. 105-107; vol. 19, no. 15, 
March 15, 1863, pp. 113-115. 

‘Welches ist dle Gestalt unsrer. Zeit und welche Zu- 
kunft haben wir zu erwarten?® vol. 19, no. 20, Jme 1, 
1863, pn. 153-155; vol. 19, no. 21, June 15, 1963, pnp. 
161-165; vol. 19, noe 25, duly 15, 1863, po. 177-179; 
Vol. 19, no. 24, August 1, 1863, pn. 185-189; vol. 20, 
no. 1, Sept enber 1, 1865, PPe 3-75 vol. 2, NOs Sp 

October 1, 18665, mp. 19-21; vol. 2, no. 8, December 15, 
1865, po. 57-61. 

"Yon dem heilsamen Zugammenwirken von Hans und 
Schule zu Nutz und Frommen. der Kinder,* vol. 20, no. 10, 
Jenuary 15, 1864, pp. 75-77. 

iNekrolog," vol. 20, noe 12, February 15, 1864, 
Pp. 85-95. 

irPdlketeine,® vol. 20, no. 20, June. 15, 1864, pp. 
156-157; vol. 21, no. 2, September 15, 19864, pp. 14-15; 
Vol. 21, no. 5, November 1, 1864, pp. 38-39. 

®8Kirchliche Nachricht,” vol. 21, no. 1, September 1, 
1864, De 7. > 7 

“Geschichtlicher Abrisz von den auszerlichen und 
innerlichen Ergehen des Concordie College's seit seiner | 
Verpflenzung von St. Louis nach Fort Wayne vom Herbst 
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1861 bis 1964 nebat eingestrenter Nutzenwendung,* vol. 
smo. &, December 15, 1864. 

"Einice Geden ken ther den sogennenten ‘cehfistlichen 
Btast,**® vol. 21, no. 10, Januery 15, 1865, pp. 74-75. 

“Wlamme," vol. 21, no. 15, April 1, 1865, p. 119. 
“Yas michte auch ms.sogen. Missouriern 2u jetziger zeit sehr niitze und hellsam sein?" vol. 22, no. 6, Nov- 

enber 15, 1865, np. 41-43. 

“Wee iat die Wahrheit in Hinsicht auf die Entstehung, die Austhm¢g wd die Verénderung des besonderen irdischen 
une bargehlichen Berufs?# vol. 22, no. 7, December 1, 

> Pre 2 hal 2. a 5 

"Die schnelle und welte Ausbre!tung der Christlichen 
Kirche von fnfseng bel so machtigen Widerstand und mehrfachem 
Hindernisz iat auch ein Zeichen von der g@éttlichen Ein- 
Rebung der heil. Schrift und der selignachenden Wehrheit 
der christlichen Relision," vol. 22, no. 18, May 15, 1966, 
pp. 137-B8; vol. 22, no. 19, June 1, 1866, pp. 145-146. 

"Drincende Bitte en Eltern und Pfleger, welche. 76elingse in die hiesige Anstalt gu senden gedenken, ® 
vol. 22, no. 21, July 1, 1866, pp. 161-162. 

"Welche Gemeinden soll men in ihrem Kirchbau unter- 
Stiltzen?4 Vol. 2s, no. 21, July 1, 1867, DV. 161-162. 

“WLe sollen und kénnen Kirche, Haus wd Schule 
hellsem eusemmen wirken zu Nutz und Frommen unserer Kinder, 
zunal in dleser unserer ZeLt?"® vol. 24, no. 8, Decenber 15, 
1867, DP. 57-613 Vol. a4, de 9, Jue ® 1868, Dp. 65-67, 

"Danksagung und Bitte nebst engehangter Bitte, belde 
zu lesen,” vol. 24, no. 9, dsnuary 1, 1868, pp. 67-68. 

65 penn tmachung, * vol. 24, no. 24, August 15, 1868, 
De e 

*"Erhelten, " vol. 25, no. 7s Decenber 1, 1868, De 55. 

"Drineende Bitte an die restirenden Eltern .und Ver— 
sorger hiesiger Zé¢linge," vol. 25, no. 16, Avril 15, 
1869, p. 127. 

"An Unsere lieben Synodal gemeinden," vol. 26, no. 4, 
October 15, 1869, pn. 2728. 

"Yairehliche Nechrichten," vol. 26, no. 4, October 15, 
1869, Pp. Me-31. 
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"Kirchwelhe in Jefferson City, Mo.,* vol. 27, no. 2 Sentember 15, 1870, p. 14. Initiaiea WSs. =” 
"Der Bescheid des General Gomeil auf die Anfragen 

Einnesote Synode," vol. 27, no. 9, January 1, 1871, 
Ps a e : - 

Der Xrier Deutschlands wider Frankreich, vol. 27, 
no. 10, Jenuery 15, 1871, nd. 76-78; vol. 27, no. ll, 
Februsry 1, 1871, co. 82-84; vol. 27, no. 12, Februery 
15, 1871, op. 935-94. 

aa eae vol. 27, no. 11, Februsry 1, 1571, 

'nffener Brief an den Redatteur des 'Lutherischen 
Heroid,?# 

"Auch ein Grund mit warum es hier gu Lende go viele 

Finshlose plebt,* vol. 27, m2. 19, Je 1, 1971, n>. 

. ,JXirechliche Hachrichten," vol. 28, no. 21, Oetober 15, 1871, p. 15. 

"Ibex den Beruf dea tieibes und seine Intartung, * 
Vol. 28, no. 9, Februsry 1, 1872, >». 65-67. 

“WLe verhalten sich dle hesonderg bérgerlichen 
Berufserten cur snéern Tafel der séttlichen Gebote, zur 
eee. maonaeens vol. 28, no. 14, April 15, 1872, 
De a a 

" 

"ber den nothwendigen gusammenhang zwisohen der 
Religion md der Heral, nebst einem geschichtlichen 
fahenee und einem Nechwiese aus der Gegenwart, wie mit 
der Relirion nothwendig auch die Moral dahinfélit," vol. 
28, no. 21, August 1, 1872, po. 163-165. 

"Auch ein Grund mit werum unser vieles Predigen und 
hren so wenig¢ Erfolg bel ger manchen unserer Xirchkinder 

hat," vol. 29, no. 9, Februery 1, 1873, on. 65-66. 

"Des fatale Mntweder-Oder fair die Rationalisten oder 
Denkeldubigen in Hinsicht suf Christum,*® vol. 29, no. 15, 
April 1, 1873, pp. 98-100. 

"Wie sieht es jetzt drfben in Deutschlend aus?" vol 
29, no. 16, Hey 15, 1875, pp. 121-125; vol. 29, no. 17 
June 1, 1873, pp. 129-150; Vol. 29, no. 18, Jue 15, 1873, 
op. 137-138, 

"Zur gefalligen Beachttng,” vol. 29, no. 19, July 1, 
1873, p. 151.
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“Wane sind Christliche Eltern ihren confirrirten 
Ringern sciuléig?® vol. 29, no. 23, September 1, 1873. 
Pp. 181-192; vol. 29, no. 24, Seotenber 15, 1673, op ias- 

. Big OT cern es Vol. SO, no. 15, September 15, 1574, 

"pastor L. Herms,* vol. 30, mo. 23, December 1, 
1874, op. 173-179: vol. 31, no. 2, Jnmery 15, 19875, 
po. 10-12; vol. Gl, no. 3, Februsry 1, 1875, p. 18. 

"Lebensobrisz €es am 4. Mai in einem Alter vom nahe 
66 Jahren in Sen Frsneisco in dem Herrn entsohlafenen 
Ehrw. Wellrnd Herrn Friedrich Wmeken, treuverdlenten 
ev.-lutherischen Pastors der Gemeinde in Cleveland West, 
Chic,* vol. 52, no. 14, July 15, 1976, pp. 105-108; 
vol. 52, no. 15, August 1, 1976, pp. 113-114, 

‘Troudiliche Bitte,* vol. 52, no. 17, September 1, 
1876, p. 135. 

"“2ur kirchlichen Lage in Deutschland," vol. S2, no. 
iS, October i, 1876, pp. 145-1473 vol. 3S, no. 2, January 
15, 1877, PY. 11-123; vol. S35 nO. 3, Februery i, 3 

oetentliche Warnung," vol. 32, no. 23, December 1 
1876, p. 18356 = . : , 

RBeuchtigome,® vol. 335, no. 1, Janwry 1, 1377, pv. % 

"Zua Rhrenged@chtnisg des am 20, Juni in Christo 
enteachlefenen treuverdienten Xuechtes des Herm, veil. 
Herrn. “est. G. Jabker, Adems Co., Ind.," vol. 35, noe 
id, duly 15, 1877, pp. 108-109. 

‘tur kirehlichen Lage in Deutschland," vol. S35, 
no.22, Noventer 15, 1877, pn. 169-170. 

"Yon der brdderlichen Bestrsfung," vol. 53, no. 2%, 
Decenber 15, 1877, pp. 197-185. 

"Von dem. Miasbrauch der Zunge dberhaupt und insonderheit 
Von gewissen Stnden wider das achte Gebot," vol. 54, no. 2, 
January 15, 1878, De 11-13. 

Von einen seltenen Hochnuth, Ehrgeiz und Yetteifer, * 
vol. 3, no. 7, April 1, 1878, pp. 51-53. 

IOffene Brief an die christlichen Hausvater unserer 
Synode,* vol. 34, no. 21, Novenber 1, pp. 161-1623 1878, 1 

_wol, 34, no. 22, November 15, 1878, pp. 168-271: vol. 34, 
No. 23, December 1, 1878, pp. 17f- 
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Yin penne Seneindeachulwesen in der lutherischen Synode Dp. 186-1390 vol. 54, no. 24, December 15, 1878, 

il 

1379, me geinfahrungen,* vol. S5, no. 4, February 15, 

"ist die refermirte Kirche wirklich eine '5 Y : refe t Sehester= 
qurohet der lutherischen?# vol. 35, May 1, 1379, Pre 66— 

Deut “Einipe Gedenken tiber die krenkhefte Velee, wie in 
no sgotend ‘anere Kieslon' betrieben wird," vol. 35, 
% 17, September 1, 1879, pp.. 129-131. 

. ‘die sicht eg in kirchlicher Hinsicht. jetzt driven 
1859." tmseren alten Vaterlande?" vol. 36, no. 5, Merch 1, 
as." DP. Sd—563 vol. 36, no. 6, March 15, 1860, pn. 435- 

Sentee® 2veise Paalm und unsere Zeit," vol. 36, no. 18, 
ventember 15, 1890, pps 159=140; vol. 36, no. 19, October 1, 
1850, pp. 148-1493 vol. 3G, now 20, October 15, 1950 
pps 155-1565 vol. 36, no. 21, November 1, 18%, po. iso. 

33 Vol. 36, no. 22, Hovember 15, 18%, pp. 171-172. 

_ aun Ehrengzeddchtnisg des am 15. September vom Herrn 
durch einen Hergsohlag plétzlich heimgeholten treuverdienten 
westors und Prdses des mittleren Districts, weil. Herrn 
1S Lanne tee vol. 36, no. 19, October 1, 1390, nn. 

“Wes gibt euch uns Lutheranern der neuliche Mordversuch 
gegen Gen Prdsidenten zu bedenken?" vol. 37, no. 14, July 
a reeds BPs 106-107; vol. 37, no. 15, August 1, 1881, 

"Eine furchtbare Statistic,” vol. 37, no. 25, Decenber 1, 
1881, pp. 179180. 

“Yas ist ein Lutheraner," vol. 38, no. 2, January 15 
1882, pp. 10-21. : ; . i 

“Yonit allein hat es der wahre Glaube gegentiber Gen 
Verhelemmeen Gottes in dessen Worte zu thun?® vol. 33. 
ho. 23, December 1, 1332, pp. 177-1783 vol. 39, no. 24, 
Decenber 15, 1832, pp. 136-133. 

oA ene Lae vol. 59, no. 9, May 1, 1885, . 
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“huch eine Frucht des RatLonalismus wd der Union, * 
Vol. 39, no. 3, July 1, 1835, pp. 97-983 vol. 39, no. 14, 
July 15, 1835, po. 104-108. 

“eae ist von der diesjahrigen Lutherfeler von Seiten 
der Unierten in Deutschland gu helten?" vol. 39, no. 17, 
September 1, 1633, op. 131-1352. 

‘Wozu soll uns Lutheraner, Lehrer und Hoérer, die so- 
eben vergengene Lutherfeier sonderlich bewegen?" vol. 
39, no. 25, December 1, 1833, vp. 177-178; vol. 39, no. 
24, Decenber 15, 1885, pp. 185-136. 

"Die nébstliche UnfehlbarkeLtserklarung, " vol. 40, 
no. S, Avrti 15, 1384, DVDs &-61. 

*“O?fener Brief sn unsere lieben Relseprediger,”? vol. 
4), no. 9, May ls 1334, pp. 67-68. sas 

: "Etwes uber Soclaldemokratie, Communismus und 
Hihilicnus,4 vol. 40, no. 15, August 1, 1284, pp. 114-15; 
Vol. 40, no. 16, August 15, 1884, pp. 122125. 

‘ter das furchbare Laster der Trunksucht und dessa 
sehreci:1i che Wirlang aueh auf die Kinder der Trunkstichtigen, ® 
Vol. 41, no. 2, denuary 15, 1885, op. 10-11; vol. 41, 

“Warum wud wogu sehikt Gots der jetzigen Welt so 
Viele und schreekliche Ungiitcksfalle zu," vol. 41, no. 6, Harch 15, 1885, pp. 42-43. 

_. "Der Psalter, der echénate Herzensspviegel fur 
gidubige Christen," vol. 41, no. 8, April 15, 1885, op. 

‘Wie kdnnte wohl am besten der andsuernden Noth unsrer 
Brdder driiben auf andevernde Welge abgehoifen werden?" 
vol. 41, NO. i4, duly 15, 1885, De 109. 

‘Wes glbt die schnelle Sunehme der Strikes wohl zu 
bedenten?* vol. 41, no. 15, August 1, 1885, pv. 115-116. 

Death Notice, vol. 41, no. 21, November 1, 1385, ». 165. 

Obituery, vol. 42, no. 4, Nebruary 15, 1856, on. 26-233 
vol. 42, March 1, 1336, no. 5, pp. 34-353 vol. 42, no. 6; 
March 15, 13836, op. 42-43; vol. 42, no. 7, April 1, 1886 
pp. 50-51; vol. 42, no. 8, April 15, 18°6, pp. 59-60; vol: 42, 
no. 9, Hay 1, 1836, pp. 67=68; vol. 42, no. 11, Jue 1, 1886, 
DP. 86-843 vol. 42, no. 12, June 15, 1886, o>. 91-92. 
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