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Introduction

The year 1947 merks the centennial of the founding
of the E;vengel!.eal Lutheran Synod of lissourl, Ohlo, end
Other Stotes. It seems pa.rtlmtla'rly awnroorinte at this
time from the ventage point of many decades now past to
review snd enslyze in the whole historiesl esusal nexus
active in the vignorous beginning and davelonment of this
Church body the contribution of the life snd wor: of
one of the leading men in the movement, the firat Viece-
president of the Synod, Willisnm Sihler, Ph.D. &

A eriticzl evnlustion of the influence of & masn
like Dr. Sihler upon an sctive church body nresents
aneclasl difficulties. Of the three essentisl »rocesses
in the srt of »rnducing history: the gathering of data,
the eriticisa of ds%ta, snd the presentation of facts in
e resdchle form, = the second in the present inst=nce is
narticularly difficult for one standing within s certsin
trosdition. Wiistory ie nade,® writes Aobert W. ficlaughlin -

by the nerson -- individual or conllective, =s

he ies internreted through his recorded =zots.
These acta, in whatever form, constitute the

1. Homer Carey Hockett, Introduction to Research
in American History, p. Xxi.
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material of history. As thlis material is
understood the history is made. To do this
the nerson must be found, Untlil he ia found
there e=n be no history. For history 1s
internretation-=the nersnsn internreted in
his recorded acts.

Agein he saya:

History is rigldly imnertisl; the hlateori-n
never is. The slant againat Christlsnity in
¢1bbon's masterplece, The lHistorv of Home, waes
not a product of his historicsl resesrch in
the field covered by his great work, but was &
nroduct of his 1life which was encouraged by
his research. A4 careful resding of his Auto-
biogranhy will show this, for it 1llustretes,
as %sﬂe Stenhens reminds us, "how conclusions
which are agreesble to the emotinns can be
eonnected with postulates which mre eonpgenisl
to the.intellect." Yes, the recreating of the
nrocesses of the naz2t is = per!.low: tank
because of the personsl equation.

With full awsreness of the diffliculty of the task
end 7 true sttempt %o mrintain » sensitive guard sgainst
an undue *1eiftmntif® we shsll begin with =2 survey of
Sihler's Buronean beekground snd activity in the
Ameriesn chui'oh. This sketch will be followed by 2
deteiled study of the influence of Hihler on the

varilous ph=aes of Synodical origine and develomment.

1. Robert W. licleughlin, The Sniritual Flement
in History, Pp. 8l. 1l5.




Chapter I
Sihler's 014 Yorld Development

Voltalre once sald, "ilistory is full of the sound of
wooden shoes going upstalrs snd the patter of silken
slinpers comlng downstsirs.” The life story of Willlam
Sihler is the atory of whoden shoes. It is the atory
of = nman of etrong relliglous ensnvietion, of Germsn
millitary baekground, bullding s church on the fresh
rough soll of fmerice's middle border.

William Slhler in the ecourse of his life in Germany
beesme nonsnesaed of atrong conservsative Luthersn con-
viction and during the years of hls actirity in 2meriea,
from the very beginning, he was one of the lesders in
the founding snd develorment of the lsrgest conszervative
Luthersn Church body in Amerlea, the .Eﬂscourl Smod. He
hiez Deen characterized 22 the practicel man of the
church. As Wglther ws=s the hesd of the Synod in its
orgenizsiion, as Wyneksn was the enthuslsst, the heart
o7 the Church, go Sihler, the third party to this noted
triunvirste in the bullding of the lilssouri Synod, was
the hend, seizing every onnortunity for ways and mea:]:.s

succeasfully to earry on the busineass of the Church.

1. V. Broecker, Ebenezer, p. 65.
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Sihler by preeminence of both endovment snd achievement
was a prescher and as such has been placed as o great
Lutheranlpreacher in The galaxy of American Lutheran
divines.

An we shall have occaslon to observe in the enurse
of our study, 3ihler's charscter wan one of grest stesd-
fantneas, unity of »urnose, do:;:ged determination znd
versistence. 1In hils views and 1dess he was given to a
minimum of vacilletion nnd“ to 2 maximum of ennsistency.
He was dogmntic rather than speculstive. It is therefore
ne surprise to £ind that once he had tn his sstisfaction
made his theoloplcal conmitments, he held to these
views absnlutely without a thought of com-romise or
rec nasidersation.

The story of Sihler's work a3 s churchmsn 13 the
story of a man who having nade final and definite
decisions on the messsge to be nroclsimed, bent every
cnergy to the end of building a church dedicated to the
sunport snd nronulgation of this dosmatice structure.
Leonnld Von Ranke's maxinm of history, "Wie ist alles
gewesen und gewnrden,® finds a sinpgulerly simnle
application in the life of 7illi=nm Sihler. The story
of how he became what he wss leads us from the tinme of
his early years to the end of his stay in the 1lsnd

of the Reformation. During the coursze of these years

1. J. C. Jensson, Americsn Lutheran Bilogranhies,
Pp. 724-725,




he develoned into the churchman which unon his arrivsl
in Americs he becsme and remgined. The narrative of his
1ife is rozdily divided into the two perieds u»n to his
forty-aecond year am'_l his arrival in Rew York, followed
by hie subsequent work in Anorica. He follows thilis
divigion himself in the tun volumes of hiz sutoblography,
Lebenslisuf von W. Sihler bis zu seiner Ankunft in New
York snd Lebenslauf wvon W. Sihler, als lutheriacher
Pagtor u.s.w. A atudy of Slhleris famlly background,
early yesrs, =nd develonment provides a good under=
standing of his loter sctivities which so nrofoundly
pffected the course of Anmerlcan Lutheranism.

Willism Sihler ws= borm Hovember 12, 1501, at
Berstsd$, nesr Breslau, Silesia. 8Sihler's father
{1752-1823) wan born in Stutigert. iHe served thirty-
gix ye=ars in s Prussisn Husear reginment and finally
become sn sdvanced officer. In 1804 he had entered
the Civil Service in Schwidnisz, Schlesien, and wes
fin2lly retired on s CGovernment pension of eight
mmdred dollsrs and given the golden.sgervice medsl.
Sihier was born while his father was stniloned at a
militery garriscn at Bernetsdt. The srmy. tradition was
gtrong in the femily. His mother, a Wienner of a devout
Romen Catholic Prlieh family, was forty years of sge =2t
the time of his birth, pampered him, snd in general
nravided at best a voor home tralning. Hls oldest

brother had at the age oi" twenty=three becone a lieu=




tenant in the Prussisn army. Two other brothers were in

the srny. His sister Fredericka at the age of seventeen
married a Bilesiasn nobleman, Herr won Ohlen. The youngest
sister was Henrlette, nine, hls closest famlly comcenion,
with whom, Sihler refleets in his memoirs,; he gqusrreled
cnnstﬁntly.l Aa & child he early develoned s ssngulne
ehnleric temneranent. His Tirst contacts with religlien
were almnst exclusively negative. His Tsther an Fvangelicel
and his mother s Roman Cstholie, no nlan of religious
instructi-n was ever sgre=d upon. His mothert!s ceonfeascr,
Prillneyer, was to Willism =n inasincere, smiling, eplcuresn
to whom he took £ Viclent aversion. He develoned a2 conplete
disregerd for things religlous a2t sn early age and was

more interented even in 2arly youth in the stspe, the
imaginatlive stories of the nelghbor lady, snd anoris,
ineluding skaeting on the Oder. He was gifted as = 1ad,
leprned %o read st five, snd entered the gymnasium a% the
sge of ten.

The curriculum 2t the gymnaslum included mndern
ilenpuzges, history, mathemstics taught with the usual
pedsgogical alds of the time, halr »Hulling and face
elasnning. The religious instruction wss under a deaconess
of the State Church, s rationalist. During this neriod
he stiended services in the State Church where the
serunnizing centered chiefly on morality themes. He

resd adventure storlies with relish and his reading of

1. Ldbﬁnﬁlauf. Iy De Qe




Kampe's Discovery of America esrly swakened en interest
in thié ecomtry.

At the ape of fifteen he was resdv for the Thiversity,
but with the strong military tradition in the fanily =nd
the orecedent of father and brothers, he enterad the srmy
ingtesd. Here he received a ty»ical ®russisn sramy troine-
ing. i2 sunarior offlicer was a rupgref veteran of the
Hamleonle VWars, 13812 %o 1815. In %76 and 2 hslf yesrs
he mnaged the exsminztion 2nd was mromated to beenne n
zsee~nd lleutenont in the twenty-3econd 1nfgntry ragimant.
iz contacte in the armed forces were for the most nart

e usual ones, thouph he aneoclated less with menbers of
ranz. A few of hia clossr friends were Halor Pochesmuer,
Licutmeont Porster, win later tsupght nathematics in Berlin,
Yejor v.d. Osten Starrwitz. In 1823 he entered the
miligary achonl in Berlin vhere his tine was devoted to
s study of geogranhy, Cerasn and world history, and =
histnry of literature. Lieutenant von Molthke entered
the zeademy with hinm later to becone the fam~ue genersl
of the Pruasisn army. The fsmous Xarl Ritter, geographer,
nillete of the Frederlek Wilhelm Cymmaslum in Germsn
litersture, snd other instractors of note orovided
ins»ilration for further study. Simultane~usly with the
broader studies snd the new interestes, his interest In
the nmilitsry life wened. He decided finzlly tn leave
the 2ray end tare un Tarther studise at the University

of Berlin.



Sihler next went to Breslau where he nrepsred for
:.,and passed language exsminations in the sneient languapes
as preregquisite tn entrance to the Univerzity. His
father nromlised him twenty dollars a month sunnort
during his time of study snd finzlly unon the deanth
of his father in 1828 Lieutensnt VWerder,a friend at
the Berlin military schonl, finsnced his last year at
the. Univeralty in addltion to such revenue as he enjoyed
from the tutorship which Spllleke, now at the University,
provided for him, He recelved the liberal srts traln-
ing of the day including the classlecs, Tacitus and
Sovhncles, Logle with H. Ritter, more gengrsvnhy with
7. Ritter, & lecture with Hegel, whom he cnnsiderad
offensive because of his heavy style and Swgbisn secent,
end the belles lettres Including r study of Jean Paul,
Goethe, Shatezneare, Cervantes, ete. In music he had
11t¢t1le understanding of the difference between secular
snd religlous songs, though lidndel's Oratorio snd Bach's
Passinn according to the Cospel of 5t. latthew imvressed
him ennsidersbly. He had occasion to hear Felix
Hendelsoln at the hone of his bsnker father, loses.
He also met 3chleiermacher snd visited on several oceasions
in his circle of friendas. He enjioyed little of the usual
cerefree student 1life, but woried energeticslly, sleening
only five hours =2 night for three yvears. He finally




recelved his degree, Doctor of "hiloso-hy, after a

atrenuous student careecr. is University educstion may
be described =3 careful snd thorough, conforming to the
CGerman Universlty tradition of scholarshin.

iz religlous life durlng this entire period con-
formed to the prevelling theologlcal trasdltion of the
time., QGerman rationslism, wilth its merclless criticisn
of Lutheran orthodoxy, had run a notable course from
Fermon Relmerus to NDavid 3trauss. The neolopricel views
of Johannes Réhr, Heinrich Panulus, Johann G, Eichorn,
Julius Wegschelaner, Helnrich Cesenlus, and Johann Semler
wvere already entering the current of thought. It was the
neriod from which develoned Strauss! Leben Jesu (1838)
and Ludwig Feuerbach's Wesen des Christenthum {1841)., I¢
was not until closer tn the middle of the centiry thet a
revivallstic spirit evidenced itself snong Luthersn snd
Reformed churches throughout Geramany which later becsme
gn foreceful through the s»onsorshiy of such men as Bsron
Bmst von Kottwitz and Johsnn Jénlcke of Berlin, the three
Below brothers of Pomersnia, and lHartin Sterhsn of Dresden.
This was aleo the nerieod following the Prussisn Thion of
Oetober, 1817, in which the spirit of indifference to
dnetrine snd the genersl snirit of union was the prevailing

attitude. The Xing had called for a union service in

1. Carl Schneider, The Germ=an Church on the
Ameriean Frontier, pp. 6. 7.

eizi T AKE MEMUKLAL LIBRAK Y
CONGORDIA SURNMINARY
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Berlin and only a few, 1like the Rev, Claus Harms who
posted ninty-five theses against the Union, dagred to
ounose. A Book of Com=mon Worshlp was pmblished with
such changes s the use of the farmula "hser Vater®
instead of "Vater Unger® and other alteratiosngs offensive
to Iutherans. Lutheran dissenters were accused of
inmbordinstlion and during the yesrs following with
antl-sectasrisn legislation develoning non-conformity
into gensratism and exclusive Lut:heranism.l This was
the rellgious snirit of the time. It wea in this
stuosphere that Sihler develnpeci through the yvears of
his childhond and early manhood. iost of his friends
were reliplously of the same views. The pastor of his
garrison while he was stlll in the service was a -
rationslint. His friend Forster was influenced by
Schleiermnacher's nresentaticn of Christ g5 "Ideslmensch. '2
He himself thought thst philosorshy hel;! the snswers to
life’s —-roblems., While =% Berlin he sttended Schlelior-
macher's servicee for three years snd, as already noted,
nad oecesion %o meet him in his nrivate elrcle of
frienda. He found Schlelermacher sprightly, nleagsnt,

sniritual, keenninded, well informed in politiecs, ethies,

aesthetics. In his lionnlogen &nd Reden he had attacked

1. 1Ibid., pv. 1l. 12.
3, Uf. F. Schleiermacher, The Chri-tisn Fsith.




rationalism snd anoken of religlon as the denendreney of
man unon (God,; moving the basis from reascn te feeling.
Sehlelermacher snoke of Splnoza as & religlions man snd
praised Hovalls and Schlegel; in all of which Sihler =t
this time cnneurred.

.Due to his riporous nchedule in Berlin he was
affllicted with a nervous silaent =nd went t» live with
a friendly prator, Siegert, in 8ilesia for n fevw woeks!
rest. He tutored in Ereslan for a :réar. At this time
he was to exnerience an incident which had s sobering
effect uwn his life, the saerious 1lllneas of hiz pgood
friend Verder. 4

In the year 1830 he securad a nosition teaching in
bDresden nt Director (. Blochmann's Tnatitute. Bloghmenn
was a student of Pestislozzl snd the institution was
organized in accord with the latest 1idemss, each teacher
belng the chief tutor of slx %o eipht nunils snd teaching
all in ths field of his anecinslization. The instructors
nltemeated in sunervising the meale, nlav, and study
nerisds, J§ils enlleagues were shle teacheras of high
norality. There was Phillimmi, who later beecams n sound
tathersn exegete and dopmatician at Rostock, Dr. Peters,
who later taught mnthenaties st Heanover, Dr. Bezzenberger,
the instructor in =zncient langusges, Herr liueller, who
taught history with » pepgsn orientation, and Netusch, the
inatructor in Latin. Sihler therefore enjoyed the orivilege
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of assoeclating with able te=chers and leaming the lateat
in educstion~1l method. During the shorter vaecations the
instructors would take the boys for hikes »nd extended
vecatinn trips. On these occasions the instructor took
complete esre of the boys, sn ability vhich Sihler lster
was to euvbloy as President of the acsdeny in Ft. Vayne.
it wss theres as inatructor of the Inatitute thst
Sihler underwent vhat he leter deseribed == his con-
versinn e:merlenee.l It iz to be rencmbered thet he had
for yesrs been living in an atmosphere doninated for
the meast »ni't by a2 rationalistic wey of thought. HNever-
theless, 1T wss even in the violence of the controveray
between orthndexy and rationslism & time of interest in

things theological snd not s time of seoularization.

“Por three yeare Sihler had besn o menber of Schlelermascher's
sssenbly. rne:,'ond a doubt he wee influenced even more

than he hinself st the tlime or later conceded by the

stress upon fecllinge and the subjective relation of nen

to God which Schleiermzscher consistently used s the

basis for hls »resching znd writingz.¥¢In sddition the
affeas of the symoathy snd asslstance rendered hin by

his %ind friend the pastor of Silesia vho hed 21ded him
during the neriod of his nervous dlsorders must heve bean

a Psotor in temnering his religious lesninga. | Sihler

hingel? finds a2 narellel between his owm converaion and

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

- intermediary snd becaguse 1t tant nizce "guddenly snd

mowerfully.® After he hed displayed grert anger in
the elacsroom,; violently ralling at the punils, unon
hie return te the privecy of hle room, "God gtruck hin
2n with £ club to his 'mees snd on hie fzce to the flirnr
and with the hemmer of the lsw struck him in such s
meaner thet his sight and héaring 1ett.‘1 He recelved
the nowerful conviciion that "he wee 2 alnner under the
law, 2 noor, lost, cursed, demned sinner worth nothing
but n2in and sufferlng in hell.? Inmedisfely, e in o
m~ment, he thought of Christ, his Redeecmer. The Holy
Spirit, he relstes, tore the "Sghleier? (veil) of the
gchielemepacher from his heart #nd he saw only the insge
of the redeening Christ snd not the Chrlet 22 exenple.
Coincident with this sudden chenge in Sihler's
sriritusl 14ife the clrcumeisnces of subsequent events
end erntzets seemef éeslpned to reinforce his new found
ennvictisn. Trmedlately uron this dreactic develomment,
qihler felft constrelned to mursusde his cnilenrues to
his new fsithjend wen re-ulsed on every occaﬂ;on; He
consecuently moved awey fzrom the Institute end stoyed
et the hone of ¢ Hirs. Kigelgen, the widow nf 2 noted
portrait artist snd o Gevout Chrilstisn. He read the

Serr~ns of Ludwig Hofneker, zn orthod-x prescher of

1. M-' P 82.
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repenftence, gin and grace. le reneatedly road these
serm~ns during subseguent ysars. He continmued sttendonce
3%t the services of the court oreschers Ammon, Schaeffer,
and Xdufer, ottending halfl out of the sense of duty to
the boys. T[le now found their discourses on athle »nna

renson with s Christlisn source qulte unpalitsble =nd in

-‘l

15 Drusme way reooslls that he wonld gladly have torn

(34

han from the mulnits and driven them nut of the church.

il
e

was during his stary at the widow's house that the

gigter=in=-law of Hertin Ste-han was = regul-r vialtor

et the home. He never =itended Stephan's c'hu'rch,' howe
ever, becasurce of the rumors of his unseenly conduct

with youny neenle 2nd his negleect of the family. During
thle tlme, ton, he made friends wlth Baron v. Wirsing,
ploa of conservative thenlogicel conviction. These two
vinited = friend, lerr v. Helnltz at Hermedorf, seven
izllen éistant and on Sunday morning heard the conservative
Rev. Navid Roller, whose serm'n nade 2 lessting imression
u-wn Sihier, =nd on thst occezion slse met Prof. Schelbel
whs he@ been a pastor ot 5t. Eliszbeth end mrnfessor at
Breslsu snd had go strenuously e=noseld the united Agends
Pruscisn St-te-church, TI% was Schelbel's esrnest concem
for the ennfessions which atirscted Sihler more than asny
interest of hiz ovm in the purity of dectrine. He csme

to erpreciste the sincerity snd esrnest ~urnose of the

1. M. P o1.
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many Lutheran pre-chera who served the dissenting factions
even though they themselves were consenuently noverty
stricken. In visiting the hones of two students, homes
also of the Lutheran tradition, he had an o-nortunity

to hesr Prstor Kretzachmer and nartook of communion for
the firat time since his confirmation. On this tri» he
also met a tutor, Lehman, in the houschold of the Cowunt

of Livne in Telchnitz who had also exnerienced s rather

sudden 2nd com»lete ennversion. He introduced hinm to

other believers in the village. Sihler w=3 ecked ¢ton

S

address a pgathering (not = conventicle, Slhler stresses,
. 102) snd snoke for two hours on the twenty-third

Paslm without feeling the leazat weariness.

Smiaan _ane

Hie contsets with neople of the congervstive narty
continued lsrgely through Blhler's own provision. He
visited three Bohenmlian brethren settlements and was
deenly imnregsed by thelr herd wort, eonsecration, per-
scnzl faith, snd miasinn interest. The noted Pastor
Rudelbsch, suthor of Reformation, Lutherthum, Union,
visited Dresden =nd &< the lesder of a2 ennference of
evan;~licel noztors in Glachsu made a deep imnression
on Sihler. Rudelbrch was later to become instrumental
in expediting Sihler's sdventure ss misnionsry in Ameriea.
He now accented gn invitatisn tn beeonme tutor on Nesel
in the Baltic, =n 1sland nesr the coast of Livonia and
1ster to moved to Rigan, the eanitsl of Livonla. THere as

house tutor tn a lerchant Lisewitz in 1840 he had
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occasion %~ study the confessions, the symbnlical bnoks,
though he had no occasion to hesr Luthersn nre=ching.) The
dally family devotlons, prayers, Seri-ture resding, end
song® nurtured his person2l spirituslity. He gradu-lly
saw the evil and lezrne® to hate the Unlon as the work
of the devil. His thenlogical positinn waz further
delinented when he came to the conviction on the basis
of 2 Thess. 2 thet the pope w23 the Antl-Chriat snd when
he crvatellized 2 hetred for the emntional m‘l:huﬂl.a'-'-ts.l
| Soon he develoned a strong desire to enter the
ninistry snd serve the Luthersn Church, whieh Church he
now felg éo be the true visible Church on earth., Whille
vis! ting Dr. :”hillr.;ni in Dorpat he met Prof. W. Engelhardt
who further rromoted this desire. He was sufflclently
erboldened to write arn article for Dr. Buach's Church
Paper on nuge 16, the flrstnliternry ehild after his
conversion. Vhile visiting =n evangellcal n=stor in
Hipe he won glven 5 cony of Viyneken's apnesl for men
to work snong the German immigrants in America. He
hesrd the mes=zge and felt as though he hesrd Cod saying
to him, *Y~u must go aoross!"s He hedé no snecilzl
feeling of kindliness towsard Amerlica ms such. AQ he

reecells, he considered the Decleiration of Independence

1. Ibid-' Dp. 128. 131.
5. ibid., p. 140.
5. TBid., p. 142.
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a weed grown of Rationalistic seed and concelved of Ame-
erican demncrscy =3 a wild politleal.hlscarrlaga.l He
wrote no one of his experiencing the crll snd yeot he
receilved a letter from several nastors on the Isgle of
Oesel asking him to snswer Vyneken's cell =2nd wronising
finsnclal suovport for the venture. And unon Yyneken's
visit, 1841-1343, he recéivgd a call from the Dresden
Soclety. He earried s gift of twe hundred rubels from
the brethren of Ripga to the Dresden Soclety =nd they
later alloented 1t for hia om trin acroqs.' Slhler then
revioited meny friends, as Wirsing snd Dr. Sartorius.

He e2lle? on Pasator Léhe of Neuendettelssu whon Tyneken
had won for the sunoort of the North Americsn lMission.
He found him t~» be sn energetle, loving men who droned
hie fsrmers to sleen each Sundsy morning. L8&he had »
plan of sending men =nd m~ney for the expansion of the
worlt in fmericsz. Ldhe’s sumort in following yeera‘ was
t0o meen much to Sihler snd Amerlcsn Lutheranis&.f At
lest with s cony of Chemnitz's Examen and L._o_l_si and
eredentisls from . Rulelbach, Sihler sef g1l literally
in the B3si1lbost Ceroline from Bremen, Sentember 17, 1843,

never again teo return tn the land of his youth.

1. Ibia LI p. 143 &




Chaopter II
The llew VWorld

The geod ship Caroline arrived in New York Hovember 1,
;845. bringing t» Amerilecs = thoroughly convinced conservative
Lathersn misslionary, Doctor of Philosorhy of Berlin, &
IAhe man, determined here t~ serve the cause of orthodox
Lutheranisn npsinat all teniencles tow¥srd unlonism or
deviatinn of doctrine. Sihler never swerved from this
deternin~tion. He t aveled from New York through
Philsdelnhin, Baltinmore, and Zanesville to Ceclumbus, Chilo
which wan = center of the Ohio Synod, the loeation of
its Seninary. Through the instrumentality of Praf.

Lehnan he was sorn enpaped in esring for the congreg=tion
in Pomerny, Ohio, vhere he nresched his inaungural sermon
Jrmuery 1, 1844, It wes here thet he fir=t beesme an
offlicinl member of tha Chlo Hynod. He found thst the
members 61’ hla congreprtion were of mixed church bock-
ground, some were of Lutharsn shatraction and seme of
Reformed, snd he determined from the very beginning to
instruct in the true Luthersn doctrines and then force
the lasnue of 2n sbaolute Luthersn confession b{ 21l

members. lHe 1ead Luther's nolemical writings. He

1. Lebenslsuf, II, p. 21.
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carried the 1ssue and was soon satisfied that this ohase
of his wort in the eongragrtion waa comnleted., MHe
directed his attention to condltions in the other churches
of the Ohio Synod.

A% the beginning of the 13th century there had been
a large emigratinn of Luthersns from the Pslatinste
beeause of the o mrresnion of the French and the g»irig
of the Jesulte. These enipranta nassed through Holland, .
England, and through inexnressible hardshins through
Hew York and hed sventually settled in Pennsylvania.
From thevre they smresd out over the nelghboring astates
west =nd south snd when the whole territorvy north of
the 0710 wan design=ted as the ligrthweet territory in
1787, the sons =nd daughters of the Pennsylvanis Cern=ns
gtresmed into the Ohio vsllay.l Though at tinmea there

were bloody fights with the Indians, on the whole the

work of these ploneers was one of peaceful congtruction.
In the year 1802 Ohlo was made a2 stste. The counties
of Fairfield, Plcknwsy, lontromery, Colunbla, Stark,

= PO

Jefferson, and several others were for the nnat »ert
settled by Germans. The settlers suffered frost,

hunger, sickness. But the settlers suffered also

snirituzl need, for nany of the settlements had no
nastors. At first they had thought of the bl=ack esrth
and fresh weter with little consideration for things

aniritual. With no pastors there were no services.

1. P. A. Peter snd W. Sochmidt, Geschichte der
Allgemeinen Ohio Synode, pp. 1l. 2.
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llost of the fomlliss had Blbles, hymmbooks, and msny of
them szlac Arnd$'s Wahres Christenthum end the Stsrke-Buch.
During this period of the early years twn =lternstives
vers folloved. Some gave u» .all interest 1n things of
the Church. Others wers intrigued by the innovstions of
the anthnalastioc liethedists, the penitenee bench snd
camn neetings and conn Joined other communions. dJome,
however, lonked to thelr former wweschers in Penncylvania
for aid end in the y=2pr 1804 the Lasneaster Conference of
the Syned aet forth a nlen for ssndlng out traveling
prenschers. In the yesr following the Pennaylvenia
Finisteriun sent out o —etltion te 1ts congreg=tions for
suntort of the trzining snd sending of missioneries.

The yeasr £ollowing Ceorpe Forster wae gent into Nhio

&8 the Pirst traveling preacher with hesdoasrters in
Falrfield Cmmty.l Foraster was follnwed by Joh. Stauch
who worked £t Columbus. By 1812 there were twelve,

nost of them zent by the Pemnsylvsnis Ministerlum =2nd
8%11l stisched to 1t. Hest of them served elght to ten
congrezatirns. Ther lacked thenlagicel bLonks with
115t1le bnut there Bibles in thelr saddle bags snd the
Tuthersn eatechism in thelir hesds. The moet noted of
these esrly oreschers wss Father lienkel, vwho nrecched
algeo at Lancaester, 0Ohlo, where Sihler leter worthed.
Others, as FPather Lelst, ccmbined a homespun medical

career with thelr ministryv.

1. Ibid., p. 4.
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The oldest Luthersn body west of the Allegheny
Howntaina wen the “Allgencline 3ynode von NOhilo und andern
3tenten.® From 1812 to 1317 ths Luthersn nastors in Ohio
held free conferences snd finslly on Sentember 14, 1318
the Syned war foumded with seventeen membera at Somernes,
nhm.l The groun of ninlasters were not well trainad
thenlopians nor well indoetrinated Luthersnsg. They had
little Paeling for the dletiictive énctrines of Inther-
znism, ware not overly concerned with exnending the chwreh
intn the for west, and limitaed themeelves o the aervice
of the Germen immipgrsnts. Father Leist nresched eonly in
(ernan, for exsmnle, and in the congresstisrnsl esnatitutions
which he wrote may be found sentences a?, "As long a2 the
noon shines ~nd the water fl?ﬂs, nothing but Gsarnen mey
be »reached in this c'.xm:‘eh.“‘g

The avnnd easrly introduced mrsctices which were nnt
in nrrsllel to the practlce of the Luthersn Churches of
Gerr-.sny.s Most nf these were dici=ted by expeiiency.
one such preetice wes that of the double licensing befeore
& esndidnte could sdminister the sacrsment. Firast the
ml ssionory was to recelve the socalleé cmtecheticsl
license vhich would ench:le him €o =resch with the

enflorsenent of the awmnd. Then after he hod -roven

1. Ramund J. Violf, Die Luthersner in Amerika,
nhe 341 P,

2. Peter s=nd Schmidt, on. elt., ». 8.

3. J. L. Neve, Kurzpefoozte Geschichte der
Lutherischen Kivche Amerikas, p. 292.
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hinself worthy and had had a sermon aporoved, he was
finally licensed for ordinatiocn as a minister. This was
done, of courze, to nrotect the work of the Synod from
the *Vagabond Preachera” who preyed on the settlers by
serving a3 pre cherz untlil they had acrumulated a few
funds wlith vhich to buy land.l

The Seminary had been established et Columbus in
1830 and the Synod had grown with the additi~-n of geveral
more ministers, but on the whole the pleture of the svnod
an just sketched was subatantially the way Sihler found
it unon his arrivel ané during his early years in Ohlo.
As was to be exnccted vhen the influx of LShe men with
their very circumsecribed views of doetrine end practice
was suffieciently influentiasl, considersbhle strife over
the innovations into the Luthersn pattern by the Ohilo
Synod resulted.| Sihler, the acknowledged lesder of the
1513 Lutherans? from CGermany, lost little time in attack
ing the looge proctices of his fellow churchmen. He held
the double licensing practice to be 2 noor snd wmorthodes
practice, since the single ordinstion denendent uron the
divinity of the call was theologlceslly the nreferred
practice. He had no s preclation of the frontler con-
ditions which hed made the unusual practice followed the
gdvisable one. He orposed the narty which favored the
introduction of English instruction in the Seminary on

1. Chr. Hochstetter, Geschichte der Allgemeine
Evan. Luth, iissourl Synode, p. 110.
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the grounds thet orthodox theological literature in the
Fnglish lsnpusge wes unobialnsble, thouch ~n esrlier start
in the Fnglish work might have mrevented the large snd
continued defection of the Anglicized Germens to the
frontier iiethodist and other churches. His criticlam wes
not well taken slthougsh in meny instsnces it was anmnlicable
from the viewpolnt of orthodoz Lutheranism. On one
ocersinon when Sihler had scored the unionistic —ractice

of joint Lutheran snd Reformed Services, Pastor Lehman

‘I

resmonded: “You wish to urpe on us prinecinles which { ~

1- .\-'

come from the old country. ie connot use then here."
The Synod decided to slter errors In the new catec?;ism
regepding 2 free preaentation nf the Sacroment of the
Altar, however, 1% wss decided to use the Genersl Synod's
Hymnbonk. Since 1842 the Dhio 8Synod emnlored an =2zends
with the words of inatitution of the Sacrament of the
Altar which duplilcated that in the sgends of the Pruasim
Union of 1817: "“Christ says: +This is my body." Sihler,
Ernst, Selle, Richnann, A. Schnid$ nrotested 1n writing
to the La.neeater, Chio, asaembly.a The conflict finslly
esme te s decision at the Synodlical meeting in Zsnesville
in 1844, Alunst every issue raised was enntroverted. The
Pirst question, “Which Synods are Luthersn?® was nut on

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

1. 1Ibid., p. 124.
2. E-. pp- 127-129.
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iSnendeformel? was made mandatory. Then a whole series
of declailve cuestions followed for discussion. The first
eoncerned the Synod's =tend on the syrbolical bonokas. The
secnnd dealt with 2n opinion on the Ohic Synod's d-etrine
of Communion. The third issue wz2z stout a reform of the
Examinstion method., A fourth was a resolution that '
mlxed Reformed and Lutheran congrepgstions skould not be
gerved by the Luthersn pastors of the Synod. The nositinn
on the svibolicel books wes tebled for s total of three
vyears. The groun of new srrivels rom Gernany leasd by
Sihley withdrew from the Synod. At the next session in
1846 the Synod tock 2 stand for the Confessions snd

nade sn onth upon ordination a requisite for the orﬂ.ee.l
Vhen the General HSynod in the Lutheran Obszerver att>cked
them for this step, Jihler took pﬁ end defended them.2
it tnot several ye:ars; Lefore any semblance of fraternzl
relstionz hetwean the Ohio groun snd the gioun later
orgenized by the eonasrvative lesders sctu=lly develonsd
or to~k concrete form.

A perallel develo-ment was isiing place in different
eraens of the country. Vyneken, the man who had been
instrumental in bringing Sihler to Ameriea, vas alse a
men of orthodox confessisnsl mrineinles. In Germany he
hed read in As~ion npapers ol the great need for the

church of the Germsn Lutherans in Amerlcs. We had come

i. Ibid., pp. 120-131.
2. ™er Lutheran Observer und die nhio Synode,®

Luthersner, vol. 5, no. 2.
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to America with C. W. Wolf landing in Baltimore in the
yeer 1838. IHie has beecn cnlled the father of Germsn-
Anmericon 1sslons.1 On October 2, 1838, Viyneken began
his firat misslonary jJourney covering western Ohlo,
sounthern lMichigan, northern Indisna, and back to Ft.
Wayne by Hovember 16, Three weeks before Christmar he
wished to undertake snother Jjourney, but his horse wa=
lsme and he was unsble tn go farther than South Bend,
Indlena.a This 1s illustrstive of the men's conviction
snd energv. In one year, sfter holding serviees in the
Court linuse in Pt. Wavne, the congrepgation bullt a frame
church building. 1In 1841 YWyne¥*en was oblired to retum
to Cermsny for trestment of a throst allment =nd it wes
there that he recrunited 2 large number of volunteers
am~ng men of his theoloniical mosition to do the work of
gathering the Germans into Luthersn eon;;repations.s This
effort in behelf of Horth American missions was greatly
elded and directed from the German side of the Atlantie
bty LAhe who in 1843 r_.srlntzd 8 mrnthly paper for
nissione in 8,000 conles. These men cnlled by VYiyneken
and anonsored by L8She were with the later Stephsn emigration

to form the bsckbone of the conservative development of

1. l‘oo:’.gtEtter. _o;')- cit. 2 P 2l. °22.
2. Ibid., p. 96.
Se JOJ.! g OO0 GLG. 3 Pe 377,

4, Rirchliche hittellungen sus und #ber Nord
Anerica.
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1

Lutheranism in America. On larch 9, 1845, YWyneken
wan Ainstelled ns succegaor to Paator Haesbart in S8sltinmore.
Here he found n Lutheran-Reformed congregntion using the
Comnmunion formula of the Unlon Agenda. He fought Tor
atriet Lutheran practice. Some Reformed left the churehn.
Pastor Weyl of Baltimore cnlled him sn "Alt-Lutheranes®
a Jesult, who would lead the church back tn the nove,
beenuse he wore a gown and made the sign of the oross in
pronouwcing the b:l.ese:un.t;;'.2 In liay, 1845, at the General
Synaed meeting in Thiladelnhia, VWyneken oresented the
Synod with s twofold plan of ridding itzel! of un-Lutheran
practices. Either the Synod should allow Dr. Rudelbsch
and Dpr. Harlesz Go proofread the books of Drs. Schaucker
end Xurg, or the Synod itself shanld deny the falne
dootrines which they contained. His sugpmestion feiled
to find 2 symvuathetic recention and he felt thoroughly
11l 2% espe o s mepber of that ;=1.-3seembl‘y.3 It was in
those days thet he recelved his Tirat cony of Der
Lutherangr ~ublished by C. F. W. Walther and the Saxon
Luatherans of 5¢t. Lo-uia and Perry County. After he had
rezd 1t through he shouted, "Gott sel Dank! Es gibt
noeh mehr Lathersner in Amerikal®

A similay development cccurred simultzsneously in

the territory ef Michigsn. Auzust Crédmer h=d spent

1. J. Deinddrfer, Geschichte der Iowa Synode,

. 10,
1 2. Hochastetter, on. eit., ». 115.
3. Ibild., . 1z4.
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geversl yesrs in tngland during which time . he served ss
tutor in the hone of Lord lLovelace whose wife was Lord
Byrsn's sisier. He returned %o Germsny and on Arril 20,
16845,1led = groun of setilers fron Bremerhzfen to setile
snong the Michigsn Indiens. ILdhe hed corresponded with
Pastor Sehmldt of Ann Arbor and hsd slresdy made nlens
for this work. The Chipnewas neosr Frankenmuth wes
gelected. Others g2tiled 2t Frankenlust. A prosperous
Indisn mission Wae begun at Pine River, Bethsny st=tion.
But cnce sge'n the inmigrant Lfhe men found the church
prectice and teaching of the Amerlicsn Luthersns oo
1onse 6o sult their idess end so on June 25, 1846, on
the day of %the Augsburg Confession celebration, four of
Ldhets missionsries, W. Ha.tataeds, A. Grimer, Lochner,
ant J. Trautmsnn lefs the lichigan Synod @cclaring that
they had cone %o Anearics to deo Luthersan lijssion wor!:.l
r?;il"ler, sherefore, fitz intn the penersl natiern of the
conzervetive Cerman miscionsries newly arrived who
found the lonser nractice of Amsricsn Lutheranism un-
pal!.‘i;g‘.'zle_._/ He fite into the maln stream in the revivel
of canfescionallism firet in Germsny znd then in Anerlea
sowerds the middle of the ninetecnth century.
Wyneken hed vislted Sihler at Pomercy on his way %o
hig new charge in Baltimore. In the spring of the same

;.rr?m‘-, 1845, Sihler received the call to Wyneken's former

1. .I-JJ_E‘_-, P 1385,
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congra;gat:.on in Ft. Viayne, snd although he had returned
five ezlls during the »receding yvesr becsuse he felt thsat
his congresgstion wae not sufficiently Andoctrinated, he
now felt free to sccent this c2ll for one of Ldhe's
recently srrived misslonarles, the Csndidste Romanowsky,
was availsble to Tske his olaoe.l He found the congregation
in P¢. Wayne in excellent soiritusl condition, but
regretted the=t as s S5ilesian he wss unsble to speak
Pla.tdeutsch with the three quarters of the congregstion
of Weat-h=lien and i=nnoverian extraction. It waz durlng
the foliowimp year that the first atens were tzken toward
organizing all these widely scattered but recolute grouns

of conzervatlve Imthersns inte one churchbody.

Valther had published the firzt iscue of Der Lutheraner

on September 1, 1844, with his concern for the “orshsnnel
Ceruans of the West® and the oure Luthersn doctrine.

Sikler znd the others of the nine who had left the Chlo
synod resd these firast issues snd Sihler corresponded with
the editor. After the meeting of the LAhe men at Cleveland,
Septenber, 1845, they decided to meet with the Saxon
brethren and so Pastora Eynst sné Lochner, nlso e Léhe men
of Tt;leda, traveled to 5t. Louis snd there net with the
Saxons i‘!alt!:er,ql.dber. Keyl, CGruber, Rirbringer, asnd

5011.1eferaec!:er.“ Waelther deeply imnressed Sihler with

1. Lebenglauf, IX, p. 46.

2. op Do 2.
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his learning, sincerity, and spirituslity. During the
subsenuent discussion 1t wss found thet the men pregent
were of one mind and interest. Ther exvressed a common
desire to organize for a common endeavor to win the West
for conservstive Lutheranism. A constitution was to be
prepered and subnltted to any congregstions wishing to
Join the new Synod. The organizationel meeting was in Chilcago
April, 1847. Valther was elected president and Sihler
vice-president, overseer of the Fastern district, and
finally upon a later <diviasion of Synod, the preaident of
the Centrel district. During his yeers 28 overseer he
was slways conablle in settling diznutes in the enn-
greg~tions, contiroverting onposing doctrine, seeing new
o nortunities for miasion e93nhlinhmen£a, 2 most
zealous and rsetive churchman. The atory of his asctivity
in his own »arish 18 one of conatant work and activity.
The thiriy years fnllowing saw the heginning of many
small churches in the eountrveide sraomd FPt. Vieyne.
Throurh hlz efforts the church in Ft. Vayne grew,
divided, and tod2y the city hns at least ten churches
of Synodical arflliztlon.

Another broader field of his work lay in the part
he »nlayed in the founding snd develonment of the Academy
and Seninery which supnplled the urgent need for nantors
by “roviding & minimum essepp;al training for theol~ pisns
on this gide of the Atlantie, thus relieving the pressing
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need for constsnt reinforcement from Germsny. Sihler
comnleted the training of the two studente whom Wyneken
had chosen to study with him, Jaebker snd Fr!n.c!:e. It
was customary for young men to atay with eznerilenced
pastors, use thelr libraries, study under thelr tutelage,
and pang 2 test in e colloquium to demrnatrate their
readineags for the cloth. Sihler envisioned £ bigrer nlan.
To sunply the meny men needed in the Wast, he thourht of
establishing a Seminary of a mors practicel nzture which
would turn out men in the minimun of ftime. He wrote to
IL8he who had outlined a nlan for such 2 school in their
conference in Neuendetielsszu. Léhe complied with his
renuest and sent funde z2mnle for buying a tract of land‘
and erecting s build ing for the pur-oge. In sdditien

he =ent ele.ven youths ready to study at the newly foundel
schnol.l Sihler wss msde president of the !.nstltution.?
He lodged some of the bove 1n his homne gnd msde
contribution of one doll=r 2 Wweek te the indigent
gtudent's fund no matier how badly things were for hin-
se8lf finsncially. Ve sh=2ll note in the course of our
study of his writings how he worked for this school,
srrenged T-r 1ts transfer to St. Louls and then to
Springfield, Not satisfled with havins done so much

for the ministerial office, Sihler in 1867 also founded a

Seminery in Ft. Wayne for the tralning of teachers In

1. Ibid.' Pe 7&-

2, Ibid., p. 133. For 2500 which L8he sent over
he bought 953 scres of lsnd outside of downtown Ft. VWayne.
Boys used wocd for fire untll forty aores were clesred.




.the parochial school. This was later transferr-d to Addison,
Illinois. We shall have occasicn to observe in s atudy
of his contrlbutions te church nerilcdicals how his efforts
were always direcected in s most prrctical way tovard foster-
ing the interests of these institutions. He waas asaistel
Quring these yerra by 2ble men as Cagndidate Wolter who
shered the teachlinz losd, Prof. Crémer who worked in the
Praectiorl Seminary, and Postor Stubnagzy, and finslly
Pepstor Jox who gucceeded hinm In St. Psul’s Church during
his last yesrs, '

His ministry in Ft. Wayne waes interrunted for only
one extended neriod of time during all these years.
puring the years 1851-1852 he substituted for vWyneken
who hed since moved from Baltimore to St. Louls while
Wyneken and Walther went teo Germany to confer with L8he
who seemed to hsve drawn somevhst away from the eosnfeasional
position snd closer to the Bavarlisn Union Church, and
who hed censured the liissouri Synod for its democratic
congrepgrtionzl orgenizetilon &nd 1i¢s doetrine of the
office of the ministry in rel=tlon to its view of the
universsl nriesthond of =11 Gellevers. During the
course of this cenference Sihler was in cherge of the
congreg:tion and of editing the Luthérnner.l He was so
contiently setive in 21l syvnodicel endeavors thot 1€ is

imposaible ¢o determine how far resching the influence

1. Ibid., pp. 138-148.
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of hlis views snd pctivity on the growth of the Missouri
Synod have bem.l How fer reaching his interests were
in eccore may be in part indicsted by = study of his
written contributlons to church pericdicals.

Sihler's private 1life was no less vigornus than hig
actlvity as a churchnan, the father of s lerge Tomily, of
noor income, he nevertheless was known for his hos-itality
and many friendshipe. He had come to 4. 'Tayne 2 bachelor
of forty-four and had set un quarters with the two
gstudents. Iiis fricnd Peator frnst of Neuendettelszu,
Ohio, however h-d plans for Sihler. There was a young
mald "fit to Le a psstor's wife, of Christiosn mind, of
pood understanding 2nd s Ysoft quiet s-irit'- very
“omelike and used to WGPE.“z In g»ite of the sge differentisl
of twentveeipht yesrs Che arrangemont worked out well,
Sikvisr traveled to Heusndetielsszu with Ernst after their
conference in 9t. Louls snd vislted the home of the youré
giri. Hiss Susanng Keyn was in the field ot The time
they arrived, but vhon she returned, Sihler was favorably
mpresasd, for thoush she would hardly have insmired an
srtist, her dipnositlon and besring imnediately stiractel
Sihler to 1‘1&2'..5 He snd his bride retumed within s matter

of dayz %o Ft. Vayne where they were received with tesrs

1. He never missed 2 svnndical meecting for thirtyve
three yeors, Ibid., p. 72. He was a represent-tive st
both eolloquies with Buffalo and Iowa, Ebenezer, p. 75.

e mbenalﬂ“r. II, Pe 58-
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Sl
of Joy by his housekeeper over his new found bapn:neun.l
The vesrs following saw the mrrivsl of eleven children,
The houee was aplwaye full of miente and roor studenta.
HSomehow hle frugrl wife menaged to make the money resch,
althouyh for 2 long tlme pia income wazo only three
hundred énllsrs asnnuelly. : \ Qihler w=g in good heelth
and setive until the ':er; la7t years an? months of his
life. Finally, advanced in yesrs he amnesred bhefore his
eonpregntion to dellver = Communion Address, June 5, 1385,
but he almaet swooned and was tek%en to the houne where
he wese nursed durling the ensuing ‘.:ee!cs.a Durings this
neried he e2lled on the sniritusl reasources of the f2ith
which he hed sreeched snd for which he hrd lchorsd. He
reneated words of Seripture ss, "For me to live i=
Chrizt" and *Cod w=n in Christ rec-neiling the world
unso Himself.® Sunday, October 25, he new the end to
be neer snd ssked for the Sacrement. He then renested
the wordz of Chrilst, "Father Into Thy henfs I commend
oy snirity,® In answer to his wife's lpet cuesticn =s
to whet she should t211 the children, Sihler renlied,
“Phat they 2bide in Chrlst." With these words closed
the life of Willism Sihler, the “nracticasl Dr. of

rhilesothy? of the eeriy years of the Hissourl Synod.

1. Ibid., p. M.
2. «p Ps T2,
3. Yuthersner, vol. 42, nos. 4-12.




Chapter IIX
fAhler the Theologisn sand Churchmsn

From the days of Augustine's The City of Cod to
the days of Ssntaysna's Reason, men have rpostulated
philosorhies of history, intellectusl devices to ex=-
plain the secuence of historical evants.l Within the :
narrowver natrix of nstwal causes, the influence of
the ptrikingly individualistic character of Willlen
Sihler on the development of the Church doctrine snd
practice of the liissouwrl Synod presents sn interesting
11lustrrtion of the ideas of = str-ng willed men
influeneing the course of = growing orgsnization. The
biegraphical sketch snd survey of the religious
situstion in the first half of the nineteenth century
just completed has suppested the n=ture of Sihler's
réligious convictions and his reasction to the nre-
vailing ecclesiasticesl tendencles of his dey. A
closer chsracterization of the man 28 a theologlsn
and 2 ehurchmsn will serve to point up the areas of

gnecipl immortsnce in which Sihlerts influence was

ezoressly evidente.

1. Richard i“cKeon, Lecture on the Philosonhy
of History, University of Chicago, August, 1945.
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Az a religlous man, there e=2n be no doubt of Sihler's
genuine s»irl tual convietions. iz 11fc of atrong e n-
vieti-n, the experience of audden conversicn, his esrly
university training, hls extended mlaslonesry travels, hils
wori in the orgenlization of a church, anéd his interest
in the training o7 the clergy hos ingplred the comparison
of hie career with that of 3¢. Paul.l A 2pirlt of resl
gzorifice was evident in the life of these enrly Mldweat
clergwmen. A. Emst, for examnle, taupht achonl and
prepched in 2 eonpregetlon for a whole year without pay,
ghoring only the food of the nerishioners. Sihler's
self-negntion was just as a-parent during those long
eerly veers when Crémer lived in 3 sod house ond he in a
amall frame shack. He alusys emphasized the nead for a
‘pen ‘I:;:\r to make a dering thrust of falth for his own
welfrre and lock unon the nsrishioners as redeemed
childyen of CGod, n two-fpld m thod wvhich summarizes
quite well his orineinles of ministerisl nr-etice.

Sihler, as we hove notod, after concurring in the
rationalism of his day through nony yesre of millitory
service gnéd 24vancaed atudien, hnd eome under the in-
fluence of Schlelsrngcher. le never ncknovwledged any
spprovel of Schlciermacher's theological methed, but

wea ne doubt inf?luenced by his empho”is on the nersonsl

1. ¥. G. Polack, "Wour Early Lesdera of Our
Synod, " Thae Concordis Pulpit, 1933, p. 365.
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"aletion of msn to GCod and hils attacks on the dry heartless
rationalism of the schsnls and msny churchea,

We have traced his shift towerd the dissenting
Luthersn faction.and the orthodox theologlcal nosition.
He now Taught the doctrines distinetive of Luthersnisno
with 1ts en-haslis on the sntithesis of ain and grace
and the entlre confessionel atand. His glm was %o
orzcent #law end.gmenel, without nizing the twa in the
least deteil.® In his Introduction to a2 book of sermone
he explalns that "ingofar gs he made this senarztion
betwazen lsw snd gospel, an 2rt which according to
Luther's teatinony is never fully lesrned, he had those
Lelieving fathers to thank es-ecisglly from the line of
the bleszed Reformation and sLove sll the.Lutheran
gchs lors, oz Chemnitz and Gerhard., . « « At thelr fest
he 28t and lesrned, . . . e could thank his hesvenly
Fether who led hin Tron pletlsm to this correet Lutheran
posltlon."l Mn this introduotion he nresented in det=il
the theoslogicel considerntions which gulded him in hils
sermonizing: "The firat consideration wes accordiné o
St. Poul's adnm-nition (2 Tim. 2, 15) rightly to divide
the word of truth, law and gospel. Jecondly, in the
gosrel I t~~% utnest nains to present clearly the
Justification of asinnera before Gnd alone by grace,

for Christ's sake. Thirdly, iIn teachins the correct

1. Predizten ¥ber die Sonn und Festtages-FV. 1_en
des Kirchenjahregs nevst einen Anhonge, p. IV.




Iatheran doectrine of justification, I ennsidered 1t of
great im-ortence of falth and consclence t~ opnose Papism
and enthusissts (his ususl design=tirn for the "New
Light” revivelists and reformed in general). Fourthly,
I took it to heart to study the fathers on the gosnels,
especlally thelr honilies. Fifthly, I tried not to cater
to the svirlt of the times nor tre=t of lofty things,
but a= Luther mt 1%, tohold %o the lower simnler thingsa "_5
His attennt to pattern his work =7ter Luther and his the logy
is evident 2l1ll through nany of his sermons which s=re
studded with references to the Refornmer and thoughts
derived from the 16th and 17th century dogmaticilans,
This is evident, for examnle, in one of his “rinted
sernnng "Am Ceddchtnisztage der gesepneten Reformeation®
in which he divides his theme into two perts: 1. What
darkness before the brezking of the blessed Reformeiion. . .
2. How through Luther's testimony dld the light of the
goanel esrise? In thenlogy, then, Sihler now stood in
the tresditinn which Charles Porterfield Krauth has
enlled the cnnservstlve reformat ion.

In church practice, S3ihler promoted the csuse of
the orthnfox Lutheran grouns of his owmn cownfry. Ve
have observed how during the last years of his stay
in Cermany he was contlnually associated with the

seattered grouns of dissenters from the stste church

1. Ib’.d.’ e IV-VIiI.




of the Prussisn Union of 1817. (He was not concerned
with a larpe church body, but rather with miformity
of doetr!.nej L8he had key-noted this frame of mind
when he exclaimed unon the form=tion of the Union between
the lilchigen men and the Saxons: 9Cne esn well s=2y: But
to what = smsll number the Luthersn Ciarch of lHeorth /fin-
erica has melted!® Dr. Slihler wrote repsrding the second
synodlicnl meeting to Léhe: "What does z growing number
benefit, 1f the unity of epirit does not grow with 1t
bringcing the bullders of the Christisn Church ever
closer tognther?"l As 5 paraon, he carried into his
perich in Amerles 2ll the usages of the dignified pfarer,
overlord «f the Cerman Firche. His liturgicanl rrectice
wen the formel Luthersn nrder observed in Germany. For
veeras nothing btut CGernen wsc used. He was, as Schleier-
nacher would have deserlibed hls former crngregation member,
2 rrince of the church, (Kurze Darstellung.)

As 8 theologlsn, Sihler stands in marked contraet
to the highly tr=2ined and meticulously exact sclentifle
thenloglans of the old German school. !is exegeticel
tre=tises enticlipsted Zahn's running conmentary method,
rsther than = glossery method 28 that used - by Eiyer.2

Vhet = narked ontrast between Sihler snd Walther, whose

1. Hochstetter, on. eit., pn. 148. 162.

2. Cf. "Klarer rrwels, 4asz Rdm. 7, 14-25 nur von
dem wiederpebornen handelt,® Lehre und VJehre, vnl. 76,
no. 4.

B Gl T N ey, T

- P——




37

dooctrinal nresentntion wea slways formal! Walther was
frequently a6 formal ass Acquinas himeelf with hie
A) Thesen, with a comrendium of doetrinal oninion snd
" B) Anti-thesen, buttressed by another battery of dog-
matlc exposltions. 8Sihler zas a theoslogismn stands in
the ssme contrast with other writers of csrly Americsn
Lutheranism with thelir Coraesn Unlverslty training. We
night compare him also with Crémer with his formal
orgaenization of his Compendlun der Theslogle der Véter.
He hiumsel? wirote 2 reveallng exnlanation of his own
exegstical method in one of his most extended exegetical
uxzdertﬁkiggﬁ, his brief comuent-ry on the pastoral
gniatles, fle writes:
It 12 not the iatention in the following
srticle to trest these Epistles in the menner
of the new gselentifie, thecloglesl, and lesrned
exegensis. The writer dres nnt have the necessary .
training nor siill. He wriltez nuch more in
regord to our mresent church practices snd needs
giving commente G» theae letters. As far ss
Cod 21lows we will apnly the comfort of this
Seripture to the miniasters of the ilord.

Mn spite of his terminsgl degree and broasd trsining,
hie interest was truly practlesl, the dist imguishing
feature of sll his '.mrk_._‘

Hiz theologleal thinking wes not st 2ll originsl.
He would heve considered reevaluction as surrender and

novelty =82 2 superfluous gesture, even harnful. His

1. “Die Priefe 3t. Pruli an Timotheum und Titum

oder das apo=tolische Pastorale,* Lehre und Yehre, vol. 10,

no. 8, on. 181-186.
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".'émositlons Were not exceptional, often, in fact, very
oxrdinary. But his effectivenesz wes due in the ﬁain to
two fentures of sll his theslogiocszl exmosition. The ane
was hie rigorous conaistency of alm asnd exposition. The
other was his vigorous conviction which ensbled him to
write with » contaglous enthusiasm.

He was in his historlc situation a key figure in
the Christian Church. HHe was one of those outstsnding
men who nansged the trensitien from the Euronesn church
to the church of the Amerileen Frontler. Perhans his
chiel simificence lay in the fact that he effected the
continuity between the church of the past with the fresh
grovwing chureh of his day and between the church of the
old eouniry and the church of the new. As though to
" carlecature this imrortant feature of his career, Sihler
all "is l1life maintsined an =2ctive snd extendied correspondence
with leasdere of the Luthersn ohurches of Germany snd
thrrurgh constent siudy, never loat his svpreeiztion of
the historic tradltion of Lutheranism of the ps~t. His
broa? scholarly tralning, ouistanding sdminigstrative
ebility, snd intimete contzet with the Léhe foundstion
in Cerneny helped %o tridpge the gep between Luther-n
orthodoxy in CGerneny and Amarioa.l

The story ef his contributions to the literature of

fmerican Luthersnicm is lsrgely the story of the apnlication

1. Carl linuelshagen, Americsn Lutheranism Surren? ers

to_Forces of COcnservatism, University of linnesota Dootorate

hesis, s De 74,




of these vrinciples acquired in the bosom of the church

of Germesny tn the new conditions of 19th century Anerican
frentior life. This required a 2tesdy snd understanding
mind, 2 ready snd practlical hand. -We shall make a

epeclal and extenslve study of how thisman through his
writings for nerioflesle and his nublicatlons plaved an
imrortsnt role in shaning the destiny of the Luthersn
church in America. 7§is doctrinal stastements wers reneatedly
directed ftovard reaf{irning snd elgborating the e-nvietions
ef orthodox Lutheranism. By way of illustrstion of his
great wnwavering s#nfi coneistent loy~lty to the position
which he had embraced dne- ne~d only refer to e writing

of 18681 nt the height of hiz earceer in which he elaborstes
the doctrine of Justification by falilth ftreating of 1its
eseance, ite reletion to other srtlicles of Chrlstian
dpetrine, snd on the danger of diminishing the glory of
this doctrme.l Again, as late s 1332, at the end of
his 1ife he wrote snother srticle simed &t synoerglsm

and the adveeates of lielanchthon's facultas se spplicandl
8d mretism end conversely in supoort of gols fidel snd
Sola ggnts.a.z Thils indlcates hie great constency in
theologieal msl:;ion_, to which only one excentinn was
ever clleged, th-t ia. hic expreasions on the dogmg of

election, which will be discussed l=ter.

1. “YReferat tber die Predligt der rechten Lehre von
der Rechtfertigung," Lehre und Wehre, vol. 7, no. 2, D. 43

am Nno. 3. pp. 75-92-
8. Mlelche Haunt wmd Grundlehren der helligen

" Bohrift werdén durch den Syngergismus wesentlich verderbt
und gefdlscht?” Lehre und Wehre, vol. 28, no. 4, pp. 145-

148.
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A siriking 1llustration of his sdantation snd genius
for gsolving rroblems of clurch orgenizetieon is found in
his a-plication of the Lutheren em--;hania on the universsl
priesthood of all bellevers znd autonony of the loeal
congrepgation to the mroblen of church government in
Anerica. Though &t first he seens to have favored zn
orgenization favoring more nower for the elergy, upon
contscet wlith Vislther he chonged In faovor of the congreée-
gationsl foru end concurred in the fan~us article seven
in the {iscouri Hynod ceon=titution vhich declsres that
the aynod 1s merely on advigory body ond later wrote
such articles ss *Ein Ernctes Bedenken® in which he
discugeed the ercceutive power of Syneod, as well go its
Judieisl rower, snd the expressions of the Eonfesuiond
‘n the natser of congrsp=tional govermment. Begsucse
his views, gngmed in the a=sme sniriitual bed as cther
Americen conservoitlve Lutherans, concurred so conslstently
wish thoce of Welther and the cther founders of the
Migeourl Syned, 1t is Aifficult o distingulish his
individual coentribution snd infliuence. His msny writings,
hovever, testirty beyond doubt te the lmcortance of hils
taslk in bridging the gop between the old Furopeszn Church

end The new Church of the Amerlicon frontler.

1. Lehre mnd ?le-hre, vol. 13, no. 12, pp. 358-36L




Chapter IV
The Founding of the Hisgsourl Synod

After this nrelininery measure of Sthler's stature
a?” a thenlo~izn and a churchmen, we shall study the
imneet which he mede ucon the church body which he
helned orpanize and later his influence u-on the Chureh
et lsrge. VWe c=2n do no better than at this point to
aketeh the religlous situstion of the neriod in which
Sihler bhegsn his work in America. We have slresdy
not<d conditions in the Germ.en Church, the renercussions
of the Prussizn Union on church organizatinsn with the
pletint pgrouns, the dissenting orthodox groung, the sver-
whelming majority in the new offlelsl state church. TWe
have slse considered the thenlogiesl trenda of thet dey
in Gernsn thought, the rationalism evident everywhere
with 1ts stifling effect on the snirltu?l'life of the
church, the romanticlst influence evident in Schleler-
macher's thernlogicnl thought which wa= to see further
development and extensive accentence through the
medintion of the Ritschllan school, and the new
aggressive epirit of the dissenting Luthersn grouns
snd their interest in North Ameriecocn misslons.

The Desn of Ameriesn church historilsns, William
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Warren Sweet, glves a succinct description of the
slitustion in America during the restless thirties snd
forties of the 19th oentury.l The national era, ended
about 1330, =2nd the neriod from 1830 to the Civil Var
wag rightly eslled the ers of sectionalism. Iikewise
the trend in church affairs resulted in divisiona and
subdivisions of the ch:rches, while each denominstion
begen to em~hasize 1ts own neculiar interest. Loyalty
to 2 denrninntion now became the grest em-hasis. An
individuslistic attitude dominsted the vhole nation.
Emtionalisn prevalled everywhere, especlally in
religion,

The Ameriecsn Lutherans eontributed a2 full share to
the strife end controversy of these yesrs. This was
the neriod of the prest strugele between the nsrty
in the General Synod which sitemnted tn “Americanize
the Imtheran Church” by a liberal interpretatinn of the
Confession and the Conservativeas. This narty wasg
headed by the outatsniing leader Samuel §S. Schmucker
who ws2 p nrominent man of the church figuring the
found ng of Gettvsburg Seminary and Pennaylvanls
College. He was oniosed by & growling conservative
nparty insisting uon the strict adherence, not only ta
the Augsburg Confession, but tn the symbolieal books
associsted with 1¢. In the greast wave of imnigration

1. The Story of Rellgion in America, po. 373 ff.
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which begsn about 1830 and continued wntil long aﬂ:'er
the Clvil VWar, the conservatlve Luth-rans grew in strength
end the Luthersn Church veered towari the confessinnal
position. Between 1830 and 187 the Lutheran 1increase
was three times thnt of the genersl ponulation. In the
deecade Jusat »revious to the Civil War nesarly 2 million
CGermans came to Amerlea. lisny of these Cerm=n immigrants
were Ron2n Cnstholics but a majority were Luthersns.

This move wze due to en economic denreasion in Cermsny
corres-onding to £ prosperous era in America, ss well

a8 to the oworesaion of dissenting Luthersna by the State
Church. lisany were nessantz, since the nost-Naroleonie
neriod prosned with onpressive taxation and in additlon

s serles of cron fellures intersnersed with terrifically
cnld winters wrought untold misery. 1In the years 1816-
1817 =2 veritstle gtate of femine exlsted in Southern
Cermany. The industriasl eristocracy ws= overthelming
the craftsmen a2nd small treders. From 1815 to 1830 the
aversge exodus from Germany wss estimated sz over 12,000.
The revolution fipguring the Burschenschaften movement
with its slogen "Honer, llberty, fatherlend® falled =nd
meny Germsn politicel libersls were obliged tn lenve

the country. From 1330 to 1845 the aversge snnunl
enigration rose t~ sbeut 40.000.2

1. Ibid., p. 387.
2. GC=rl E. Schneider, The Cerman Church on the
Americsn Frontier, pp. 1-0.
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li=ny of thene Germana:were hostile tn all religlon.
It woulé not be correct to 3ay that only the sducated
univeraity-trained Germens were anti-religious. A
varliety of tyrea, rsnging from sentimental nietists to
abendoned infidela, c-neressted on the frontier. The
least influential cultural factqr wan the nletist pessant
end the common laborer. 'Nor were the indigent nessant
groups always soirituzl minded. Propsganiists snd in-
ongters haéd slsn penetrsted thelr rante and stirred un
rntaponism to religlon. F‘requer;tly the frontier farmers
succumbed to materizlism and their settlements became
hotbeds of mfz.dellty.l

On the other hsnd, the many Lutherans of the
forming snd smell trades cless haé come from the small
heré-preased diassensing churches, often becsuze of
oopresecion, hed l-grned to exnect hardshin and 4ifficulty
in malnt=2ining their ties with the chirch. They often
lived far epsrt. In worldly gnods ther were poor, but as
a rule they were resdy to reeceilve preochers of their own
church. These -reeschers were entirely different from
most of the nrotestent frontier missiloneries snd tynical
circuit riders in their theolopy and in their a-ornach
to the settlers. They held to the orthodox confes~ional
trpdition. They did not secent the new messures® of

the revival frontier churches, remlniscent of Finney, et.sl.

1. 7Ibid., p. 32.
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They sought out people of thelr own lmnpusge snd relicim
ond made 1little a2ttennt to win the Englishy, Thene
preachers received no money and 1ittle hon~r. Thay
could fipure on the bare essentisls only. It wes men
of this kind who lald the gmund for the firsi Lutheran
aynnd of the Middle Border. The endless rides, mostly
cn horsebsck,brought great discomf»rta snd dangeré.
liiesionaery journeys lasted usually six or seven weeks.
In thenlogieal learning they were nerheps not so
nroficient, thoupgh s university tra2ined minlster giving
2ll for the church was not an infreaquent excention.
Thelr library consisted often of s hendful of books
end@ there wes 11ttle ovnortunity for study. Whet the
herd lreked, the heasrt susnlied in mmth.l These Were
the minicters of the rontier and the Lutheran neonle
of the Midwestern soll whom Sihler wae to infiuence =nd
fulée in the formntion and growth of the iscourl Synod.
3ihler together with Frnst and saveral neators and
one tescher hrd left the Ohio synnd in 1845 bec=use they
considered the laxlty in adherence t» e~nfessional J
nrineinles on the nert of the synoé =a 2 distinect de‘.:-i;l.lbat—
ing factor in the work of the chureh.z They felt that
esnecinlly here wvhere the state dnes not suprort or guide
the church, 2 clear confession 1s necesssrs’/ unless sl1l,

to quote sn oft used phrase, was to sink into a "Werschwonmene

1. Volf, on. cit., pn. 342=344,
2. LebensIauf, TI, p. 52.
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lMasse,” in which the mmuwhnlesome "enthusiassm® hed the
unner hnnd.l Vie may get an ides of Sihler's ministerial
ideals from liis eulogy of one of the most active con-
fesalonal Lutherane in CGermsny dwring those decsdes. 1In
his obituary of Wsrl Strébel, licentiste in Zeltz and
assistent to Dr. Rudelbsch and Dr. Guericke in writing
for the Zeltschrift fdr Intherische Meolonlé uwnd_TXirche,

he commended him for those virtues which he no doubt
recommended to his fellow clergy. For one thing, he was
proud of his scholerrly aschievements noting th=t Dr.
Delitzsch had found his comments and critioisms “characterhaft
und frisch.”® They were of the right Lathersn spirit in
teesching and in gusrding. o one wan more snirited in
denouncing the corrunting unionism in the State Church,
the melristisn naplam, the false mride of false=Lutheran
papers, the mixing of church snd stste, snd warring

for Cod's Vord and on the ground of the L_utharan con-
fesalonn. Sihler thenked God that his witness was
better received by those on this side of the Atlantic
than on thet and nrayed thet hie memory might remein

a blesslmr_.»:!2 Sihler himaelf endeavored 1ln his own
ministry to atizsin to this pattern of idesls which he

lauded in Strédbel. He endeavored, moreover, to mold

1. Jokn P. KHoehler, Oeschichte der Allgemeinen
ev.-luth., Synode von Wisconsin und anderen Staaten, p. 98.

2. iekrolo isches,® Lehre und Wehre, vol. 28,
no. 2, np. 57=53, S e T Tty :
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the ministerinal candidates whom he trained in the
Seminsry he was to helo found and the meny frontler
elergy vhom he was to influence in his writingm o this
form.

As we shell note presantly, ﬁihler was of immenze
influence in the ore;:-..n!.zat!.-nn of synod, the e-mnesition
of the synodlcsl eonatitution, the formulation of the
practiesl s lication of the dootrines of the chureh snd
rel-ted netters, and in his wor% of trzining seminszry
students £né tenchers for the prrochisl achool systenm.|
our nsin interest, however, will be %o study tha inoress
li{?%(}?'l- 3}2 mzde unon the church in genersl threouch.-his

cnnzr}}.qg_i_g;r_xgx t0 1:}1_5.3 literature of the churech. He early

begen to erticulnte his strong views in the perilsndicsls,
monngravhe, snd full volumes of sermons snd nroetiesl
thEnlopicnl trestices, It ie theze writings which
command aneclirl ritention. Hext te the éé.itm* then=
gelves, he ws2 one of the mnst zeslous coniributors.

For the Lutherzner he wrote over eighly artleles zné

for Lehre und Wehre, the theologlieal J'oum el o the

igsouri Synod, he wrote nore then thirty longer articles

end meny shorter st-tements. He slsn wrote meny srticles

for the Zeupen der Vahrheilt. It was Psr Lutherener which
Y. W. SBweet chzracterized as euch g nowerful influence

in maintaining Luthersn orthodoxy. That neriodicsl =nd

the Lehre wmd Wehre, the offlciasl thenloglcsl magazine

1. De. €1t., . 3870

—
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end often the only theologleal Jowrnal which the frontier

phagtors could offord for subserizticn, were hirhly
influentlsl In asintaining snd develoning the thesnloprical
thinking of the nionesyr thes logiany It 1 there th=l wm

must go for en evasluatlon of Sihler's influence on the
develorment of the Synodical position on many molnts
of tesching =nd praci:!.ce.

Flrst, however, & Lriel sketch of Sihler's nsrticination
in the orgenizatlion n? Svnod end his work as Tounder and
instructor of the practicnl seminsry will nrove helonful
in dellneating Sihler's st~tus in ecclesis=tleal affalrs.

Sihler was resconsible in large pert for the imnetus
which leazd to the formation of the union of sll the
widely scattered conserv-iive churchmen of Amerlesn
Luthersniasn vwho finally folned into the unlon desipnated -
as the Evangellical Luther=n Synod of Lissouri, Ohic, snd
Other Stastes. Ve have »reviously relsted how the Léhe
meit had bern attrescted ¢~ Walther and the Ssxon imnigrants
of O%t. ln;_:is snd Perry County through thelr resding of
the Luthersner and how the other rrou~s Trom Michigsn
hnad 2lso Teen draun %o thenm. [Tn 2 letter of Walther's
sddressed to 3ihler, Jenuszry 2, 1845, we resd: "We
pre strongly convinecad thet without sn externcl wnien
0of the true Luthersn ministers snd their congreratinns
the unlity of the Spirit and therewith the nuritr of
doctrine eannot be malntained, and even less will the

talents of the individusl be devoted to the common gond. !
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Upon 8lhler®s question, "Would it not be nnssible to
form s unlon together":g&m our brethren?® Walthepr
replisd: "I hold ths%t not only possible but most
Gesirsble end rich in wronmlise for our mutual welfsre;
inderd, I consider 1t eszentizl, for consclence's sske,
if it can be zchleved. « « « I for ny part am willing
to nske any nosslble sacrifice in crder %o bring such
2 union into being.” In this conviction, three c¢on-
ferences were srrenged. The LShe men met 1n Cleveland,
Ohio, in Seprtenmbter, 1845, and dissolved their connections
with the Ohio S:fnod.l The next step wes = meeting in

Welther's 5t. Louis home for the diseussion of the »lan

of union snd drafting & tentstive constitution. Yelther
was nn doubt the undis-uted lesder in orgenization. In |
his sutoblograpvhy Sihler writes:

Pastor VWalther welecomed ue hesrtily to
his home and his good wife waes most cordisl. ‘
Wnlsher inonressed ues most of all. He was l
not sr yet thirty-five, but he seemed much :
older. « . lle was full of sririt and life. “
He wps the enlivening and form=tive in- \
fluence, outlining princinles for & wion
of congregstions, 2 synod. He showed sneclsl
telents for gr:_:rnnize tlon, of uwhich I possess
very little.

The orgenizational neeting was finally held 1in
Ghicapo, Anril, 1847, st S%t. Peul's Church.  Dr. Sihler
nresched on Acts 2: 42.1n the afternoon service of the

npening day's mesting. The scceptance of the Scrintures

1. #. G. Poleclk, The Building of s Crent Church, ». 65.
2. LeBemslauf, If, PD. 52-53.




as the Vord of God and the accentance of 2ll of the
symbnlicrl booka of the Luthersn Church was made requisite
to rmenulre and hold men:erahip in the new Synod. The
renumncl=tinn of unlonism and syneretisa of every
desériotion wea required. There shruld be no joint
services snd sacrementsl rites with heterodox eongregations
or of such of mixed eonfeasion. There shonld be exelusive
use of doctrinslly »ure s-enda, hymn-books, and catechisms
in church and schonl. Children should be provided with a
Christisan achonl educptinn.l Sihler wn2 chesen vice-
president 2nd exsminer snd ceollocutor.

That these men lived in a very resl friendly spirit
ond were moat intlimately sttached to e=zch other and
interested in ench other 1s evident throuchout their
vritings, exchonges of letters, as well a2 in the more
form=21l church notices. Sihler in hls obitusry of his
friend Vyneken who had been instrmentasl in overcoming
hig antinnthy for America and in winning him for service
in this comtry, for examvle, opraised him g2 2 man long
%0 be remembered in the church and exvoressed most genuine
gorrow at hls dent‘h.2 From these beginnings in which
Sihler was so active the Synod grew into one of the largest
Lutheran bodies 1n America.

1. Polsek, %_MM%W. D. 74

2. ‘"“Lebenabrisz des am £. kal in elnem alter _
von nghe 66 Jahren in Ssn Franeclsce in dem Herrn ent-
schlafenen Ehrw. Wellsnd Herrn Driedrich Viyneken,
greuverdientedn Ev. lutheriaschen Panstors der Gemelnde in

Clevelsnd Vest, 0Ohilo," Lutherener, vol. 32, nn. 14,
PN 105-108.
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By 1872 relsatlons with other synods had nrogressed
to such nn extent thot 1t seemed practicable to s temnt
2 Joint orgenization of some sort. Accordingly 2 historiec
convention met 2t Milwaukee, June 10-16, comnosed of
represent-tives of the synods of liissocuri, Wisconsin,
Ohin, linnesota, Illinols, and the Horwezien Synod. The
second of two preliminary meetings haé met 1in Dr.
Sikler's church in Ft. Vayne. Sihler wes now one of
the lMissourl Synod delegstes to the joint ennvention of
synods. At thls convention the new bofly was called the
Evanpelical Luthersn Synodical Conference of North Am-
erica. Slhler's hané 1n rel=tions with other ayods
within and without the synodiecel conference will con-
gtitute a2 snecial study below.

The originsl nlsn devised by L8he, the grest snonsor
of llorth Americsn church expansion, the pastor at
Neuendettielsau, Bavaria, cslled for the mreliminsry
prepsr-tion of minlsterisl csndidates in CGermsny snd the
comnletion of the tralning at the Seminsry at Columbus,
Ohlo. In order te nrovide more at lesat partislly
trained stuients s preperatory schonl wa=z fownded =%
lNidrnberg which later: grew into 2 self-supnorting
niasion semin-ry and in 1853 was moved to Neuendettelsau,
from where the work wes continued. The founder wapa

cendidate Friedrich Bauer, a friend of Léhe. vhen, In

the eyes of these Germsn benefactoras, the seninary

at Columbue became deetrinally uneound, the nmove wes made
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to rearrange the orogram. The schonl =t Pt. Wayne was
opened and frnm' 1546-1848 nineteen students csme from
fidrnberg, Auernhein, snd Neuendettelassu to the Ft. Yawme
Seminary. This sunnort furnished through msn power sent
from this Gernan academy continued until 1849 when Léhe
forned the "Gesellschaft £ innere MNission im Sinne der
lutherischen Kirche in Bayern.® Bauer continued his work
until his desth in 1874.1

In August, 1846, Cendidate C. A. V. Roebhelen
broucrht over eleven stuients from Germany snd sscisted
Sihler in instructing then. 3Sihler ovened thils school
in OCctober, 1846, and in Hovenber, 1846, "reof. A. Wnlter
cnne to heln him. In an appesl for donations for the
sunnort of this school published thot yesr in the
Luthersner, Sihler ‘escribed the schnol as serving
the Tollowing purposes:

l, Ve wish to train men full of falith and learning
in Cod's VYord--

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

3. Men who have 2 pood 'noWledge 2nd exnerience
of this truth.

4, lien st:le gnd strong in tesching the lsw and
the poepel.

5. Hien who will serve the chwrch in love and
hunility.

8. Hen who will sufier every croas for the
precious confession,

1. Deindérfer, on. ¢it., pn. 13-15.



7. Men who wlll take herd to self snd 21l the
flock.

8. lien who wlll be diligent 1in m-.ﬂuervinf the
unlgy of apnirlt in the bnl of npesece,-

Soon after the organization of the new Synod, Sihler
war shle To perausde Lshe to transfer thls nroperty to
the ernatitutinnglly orthodox groun as n gift. This
doocument, dated Sepntember 8; 1847, contained the fnllow-
ing interesting conditions: “Thet the schonl forever
2arve the Intherasn Church snd train ministers for 1t;
That the anle medium of instruetion in the Semin=rv be,
and wnalSerably remein, the Germen language: that the
Seninoary remain vhat 1t 1s, nemely 2n institntion which
haa g L%a puraoere the best noasible, but alasn the
quicikzest, prennration of m'eachers and nastors for
the countlesa forseslen German brethren in the frith and
Por the newly immigrating congregations of our bloecd
an® confeanion; that should the nesd arise, the Seminsry
will merve 2las for the training of missionaries to the
henthen natives of Hoxrth ﬁ.:aarlca.g Repeatedly through
the yveers Sihler urote for the sunport of this feminasry
and other schoonls, holding 1% ineantrovertible that
next tn the SuUNNOTE and »romotion of the individunl
eonpgregations, there 13 no more nohkle work than su-mort-

ing the achnole of higher learning, for gedly =nd lesrned

1. %Das lutherische Seminar su FPt. Wayne,*

VOl- 3’ no. 5’ p‘D- 29'&.
2. W. G. Polsck, The Bulilding of a Grest Church,
P. 57.
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instructora in church snd schnol are the noblest pifts of
God.l Until the time of its removal from Ft. Wayne, the
Seminary w=s lsrpgely under the gildsnce of Sihler. He
sunvorted, served a~ pentor, and taught in the Bemlnury.g
An incressingly lerge number of men arrived for study.
The enrollment re ulre’ expansion of bulldinge. The
schonl wan to serve yet snother purpose.

Pastors F. Lochner, 3. L. Dulitz, and P. Flelschmenn,
topether with Mr. Diez iIn 1855 had undertaken to eatsblish
2 tenchers' college in lillwaukee. They were not satisfied
with the location and in the year 1357 synod resolved to
errenge 2 sneelal department in Ft. Wayne for tescher
esndidastes. Fleischmann, Crédmer, Sihler, and hls assistent
teught 211 classes. This arrangement continued w1l
1863 when avnod resolved tn transfer the Terchers'! College
to Addison and provide 1t with new buildim}:s.s This was
the second nroteatant teschera' college for parochisl
achonls to be onened in Amerilca, the first havmg4been
founded by the Lutheran group in Saginew in 1853, Sihler,
who elre=dy in CGernsny hed heen =n instructor and knew
the rower of educstion, was throughout his career an
sctive sun-orser of church-schrol education.

In 1857 sn English escedeny was established in

1. 9An Unsere lieben Synodalgemeinden,® lLutheraner,
an. 26. no. 4| PDe 37“?4‘!3.

2. “cne Hundred Eventful Yesrs under Sihler
1%6—1350," The Springfielder, vol. 10, no. 2, Hovember,
1845, p. S.

E ps. E. A. W. Krauss, Ebenezer, p. 216.

4. Deinddrfer, on. eit., D. 28.
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connection with the seminsry in Pt. Vayne. BHr. S.
Sutermeister, formerly of Boston, wos put in charge of
the scademy which orened on Novenber 16, stﬁler's
eongresntion erected n new building for the acadeny.
This sdventure, howevrr, was discontinued after = yesr
for lack of atudents anéhfunde.

Sibhler snd other synodlesl leaders decided in
favor of cambinling the Practlesl Seminary with the
schonl founded in 1832 by the SaXor immizrsnte and now
dogated In 3t, Louis, Corncordie Seminesry, 2nd =t the
gsanne tilme, move the e~ llege densriment of the St. Louls
comvound to F&. Wayne. Sihler publlshed & morogranh
urging thles sten for varlous reaszons. Again he showed
his oreetlerl insipght in the sctusl ~robleme of the
church., The committee of which he wss s memher Tinslly
printed the following atatements

We scknowledge that, under present circun-
stancea, hardly elther schonl 1s well supplied
with teaching ~ower, snfi ths union of the two
echools, through 2 grester number of tecchers
wnich will work together in one nlzce, will
grently nromote the confessinon of nure doctrine
end the nrovision agsilnat f=lse tezching.

The second reason is: Through such s
union, the vsrious glfts of the teachers
would be svaileble for the studente,

The third reason is: That at the
installation of new Seninzry instrnactors, it
je of most Amcortance that they {ind colleagues
prgeedlng then who cezn initiate them into
ofTlce.

The fouwrth ressen is: Sunervislion over
the gifts of the youthe would be essler,
2llowing weamesses to Le corrected which
otherwise could not be dnne.

" The fifth reeson 1as: 82 that the older
men could have & sslutsary lanflucnce on the




Trom beconing top omoeided. . o7 tne older
The slxth reazon is: The combined faculty

woul? have new and more influentizl svenues to

the outside ss newspspers, snd one volce on

Pheology 2nd ih ings of the da=y in church

mablicationg.

In 1861, by resolutlon of Synod, the transfer
dezeribed was mede. The "practicsl? geminary was
combined with the *therreticsl” seminary in St. Louis.
There Wglther snd Crimer worked together for fourteen
vearn. In 1873 the bulilding of the so-called Illinnis
S%ate Univeraity in Springfleld, Illinois, was offered
for ssle. Rev, F. Buenger of 8t. Leuls snd seversl
nroninent lrynmen Bourht the pronerty for = ladieat
Sem'nery. On Cetoher 12, 1873, this groun, "The
Evangellcel Inthersn Femnle College snd NHpornmsl Schanl
Asoncintlon,® officinlly orzanlzed and purchased the
oroperty. The orojeet was not carried out snd the
building was offeredl te Synod for relief of the crowded
housing. In OctobLer, 1374, at the firat Nelegate Synod
in Fort YWeyne, the resclution was paszed to —urchsse
the 2prinpfield pronerty from the assoclzstlon gnd move
the "practicnl”® senlngry to that clty, 1n gnite of the
six advantsges of the union cited by the commailttees in

1°60. We may be sure that Dr, 3ihler, still active in

1. V. Sihler, Denitschritt =zur eilngshenden Darle
der Grinde fir die Verelnipung der %elﬁen tEqucﬂ. schen
ehrsnstalten in 5%t. Louls und iy die :;n%g en
I Fort Wavyne, isut einnuthipgen Beschlusses

d ;g . Lonis aﬁ%ﬁfgm
Synode, “t. Loulis: Synodaldruckerel




his lsrge perish snd g3 ingtuctor 1n the academy, took
‘sn setive part in ell of these trenssctions. The amownt
of work Sihler =motuslly produced during those bucy days
ensbles the resder to a2a-preclate the touch of wesriness
evident in his Lebenslauf which is more than the
feeblenesn of pge. Fow well might the freguently cuoted
remark of Lord liorley about Gladstone aowly to hinm,

iz industry was more than half his genius,®




Chapter V
8ihler the Practical Churchman

Sihler, the practics2l churchmsn, concerned himaelf
enrly with the many nroblems of church nrsctice, min-
isterial qualifications eand conduct, psrish education,
and the many snclsl acueations of ethlcal and noliticsl
rhilonsonhy. He was firat and foremost the nreetical
ecclesinst, the preacher rather then the secientifie
technicel thenlogisn. Throughout the formstive yesrs
in the development of the lMiscourl Svnod, he pave
eontinusl expression to his philosonhy of the Christian
faith gnd life.

His chief concern was always the welfare of the
Church in its practice. He recognized the character
of the clergy as the pivotal determinant in this respeoct
ond continuelly esddressed himsel? to the queation of
sound nractice in the training ro::_- and exercise of the
ninisteriasl office. It was the imnact of his trenchant
thinking on the affairs 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 selectinon of

students in the Practicsal Seminary, which was in his




charge. He suggested also that pastors ehoosing boys for
the nrenrratory schonls and for the theologiecel sautna:.-,v
in 8t. Louls l_rmuld be guided by certsin essentisl
criterina. The firat conalderstion of the nast~r in
selecting thenlogical tyros was the relipglous dlsmosition
of the yout'hs.l The first thing, he slways maintained,
was the inner attitude towsrd God and men. Next came

the evzluation of the gifts pnarticulerly necessary for
the wor!” of 2 minister. He should eonsider his family
baclkpround, his character, the opinion of older exnerlienced
men. The preparatory scadenies should consider the formal
training less than the sbllity to now nenple snd to be
of 2 pgood ner2onable disnosition. Thirdly, in the c=sse
of those who heve the intellectual pifts, but lsck the
cheracter and temnersment, since it is imnossible that
this should not come to the attentlon of the instructors
in the enurse of tralning, they should be advised to
discontinue, for many of these take three congresstirns
in ranid asuccessicn and resign after the rourth.a How
interestingly close these quslificrtions soproxinate
S9ihlert!s enntemnorary, Horrce Bushnell!s, enncention of
the necessary gifts of the minister. Bushnell sumnarizel
the ministerial sntitudes briefly as & strong moral

ennaciousness, the responsibllity towerd GCod snd man, as

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

2, %igs 18t zu thun, dasz nicht zu ddrftig begsbte
junge Leute ins Ant kommen, die sich spdter als unmégliche
Psetoren erzeipen?® Lehre und Yehre, vol. 25, no. 7.




ean atmosphere of spirituslity rather than of literary
or intellectusl sccom~lishment, snd as including the
neceasnry nrscticel talents, s the a2dministrative
ab!.ltlty.l Both of these coimiding concentions geem
expliciily reminiscent of the deseriptions in the
Pastorsl Eniaties. Thst, at lesst, is the svowed source
of Sihler's ide=sl presentrtion. He was, at any rate,
as his many erticles evidence, cuite wmfamiliar with the
liter=-ture of the contempor=»y Americsen nrotestzntism,
As adminliatrstor of the mractical Seminary for so
meny vesrs, Sihler was well aicmmlntéd with the many'
ethilcsl auestions posed by the ministerisl nrofession.
Since nerotism and desire for prozotion Were not nalled
to the church door together with the ninety-five thesis,
he itnew the harm vwhilch preferred npositisns in the church
mght work smong clergymen. He wes insiztent and nlain
shoken in owmosing thls evil. He, 2% 2 Lutheran theolnglen,
of course, onposed sny pronositlon for control of ministers
by & bishon or my system of rotatlion or aprnointment by
the ministerlum. The Congregotlional orinciple wss
emhodied in the synodlcz2l constitution and, although 1t
occaaioned a divisive controversy with Ldhe sumnoriing
the Iows Synod, 1% was maintained as the gcr'lntural and

Cod-nlensing form of church orgsnization. Thiza system

1. Harrvy C. Howard, Princes of the Chriatisn Pulnit
r——-—-————_—_

snd Pastorste, vol. I, p. 168,
2. . Sihler, "Herr Pfzrrer L8he's Bericht dber uns
und dessen Beurtheilung nach lWahrheit und Cerechtigkelt,®

Lutheraner, January 30, 1855, ppn. 89-04,
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of congrepational sutonomy, with the syned es an sdvisory
end cooverastive body, meant that the oungreﬁat!.&ns

should also Le surreme in choosing thelr own minlaters,
In this connection Sihler observed that a ri;ﬁat—baneving
shepherd is =2 gift of God. He 1s spoolnted by God for
the common good through the call. It is the same God
who in the same way calle s men to a grester common good
at another cnngrag;atlon.l Drawing on his “een insight
into humsn nature, Sihler sugzested the following aids

in overcoming the temptatlon to look for material asdvantages
in asccenting new nositions in the church: The minister

should be eapecially carseful in cazse:

1. the congregation to which he has been
czlled ig lsrger.

2. he would have less workt at the new cherge.
3. there will be snecisl crosses at the new plsee.
4, %the eall is to = big eity.

5. he will have better asanciatliens with nelghhoring
naotora or in the congregatlon.

6. only the larger size of the congregation atiradts
hin.

7. the wife 1s inclined to determine the osll.
In accepting 2 call the minister should reconsider the
ides of the divine c2ll, nray, ask the counsel of zn
nléer man, and finally oreseat the call o his own

congregstlion. These nrincinles still renresent the

1. "Wie soll es vor und beil Annshme elnes neuen
Berufs nicht hergchen und wie soll es hergehen?® Lehre

und Wehre, vol. 25, no. 5, p. 137.
73" Ibid., p. 137.
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acceptad ethlc in the Synod today. (It 18 characteristic
of Sihler that during those years, when Walther snd other
ghurch lesders were highly involved in dnctrinal and
theslogical issues in the discuscions snd controve:'sies
in fmericsn Luthersnisn that wes gwinging the chnrch in
the 19th century towsrd a conserv-tive =osltion, he
ghould be chiefly concerned with the wractical problems
of pacstorsl theslogy and miniaterisl ethics and etiquetty

fle never vaclllated a noment in his oronouncement of
the message of the Christisn pastor. His duty, of course,
wss %o orench the slimale truthe of Ced's Vord.

lilnisters should husble themselves to

bare the sword of the Splrit in the Word.

Pretty sermone 2nd 1illustrations, shining

firewnrds, snd impressisns 2rs no substitute

for God's Word. The presching should not

be done in the msmner of a liethodiat who

attaeclkz the individusl sins, but the law

ghould be directed sg=inst the fundgmentally

sinful hesrt, man's natural pharassisn,

Sermons shouid not be directed sgaingt the

‘eourt cins,” but 2t such commnn vices =28

covetousness. The measage should bLe

founded on Scrinture end werk faith through

the powgr of God in the nromise msde in

Christ.~
The chlef c¢-necern of the pastor should be the spiritusl
heslth of the people, not 211 sorts of exirsmeous soclsl
orogreng. Am-ng his dutles ore thone of the teacher of
the unlearned, correcting the erring, punishing the un-

richteonus, and comforiing the sorrowful. Church discinline

1. Joln H., C. Frits, Pastorsl Thenlogy, ». 83 ff.

o, migs heben wir lutherischen Prediger zu thun
un inmer 4raftiper und elndringlicher zu predigen?® Lelre
und Vehre, vol. 31, no. 2, pn. 36-41.
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shou1d be modeled after the pattern of Matt. 18.1
In the natter of chmch goverment, Sihler, sfter

discussion with Walther, favored the congregational
arresngenent. He concelved of church government as the
nidwey betueen nrlesi-rule snd nennle-rule. He w=a
altogether set agalnst theories of the "historic rifghg?
nf nrinces sid bishong in ruling positions. He eonceived
nf the chureh =z the cengregntion or the gathering of
believers who by the Hely Ghost in bantlism have been
united and bound in the body of Christ. Ths tezching
office snd the responsibilities o the hearers must
alwaye colnecide. The extreme demnerszile =»irit is not
the »nrineinle determining congresrtional government, but
the stan? of God's Vord which in the flegcription of the
llew T.stanent church gives s pleture of the proner
eongrearational srrangexent as well as o the dutles of
the resnective offlces. Congreg-tionzl =2ffeirs rre to
bLe diregted with s true resnect for the Word, for the
consciences of otl* eras, and, in generasl, in concern for
the conmom ['nnd. Ve esslly recogize this concention

of the Church ns that of the iuthersn Reformers, as well
a2 the Celvinist schelaztles In large -:;srt.a

In 1870, with the aynodicsl organization not yet

1. "Wie Werdien wahrhaft lutheriasche Gemeinden
gegrindet und erzogen?" Lehre und Vehre, vol. I, nos,
6. 9, vol. II, nn. 1l.
2, Ibid., vol. III, nos. 2. 6. 8., vol. IV, no. 1.
3. Jofm 7. Mcieill, °The Church in Post-Reformation

Reformed Theology,” The Journal of Religion, vol. XTIV,

noe. 2' e 96-99
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twventy=7Tfive years old, Sihler thought he detected sipgns
of spiritusrl decadence. Kor wns he at a loss Tor
suggeated remedy. The Synod had grown from ten -oongre-
gations and fifteen padtors in 1847 within twenty-three
vears tn aver three hundred and £ifty oestors with two
hundred sealstente. 3lhler dirvected his fellow church-
mnen against recourse to the many devices avallable for
stimul~tinys interent 1in church alfairs, but which fre-
guently »rove detrimentsl in the course of time. For
~ne thlng, the reintroductilon of the old Lutheran
ceremnnies, fine an he thought they were, would not help
overcome snirltusl apathy, but might meteriaslily inorease
it. #Por snother thing, the multinlication of sncietles
and elubns will not overcome 5 fMndamental indifference
to the Christian messarpe. The evll will not be checked
Ly new Luilding besutiflicstion snd erpansion nrogrsma,
The true remedial measure w2s the preasching of the Vord,
the apnirilted s2mnlication of the anti-thesis of law and
gosnel tn the 1lives of men. This required 1t.:ve, wisdon,
natlience, and nraver. A deviece for meintalining nerssnal
eonitact with the laymen wa=z the insistence on versonsl
communion annomcement.1

[a one of the first innovations 8ihler made when he
took charpge of the parish st Pomeroy, Ohio, and sgain at

1. 9®Was hzben wir lutherischen Prediger tel der
beginnenden Eprschla®mg, Satthelt und Verweltlichung in
unasrn Gemelnden asuch innerhalb unsrer Synode vornshnlich
zu thun, un, wae sn uns ist, diesen Bbeln ndgllchst zu
wehren und das hin und her ermat:iende (Qemeindeleben durch
Cottes Cnade und Segen wieder Aufzufrischen und zu heben?*
Lehre und Vehre, vol. 16, no. 8, pp. 225-242.

Samanae




Ft. VWiayne, Indl~ana, wss to insist u-on the practice of
announceanents for the Communion service. Closed Comanunion
_"_-_-'-_—-——-——

wag ineisted upon and the announcenent for a2t “andence a2t

the lord's Sumner gave h1im_an oonortunity to ment intimately

with the menlera of the congregation_ for diseussion of

qat:erw_gihgﬂf{: falﬂh:@}fe. ile found 1% an effective
srrangenent in hls work and constantly through the

¥aoars, wvherever o ortumity af Jorded, he urged this
praetice unn She Synod until it becsme vracticslly the
universally mceepted mrocedure. He regretted thet in
many Lutheran synoda the nractice was not carrled out.
“The fashionallzs prrezchers of the zp-called CGeneral
Syrod,* he observed, "allowsd Christlsns in godd standing
of all churches o attend freely. . . .7 The practice

of aminuncenent wa=s AL that (ime also not carried sus in
the Cenersl Councll. He lanented the fact that in meny
of the larger eastern cﬂﬂﬂregﬁtinns of the Svnod the
Reformed, the lodge “ro*herq, ani unionists cnuld narticinate
a2 Treely as others of professed Lutheran conviction.
Thase men whin do not womote privste ennfsssion nmust be
without knowledge o without cnnasclence. ¥He supreated
Lather's Christiasn Queztions and s fatherly methad of
afddrese in these nrivete interviews —rior to the Com-
aunion. He is largely responalble for ma™ing the
recitation of Bible verses gnd catechlsm portions during
this announcement occs2inn custonsry for the newly

conflrmed, ¥oung nensple, and servants. He unheld this
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practice in preference to house calls for several ressona.
in giving instructions in the nrivate houes the pastor
nay not have enough tine for inatruction, since the
househnld aflalirs eonatantly Ainterfere. Those visited
mey not be in the mood for =such discussion, but in the
announcement prractice, they can chnozse the tine for the
Interview. And finally, in large congregetions the nastor
is too busy meking calls on the slck and erring to meke
calls on those in gnhod si:nnding.l This system of znnouncement
with %the pastor bDefore attendsnce gt Communion became
standard vractice in the Mlssourl Synod and 13 generslly
eontinued to the mresent. It 12 p necessary concommitant
to the precilce of closaed Uommunien which has s doctrinal
tania,

Sihlexr had sn eye also to the parsonage. He had s
word of advige Tor choosing a shepherdess for the nparsonsge.
She should not be a "phlilistine,® but a believing, dis-
ereet, well-mannered, good housekeeper. A man who sbove
other difficulties must countermand the influence of his
own wife will hardly be successful. All of this sounds
si interesting note, conming from the men ¥ho married his
wife the day after meeting her. The children sre the
object lessons fgr the layity and sho:ld be the psator's

Primary CnYiCEI'N.

1. "Zuwr Beichtanmeldung und threr seslsorgerllichen
Bentdtzung, * Lehre und VWehre, vol. 24, no. 3, pp. 65=-76.

2. "Mas 13t cer Wille Gottes in Hinslcht auf das
eigene Housregimesnt der Diener der Kirche?® Lehre und

Wehre, vol. 24, no. 6, pp. 161-168.
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The nunber of ohurches in hls own town, due larpely

to Sihlerts own offorta at church exnansion onéd the

I

constont 1itosls of hiles ovn congregstinn, increazed from

sne to ten. lils experiaice znd comsel in the matter

of the founilnp and supnor't of new churches beeceme the

noxrnative synodleal mrinelple for many yesrz, thoush it

han since been quite reversed, ﬁe felt that the small
conizepeslone who seel helo in Dullding Just becsuse o
they are amall snd poor, should often in love be roe -fj)é
fused. They could dn as rich large esn-rersilions 4id

when they were small and poor--bulld smell log c‘hurches_.J

The menbers in caring for thelr owm chwrrches shruld leam

%o love and =ppreciste them the more. There are, however,

he held, certsin cazes in which the older churches

should help the yomger churches. One case 1s that when

o unleon or evangelicsl church group comes ¢o the pure

doectrine, lesves the lesrge church and needs helo for a

building. Another case is 1n the coast toms where a

small eongregation must serve many lnmipgrants besidea

zné cennnt scconnodate them. A finel caze is thst of a

smell Lutheran church next to a large lodge filled

chureh, atriving with 2 debt burden to serve the pure
i

doctrine. In genersl, hiz orincinle was to subgidize

B

the omnall conpraghpilions wherever 1t 1s in s snecial zense

the church militsnt. This »rinciple was followad as the

1.' Mjelche Genmeinden soll mesn in ihrem Xirchbsu
unterstitzen?? Lutheraner, vol. 23, nn. 21, p. 161.
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nnereiisnal basle for church exnension until the reletively
recent neriod of ~ substsntial clmrch extension fmd and

2 more elrborste system of misszlon Lonrds in charpe of

the homa misael-n effort, In a practicel way, Sihler
voloe? congtent ammesla Tor ald threurhont the vesre,
rerueating overything from money to hoarsez sand ssddle

Lags. He wer bullding 2 great frontier church,

Today the Hinsouri Bynad hes well over 1,100 perochial
schiools in addition tn the scndemles snd colleges. Sihler,
hinael? = former tezchar, well sware of the immnrtance
of indoctrination duringe the feorm=tive ye=sre of child
frowth, wnn conaetent ~nd enerpgetie in his ~ron-~tinon and
aunport of the porochinsl schoels of Svnod from the very
beginnings. 'n%il the Teachers! training school wsa re-
nmoved Trom Ft. Wayme to Ad@lson, Illinole, from where it
wnn subsecuently removed to River Forest, Illinnis,

Sihler tonk p direct interest in tescher training. He
vieve@ children £2 "the hepe of the future® snd urged the
nore comnlete contral of their envircnment such sz the
perochlsl schonl suprpllen. WHe wes rerdy with supgrestions
to the perents for nre-schosl training. Perente shonld
proctice conetsnt fanily devotliona. Efforts sh~uld be
nafe to birin; the teacher:z inte close acruaintance with
the femily eirele end after the child sz begun schonl

the perentes should coonerste with the teacher snd not

1. "Herzliche Bitte sn die Ceneinde der Synode,®
lathersner, vel. 19, no. 6; v. 45.
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fipht for their own fleszh and hlond. The mnat imnortent
factor in home treining, Sihler repratedly emchanized,
is thet the lesacns of Chriastianity be :u.ved.l

The tercher in raturn should hold up to the chila
the high office of the narent in accordance with the
fourth commendment. He should be ss a father to the
children, trke the nerents into hils confidence, snd
himzelf associste with pood Christisn neonle, and shove
#11 "gvnld Dbeing snddled with = worldly womm."a Sihler
continued his pedarngleal inatruction with somnd warning
siainet beconing 2 “stick-master, ” becpuse vhen the
fear of the otie™ iz lost, 211 ia loat. Tn oontrast, e
nersonat:le amnroech of a laving Christisn man w-a the
desired atnture of the teachar.s

As vreviously observed, it ins imnonsible to delineate

in anyv sneclr!.'s i tbp exact imnress of Sihler's own

=

idens on thoze of the Bvnod. It is impnesible to evaluate

e
—— e e

the e:rtent m:' H.n .tni'luence with any preet degrae of

T ——— —

ECTTECY, "‘hln 15 true boeame many of the chrech

— o = —

wnrktsrn who oame o .ﬂ.":ar!.ea sml Joined $his new Synod

e —— e

'1n the Liidﬂle \'-est hﬂn cama u-om orthodox Lutheran

——

eonvictiions :’nr which Sil.hler 8tood. The le=ding men of

—

the #Higsouri Svnod, as Walther, Crimer, Wwneken, =nd

1. "Von den heilssmen Zussmmenwirken von Hsus und
Gohule zu Hutz und Frommen der Yindew,®? Ianthersner, vol. 20,
no. 10, »n. 73=74, N ST

2. Ibid.' e 75=77.

3. Tieber dae evangelisnche Verhzlten eines christlich
gesinnten Oene’ndeschullehrers, theils gepen seine Schulkinder,
theils gegen dle Gemelnde, thells pgegen den Pastor," Lehre
und Wehre, vol. 8, no. 12, »p. 355-364.
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others, weore all of the so-ecslled “sli-Lutheraner? posltion
endé this faetor makes 1T additlonzlly aifficult to evaluate
Sikler's Individual eomntribution. Nevertheless, hieocsuse
the outstandlng men of the ezrly davs confined thelr
wrlting lorgely Yo Theolopglesl trentlses and Sihler wsos
one ol Sthe three main coniributors to the Synodicsl
periodicals, therefore his mracticnl articles were all

the more lmporient. Ids opinlons on sll -pmétlcal

uatters are of value not only for Lelng repr:sentative

of the commn oninion held by the memberahlin of the

Synad, but also as highly Influentlal a2 a formstive,
factor for the growing nuia'bnr of new menb=rs. In this
larger vwsy, he was most influentlal in the develornent

of doatrine and practice in the Hiasourl Synod.



Ghapﬁer VI

Sihler's Soclal Consoclousness

#111liem Sihler, though s churchmesn of the Euronesn
tredition with a strongs bend towerd the bhesring of the
stsid CGerman pfarrer, nevertheless nosseszed an active
social consciousness. A survey of the titles of verious
erticles wvhich he submlitted to the most widely eirculated
nerindienls in the Hisrourl Synod during the 19th cent-
ury, a2 cited in Anpendices 1 and 2 below, will indieate
his wide rance of interest in soclal nroblems. He con-
celved it to be his nrimary task, hnwaver,-to build the
church constituency first of all by recrulting the many

inmigrants snd then by orgenizing those CGermsn Lutherzns

in the widely secsttared settlenents of the lldwest into
eongregs-tiongs. Without an orgenized groun, 1t would
have bteen 1lm-ossible to erbark on any extensive nrogram
of soclal work, because of the poverty of the masny and
the 1zdk of any cohegive or centrinetsl force to nromote
groun action. His interest, nrompted 1n part by the
needs of the time 2nd im part by his own backeround and
predis-osition, wss primarily in the niniatry of the

Word, 1n schools for the training of mreaschers and teachers.

He wac no Passavant or Flledner to make 2 sustalned effort
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in the oromotion of charities.

It 1s by no means possible to exhauat the wide range
of sociel usuestlons which d4id come to his rtiention and
prompted him to articulate his views in church periodiesls,
These veried firom soclallism and strlkes to nihilism =nd
the future of the country.l Vile mny exsanine more closely
zone of the rr'pre‘entntive ethical and mllt_!.eal problems
current in that dsy with s view towsrd sn inslght into
Sihler's position snd the sul:sequent develonment of
cherseteristic attitudes in the chmreh which he rerresented.

The most sctive yeara of Sihler's ministerial carear
fell into the tumultous vperiond around the Clvil Wer,
when the sectionalism that hsd been develoning sinoce the
cloze of the nstiongl period eround 1830 finally oul-
ninated in its loglcel extreme. During these yearsz of
political unreat, Sihler gave exnression most fren*ly
to nll the censure one man 2t one time could heap upon
conditions as they prevailed at the time. He rroduced
2 whole baztery of articles and monogrenhs flaying all
thone eontributing to a party s»irit, demagogues,
extremists of every sort. He dld not hesitzte to
chastise the -ublic for docllity and indifference with
such connotative expressions 28 "Herr Omnes following
like sheep,” etc. He gave occasion more than once for

the editor to spnend the notation:

1. "Btwas fdber Soclaldemokratie, Communlisrmus
und Nihilismus,® Luthersner, vol. 40, nos. 15. 16. \
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Mihen the editor recelves this srticle, he does so
not to Lrinz the purely politlcal expressions to the
fore, but rather bewmuse of the critique included
concerning the moral condition of our »eonle. %e hone
that the latter ain will be pleasing alsn to such as do
not sgree with the former. "1

Sihler not infrequently succumbed to the fault
ageinnt which he hsd with regulesrlty warned others,
lnoking 2t politleal snd social conditionn through
the dark glsassea of nessimism. Thiz fault not only
cccesinned meony gloony oredictions az to the future
of the n-tion, but distorted his historical nersnective
as well. Here 18 o tyoleal »ilcture of conditions
during end after the Civil War s Sihler saw them:

Anyone who hs= llved in this l-nd ten
vesrs or longer has geen how Cod ha=z increas-
ingly blessed 1t, woods are removed, land
elesred, man* immigrsnts, espeeizlly Cermsna,
have by diligence and worlk, used to sparing
and gelf-auf’iciency, blessed the land with
finoncial and labor power. Even the noor
through hard work and nlanning csn come to
nwn soneth'ng of thelr own. FEsneeclnslly we
Gernen Imthersns in this land have a2 snecisl
blessing of the pure Word. Wh=t is lscking?

n God'z2 part, nothing. On man's parte-

misuse of temrorel glfts snd thanklessneas

for the =zniritusl gifte. Consequently, also
the eivil affsirs sre in = lementshble oconditien.

If we conaider the ruling snirlt of the
neople end compore 1t with thrt of the time Jﬂ

of the establishing the Unlon, we see grester
retrogression. At that time there was more

1. %ias haben wir lutherische Chriaten, wir
seien elngehborene oder eingewsnderte, Angesichtas der
furchtboren Schéden und Verderbnisse, wie im birgerlichen
Gemeinwesen, 80 in den gesellachaltlichen Verhéiltnissen
und der bedrnlichen Zukunft unseres Vaterlsnds, jetst
voarnehniich zu thun?” Luthersner, vol. 23, no. 16,
pp. 121-124,
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ferr of God, ethicsl simnllicity, real love of

the Fatherlsnd and mursult of righteousness in

the lsnd. At thet time there wss no such an

unfortunste, carnal, party snirit, but neonle
elected moral, honorsble, patriotic, wlse snd
exnerienced men who had the common good in

hesrt =2nd mind. Even in the State from Cov-

ernor down to town constable men were chnsen

for their wiasdom and virtue,

The true picture of the wisdom and virtue in Colonisl
Amerilca, however, was one of & small nercentage of
church members, noor morals, drunkeneas, vice, frequent
robbery, smgeling and pgrt rmning, anything but the
idenlism here described.

In this article written in 1359 on the eve of the
Civil Ver, Sihler cherccierized the times as a neriod
in which private interests were carried into the election
of public officials, slesnders agrinst nublic men were
vinlent and common, frauinlent voting was the pr-etice,
nopuleyr revresentatives betrayed the common gnnd of
the Inited States, rowdies actually strengthened desnots
gbrnad by ma'ing the democratic system the laugh of

Burone. All these public svils were compnlemented by the

dislntegration of »rivate moresls, forgerv, sdultery,
2

rensrrisge after divorce, laziness, a2nd the like. {

All of Sihler'e ethical thin™ing snd politicel

1. ©Of. V. %. Sweet, Relirion in Colonizl America.
For a deserintion of the hesvy drinking, Cr. Allce F.
Trler, Freedom's Ferment, pp. 308 ff.

. "iles heben rechtschaffene evangelische Christen,
annderlich die Lutheraner, Angesichts der bedrohlichen
Zzukunf't dieses ihres slten oder neuen Vaterlsnds zu thun?®
Lllﬂ'!eraﬁel‘. VOIQ 15. no. 1-5. pp- 97—99.
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philnsoohy hsd a2 theologlecal orientation. It was to
theolony thet he looked for causes of the current mis-
fortunes and 1t was there that he found the pronssed
remedial measures. God's Judgment would surely fall
on the Uhited States, a3 1% 4id on snclent [ome, unlass
men turned once more to Him. These predictions must
have nade curious rezding during the yezre of the Clvil
Wer which followed so 3oon after. He nroposed an elght
noint orogram of =2¢%ion for the church to avert the
Judgment of Cod:

1. !Men must renent, a3 Jeremlah sald in chapter 8,
21. 22; 9, 1.

2, Men nmust follow Ezra and Dsniel's examnle of
hunility.

3. Men nmust prey God to nove ua ton contrition.
4, !en nust te=ztify egalinst corruntion.
5. Christisns must do their civic duties dlligently.

6. Christienn must in their household duties pursue
the call of CGod =2nd a0 214 the common good.

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

8. Christisns nust supvort =2ir napers snﬁlnot
porty peopers with thelr gross slenders,

It is eharacteristlb of.SlhleE as a churchmen to
edvocste religlious motivation and the homely virtues ss
the snewer- to natinnzl.problens. The arrangement of
the eight sugzestions remresents g euribualy orgeni zed

thought propression. This, too, was charscteristio of

1. Ibid., no. 15, pp. 113-115.
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Sihler's methoed, innulsive and apirited rather then
methodilesl and thoreourh. Thls is perhans the instsr
omnium of the a »mroach of the Synod to the more extensive
soeclrl problems. To the praesent time the sannroach of the
Chwreh hes been indlvldualiatic, indecinive, 2nd at tines
ineffective. This by way of contirast %o the efflclent
decislons =nd closely integrated nlans snd cam~=ipns of
the Roman Conmunion in lsrger socicl and politlesl sctlion
arogrems, a8 well an by way of cnmparison with such
Protestont grouns a3 2re keenly aware of current iscues
end which by pronptly erystiallizing oninion through study
and debate are more mromnt, snd therefore mors tinely

snd effeetive, in molding nublic thought. This situation
h=s no doubt in large psrt bLeen due to the very democratic
arrangenent, with the Synod 2= the sdvisory body and

e~rch congregstion sovereign. The need 1s to bend the
energy of a Wvneken and the thoroughness of a Wselther
soward n more extensive effort in s»~lving the socisl
mroblems pointed up by the practicél men like Sihler.

The major 1ssue of both soclal and -nlitilezl import

of th=t day wss, of course, the al=2very cueation. Sihler
wes nulck So atline the snoroach of the Chriatisn to

the ~roblem. His operstional basis for his conclusions
wos the zZpme as for all his thenlogica2l and ethlcal
dispositions, the Seriptursl basis. Living in Ft. ¥ame,

near Ohio, the heart of the snti-slavery movenent, 1t was
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with his uasual decision that he made a firm stand
ageinst the abolitionists.

All protestant churches found the muestion of
glgvery a major issue during the decades prior to the
Civil Ver. This was esneclally true of the great peonle's
churches. The Great Revival of 1830 had been 2 grest
atimalus. to the growth of anti-slsvery scntiment.

Cherles ¢. Finney's movement soon found recrultas, such

a2 Theodore Dwight Weld and other Lane Seminary graduates,
who wera eager not only to be actlive in the interest

of the gosnel, but to work for the snti=zlavery csuse,
The rPresbyterisn Church was drawn into the maelatroa of
divided oninion in o dramatic way. In the General
Asgenbly of 1818 the delegates had gone on record as
onnosing alavery. Then around 1830 the anti-alavery
movement had reached s new height with Arthur anéd Lewls
Tapnen and others active in the cause. The Assembly

of 128368 tztled the question and son~n the issue becane
devls!.ve.z The s'udden rise of feeling and conflict during
this neriod was due To two changes in the natli-nel life
which had an imnortant bea'vs.ng on the slave question.

in 1702 the invention of the cotton gin h2d made the
zrowth of ahort fibered cotton on poor landé once more
practicable and with cotton, slavery once nore hecsme
nn-ular. The other factor was the Abnliticnist tovement

1. Gilbers Barnes, e Anti-Slavery Im-ulse, »n.3-16.
2. W. W. Swee$, Religion on the Amerlcesn Frontier,

Vol. II, pP. 09-125,
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which effected a change almoat like tho physieal law
thet every sction hez sn e~ual =2nd oposEite reaction.
The violence of the camnaign instignted by Garrison
and rnonmulsrized by Wendel Phillin's orstions ond
Whitler's poems provoked & strong resction =nd the .trend
tewerd o gradusl emencinntion of the negro was sharnly
arrested.l Hethodism, of course, with Willism Wilber-
forece, iHopkins, and the British sdvocestea of emsnecination
hed long been invelived in the movement. In thiz country
the Ifethodiasts hed organized en Anti-Slavery Snclety
olresdy 1n 1834, Sunderleand snd Secott had published the i
True Wegleyan. In the forepround of develommentes, the
Hethndlnts had expelled Bishop Andrew for owning
alsves snd by 1844 hed drawn un the Plen of Bemrntion.z
The i2nue wags clearly delinested, the diwvines on both
sides of the liscon-Dixon Line searched Serintures for
sumeort of the trutha for which they stood.

By war of comnarison with the nosition vwhich Sihler
took:, we might clte the oninions of some of the more !
eninent theologians of the day. Dr. Thormwell ssid that
although the Church hsd no authority to interfere with .
slavery as a vollitical institution, yet it Aid heve a |

definite duty to »erform in repard ta the neraonal

relationshin of master =2nd =2lsve. Bishan Ellintt held

1. Sidney lead, Notes for “Chrinti=nity Iin the
Anericas,” CH 303, Universitr of Chlespo, 1945,
2, W. Y. Sweet, Hethodism in -American History,

e
De.
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that the Church must 1) ezpound the duties of masters
towasrd the slaves and 2) do misslon work am-ng the slaves.
The Biblicel case made by the sntl-slavery theninglans
usually lnvelved a denendence on general vrincinles
derived from Scrintures as a whole. The contention .
was that The Seriptures as a nromreasive revelstisn
nreaented also prograssive legilol=ztlon, a2 in the caze
of polygany whileh wea at first allowed and then oon-
dermed in the New Testament by Christ. The exegetes
dlacnvered that the word "servant" in the eniatle of
Jomes masns s "hired servant® and not 2 slsve. Dr.
Paler had s=1d thet Christ 4dld not enondean slavery,
for 1t wonld have boen inexnedient Tor the gosvel to
Cinterfere with political institutions immediately.
The golden rale was fundementally opposed to alavery.
Dr. Channing found that the conaclence informed by
Chri=tisnity waz opposed to nlawa"y.l It 1a ensy %o
see thnt moet of these deductions 3id not squere with
the strictly litersl interaret=tion of the Serintures
as held by the large mejorliy of the 1%th century
clergymen.

The Bibliesl argunent for slavery usu=zlly centered
in two cententlons, that alavery was given 1) by
divine decree snd 2) by divine sanction. The divine

decree cited was usu2lly the reference in Gen. 9, 25 to

1. V1llism Sumer Jen':ins, Pro-Slavery Thousht
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the curse on Cenaan. Divine sanction for slavery was
found In the 0ld Peatament in the practices of the
Patrisrchs, Fx. 21, 2-8; Lev. 25, 44-46; Deut. 15, 12;
Joshua 9, 27. Horenver, the tenth Conmmendment hsd even
forblidlen the cenveting of slzves. The argument for
divine sanectli-n in the New Testrment was ususlly foand
in the comforting nassage which soeaks of Christ coming
not to Uresk the law but to fulfill 1t, In the fact
thet Christ did not free the servant in Luke 7, in the
gilence of the Ancstles In not conderning it, =nd in the h;
roturn of Onesimus %o Philemen. :

Willinm 8fhler avorecizted the moral imnlications
of the guestinn. He won not the men to slie-gtep even
sn erxiremely controvarsisl issue. He had z fine insight
wlth reanect te the elose relstli-n of religion and
precilcesl eth‘lc.l During the moat exelted »eriod of
nerinmonilous charges and coumnter-charges slso anong the
churchmen of the land, Sihler tonk ceensinn to writs a
seriea of Tour eus=eys crnaidering the cueztion nr'
glavery in the ligzht of Scriptures. Thia series wes
subnequently publiched in & hound feolio for geneorel
distribuiion. Once nmore the edltor of Der Lutherener
hed ecession to avoend an gpologetic note which wae

F ol

renpinted on pepe one of the follo:

1. Cf. "Bber den nothwendigen Zussmmenheng
gwinchen der Relirion und der lersl, nebst einem
geschichtlichen Anhange wnd einem Nschwelse sus der
Cegenwart, wie nit der Religleon nothwendig such dle
!{gzs-:isgahlnrant. ® futhersner, vol. 28, no. 21, nn.
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"It goes without saying that the following consideration
of the slavery quention has nothing to do with politiesl
cuestlons and also is not eoncerned with what rules a
8lave stnte in this noliticsl crisis should establish
with respect to the nresent or a2 later suspension of
slavery from the 2tendroint of 1ts nartienlsar household, *
(The f2llowing nage references are to the nrinted follo
deseribed a-ove.)

Here apein, Sivler wes firat and foremost the
theolorisn. Nothing in his Euronean beckground would
have made him predis-osed in favor of slavery. The
inatitntion had neo sign'ficance to the German state of
thet time. In Amerlca most Cermans had settled in the
northern stetes snd vhen the iassue of union or seceaslon
was finally dram, the German Americsns made un & s»~lid
pert of the inion army. The reansons for his nositlon
were lergely theological. His aﬁal,vsla and exnosition
were bazically religious cnd his conservative astand nut
him on the side of the "ro-slavery men who ressoned
glonyz the linas described by Jenkins in his discussion
of the morsl issuea of the slavery nuestion.l He
advsnced the srgument slong eight lines of reasoning.

In the first place, he held that slavery is a
conseguence and nunishtment of sin, but thet 1t 1s not

in itaelf sinful, thot 13, it 19 not contrary to God's

1- 92. elt-' pb- 200—241-




express commandnents, althourh there are many evils ond
cbuses in 1t. A person cannot meke 1t a sin to hold
glaves, a2 long as the attendant evils, which Sihler
felt were not inherent in the institution, were not
mwresent.

Secondly, all should be done to cnnvert 'bot‘h the
slaveholder snd the al=ve to falth in Christ and to
love of God so thsat both ses emancinntion from the
slavery of ain and the devil.

Thirdly, by such a regenerstlon of both, their
mutual relstion 12 chenged sand placed in the service of
Christisn love withnut thereby necezssrily effeciing a
Lodlly emzncinntlon of the slaves.

Fourthly, as history showa, the gosnel of Christ
in time firat allevistes slavery in 1ts harsher forms
end then mipghtlily works to a2boiish it.

M fthly, the old and the new abolitionlem onpvoses
thils whnlesome work of the CGospel, as stemning from an
altogether different spirit. Although this sbtolitinnism
haz the gim of Chriatianity, it is onmoned to it and
makes the »lirht of the slaves worse by fomenting 1ll-
will and causing dlasntisfactlon.

Sixthly, here in this lend after the removal and
overhelnmins of the nerasistent atorming emancipation=-
enthusleats, the Msn»el and the Gospel-wroucht faith in
Christ will do its work of converting the slave-holder
8o that finally he will see the imnortence for Christian




and ethiesl usage for the freedom of the body.

Seventhly, the custom-ry mesns uzed for the eon-
version and the usuzl method of freeing aslaves is herdly
fit for them, becaune out of contact with white neovle
and in their own siate gs in ﬁlgerla they show them-
selves of inferior materizl and natursal nowers and so
here in this country would not make progressive worthe
while eitizena,

Finelly, let it De expressly noted theot this whole
€gsay, csutioned Sihler, coning from CGod's Viord and fronm
it sunerintended end gulded, hes nothing to do with
8lavery from a politicsl stendpointol

This concluding exnlsnation wss not exectly an
expresaisn of quietism or fesr of making nolitical

coumitments, in general, 28 1% wss zZn atlieant to exvress

. the desire not t~ elaborate controversisl noliticsl

views In whirt should be a theologlcel journal. This whole
esaay wae more » discussion on the basls of the Christian
moral ~hilesoohy rsther then an attempt to influence
political deeisicn directly. It 1s In this sense that
Sihler thought 1t beat to describe the purnose of his
wrl Sing.

Ve recognize in hias stsnd his theological vremises.
He follows tn the letter the outline in defense of slavery
as a norally justifisble instituilen by reeourse to

1. "Die Sclaverei im Lichte der helligen Schrift-
betrachtet,® pp. 35-H.




precisely thone Beripture pessages which Jenkins describes
the conservative churchnen as uaing. He cites the dlvine °
institution of slavery, Gien. 9, 25-27. He was evidently
unaware thet snthrorology had folled to e282blish eny
connection between the sons of Conasn and the Negrold
nenples. Ile continued by citing Lev. 25, 44-48; 1 7et,
2, 18-20; Titus 2, 9. 10; Col. 3, 22-24; 1 Cor. 7, 22;
and finally, of course, the storv of Onesimus snd hillemon.
Te issue 4ld not ereate so serious a problem in
the idwestern synods as in the Eastern swmnods beeause
the conatitnency wna ~lmnnt exclusively in the Horth.l
In Missourl, s border ninte, there were local 4ifferences,
as the o-nosing views of Walther snd one of the
inestructors, Or. Sefifarth, who was to retwmn to Concorlia
Seninsyry causing him to withdraw from the faculty.
Sinilarly, Andrew Baepler, later to beeq:ne Dr. Baenler,
the instructor at 85. Panl's College, Concordla, Hilasouri,
left hiz om home in liarrland to fight for the Southern
czuse, But on the whole the church as an organization
did not suffer schism. In anite of the fact that the
lesding thenloglens of the Missourl Swod, as Dr. Sihler,
held to the Biblical justification for the lnastltution
of nlsvery, nevertheless, when the 1ssue wss finslly
Joined 1n battle, the Lutheran constituency swung to
the cause of the Unicn, as the divinely instituted

1. HNeve, on. cit., ». 142,
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authority, also in accordsnce with the Biblical prirc iple
that every soul be subject unto the higher powérs. Rom. 13, 1,
Charsecteristically, Sihler did not fall in line with the
Zeltgelst of the__} time, but controverted the opninions of
the majority churehes"of America, the high anti-slavery
feeling in the North, the opinions of the many Lutherans
of Germsn descent who had no interest in slavery. Hs
own view was rsther unenlightened. His appreciation
of the influence of race on cultural potentialities.
did not nrecisely corresnond to present desy findings
on the equality of the races. It seems necessary to
conclude thst in many phases of soclal imnrovement,
Sihler and his colleagues rather hindered nrogress
than provided constructive leadership. But with the
changing of the- times, the Church vhich they begsn
hss developed a quickened soclal consciousness
stimulated in part by a true apprecistion of the im- '
plicstions of the Christian gospel and in part by the
example and influence of other grouns. :

A social problem which elso reached a high peak
in the aglitsted middle decades of the 19th century was
that of women's rights. Ever since the days of Tertullisn's

Ad Uxorem and Cyprisn's De Hsbitu Virginum, the position




of women in the church and soclety has at infrequent
intervals caused renewed discussion and agitation.

During the 19th century the question nf the rights of
Wwomen centered pesrtlculsrly in the rights of women to

the sui'frzge and the rights of educstion and other soclal
benefite. It wee the refussl of the ﬁor]:d's Antislavery
Convention meeting in London in 1540 %o seat eight
Azmerican wonen delegates th:t :.I.etl tro of them, Lucretia
Mott and Elizsbeth Cady Steonton, elght yesrs later to
call topether the first VWomen's RAights Convention at
Seneca Falls, New York. Here a ?Declarstion of Sentiments”
was gutlined, declering that all men and women were
erezted equal snd launching & seventy yvears' battle

for the suffrege. But while meny s»oirited suffrangettes
wore getive in adlianhoric coruscissz, se Lucy Stone
gsserting thzt wonmen should keep their malden nemes even
after marrizge and Amellis Bloomer was styling new nants
znd dreasses for the newly "discovered' gender, othere
were busy msting ~ reslity of the equslity of the sexes, -
by' rroviding echonls Tor the women so that ther could
petuslly eculp thempselves for thelr coveted position. In
1821 the first seminsyy for young ledies wss opened at
Troy, Hew Yor's, by Empa Willerd and tount Holyoke Sen=-
innry at South ladley, Massachusetts, onened its doors

in 1857. Oberlin, founded in 1833, was the first to
introduce coeducntion. Those were the decades ferturing

nenes like Ernestine Rnse, linrgeret Fuller, and Angelina
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and Sarah CGrinke.

In the church, too, thiz splirit of equal rights
between men and women sought the a-plicatinn of this
ideal to the matter of suffrage in the congregational
and synodical governments. The Luthersn Church in
fnerice held the view thnt woman suffrage in ecclesiastical
matters had no warrant in the Serintures. It taught
thet as s»iritusl members of the church, men snd women
hed equal rights in the espiritual nriesthond of all
believers, but thet in regard to the external orgsnization
and temporal corporstion men and women were not equal.2
In ecclesliastical povernment the aﬂminéutrauva novers
belonged to the msle membership slone. Thils waa the
vositlon am~np all t!‘ile aynods of the Lutheran communion
in the nsnt century. Sihler tonk thie nositlon with
1%s Serintural basis co much for granted that its
certainty seemed t~ preclude discussion. He held
unqualifiedly for this position of the woman in the
chuirch,

The pcceptznce of this view as the correect orsctice
ic affirmed at the oprezent time by the Hissourl Synod.
The idenl sphere of the womsn 18 in the home. In the
church the women has definitely a subsidlary position.

This conclugsion ia based on the apnstolic injunction that &

1. MHarold Underwond Faulkner, Amerlesn Pnlitical
and Social Hiastory, vp. 276=277.

2. W. H. T. Deu, Womsn Suffra in the Church, m. 5=-9.
3. Lutheren Witness, vol. Bl, no. U, pp. 161=162.
4, V. Loy, The hignte of Vomen in the Church,

p. mgo =
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wonen should keen silence in the churches, in sall sub-
Jjection, nnt assuming the authority over men. 1 Cor. 11,
3. 8. 93 1 Cor, 14, 34, 35; 1 Tin. 2, 11. 12.1 Thia
ponitinon reats unon the Serintural »rinoinle 2nd is held,
therernge, to he heynnd nlterstion by changing socinl

theory.

The mnat cont=3ted isanes of woman's rights, hawever,

ring Sihler's lifetime centered in the »nroblems of

thelir nnlilticsl stotus end their snclel »rivileges, eS

we have indiersted in o hrief survey of the wamanta
richts movement dAuring the middle =2nd latier decsdes of
the 19th ecentury. Sthler had a3 wrafound anorecl=tion of
the rre~t henefits woarked by Christisnity for the women
of She world., HNeverthelesa, he wsa not nossesced of
very enlirhtened gentiments with res—-ect to the ecan=billities
snd nntentinrlitien of wonanhood, His cultural background
of eonservative Turonean soclety csmned hin fo look with
suanicinn nn asuch 2 nooulsr nroesrasm =8 the suffrsge
noverment, saide from mch mnre ressoned consideretions @8
he found onpnned o the advisebillity of promoting the
wiblie -roninence of wonanidind., He nerhens read too
nuch of his o™n nredisnositisn on the matter of woman's
reletione towerd nan into his theoloslcel concluaions as

well.

1. P. E. Kretzmamn, "fhe Posltion of the Christian
Woman in the Church,® Conecordia Theologiesl Monthly,
vol. 1. Pe 351.

2. John H. C. Fritz, Pastoral Theology, p. 514,




He held, on his charazcteristieally esnsistent
Biblical premises, that the true call of the wonan can
hordly be underatond from the light of natural reason.
For the heathen, 1t seens proper o beat thelr wives ze
beaste »f burdsn and aschinery. Thie he found axiomatie
in the conduet of linhammedans, Hormons, an? other hesthen.
Bedause Eve was the initlator of Adam's fall qhe‘ woa made
subjeet %o him. In fSmeriea, he found, tShis natural
order is often inv-ried. Instead of being next to hin,
the wonen often towers above him. Instesd of ":.e:ll{..-; the
gentlemen of the house snd resnected, the man often
plays only the lamentable role of foel and slave, for hias
D2lilas holds him in hemp roves 2nd leads him, through
flettery and coanliment, through sobbing =nd e¢rying,
untll che has her way. All these gherrations in nroper
dnmastic 1life rna evident in the new aggressiveness of
women heve thelr implicsztlons for the politicsl situstion.

If women sre glven new vollticsl nrivileges the
party-sympathy and the opmos2ing esrnsl and heteful strife
will be strengthened =né made worse; for womenkind leo
gdnmi ttedly not eguipped with conerete, temmorste, end
practical vnderzteniing, nor with s persevering will-
power for politicsl affaire snd the public life. It
cannnt nossibly £sil that the emotinnel sand easlly

sweved wemen will elther become thelr own enthuslisstic

1. ﬂﬁ'ber den Beruf des Welbes und seine Fnteartung,®
Luthersner, vol. 28, no. 9, np. 65-67.




speech makers for their own politieal plstform or elae
they will glve their heers, tongue,and purse to any smooth-
tongued demagopgue. Then, he adds, with an ironic touch,
the welfare of the land and of the people will be well
provided for vhile 2t home the noor children meanwhile
will be sheomefully neglected snd apolled. *This 1and 1s
confensedly a lsnd of humbugs, in meny reanects 2 lsrge
houze of fonls with only the roof ﬁinsing;'voonoludeq :
Sihler.

He held concommitant opinlons with respect to the
»osalbllities of professions or cereers for women,
education, and soclal activities. He deplored the ten-
dency which he nerceilved toward the middle clsss and poor
imitsting the 1dleneas and vices of the rich. He declared
1% to b~ no secret thst girls incressingly did not desire
motherh-nd., With smell familles, the older children do
not learn to csre for their younger siblingé. After
leerning all sorts of things at schools for higher
learning, which they cannot use later in their motherly
callingz, they waste their time. Sihler enjoyed
coricaturing the sctivities of what he considered the
1life of the "modem® womsn in 2 way that would hsve
provided raw material for many 2 Benchley essay. VYonen,
inatesd of rearing children, e1t in the rocker, vlay a
1little at the plano, embroider, read a light novel,
preferably romance, sing love songs, chat with frivolous

girl-friends sbout dresses, gsmes, young men, concerts
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or thesters, cosmetilcs. 1'rheir first 1dolatry was rrimphg

end elaving to fashions.

Ags far as the education of women is concerned, he
was disnnyed to hesr that at Ann Arbor in 1570 twenty
ladles were studying for a nrofession. As slternstives
to professional work and eareers, Sihler suggested that
the wonen take some work in line with household dutles

so th=t she should be better fitted for narriage should

onportunity srise, The possibillities of desirahle employ=-

nent include work as house-servents, sewing women's
clothes, tesching 1n a parochisl school, deaconess work
and nuralgg. But sbove s2l1l, motherlove 1s the pre=test
blesaing.

This gketch of his concentlon of the stetus snd
duties of women gives & comorehensive view of the
ettitudes which Sihler endeavorei to imnress upon his
church-fellows. Many of “is views, aa, for examvle,
the benefits to society of pgnod home-makers, are
gertainly sound snd lsudsble. It is a metter of record,
however, th=t Sihler had no conception of the socisl
rights and benefits of women which at this time seem
gself-evident. Thourh he was gulck to foresee the
abuses »nssible and the evils ¢_:r extremistz, he did not
provide constructive lesdership in nmeeting the socisl

1. Ibid., p. 66.
2. YbIA., p. 67.
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problens of the day. The lerdership was sasumed by men
of the pomuler churches. Coeducation begnin st Oberlin,
the child of Cherles ¢G. FPlnney. ILuther's treztises on
education, as well as his prouoting education for girls,
are tno well known %o leave any doubi that the somewhst
negntive sttitude toward educsti-n for women had no
organie reintion teo his theology. It wes sn attitude
no dout>t more closely relsted to his German bschground
then %o his Luthersn conviction. A% any rate, as the
Misgowri Synod loat 1te culftural isolation, the oninion
of Sihler on the advantagez of femzle advsnced training
lost dominance., Luthersn education sssocistlons served
as guxiliaries te the Synodical groun in promoting
coeducational high achools, academies, and eolleges.
That the strong will of 2 man like Sihler was directed
ggainst progress in this respect wns no doubt o detrimental
factor during the entire last century.

Sihler, hnwever, also with respect to such a soclal
orobien as wenen's rights was not asr excentionally
rezctionnry as his expresaions mipght indleste. His views
were shered, it is safe to 2sy, by the msjority of hls
contennorrries. His wse the a-:eraée and' thoroughly
acceptable point of view. In ﬂo'vember. 1853, Harver's
New lionthly Liapnzine asserted th-t the new wn:pen'a
suffrage movement had an "intinste comection with all
the radical and infldel movenments of the day. « . « It
is avowedly onposed to the most time-honored pronrleties
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of soolal 1ife; 1t 1s opposed to nsture; 1t 1s opposed
to revelntion. . . « In t'is respect no kindred movement
is so decldedly infidel, so rancourously snd avowedly
sntibiblicall '

Thoupgh Sihler was no crusader for sccial progress
and often in hMis strict conservativeness tended more
toward reactisn then positive lesdershin, the fact is
that he was 2 practicel m=n, keenly aware of sociasl
problema, right or wrong. His many private chsrities
Indicate his pgenuine concermn for meeting human need.
His meny articles on innumersble questions of politleal
anl ethica2l nhilozonhy prove that he was not reticent
to articulate his views and mold public opinlon. As -a
churchmen, he worked at s time when his own church
groun was in no nosition for orgsnized soclal work of
any Zind because of lack of numbers and poverty. ilen
who were busy conquering the frontier had neither
time nor money for orgenized charitable enternrises.
The Synod which Sihler helped bulld has with the
passing yvesrs ennstently increased the range and value
of its concern for the neels of gsoclety. At rresent
the nroperty owned singly in” the Synod for charitable
murpnzes as orrhenages, schools for deaf chlldren, old
people’s homes, hospltals, and the like exceeds

$10,070,000 according t~ the 1945 evaluation. This total

p I8 H. Us F&ul!met', 2}_’!. c’.t.. Pe m-'




in addition to the many projects operated jointly with
Synodical Conference interests and in cooperstion with
other Luthersn synods 1nﬂlcates'tﬁat the evangelical falth
as Sihler held it hes proGuced "the frults of a pood

tree, ¥




Chapter VII
Relntione with Other Lutheran Churches

An extremely important aspeect of ﬁl.lllmn Sihler's
Work as a lesding clergyman in the esarly decades of the
lilasouri Synod is the influence vhich. he exercised in
@irecting synodical rel=stions with other Lutheran bodles
in Ameriea. lie wac a nowerful force, not only in in-
fluencings the pnliey of his own bhody, but in the influence
he exerted on the trend in church affeirs among the
other Luthersn prouns.

In 1792 the constitution of the Minlsterium of
Pennsylvania, liuhlenberg's grest schievement.in organuatl:m »
was changed eliminsating ell the references to the Lutheran
confessiona. There was a tendency to eliminate the
mointz of difference between Luthersnism and Episecopalisnism
in the Fast and individusl pastors of the Pennsylvania
Synod consildered s union with the Reformed Church though |
the lesders and the 3ynod as such never broached such a
move.

The New York Ministerium which had been orgsnized
in 1775 through the work of one of Muhlenberg's sons
passed at the dezth of its great lesder, Dr. Kunse,

a Luther=sn of kuhlenterg's stripe, into the hands of
b:r. Quitman of fhlnebeeck, Hew York. Q{ultman, an




intellecturl giant who receivesé his D.D. degree fron
Harvard, was a diaciple of Teller and of 2emler in
Halle and o determined protagonist of Cermsn retionaslisnm
In 1807 this outepaken and .cnnalst ent Soclinian was
elected president of the Hew Yori Ministerium, remsining
in office until 13256. In 1814, in his o' catechism
which was likewise nublished with the amnroval nf the
Synod, he onitted snd denled such fundamentsl doctrines
a8 thnze ol the Trinity, the Deity of Christ, the
vicarious stonement, Justificatlon for the sake of
Christ, and othe» doctrines, not only theose peculiar

ag distinctive docirines of Lutheranism, but alzo those
held by historic Christianity. In this book JQuitmen and
the lew Yor: Minleteriua deolared: 9The Cosnel te-ches
us thet Christ suffered and dled in order tn seal with
hig blond the docirine whlch he hed preached.® Two
yenrs later = "Lutheran Hymmbook" annesred contalning
en w=Luthersn order of cervice, the union formils of
distribution, & ratlonalistic order for the celebration
of the Lord's Supper, rationzllistic prayers ti the
tgrest Father of the Universe,? and the like. Throughe
out the iinisteriua there was no comnlaint asainst this
new gaztechism. "From Dan to Beersheba the Philistines

and Tvresns were nernlited to work destruction in Israel.®

1. F. Bente, American Luthersnism, vol. 1, v. 40.
2. A. L. Grdbner, Geschichte der Lutherische

Kirche in America, p. 535.
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When the Ceneral Synod wee rrojected in 1812 the
Ter'mensee Synod 41d not Joln bLecause 1t wss opposed to
the non-confession=1 nature of the Synod. The Synod
of Ohlo did not Join for wracticsl reasons, the disiznce
end en interest in a jJolnt seminary with the Reformed.
It cecme evident thet in the first decsdes of the 19th
gentury, the whole positlion of Lutherasnism wes non-
confesslionsl, in portions altogether soclanisn and
rationslintic, in most cases teonding towsrd union with
other church bofiles. Ag the 18th century advenced, the
Lutheran Church in Amerlcs unferwent the strain of tvwo
Gismetrically onnosed develomments thenloglcally zand in
consecuence, corganieslly.

Durine the 10th century one current of thoupht was

to lead Luthersnism towsrd a new tvne of theology labelled

"aimericen Luthorsnisn® and enother current of thought,
"confesslions? Luther-nism,® was to come %o £rips with
the new theslapy snd eventuslly effect 1ts comnlete
diecsolution. The two poseible atiitudes toward the
confessione sre rerresentative of tﬁe veried thenlogiecal
eopronches of the twr opposing views, The w~roblem 18 an
0ld one and remindes ua of the neat discusaeion by Johneon
long sgo in snawer o Boswell's qu=stion: *Is 1¢
necess-ry, Sir, to belleve all the thirtv-nine srticles?
Johnson replied: "ihy, Sir, that 1s a question which
has been much sgitated. Some have thought 1t necesasry




that they should sll be belleved; others have considered
then to be only erticles of pesce, that ia to say, you
are not to vresch sgoinat them, "1 The situation in
Anerica hardly lent itsell to such understntement. The
“Ameriesn® Lutherzns made sn all out atiack on the cone
fessions of the Luthersn Church snd the confesalonclists
lnsissed upon comnlete conformity to them. The stage
war gset Tor one of the most -(lr'nmat.lc girugrles in the
history of the Luthersn Clmrch in Americe.

Anerlesn Luthercsnism had been develoning under the
new trends in Americen rellgsion. Quitmen's rationalism
found i%e ecounterpart in Tom Pesine's Age of Reason. It
was the apirit of the times. The adontion of revival
nethods, Armminizn theology, Puritan conceptions of vlety
wags alve insinzstions of the religlious tendencies of
the times uvon the Lathersn churches of the General
Synod., In 1341 tho General Synnd sent Drs. 3. 5. Schmueker,
Benj=nin urtz, end J. CG. Horris as representetives to
the Rvengelisal Allisnce in London to plan for sn
"Apostolic Protestant Union.® Thils aim was endorsed by
the Genersl Syned in 13438. vhen Dr. J. . Nevin wrote
his book The Anxious Bench againat the use of revivallste
expedients for convaralion which he gaw as bsssd on a low .
pelapisnizing theory from beglnning to end? and utlilizing

artiflcizl mesna as senscilonal sermons, enraptured

1. Boswell's Life of Johnson, Globe Ed., p. 209.
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nrarera, hrstericsl asongs =2nd atirring avpeals, Dr.
Turtz in the Luthersn Ohoerver aomased him and nromoted
the use of theae methods. The concern for nersonnl
Aety tended Soward n nuritsnical theslogsleal annroach,
The leadera in thia movement were eapecially B.
Rurtz (1705-13685), 3. 3. Sclhmucker {1789-1873), and
Sprecher (1210-.17086), Preaident of Witienberg College
in S8prinpgfield, 0 lo. Sclmucker wos influential as the
theology »rofessor at Cettysberg Seminsry and as author
of meny hooks on? traeis, notably hiz Pooular Thaolopy.
Martz wan esnaclslly influential in his work as editor

of the Iuthersn Chaerva; an unolficlal but nowerful

peper in the Ceneral Synod. These three men were the
outatiendins leaders in this new novemant. *
In Sentenbor, 1855, = dooument circulated through

the mails eslled the Definise Svnodlicsl Platiform Gone

taining an Amerlcan Reecennion of the Aupsbur: Confesslon.
Achmueker had weitten this document with the spmrovel of
the other twe men. It chenged the esaentiaelly Bibllesl
cheracier of the Augssburg Ceonfessinn, climinating every-
thing the suthors considered objactinnabie to the religious
men "of thia 1-titude.® Articles at Article II etating
thet new birth takea plszce throush Bantism and the Holy
Chont, Arsicle X reg-rding the resl presence in the
Seeranment, snd Article XI commending nrivete confessicn

1. HNeve-Allbec', Historv of the Lutheran Church

in Auerics, n. S50.




were deleated.

delimueker in his ook, The Americsn Lutheran Church
Historie2lly, Doctrinally, sné Practleslly Delinested, mve
& falr sunmary of the program £»r Americon Lutheranisn
a8 he vlisunlized 1t. He found satlsfaction in the fact
thet for the firast thirty yesrs nf ths century the
great boly of the Anerican Lutheran church had no hunan
creed at ail bindling u;zén 1;‘nem.2 As o matter of historical
record he refers tn the rejecilon o the Formula of
Concord by Denasik, Hesala, Ponmerania, snd nony free
Germsn gitlea.3 He eites further that the Gmaller
Catechionm was rajectaed in Sweden and that the Smsleald
Articles, the Apology %o the Augsburg Confeasion, and A
the Larger Cetechlom were rejectsd in Sweden and Denmark.
Thus he concludes that sysbols are not essential to the
historic character of Lutheranlism. In hila treatlse on
the 3acrament of the Altsr he indlcates that the
objec*;i_lms to Luther?s "first figurative interpratation®
of the Lord's Su-per 1z alnost as objectionalle a= the
Ronan Gatholiel!s transubstentistlon. Hls objections
gho¥ elarrly the nature of his theological methnd and

premises. Lather’z interpretatlon ruat be rejected he

argued, because

1. Ibid., p. 98.
2. Op. cit., p. 161.
3‘ m’.d-’ Do 164.
4, Ibid., p. 186.
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1t contradicts the elear and indis-utsbhle
testinmony of owmr sen2es, .

1t slso contradicts the observation of all
ages and natinns, thst every body, or that
naterial substance must occupy a definite
portion of space and cannot be a2t more then
one nlace at the ssme time,

the glorified body, which is asld to be
recelved with the elements, had rmetuslly
not yet any exiatence, snd therefore could
not have been given to His discinles at the
lord's Sunper,

the esucharist could not have eonferred the
broken body to the disclnles at its
institution, becsuse 1t w23 not vet broken,
crucified, desd.

the old Lutheran theory cannot be correet,
according to the language of Christ, becsuse
he ssys, Luke 22, 19: This do in remembrance
of me, but we perform an sct in remembrance of
alr;:r verson or event only when it 1s past and
absent.

those passages controvert 1t which represent
Christ as having left this world, ss hsving
returmned to the Father, and as being sested
at his right hand in hesven.

the suprosition that the believer is to eat
the =s=etuzl flesh of his best friend and drink
his reel blood is 2 gross, repulsive, and
unnatursl idesz, which nothing but the
cleereit evidence would suthorize us to
sdont. -

These eclitntiones serve to indicate Schmucker and

the American Lutherans' in general views on the symbols

and the kind of procedure emnloyed in deriving thelr

doctrinzl formulations. It 18 aqulte evident that this

trend Xnown ss "American Lutheranism® was nothing new .

Ibid., pp. 125-127.
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and dlatinctively Ameriocsn or pecullar to the frontier
apirit, but foomd 1ts close ally in the rationalism and
the confesalonzl indifference of the unlon party in
Germeny in 1817. Clearly the theologleal battle in
Anerica would follow the same patterns of sargumentstion
as the corres mﬁm ing conSroversy in Cermany.

Dr. B. Kurtz in 1857 founded the Nelsnchthen Synod
heralding 1ts stond for American Lutheranism as its chilef
attractinn end even déleting nore erticles from the
Augsburg Confession than the Platform had done in 1855.
The Synod was szccented intec membership by the General
Synod. In the assme yesr the literal Franckean Synod
ves sdmitted to the General Synod slthourh it, s=lso, had
falled to =cknowlefige 1ts consent to the Augsburg Con-
fesalon aa the norma normeta of the feith though 1t
intended %o do so a2t 1ts next eas!.on.l Affalirs were
moving toward a swift climax,

lieanwhile & series of circumstances culminated in
the development of thet party to which Schmucker con-
temptuously r-ferred a3 the %symbolists.” The Temmessee
Synod had for zome time been a2 provooative element re-
fusing to join the General Synod. The foundlng of
conservative synoda outside of the lsrger body had =a
decided affect. The Buffslo Synod wes founded in 1845

l. Neve, op. oit., p. 103.




and the iHiszowrl Synod in 1847. Walther editing the
Lutheraner caused many to realize that the church hed
abandoned the historlcnl nlatform of mthoran!.s-.l
Ldhe's publication, the Kirchliche ljtteilungen sus

md dber Hord-Amerika, 1842-1866, related the sctivities
of milsnionariles like Wyneken and also criticized the un-

Lutheran charscter of the General Synod wl.tf: mnore or

less telling affect. Dr. Charles Porterfleld Krauth later
compiled his meny esssys in the Conservstive Reformstion
which had » grest influence in develoning a "Luthersn
Consciousness.” The reaction agsinst the Prussien Union

in 1817 with its center in Breslau directed by Prof.
Scheibel haed 5 telling influence on the Germsn-reading
Anericsn Luthersn ministers. The writings of Hengstenberg,
Sartorius, Guericke, Thomasius, Harless, Rudelbach and
other diszenting Luthersn clergymen and scholars were
sorea’d among the Americsn clergy by the spirited newly-
arrived missionsries fron Garmany.a There Was a grov-

ing unity of nurnose smong the younger thenloglasns,
especially the newly arrived Gernan Seminary atudents,

They held thzt the problems of disunlon and confessi~nallism
sre strictly theslogpical problems, and not merely cuestions
of orpganizati-n, not even merely of order, snd were
prenared to work on = corrion basis of Serivture snd under

its authority without feverishly rushing into 1ll

P —

1. HNeve-Allbeck, op. cit., p. ®l.
2. Ibldo' Pe 02.
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considered plans of interconmunion, without even
necesserily looking with sny great favor on nlens for
mmion with other protestant groups which were the fruilt
of poliey and nlety rather thon theolopleal thin*ing.
This i3 the grouon known as seneratists or symbolists.

In the Cener=l Synod the iHiinlsterium of Pennsylvenia
had for the most pert throu-h the use of the small
catechiasm end through the maintensnce of the Cermsn:
Inthersn hyuns remzined charazcteristicslly Luthersn in
tone scknawledging the %gollective body of the syzmbolical
Book as the historice-confessinnnl writings of the
Evengelical Luthersn Church. “1 The trend toward con-
servatism in the Pennsylvania Hinisteriunm led finally
to its withdrawsl from the General Synod at the York
Conventinon in 1884. Ir. Schnucker resisned in February,
1864, from his position in the Gettysburg Seminary. On
October 5 a new Seminsry was onened at Phlladelnhia. I€
stood for the uncondltional scceptance of all the symbols
of the Fvengelicsl Luthersn Church. Prof. C. F. Schaeffer
of Gettysburg sccepted the chalr at Phlladelnhia. Dr.
Krauth as editor of The Luthersn and Nissionary made a
continued attsck upon the theology of the Amerlican
Luthersns. In the Ft. Wayne meeting of the Ceneral
Synod in 13648 the Pennsylvenia lilnisterium left the
Genersl Synod ond the followlng year sent out = .call for

a new orrenizstion to be Xmown as the Genersl Counocll.

1. Ibid., p. 105.
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In the yesr 1860 the General Synod comprised two-thirds

of the Lutherrns in Apmerica and ten yea:'-s later only one-
fourth. Clesrly the pover frovored the ennfessinnal forces
of Luthersnism.

Throughout this verlod of the grestest develorment
end the subsequent dilssnlution of the General Synod,
Willism Sihler and his enllesguer in the Hissouri Synod |
were const-ntly active in extending their influence in
favor of the confessionzl Lutherasns within the General
8ynod. Sihler wss 1ntinately sasociated with the very
centrrl figures in this whole movement. His sttitude
coineiding with those of Walther, Viyneken, Crémer, and
other lenders in the lilssouri Synod was taken as the
nagural eourde in Svnodical oirecles. That his views were
fel¢ beyond ths confines of his ovn Synod may be seen
from the subseguent survsy of his activitles.

In 1845, at the convention of the General Synod
in Philsdel:hiin, VWyneken, a delegate of the Synod of the
West, made n brid, determined, and consistent stsnd for

genuine Lutheranism sgainst the prevalling unionistlo

and Reformed tendencles of the leaders of the General
Synod. Vyneken, who in his pamshlet, "The Distress of
the German Luthersn in Neorth America,” had characterlzed
the General Syned s2a Reformed 1n dootrine, Methodist in
practice, and Luthersn only in name, demanded at Phil-
adelphis thst the Synod should either drop the name

Lutheran, or else reject as ulterly um-Lutheran Schnucker's
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Populsr Thenlogy, Portrsiture of Lutheranism, and other

wrltings, 2s well as Kurtz's tract on Infant Baotfiem,
Yhy you are s Iathersn, and hls many loose atatements in
the Lutheran tbserver, as well as the Hirtenstimne of
Weyl. Ho one on the floor of the convention, however,
herrd hin with & aymnsthetie ear.1 The CGenersl Symod
was at this time sltopether given tn the idea that 1t
was lmnossible to bulld a confessisnal church on the
Reformed Ameriesn soll, In an address delivered March 10,
1864, Dr. Philip Schaff declared that 1t wes imnossidble
to bulld a eonfeasional Luthersn Chwrch. He aald 1T
would be essier o divert the course of the lisslssipnl
to Bavaris and convert the Chinese through Germsn
eegx":sz-*n.-;.2 This was ths view and Ywneken wss glven no
encouragenent or even scknowleﬁgement:

8ihler, as previously observed, wes during the years
the asaocinte and succesasor of Wyneken and shared both
his noints of view ond his nlsce of exit. 9Jikler, of a
femily of mlliterilsts, was well groomed for pnlemlics.
Throughout the course of the following decades, 1t wss
Sihler whn bhrenated the attack on the editoriel nosltion

of the luthersn fhserver and engaged in nany an editorial

duel. These exchanges of verbal sallies did not in
themselves influence either editorilsl board %o change

1ts views, but it does indieate that the interchange

1. F. Bente, Anerican Luthorsnism, vol. II, D. 153.
2- Ibido. D- IE.

T
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of ideas was actuslly = foree to be reckoned with snd
that a sally from Sihler's pen had to be met with »

comterthrust. This is perhaps e barometer of the extent
of the interaction and influence of the new conservetive
movezent on the liberal stend of the American Lutheran

promnters.

In response to Turtz's Vhy are you & Luthersn? Sihler

underto?!: to write 2 counfer-namnhlet on confesslonal
grounds entitled Varum bilst du eiln Luéhergnar?l

In Novenber of the year of the organization of the
Hissourl Synod, 1847, Sihler, the first vice-president,
had oeension tn countermsnd a dlasperasging =rticle 1in
the Luthersn Ohserver. - He w2z frank to the noint of
bluntnens snd grogped immedintely the chief ground for
difference as he saw it, the stand on the Confessions.

The srticle referred to had been published in the

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

first meeting of the Hissourl Synnd held in Chicago
that Anril, 7The contributor of the artisle, a Hr.
Hermsnn, in%roduced his essay with these words:

°This new Synod is comvosed of narrow 'Alt-
Lutheranern,? the true, perfect, orthodox, whose
theology is so straipght and nerfect a3 the symbolieal
booka can nmeke them, sndl whose services sre go stiff

p8 any thorough-bred old=-schoel neople oould wish then.®

1. Lutherische Kirchengzeitung, vel. 7, no. 1, S
Nebxdary. 27, BRes PRI DAL T wiaURIAL LIBKAIKS

CONCURDIA s:MINARY
ST. LOULS, MG,
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To this Sihler cbjected thet there ie ne such thing as
falt-Luthersnern® but oniy eonfesscional snd anti-
eonfesslional Luthersne, The Gencral S'nod shoul? rather

exanine thelr doectrine nf the Lord's Supper for exsmple,

-to see vhether 1t 1s founded in Serintures. He encoursged

Hermenn, and the vhnle General Synod inclufding Kurtz s=nd
Schmcker st the “er” to gee whether or not the lNjassourl
Synod's doctrine 1o girounded on Seripture. That the
services sre atiff, the contributor could hardly know,
8lnece he had by =dmiesinn never sitended one.

Various memt:ers of the Miassouri Synod et the firat
neeting were assipned te follow various Luthersn pericdiecsls
end Pr. Sihler was ansirned to the Lutheran n‘bser\rer.?

In a eimiler dlscuseion on the symbols snd the
corifesnlionel moaition, this time in the theonlogloel
Journrl of the new Synod, Sihler flsyed Schrmucker for
onposing the meceptsnece of sny who hold his doctrinsl
position to he mnluthersn in the Observer of Sentember A.
He found th=t glthourh the atstutes of the Seminary
et Gettysburg hold the Augsburg Confeasion to be the
norm of tesching, %there wss actuslly no symbolle suthority
eseribed tc this »rovisn, He therefore s=w the symbol

of the General Syncd =2 insufficient as a doctrinal
besis, but & confessicn of comnlete indifference in

1. “per Lutheresn Obgerver dWber unsere Synode,® Der
Luthersner, vol. 4, no. 7, November, 1947, pp. 20. 51.

3. Concordia Historiezl Institute Qusrterly,
vol. XIX, no. d, D. .
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matters of doctrine and godly truth, a.confesclon of eror
end lying, a felelfylng otlthe truth, sn indigcation that
they had "snother anirit.? (Criticism was highly pointed,
often unfortunntely neraonal.

During the firnt vesra of the Lutheraner many 241t-
orinl eznressions were nmerely initinled sn thet 1t 8
4ifficult to determine definitely who the writer was
without neeess to the original mamuzerints which are
not svailshle. Iany other e~ntributors, as Stellhomn
and Schaliler during the course of tlme, may well have
written many of the srticlea initisled #3." Some, how-
ever, are cheracteristicslly in Sihler's nungent style
and con herdly be mistaken. One article in the Rirchlich-
Zeltseachichtliches, a2 eolumn of obaervations on current
evente 1n the church, initisled 9S%* describes an sartlcle
in the oheerver nralsing Hr. SOhsnﬁe!cer for his good
snnearance, friendlinecs, brillliasnce, snd the like:

"How Tortm~te, Achilles, thet vou have formad & Homer® 1s
the closing caustic remqu.z This 1a 1llustrnotive of a
type of neraonal =2ffrontery which occurred with regularity
in the columns of boih snnosing neriodicals. Small wonder
thet many controversies grew ascrimonious '_beyend the noint
of ex»mectsztion,

The nuestion of church fellowshin snd mlonism wss o

i. %Die gsege'a‘alsynnde,' Lehre und Wehre, vol. 6,
no. 12 DDa 5 3- .
2. Lehre und wehre, vol. 8, no. 12, pv. 331-384.
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natural outgrowth of the divergent views on the suthority
of Seriptures end the imnortance of the cnnfessions as
nornative documents. The pnsition of the General Synod
with re~peet tn the queation of mioniem was well
delineated in the letter addressed by » committee a-nointed
in 1845 by the Philadelphia convention to the Eveongelical
Church of Germsny in order to defend herself sgeinst
alleged detractors of her Luthersnism. The authors of
this letter were Schmucker, Xurtz, Pohlmann, Morris, and
H. I. Schmidg, then nrofeszor at Hartwick Seminary. The
letter strtes that the General Synod requires only essentisl
agreement in doctrinsl views, strict conformity being
imnossible in Americe. Peace could be maintasined only by
en eclecticiam, which sdheres to essentlals snd nasses
over non-imrortsnt mstters. . . . "In most of our church-
vrineinles we stond nn convon ground with the Unlon
Church of Cermsny. . . . The neculigr view of Luther en
the bodlly presence of the Lord in the Lord's Supper has
long sgo bBeen cbhendon:<d by the grest msjority of our
ministers, though gome few of tlie older Germen teschera
end leymen still adhere to 1%." At the ssme convention
the Gener-~l Synodé declarsd 1tzelf as Teordially anproving
the practice, which had hitherto prevailed in their

churches, of inviting communlicents in regular stending

in either church (Luthersn snd Reformed) to naerteke of

1. F. Bente, on. cit., vol. II, pp. 58. 59.
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the Sacrsment of the Lerd's Su-per in the other, and of
the dlsmission of church-mesbers, at thelr own request,
from the churches of the one to those of the other
dannmlnmtion."l Also en this point of church mnion the
issue was squarely jolned.

Sihler exnlimined carefully to the men of the General
S8ynod in an onen letter on the Luthersn Observer's comnents
on lilssomri's position the reasons why he felt umable to
fraternize with 2 clesr conscience with all "Lutherans
of the lani.® To do so would be 1) agsinst God's Word
which says thst Christiasns are to a) avold the heterodox
and b) strive for the faith; 2) against our church for
which we must strive t» maintsin -urity of doctrine az a
preclous herifnce; 3) agalnst our consciences which ovnose
com-roniaing » truth held =a Cod's will for the sske of -
church nnlity; 4) apsinst the true belleving brethren
everyvhere who might be lesd tn 1indlfference by an ex-
amvle of lexity; ané 5) apgeinst the false brethrgl who
wlll be lesd tn further securlty in thelr error.
Throughout the subseguent years Sihler was actlive with
spnken snd wriliten word develoning and expanding this
thesls.a

MAnother pnint nf controveray especlally nronounced

1. Ibld.' n' 55-
2, Ther Luthersn Obgerver dber unsere Synode,”
per Luthersner, vol. 4, no. 7, p. 58.
9. CFf. Theaen \!‘ber Ki.rchen -.nnetnuohaft !hnodal
Bericht, July 373, DD H
—pp. 5-203 July, 1876, pD. 6-44; July, 1877, pp. 6-258;
July, 1879, on. 5-28.
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later in the differences between the Hissourl and the
Buffals Swmods but clted =lso in connection with the
Generzl Synod's criticism wes the matter of church
government. The liissourl Synod had adopted the striotly
congrefationsl system of church government. The
Synodleal constitution of 1347 had in Article VIT de-
clsred that the function of the Synnd In relstion to
the congregation was snd should remsin merely afivignry.
This seemed » rnileslly demncratic orgenization to men
of the Genersl S:tmnd.l As lste as 1873 the Observer
termed the congregriional nrinciple radical and lsuded
the early Americen Luthersn fathers for eatshlishing the
nresbyterinn form of government where the office of the
minlastry holds ita srover povers, : Sihler saw the sncalled
fgonservative? theory of office as a useful bridge to
eplsconalisn succession theory, even for s Roman hilerarchy
snd the whole nepsl orr::mizatlon.z He conslatently
sunported mininters in the CGenersl Synod vhn were fighting
for congregeil-nel asutonomy ageinat what they concelved
te be the usurpstion of —owers by the S:med.a

In the light of the precent Protestant movement
back to the use of the historic vestments end church

decorations, sn interesting clach of oninicns centered

1. cf- Javellﬂ, m. 2%-292.
2. "per Observer suf dem Vege nsch Rom,? Lehre
lllld Wehl'a. 701. Il.i. non. 1. p. m-

v  "puf welche Welse wurde dle in dem New York
linisterium vorbsndene Streitsache bel seiner dlesjihripgen
Versanmlung zu Utica verhasndelt?" Lehre und Wehre, vol. 24,
no. 10. h
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in the introduction in = certain Oeneral 3ynod conpgregation
of the eltar 2nd the cmolfix., Dr. Turtz had roundly
Attacked the pariieunlsr miniater involved for driving
neonle into Methondism and had taken the oceasion to score
the "old-Iuthersne® for thelr whole stand. Sihler objected
that the outward forms, of course, ha? nothing to do
with Luthersnism of sny sort, but that the adherence
fo Bibllcel dnetrines wns 1mmrtant.1 All this 1s
1llustrative of the constsnt exchsnge of oninions snd
interactinn largely due to Sihler's agsressive spirit.
Gredunally conservative sentiment geined mound and
finelly vhen the Pennsylvsnls Ministerium left the Cen-
er2l 3ynod, Walther exclaimed, "Scarcely any event within
the bounda of the Luthersn Church of North America has
afforded us pre=ter Joy thsn the withdrswal of the Synod
of Penneylvenia from the un‘onistic so-called Ceneral
8mod. . . « The nlan to give rrominence snd supremacy
in this land, by menns of the Ceneral Synod to 2 so-
called Americen Luthersnism which lgnores the distrinctive
doctrines of the Luthersn Church, and to comnel the
truly Luthersn Synods tn occuny 2 sensratistic 1lanlnted
end !:mwerless: nosltion, is comnletely frustrnted by this
step.® Dr. Hrauth, in an address delivered before the
Pittsburgh Synod, i1n 1866, called it "the confiict of
truth 2g- inst error, truth agsinat force, truth égalnst

1. "Der Luthersn Observer und die deutsch, luthe -
ische Kirche zu Detrolt,® Lutherzner, vol. 5, no. 4,
op. 25-28,
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false cm]a-nrnmine. * Krauth wss a lesder in the General
Comell. The defest of Amerlcan Lutherrnism signified,
fecording to the sincere belief of the chureh, "that
Luthersnism onn live and flourish in this country witheut
Elving sway its own anlrit or adulierating 1ts omn
original life and charscter. The future of the Luthersn
Church in Amerlga was to belong to the c~naervative tyne
of Luthernnisn,

The CGenern) Councill iscued 2n inviteation to all
fvneds which ennfesscd the Unaltered Augsburg Confession,
anking them to jJoin handa, This csll wes prenered by
Pr. Chrrles Porterfield Krauth and 1s 'mown a~ the
“Praternal Addresa.® A the »reliminsry me=ting held in
Rerding, Pennavlvenia, December 1l-14, 1366, delegates
were nresent from thirteen synoda, among them the Ohlo,
Iowa, and lichigen Synods. The liiszouri Synnd sent the
Rev., J. A. F. V. hueller as reoresmzanve.s S8ihler had
advised acninat the arrenization of a new hedy st thet
tinme, desming such an sction altogether opremsture snd
erpuing in favor of free cnnferences at which dlfferences
in doetrinsl views micht be discussed and 'wmity of

doctrine might be achieved. The Reading meeting 414 not

1. 8. E. Ochaenford, Documenterv History of the
Genera)l Council, nn. 91. 92.

4 2. A. H. Wentsz, History of the Ev. Lutheran B%u!
of lMarvland of the U,L.G. in America, p. as foun

®aul W, Spsude, The Luthersn Church under Americsn Influence,

D. 286,
On United Luthersn confesnsisnnl opnsition eof.
Remensynder, The Luthersn licnual, p.

3. W.0. Polack, Building of a Great Church, p. 108.
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approve and replied: The synods remresented in this con-
ventlon which prefer s free conference to sn immediste
orgenlzation be and hereby sre invited %n send representatives
to the next meeting, with the underntanding that tHey
have 1:]1_ 1% 211 the nrivileges of freternal comonrison of
views,

Sihler and his colleagues were not fully astisfled
- with the nozition of the General Councll on questions
- of church wractice, though the confessional stend was
setisfectory. They almnet immediztely articulated their
eriticism in church neriodicals., The Iowa and Ohlo 3vn~ds
had nosed certsin queations to the Genersl Councll, as
the sinmitiance of lodge memb-rs, onen commninn, owloit
fellowshin with unbelleving nastors. .The comnittee
couldn't resch a unenimous declsion and so it lwaa hardly

to be expected that the entire groun would reach

unsninity in convention. Sihler tonk occasion to belsber
the nractice of onnen communion and the pointa on which
the open questions hsd been sddressed to the Cownecil. He
felt that the Councll's fallure to ma%e an onen statenent
i on these metterz would herdly inspire trust on the part

2
of others, The Luthersn Hisslonsry had described

Luthersnism s dividsd into three nerts. On the right

was the ¥lssouri Svnod. On the extreme left wan the

fieneral Synod. Betwesn the two stoad the General Commeil

1. 9. E. Ochsenford, op. cit. ». 144,

2. %Das Schwelgen des General Council auf vorgelegt
kirchliche Lebenafrsgen und die offene Frtlidrung sus
seinem Heerlsger dber seine normele Stellung zwischen .
lissourl und der so. Ceneralsyncde,” Lshre und Wehre, vnl. 14,
no. 2, vp. 43-50.




116

which clesrly end honestly meintsined the Luthersn Faith
Sihler was nuleck to reply thot the Lutheranism of the

s

iRt

extreme left was no Luthersnisn st all, but rather
nethodistic-reformed, and it would be better 1f the
strong vrectice of vure Lutheraniem were adhered to in
the Genersl Cnuncil, for true Luthersnism combats sll
false dooctrine. He lsuded nlens for 1liturgy in the
Genersl Council which would introduce the creed, antiphonies,
end Amens patterned after Krauth's Church Baook. For the
further dactrinel development of the Council Sihler
sugpested 1) Luthesrsn teechings in Seminery and pulpit;
2) pusrding agrinst false doetrine; 3) practice of
private confessinn a2z in comuunion announcements;
4) csre of souls by pastors; 5) contimmed emphasls on
the Word in 211 :Lnstruci:!.on.l .

The metier of a»en questions was still further
contended when Dr. Krauth, az chsirmen of s commlttee
to snawer certsin gquastions posef by the Rev, Sieker of
the Ninnesota Synod, nade some rather subtle and not "
too leogleal distinctlons between the vorlous kinds of
heterodnx., He distinguished between the heretics, those
vho onhose the eatholic Christisnity and the fundamentsl
errorists whn erred in ceriain importsnt documents, tut
held to the centrsl doctrine. The first objection which

Sihler roilsed wan whether this dissinction 13 not

1. 1Ibid., vol. 14, no. 3, pp. 78-85.
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eontradictory, for these whe deny the chief doctrines
are nno% In but outside the church with the Mohammedens,
heothen, ~nd Jews, But errorists sre reslly rank
heretlcs if they deny fundementsl Christian dcctrines
end are glso not in the fold, though in the church,
1 Cor. 11, 1. The zecond objection which he ralsed
vies whether the Reformed churches, as the Presbyterian,
wea 2 slster church or g findsmentsl errorist in vlew‘
of dte falae teaching on nredentination, the personsl
unlon, and the like. The natursl conclusion, if that
vere allowed, would be th 't pulvit fellewshlp should
follow. But = thoussnd timez no, that should not be
done for it would 1) harm the people, 2) injure the
Vord-bomd consclence o the Lutheren pre-cher, 3) hara:
ené sln. sgrinnt the love of the neighbor 2) ageinst
the church, b) age’nst f2llow minliaters, e) and sgainst
the preshyterlsn himeelf. We recognize in thie formula
Sihler's original srgument a2goinst unlonistie prsctices
nreviously considered.

Criticlsm included slso in its scope the astsnd
on the Millenium token by Dr. Xrauth, Tr. Selss and other
Chillasts in the Council. e described these lesders
in the worde of the C«:cl-.:r-.-aan adage, "Dag laulthier sucht

im Nebel seinenm Wepg.®

1. *9r. Brsuth und das ¥lllenium,® "Das neueste

* Mum lMum des Counclls,® “Die Missourler. . .," “Kirchlich-

Zeitpeschichtliches, * Lehre und Wehre, vol. 19, mo. 2,
De 62,
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In 1872 3ihler declsred thot the lissouri Svnod was
perfectly satlsfied wlth the doctrinsl basis of the
General Council and the General Synod of the South and
could have enieresd into affilletion with them on that
basis but that they were obliged to hold themselves alo~f
from them becruse of certain fundsmental »ractilces
contrary to their strict dectrinsl basu.l Actually,
however, Sihler felt so strongly on these points of
doctrinal veriation and przotice thet the thought of
union never entered his mind. His own words were:

“It has been five years since this orgsnization was
founded., It has mesnwhile becom® evident that this
General Council is by no nmeans founded in zeal for nure
evangelical, thet 1=, Lutheran doctrine and confeasilon
and the acconnanying oractice.” He took excantion to
the mionism 8till evident and the ambigulty of ex-
preansion on the main doctrinal statementa. He also
felt the lack of »oor churchmanship in the Council.

For exsnnle, he obzerved that lcGuffey’s fifth reader
used In the public schools was onrosed in part to the
Serinture. Instesd of worrying shout the estsblishment
of the Church Book, the leaders should t-ke definite
steps for the eztablishment of the narochial schools.

Sihler nurposed no compromise in meeting in wnion

i. Carl Msuelshagen, Americen Lutheranism
Surpendere_tn the fances of Congervatism, pp. 1°0-191.




o

119

vith the Generzl CUouncll. iiis attituie was larpgely -
responzible, with thet of Walther and the other lesderns
of the Jynod, for laading the churches which held member-
ghip in the Miasouri 3ynod avay from fellowship with

the Counclil in those dzys when the Cowmnell had made &

material chonge %towsrd confeazionsl theslogy. Sihler

held to his orincinle of no conoromise with non-confeasional

rositions throughout his nminiaterial eareer.

Sihler wes particularnly infiuential in regard to
relations between the lilssourli and the Ohlo Synoda. He
had left the Ohio Synod because of his onposition to the
looss doetrinal nosition end unlonistic practices. Later
hlstoriena of the Ohils Synod attiribute this situation
to the fact that the mlnlsters lacked books, ts the long
tredition of faulsy nractice on the Trontier, and reaction
to the azmrensive %actles of the critlies, notably Ir.
Sihler, comuenting upsn his ooniroverslal way, charging
that he onenly gpoke of a congregetion which had return;d

from iiszourl %o Ohin as a "Kloake, einen Abzugskanal.®

- These gsme writers concede thet frram a Lutheran stsndpoint

the girife had driven the Synod $eo teke a wrong nosition
on both the nmstters ofglanguage and regerding the
econfessinnal questlon. The Dhlo men felt daesply the
effrontery of thesze :nenu who had @0 recently entered the

Synod and inmmedintely began s~ severe s oritique. Father

1. Peter and Schmldi, Gesehiehﬁe Der Synode von
0!110, D. 93. : .
2. Ibid., pp. 95. 96.
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Spielnann wrote: %A person misht hold that such advsnces
were a bit hesty and imprudent on the part of those who
had been in the country se short » time and who had done
nothing {nr the Seninsry nor for the urbullding of the
church,? At sny rate, as we observed nrevioualy, unon
the ascendnnce of the "unionistic English® party in the
Lancaster m;etlng in 1845, Sihler 2nd his group left the
Ohio Synod.

The trend 1n the Ohlo Swynod also was definitely
towards the confesslonsl stand. In 1830 the celebration
of the writing of the Augsburg Confession had inspired
the founding of s new seminsry et Oolumbus, Ohlo, dedlicated
to the tenching o the Confession to the many ministers
needed to core for the huge demsnd in the Weut.a Promptly
unon the defection of Slhler and his group, the Ohlo
Synod hurried tn make definite eonfessionnl commitments.
At the Cenernl Synod meeting in Columbus, Ohlo, Jume 17-24,
1848, much attention wsa paid to the Luthersn Confessional
writings. In the ministeriszsl session without debate
they unanimously decided "that the ministerium recognize
the synmbnlienl books of the Luthersn Church and promises
to teach according to them, becsuse they set forth Holy
Writ correctly, and that in the future all spplicants
and ordinstion candidates sh~uld be tested according to
them. '4 The Dhin Synod chro~iclers add the observation:

%. Ibid., ?. ol. - <

. Delndorfer, op. cit., p. .

3. Peter and E’ic 11dt, .9_1_':. oit., ». 40.
40 Ib’.d.' De 115-
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*fle wonder whether Dr. Sihler and hls comnanions' hearts
did not beat a 1little fester an they resd this snecific
confeasion of all Luthersn Symbols presented by the ssme
Synod which three years nreviously thev had left as
being too English snd too uﬂ‘.l,m;hersan'.'":l

 The interasotion between the Chle Synod and the
menbers of the new lilssourl Svned, especially Dr. Sihler,
Wwas continuous during subsequent decades until the time
of union in the Synodical Conference. Sihler never
falled %o comnent on the nroceedings of Ohlo. Synod
essentlies. Iie never fzlled to score abuses such as the
nixture of Luthersn snd Reformed churches, the lack of
loyalty tn ennfesnicns, =8 in s»ecific ceses, for ex-
amnle, those of Pastors Gogrlen, Held, Heinleke, and
nt;hera.z Rev. Lehman, editor of the officlal Lutheran
8tandard submitted 2 re-ly which wes renrinted with
Sihler's comment in = parellel czo'.l.u!m.3 Sihler was
quick to comnlsin of irregular activities in the Synod.
A striking instance of this tyne of polemic wa= the
gerenoe made by Sihler agsinst charges rsised by the

1. Ib’.dc. e 116.

2. "Denkwirdigkeit aus der letzten Verssanlung
der Vest Ohio-Synode," Luthercner, vol. 7, no. 14, pp.

3. Luthersmer, vol. 7, no. 20, pp. 153=-159.

4, ez ehrw, linisterium der lutherischen
Synode von Ohio, westlichen Distrikts,” Lutheraner,
701- 10. no. 16. DR 121.125.
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Ohlo Bynod agzinst the Central District of the Wissouri
B8ynod for accepting = certain Rev. Eilrich who had left
the Ohic Synod. Sihler mailntalned that Ririch had left
for reasons of conscience, because glthough the Synod
had passed » resolutlion condemning lodges, Pastor Henkel
himeelf belonged to one. He then listed elght reazons
why the Ohio Synod deslt unfairly with Ei.rl.ch.l Party
splirit was strong in many 1nntances.2

Sihler felt that he had acted in a frue svirit. In
1851 he aerid: “Cod is wmy witness thst my testinony ageinst
the Ohlo Synod sprang from honest zeal for the honor of
Cod and the welfsre of the Church. If Synod . -hed receive
our first request with only the a=me measure of good will,
the whole situation today might be dlfferent;a The
aoctual impact of the ronsistent attention devoted to
Ohio affairs by the lMissourl dbrethren was telling. The
editor for many years of Ohio's Luthersn Standard in a
brief history of hia Synnd relstes, %Also during thia
tine the Luathersner, edited with zesl by Prof. 'ﬂn;l.ther.
a nmlghty warrior and »romater of nure Intheranism,

appeared, as a hersld,in the fer West, a3 a new life

1. "Werhandlmgen der zwenzlgsten Verssmolung des

westlichen Districts der Evang.-luther, Synode von Ohio
und anderen Steaten, geholten in der St. Pauvlskirche szu
Dayton, Ohlo, vom 20. bis 23. Jull, 1860," Lutheraner,
vol. 17. No. 15. Phe 07=102.

2. ©f. the regretz of the Ohlo men that by not
accenting the Concordis Synod they lost the West to the
Towa snd lilssouri Synoda: Peter and Schmidt, ovn._cit., p. 172.

3. Theodore Engelder, “§hy Missouri Stood Alone,

Fbenezer, p. 46.
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in Zion. The Luthersn Stenderd under my editorisl super-
vislon received 2t times good idess snd wholeasome tecching
fron this terse neper, which I acknowledge gladly at this
tire in retrospect. . « « S0 Sthe Ohlo Synod, as also
Beveral other aynods of the West, under the mighty
leadership of God, through msny trials snd battles,

step by sten were lead to s correct wnderstanding and
true holding to the Confessionz under the influence and
lenderahin of the Missourl Synod joined as a member of
t:ha Syodlesl Conference, founded in 1872, 1in complete
doetrinel unity, snd a preat church body. "1

For our nreaent norposes we may note that the shift
of the nany Lathersn synoda under the influence of
lilssourl sz indicated by Lehmen hed onother effect.
Slhler and the other leade-s in writing for the beneflt
of the other churchnen, slso, conversely, consol:dsted
the posltion of the iHissouri Synod both as to its omn
doctringl and practieal stand, but alse in pointing up
to it 1%s.ovm niszion as & gride and watchmen.

By the time o? the subsecuent Predestinorian
Controversy which disrupnted the Synodical Conference,
Sihler wes tnnnfa:- advanced in yesra to particlipate
very s!c':.lvel'y.b He 4id £inéd it necessery to explain sonme

atztements on Aonctrine he had made twventy-Ffive years

1. %. F. Lehman, Abrisz der Ceschichte der ev-
utherischen 3ynode v. Ohlo und anderen Stasten, pp. 172 173.
. FOF &n account of this controversy, of.

Hochstetter, on. ecit., np. 365 ff.
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previously which were used by Ohlo to show that Missouri
hed two dootrines of nredestination ot one tie.l The
opposition to Walther was bitter snd he was accused of
double denling snd deliberate mieleadlng.a Ohlo left
the Conference and later, in 1930, joined the Towa end
Buffalo in the Americeen Luthersn Church. These later
develooments were lsrgely beyond the influence of Sihler,
for his drys of lesdership were spent.

in the esrlier deys when lilssourl wes dsveloning
its ultrr-demncratic synodical syatem, 1ts chlef European
spondor, Paslor LShe, sided with the opnnsing views of
the Iowa and Buffalo synods. Sihler in the officisl
mublication exnlzined that Léhe was wrong in his views
on the office of the ministry, the universal npriesthend,
and the swmodical nowers. The school at Ft. Yayne, he
Wrote, never hed more punlls then vhen LShe storped sending
then over.a He closed with a prayer for L8he's friend-
ghip. Dr. Fritschel wrote in the Dorpater Zeitschrift in
which ha_ maintained that the Iowa Synod in matters of chureh
governnent wes the mean between the democratic liissourl
Synod and the Buffalo hiph churchism. Sihler made
continued elaborate defences of the scrintural suthorizatiom

of the congregntionsl sysiem and eventually also this view

1, 9Eine Xurze Erklidrme,? Lehre und Vehre, vol.
2?. no. 2' p. 58.

2., Peter and Schmidt, on. oit., ». 190.

3. UHerr Pfarrver Léhe's Rericht fber uns und dessen
Beurthellungs nach %Wshrheit und Gerechtigkelt,® Lutheraner,
'01. 11| no. 1. P 99-94.
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came {o rrevall in the varlous Lutheran Synods of the
land. He was active in the negotiztions and inter-synodical
discussions of the doctrinal basis for church governnent,
church diseinline, thezministerial office, ordination,
and related questions. After the Colloquium in
Milwaukee showed that Iowa wished to hold to her Neuen-
dettelsau views in nreference to Paul's, Dr. Sthler
oblned: WMAfterward, as before, this anparently Lutheran
Synod, from which at sny rate seversl members left,
remained in its vacillation, in 1ts slivpery "yes amd
no" thenlogy, in its lax position on the ennfessions
and its sccentance, contrary to Scripture of the so-
called 'onen question's She remains the case of Léhe's
later errsnt views. “‘s

The present church situatlion exists today sub-
stantlally ss Sihler and his colleagues of the early
years left it, as for as relations with other synods are
concerned. The Svnodical Conference has made no substantial
incoreases through the addition of largé synods. The total
movement of the Lutheran bodles toward conservatism 3 perhaps

beat summarized by the statement of long-lived Professor

1. 9Was von uns Wehres und Fplsches berichtet
ehre und Wehre, vol. 7, no. 8, op. 232. 235.
rotoko er die Verhandlungen des

November bis 5. December .
5. Hochstetter, on, oit., Do. 266. 309.
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S2muel Sprecher who hed with Schuucker snd Xurtgz svonsored
American Lutheranism. In 1301 he wrote: "It is true
thet I d1d onee think the Deflnite Synodlcal Platorm -
that modification of Luthersnilsm which onerhans has been
properly ealled the culmination of lelanchthonianism -
desirsble snd practical, and that I now regard all such
nodification of owr creed as= hopeless. In the neantime
an increased knowledge of the spirit, methods snd 1it-
er-ture of the lisasourd Svnod haz convinced me that such
alterstlm_lm are undeslrable; that the elements of true
Pletlsm - that 5 senss of the necesaity of personal
religlon 2nd the imnortsnce of persnnal sssurance of
galvation - csn be maintained in connection with a
Lutheranion wnnod ified by the Puriten element. ’1

Within the iissouri 3ynod the doctrinsl position
formulated by the founders ha~ contimied as the acoepted
atand of the church. In churcn practice, those siate-
nents formulated by Sihler with reapect to unionlsn,
basis for church fellowshin, the rishts snd nowers of
the Synodical organizstion, snd she various criticisms
of high churchisn previously discussed remsin thes normal
practice of the Iynod. Truly Sihler's influence, with

thaet of his enllengues, was one of grest power,

1. Neve-Allbeok, op. ci%., P. 1113.



Chapter VIII
The Gernan Church

The Luthersn Church of America was largely i1sclated
socinlly and intellectuslly Trom Ameriosn Protestant
Church 1ife for the groster nart of the preceding century
by lanpunge and racisl barriers., Consenusntly, the ties
with the Chmreh in Cermeny seecnmed particulsrly imnortent
to the younr church in Americs. The stress lald on this
feature of church interest is graphicslly 1llustrated
in the news colum o the Luthersner. There the
column, Xirchlich-Zeligeschichtliches, was divided into
two mections, the one for Amerilca and the other for tl'go
"Auslend, "

The Confessionsl Lutheran Church of America felt
itnelf bound to the confesaional element in Germsny.

It supported the non-conformist =nd snti-Union independent
churches wherever it wes nossible. We hsve seen thst,
after his converaion, Dr. Sihler asssocisted for the most
vart with men of definlte Luthersn consciousness, as

Dr. Rudelbach an? ¥illism Léhe. Also in this countiry

he deternined to gnide hls church away from unionism on
the pattern of the Svangelliesl Chwrch of Gernany end €o
direct ell the encoursgement and support possible to the
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German independent or rr_ee churches. His written commentaries
on the situstion in the Germsn church are extremely numerous
end voluminous. We nsy select charneteristic references
representative of the stititudes which Me helned instill

in the membershin of his owmn church in America.

. By way of attitude, 3ihler profeased the indenmendence
of the Church in Anmerics. He would have nothing to do
with any sugrested organic connectinn with the Cermen
church. At nne time Postor iMnkel, elitor of the
‘gec!:lenlmrgg. r fottesknsten, denmmoed the Lutherans of
Hisgourl for heving acauired Amerlcsn ways, seeking %o
look self-sufficiently st the mother-church while atill
in 1ta lerrning yeara. Oihler ralsed the gueztion a8 to
who the mather-church wzo, He held the church in Cernany
to he thnt mother-church only insofar as it oreached the
~ure doetrine, the confesaions, end ooposed false te~ch-
ing. But vhere wss such & church st whose breaste the
nevborn church could receilve the sincere milk of the
Word? The church of CGermeny he felt to he so permested
with philososhy that Father Luther would sbhor it. The
mother-chureh would not hesr the volee of her true son;,
but romsnized in practice snd liberslized in doctrine.

Sihler was nltogether opvosed to the work of the

Church Union of 1817. He ecallsd it the "Hlinding work

1. "Das neue Zeltblastt dber uns arme iissourier,*
Lehre und “’ehre, vol. VIII' No. 2. ». 43=49.
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1 .
of the devil.® .The flrst of the two najor issuss of

vVarlence between the Nissouri Synod sné the church of l 7o fY

-

Germany was thet of church government. The Synodical
Constitution of 1847 had provided for s congregationsl
systen with sdvinsory povers for the Synod. Walther
relterated thiz position a2 the serinturally somd snd
therefore as the Cod-plensing form of church government
in his writing Xirche wmnd An%. Thie position, 2lso k=214
by Sihler sfter his contreots with Walther, was disnetrically
opposed €n the whale vhiloszorhy behind the church gove
emnent 6of the Strte Church of Germany esnd he was not
elow in articulstine his opinlon. Dr. Huschke maintained
th=t eny order of clmurch povernment of himan instiiution
wae g2 divinely instituted za the preaching of the Word
snd the Ssorqments snd thnt the govermment set up over
more congregrtlona 1z ar gszered and God-=plescing esnd
glven to the Church forever as the rule of the pastor

end the. congrepstisn. Pzator Disderich criilclzed the
Pruselzan arrcngement =nd I, Sihler wss quick to taoke

up the srgument sgeinat Huschke. He mam.to.ineﬂ th=t eon
the basla of the New Testsment and 1ts nrecedent, Huschke's
sanction of sovernnent and men-dominated churches was
inexcussble snd sltogether againat the ripght of the

univerasl priesthood of 211 bellevers to be sunreme in

1. "7 kirechlichen Lage 1n Deutschklsnd,®
Inthersner, vnl. 33, no. 22, po. 169-17. :
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the church, the originsl Lutheran »rineiple.

This servility snd submission of State Church clergy-
men reached 1tn mose% reprshenaible depth in the sermon
of the court prescher Dr. Hoffmann on the text, "We
ought to obey God rnther then men.® He preached as
follows: “To the end of time obedience to the State is
the aame == obedience to God. To be able to say I do
not obey the government but I obey God, one would Tave
to have the office of on spostle and the holiness of sn
angel. An? even then he would have to say, I have a
conmand of the Covernuent and in earthly things this for
me 1s compelling.® Sihler countered: “This msy sound
food in the enrs of the errthly princes, but how does
1t sould in the esrs of the true Xing? Court vpreachers
should follow the examnle of John the Baptist.®

The aecon? major issue which Dr. Sihler found to
oriticize in the Prussiesn 3tate Church was the sbaslute
lack of doctrinsl uniformity on the one hand and of
confesalonzl loyslty on the other. He noted with
partlenlar alarm the trend toward philosorhic conecentions
of Christisn doetrines and the swing toward free thought
in Germany. Panthelstic atheism ruled with overwhelming
power in Germany. This s-'sn"!.t was alded within the

" chureh by the eriticsl protestant theology. Dr. Schenkel

1. "Eine seltseme Behauptung des Herrn Ir.
Huschke, " Lehre und “ehre, vel. VIII, no. 5, pp. 138-142.
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of Heldelberg had sided with Renen's lLife of Jesus in
his Cherascterbild Jesu. Professor Rothe had defended him
in thic thesis and 211 that within the bownds of the
Gerasn State churoh.. Sihler felt that pride was the
dominant sin in the 3t=te Church as manifasted by
desires for orgenic union of 211 elements and the resultasnt
large numters in the olmreh and by the accentznce of
modern philoanvhy snd rejectlon of Redemntion-thenlogy.
Sihler felt thet the Union had contributed to the
dootrinal corruntion of the churches also of the varilous
provinecen. For sbout 2 hundred yveers after the Reform-
ation, the churches of Hessen had besn most viril and
active, but the Prussisn Union and the deotrinal 41ssolution
had led the Church finally to the formation of the Stste
Svnod of 1873 which renresented s weak and ineffective
combinnstion of 21l elements into a lifeleas mass, Similar
trends had develoved in Breslau, in Gleszen, and other
orovinces of CGermany. So onposed to the State Church wes
Sihler that he classed it wlth the Romsn Cathnlie Church
in hls esteem. He characterized Emperor Frederick
Villism IV as 2 soft-feeling man, no Luthersn, who
supnorted the union of the Reformed and Lutheran, allowing
many Roman prectices in the Church. This plessed the

Jesuits. The Cathnllcs were beconing active in the

-

1. 9Geht's vorwirts oder rickwerts?? Lehre
und Wshre, vol. 11, no. 3, pp. 83-83.
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politicael field, since Bismarck did not show the same
dexterity in discerning religlousz views as he did pol-
itlcel. In the Relchstag the State Church wes onposed
by the Catholic Church and the poor pesple were being
"ground between two millstones. "1

For this reazon Sihler could see no hone for
Lutheranism within the confines of the State Church snd
suphorted rather the effort st the msintensnce of free
churches. The confesnlonal Luthersn nastors of the
Berlin conference had steted thelr determination to act
as a leaven withln the State Church. 8Sihler renlied by
st~ting his zpprchension thet this effort to act as a
leaven would rem=in only a plous wish. He held it to be
innosaible for the Lutheran Church to remain with the
Reformed bacsuse the Reformed Church was "no a!:eter
church, but a2 spoiled 2nd unhbellieving church communion
al;ﬂ the S3tate Church the work of the Devil. '2 Tﬁe
practical result of rema2ining within the State Church
would be the represslion of a frank scrintural confeasion
and the witness of the Luthersn Church sp that this
indiffersnce results partly in unbelief snd partly in
papistic orasctices. The Consistories snd surerintendents
gre frequently rationalists and they made 1t imvossible

for those ennfeszioncl Lutherasns under them in the

1. "Die rédmische Xirche in deutschen Reich,®
Lehre und Wehre, vol. 23; no. 1l.

e e Allgemeine Evangellsch-Lutherleche
Kirchenzeitung dber dle Berliner Augustconferens,® Lehre
und Wehre, vol. 20, no. 4, p. 97.
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hierarchiel set un to moke any progress in their protest-
atlons. The only course of action open to confessional
Luthersns vas to declare the doctrine ovenly end fight e
false te-chers.

8ihier looked to the free churches of Germany for
such suvport as they could give the young church in Ameriea.
After the dif{iculties with idhe slresmdy referred to previously,
the 3ynod turned to snother confessionml Luthersn for ald,
Pactor Brunn. Ie estsblished e prepsratorvy school at Steeden
after Wyneken's vizit in 1860. Pastor lieromymus also
subported this school. The frsternal rel-tlons with the
German Church therefore was limited to intercourse with
the free and independent c!'mr-t:lm.sal.:L

An interasting instance of the interactlion hetween
speclific personrlitlies of the fnerican ané the Gernsn
churches 12 afforded by the exchange of comnliments by
the noted scholer Dr. Hengstenberg and Dr. Sihler. Heng-
stenberg in 1329 becsme = full professor of theology at
the University of Berlin. By his work of the interpretation
and defense of the 01d Testament he beeanme the staunchest
defender npninst rationalism, unionism, and the mediating

theology of his dsy. As a mouthnilece of hls testimony
he founded in 1827 the Fvangelische Kirchenzelting and

1. W. Wahling, Geschlchte der Ev. Lutherischen
Freikirche in Sachsen wd 8. Ot., pp- 18. 19.
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for forty-two yesrs was 1ts chief contributor. Author

of many works ilneluling Christologle des alten Testementa,
Beltraepe zur Einleitung ina *lte Testement, and Offenbarung

Jdohamnis, he was one of the stauncher Lutherans within
the 8t=te Crurch. Hevertheless, his nosition did not
setisfy Sihler =nd he was not slow in anorising him of
the fact. At infrequent intervals Sihler published his
observations on Hengatcnberg's work.

Cn one occeslon Hengesanberg had made some gorid
comniente on the Lissourl Synod. He had been sent %o
Auerles by the Prussisn Church ané subsequently wrote
that the "poor Luthersns of Saxony, Stephan's emlgration,
after some tiwe in retirement hsd become vocsl in a
shsrn, bitter, and inimicsl marmer.® Sihler held that -
not one o the church paspers of the Sgxons had this tone,
nor éid snyvone believe th~t outside of Trinity clmrch-h}
5t. Louir “only devil'es chepels" exist. He oriticlzed
Hengstenberg's judgment that the Ohio Bynod represented
the true Lutherenism, for that Synnd erred in ordination,
unioniam, lsck o withess, end in the examination aystem.

He did not Tail %o vralse Hengetenberg's contribution
to Biblicsel thenlopy, however. He lauded hinm *ighly for
hies st=nd agsin=t rationsliam, his constancy during the

outbreaks of 1848, ard his promotlon of a conservatlve

1. 9YEin deutsche !nlonsmen dber uns srme
Luthersner," Lutheraner, vol. 4, no. 1?7, pp. 131-133.
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View of the 0l1d Testanent. Hevertheless, he regretted
that Hengstenberg snnctioned the Union and did not
avpreciste the Confesclons fully. He belleved that when
14,000 State Church pastors signed the Augshurg Confession
1t was merely =n enthusiastic and Jramatic gesture without
significence, since the Reformed could not possibly accept
Article III.l Thlz eichenge of o»inlons by Hengastenberg
end Sihler i1s typlezl »f the interasction of this churchman
with meny men of the Germsn church.

Sihler rewresented p point of view which he sssisted
in imparting to the Syned and which is the dominent point
of view In the Synod teday. The lisasowri Synod today
wrefers the Free Church to the State Church snd is in
fraternal rel-tlons with seversl such free church con-
ferences. It 1s opnesed to union churches in Gerasny,
for ressons of doctrine and chureh government, as 1s
evident from ite ovnosition to the newly formed Evengelical
Church in (éer:nan_v.a Similarlr the Synod is not s member
of the Luthersn Verld (':onvention.a Sihler's background
end policy have had a declded influence on Synodical

reletions with the Cermsn Church.

1. PBinige Bemerkungen dber etliche Stellen des
Vorworts der evang. Kirchenzeitung des Hrn. Prof. Hengstenberg
von Jahre 1867 unter der Ueberschrift: 'Die lutherische
Yreche und die Union,'® Lehre und Wehre, vol. 13, no. 5,

ND. 157-1493 no. 6’ Phe 1,I-m= no. ,. DPe 198"'2)0.

2. Cf. review by F. BE. layer of Stewart W. Herman's
@ Rebirth of the Gerpson Church, Concordis Theolnpgical
s MNe 3 .

Honthly, vol. 17, no.
. OFf. Lutherischer Weltkonvent zu Paris, Berlin:
Offizin Haag-Drugulin, 1939.




Chapter IX
Relatlion to other Chmrches

The 19th century was religloualy as well ss politically
one of turbulence. Just as sectionalism grew stronger
toward the middle of the first centwry of America's
politieal historr, so the rirst century of the Natlonsl
Period anong the churches wes msrked by a growing sect-
arionism. The accent wss on individualism. The religlous
scene was cne of dlisunity and dlvisions, sherp competitive
8nirit, end lack of 'mderstending. It was truly freedom's
fernent.

With the rspld progress snd development of the fz"onti.a'
secterisn churches, new problems were posed for the older
cormunions. Willism Sihler was typilcel in his reactions
to the new develomments of frontier r=liglon. A polnt of
speclal interest 13 the interaction 2t that point vhere
the youngz vrotestant churches breached the lenpuage
barrier snd entered the srena of Cerman language work.

This will be considercd in some detall.

Sihler gs 2 Luthoran possessed alil the animus agsinst
the Romen Catholic Church which the tradition reculred,
In 1871 he exulted in the deposition of the papacy from

the papal estates through the rising of Itallan national
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aentimmtlunﬂer Covour and Xing Victor Hamanuel of
Pledamont. To him, an t» protestantisnm in general
during the 1%th century, the nope was the very snti-Chriast.
This oninion wsa never nltered. He belabored the nsnal
embltions for temporsl nower snd sounded conatsnt warnings
agalnst the prowing strength of the Cathnlic Chrch
citing such exprescinne printed in the Cstholle World as
the Bishon of Chnrlenton's nrophecy that “the man is
alr eady born who would see the majorlty of this land
catholic. "2

Sihlar's views of the Church and of the churches

were in the main not diresected by a »erty or sectarian

aniris. Rather they wore the result of z genuine concern

for what he ecnnsidered the esaential Chriatisn faith.

He balleved that the Lutheran Church observed the "pure
ecclesiastical form of the Christisn church in antithesis

to the Romlsh-paiiatical Church on the one hand and the
Reforae? church and 211 the sects which had develoned from

1% on the other hend. "3 Unon srrivel in America he had
addressed gz asries of 2ight letters to Yerr Schmidt,

r, 8n ungffill sted
ennservetive nener, in which he set forth the best festures

the editor o the Luatherische ¥irchenzeltun

1. “Das Papstthum und die Unioniaten,” Lehre
md Wehre, vol. 17, no. 4, on. 107-112,

2, %Ziele und Pline der rdmisch-pibstiachen
Kirche in Americsn,” Lehre und ‘ehre, vol. 26, no. 10,
D_ﬁ- 299-293.

3. Bachter Brief? to the editor of the lLutherilsche
Kirchengeitung, vol. §, no. 15, August 8, 1844, op.
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of Luthermusm.l lfe wrote that the Luthersn Church 1is
the correct church in conirast to the Romasn Cathollc
Church becouse it zccentz Cod's Word pure end simple end
not 2) trsdition, b) semi-pelagisniem, e) good works for
Justificsitic-n, d) nor im ure sacraments.

The Tathersn Church is the corrsct church, he mesintalned,
in entithesis ¢~ t{lhis Reformedl Church with its ratlonslistic
ené unbelieving errors se a) the rsiuction of the sscraments
to a symbol, b) thie denlal of the genus msjestaticum,

0) trying to sxplain the scoret of predestinstion, snd

@) the wrong form of the church goveranent. It is, therefore,
ooposed fo Talse union, sll errorists, sll enthuslssts,

and gll ratlonnlists. Sihler engaged in nmeny dlsputations.

e roundly condemnse’ theologlans for suggesting innovati~-ns

in church order such, as allmugg; the cohgregation to vote

for ¢ new uiniaster once g :,rem'.-“

A% tinmes apologetlies bLecame polemie true to the best
Flselan traditlon. Typleel is the following excerpt from

the Luthersner:

8In the misslion~ry peper The Western Hissionary of

1. ILatheriasche Kirchengeliung, vol. 6, no. 2, °
Pebruary, 1884: Vol B no. . Februsry 15, 1884; vol. 6,
no. 6, tereh 23, 1344; vol. 6, no. 7, April 11, 1844; vol. 6'
no. 8, April 25, 1844; vol. 6, no. 9, mlssing from Passavant's
volume Xept in the librarles of (ettysburg Seminsry, Gettys-
burg, Pennaylvanis; vol. 6, no. 10, lal 23, 1844; and val. 6,
no. 15, August 8, 1844.

2. ‘Uuerhwirdiges Zeugnisz des llethspredigers
W. Suhr in Cincinneti,* Luthersner, vol. 6, no. 7, pp. 52-54.
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the Germsn Reformed Church, Columbus, Ohin, December 15,
1849, a certeln lir, Adsm tells of the Rev. Sihler preaching
in Huntington, who moked 81l frue Iuthersns to arilase and
ahout ten or twelve sotood un. 'These are Lutherans,' he
sald, 'end sll the othern sre lost.' On another occasion
Rev. Sihler nresched in Pfaff's gettlement, refused to
baptize n child in the Reformed faith, steting thet &ll
ere lost.® Sihler continues by denring the charge,
releting the sctual cccurrence in Huntington, denied ever
hearing about = Prfaff's settlement, and amonishes Mr.
Aden to subdue his old Adsm which begulles him into
falsehnod.l

In general, however, the lances were broken over
natters of dogma and church »ractice, rather than indulgence
in personal affronte. The Roman Catholics and the Evangelicals
he had met with in Germeny. The latter he frequently scored
for thelr "enthusiastic® unonnfesslonal position a) not
onnoging attaczs on Scriptures, b) not defending the
eonfessions, ¢) lax end lazy in soreading the truth,
and q) un:.onist!.c.z

Dr. Sihler wae in general even more intently snd
energeticslly onnoned to the meny other protestant churches -
vhich were growing more numerous s=nd stronger in liiddle

Anericz. Lethters of the mia-lonsries located in northern

ro—

1. ‘“Hothgeirungene Widerlegung und Berlchtigung,” Lutheraner,
ann 6' Nno. 15. P 1‘11‘142- ~

2. Mies weren Fwengelische und was sind E.‘vangennoho?
Lutheraner, vol. 2, no. 17, April 13, 1846, »n. 85-67.
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Illinois to the Home Missilonary Soclety contaln much
informotion regerding the ravid flow of populstion_into
this region after 1829. The foundations of Presbyte ianism
in this aerea were largely laid by New England men. M any
of them were of the tyoe that Dp. Sihler ceould not
aporeciate. An examnle of these frontier missionaries
Wes Flavel Bascom who graduated from Yale as one of the
New Hasven band. 1In 1833 he went to nreach in Illinols
for the American Home iijsnionary Soclety. He married,
conceded this to be a mistake, divorced his wife on the
ground thst this was the lesser of two evils. Sucha
nrocedure would have been unthinkable tn Dr. Sihler.
Yet Bascom writes in his sutoblogranhy that his first
text was "Unto you that believe he is nrecious," since
this enabled him tn strike what he intended to be the
keynote of his whole ministry, viz., "Jesus Christ
and him crucified. "l

The Gongregeti~nal Church was at a dissdvantage in
the German lsngunge work. Most of the minlsters were
recrulted from Germany and Switzerland. Onngregationallsm
as church polity was not known among the Germans. The
stress on relating a conversion experienced as a ore-
requisite for church membershlp also made the German work

difficult for the Congregational Church and men like

1. Villism W. Syeet, gguglnn on the Ameriecan
Frontier, 1783-1850, ©pn. 231= » 262,
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Peter Fluery, thelﬂ.rst German Congregetional missionery,
were rather rere.

The lsnguage nroblem worked mnvara'ely in favor of
the sectrrisn churches as a lnter Luthersn chronicler
relates: “The Luthersn Church instesd of advsneing in
nmembers and stramgthening 1tself by the training of 1is
successive generntions lost incaleulsbly much by the
exodus of esch succesalve generation from its borders,
and for meny yesrs had to Zall bsck again unon the
neterlisl furnished by new srrivals from sbroad. It
was plweys beginning and slways behind. "2 The Luthersn
Church wa= still a foreign church in contrast to a
church such a2 the Disciples or Christians with founders
a8 Stone whn wes 2 native Americzn of oléd cnlonial stock
born in Marvland, educated in Horth Carolina, after
spending hins boyhood in Virginia. The 1dea= of anch a
church were unlon snd rr-.-storatlon.s

The grest church bodies of Prote-~tantism during
those deca’ier were the Baptist and Hethndist conventions.
Their growth durins the decade from 1830 to 1840 was
parileulsrly large. In Illinols tﬂe Hethodlats grew
from 6,000 to 30,000 in ten vears. iethodlsm was directly

1. George J. Eisensch, A Hlatory of the Germen
Congregntionel Church in the UnTted BEaEes. PD. 4. 14.
" 2. C. W. Schaeirer, Er‘ 1v Hiat 'm"""of the Luthera
Church in Aﬂencﬂ D. 142,
3. E. t'lar-*iaon, An American Religious ligvement,
p. 10. C°f, also, Garrison, - : _the Frontier.
4, V. Vi, Sweet, Rellgion on pntier,
1783-1850, p. 232.
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the fruit of a religlous awekening which begsn In Thg-
lend o 1little befors the middle of the 13th century, the
evengelical revival.

As Dr. Georpge Croft Cell used to say to his classes
in Boston Un'versity School of Theology, Wesley stood on
the shouldere of Martin Luther, just as Hartin Luther

Istood on the shoulderas of the Apostle !?emfl..:l The theol_og
of 19th century illethedism wasz atill evangelieal.z

The lethodilet Church hed aleo male agpgressive ex-
pension movements eon the Continent. By the vear 1869 the

Hethodist Church in Cermany numbered 6,956. It was
scattered over the whole land and wse especlally actlve
in Sazony end Wuerttemberg. It had 321 presching stations
with fifty-aix ministers. The nrinting house in Brenen
ha? in the preceding nineteen yesrs printed 251,069
books end 311,700 trscte, Bibles, end Testenmta.a lieth
odlsm had entered the Oerman lesnguage srena in force,

The man who 12 ¢slled the fether of Cerman Hethodlism,
Wilhelnm Nest, had a singulerly striking develomment. IS
parelleled Sihler's in meny respects. %ilhelm Hast wss
born on June 15, 1807, in Stuttgart, the capltal nf
drttemberg. For three centurles his ancestors had been

soholars and clergymen in the Evangelicsl Lutheran Church

Lo Charlies =dwin sc:":ﬂf;el&’ We HEG‘.’.oﬂlﬂtB. De 2.

2. Henry C. Sheldon, "Chenges In Theology asmong
American Hethodlats,® Americsn Journal of Theology, Vol. 10,
PPe 31=-52.

3. Oskar Bdttner, Dis ev. Frelkirchen Dentschlonds,
p. 115,
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of that province. At an. early age hls usbringing was
intrusted to his oldest slster, Wilhelmina, who 1like

his other two sister, hed msrried a Luthersn clergymen.
At the seminsry at Bloubeuren he was wnder the influence
of Ratlonzlists who were dominsting Cermsn thought. WHWis
convanionshin there with Dgvid Friedrich Sgrauss was
mwost important. Professor Kem and Professor C. . Bauer
infused into him & deep love of the classsies. He lost
his convietion in the originel Luthersn fgith, become a
Tatlonalist. In Ameriles through s remerksble series of
coincidences, a= his blogravher relstes, as though
directed by Cod, he was lead to the lethodist Church and
experienced omwcrslnn.l Hle became the leading figure
in Gernan liethodism. TProm-ter of The Christisn Apologist,
tranglator of Vesley's sermons in the books Sammlung
suserlesender Predipten, 1356, editor wi'th P. Schmucker
of the Cermen lirthodist hymnal, Ssmnlung von Gelstlichen
Liedern, which gave tranalstions for hyans with such
tunes as Confleagration, livetery, The 01d Hundred, snd
Vill Ye Co? An exsmnle of *“is preaching may be found

in the final sermon of Konn's Dle Deutsch-Amerikanische
Kenzel, a volume which was dedlcated to him. Thls sermon
has for its theme: The thrzefold relationship of Christ
to his Church. The text 1a: “Thou art Peter and uvon
thie rock T will build my chwrch.® Dr. Sihler would

1. Peul F. Douglass, The Story of Germen
"Qﬂl’ﬂlﬂm. p_n- 1"21-
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surely auprove of the parts siressing the Lordship of
the divine Savior, His sctivity in bullding the chureh,:L
and, thirdly, that therefore the Church belongs to Him.
Spirituslly Nest snd Sihler were bLrothers. Both
ha@ found the retionelism of CGermsn schonls spiritually
mpalatable. Both hed undergone grent emotional crises
concomitant te their conversion. Both embraced a
fundanenselly identlcsl view of uan, his sniritusl E
condition, the persen of God, the work of the Redeemer,
and the origin and authority of the Scrl.ntures.. But
this offinity aid not serve sc a centripetal force. There
were other feetors which lead these two men away from
esch other and caused them to lead their church bodies
on oppnsite npaths. The Luthersns had stoutly ovposed
the "new meaguree! of [rontier rs'iet'hodl.sn.z Sihler's
friend end colleague Wyneken had been the firat who
not only in America but also in Cermany opnosed Il-eth-
odism. Wwvneken hed bHeen opposed by uany pmstors of the
8tate Church who sdvised emigrsnts to Join the Hethodlsts
in this cowmtry. Psator iallet in Bremen was one such m
advocate of close relations with the Methodlsts. But
Sihler had broken with the stste church and, as night
be sunposed, he broke also with this position. The
Luthersner in the first three issues took up the gauntlet

1. Pp. 579 ff.
2., Ochsenferd, cn. cit., p. 55.

e N = _
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1
againet Methndism.

Sihler joined the iasue with kethodlsm squarely.
There was never to be traffic with thies “sect.” One of
the longest and unost thorough critiques of Hethodiem
which 3ihler produced was publlished in the Lutherische
Krehenzeltung in 1844, It presented all of the major
differences between thz two communions gnd served as an
enti-seccterieon platfornm in Conservetive lLuthersn circles
for ueny years and according to IHochstetter was reprinted
by Concordiz Publishing House in follo fom.a The study
takoz the form of a dislogue between two Lutherens,
Hertin and Philipp, concerning the Hethodlat church and
doctrine.

The first conversastion discusses the %hauptsitz
der Krankhelit.? liariin exnlains %o Philipp, the foll,
thet he had bteen inwardly o Hethodiaet for ten yesrs, but
thet 1t was a "iawv-school® ¢o him. The stress af the
FEELIHG of sorrow =nd snxlety more than on en appreciation
of the love of God reaults a) in the promotion of a
subtle form of inner work-righteouasness snd consaquently
b) to legsliem. ‘hen the emotlonal unlift has worn off,
the preschers cen dn 1i%5le but advise the peonle by

speciel prayer =nd siruggle to regain their former feeling.

1. Hochstetter, om. oit., pp. 08. 142-146,
2! -0_12- Olt-, p. 6.
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Only the ezeentionsl people get beyond this level of
theology, &) beyond the impregslons of God's word to the
ford of ~romise itself and the truth snd falthfulness of
Cod, b) lose the mride of that Pirat humsn effort with
its idle self-viewing and introversion, o) direct them-
selves to the bald malked obedlence of failth to the

Seriptures,

It is; of coursae, not possible to glve the
develonment of the entire lengthy narrative, but the
following orovides sn interesting ssuple of his method of
developing the dlslogue in s anst intriguing st.vle.1

Hartin nerrates: "Cne time I asked a
liethod1st pre-cher who had preached for
twelve years what w23 meant by what I
hed resd in the Anolngist (Nast's paper)
in the mrinted ésnay of the Rev, NH.l.,
Yenterday (st turping to the anxlous
bench) ten souls czme to the glorious
freedom of children of CGodl®

Anover: "Well, they f~lt the grace of
God snd the forgiveness of sins in
Christ nowerfully in thelr hearte and
testified nloud in thelr mouths,.*

I: Hut supnose by morning they don't
feel 1t snymore, what thent®

He: "Wwell, then they must pray zolemnly
end strugele so that they nay feel 1t
agein. ®

I: #fhat 1f thls does not help and the
drmmeas incresses rather than deoreanes?®

He: "They must pray more earnestly and
strenuously.

b Suvnose they eannot do this, yes,

even the law and cons3clence oamosing
them and the hardness becomes fesr,

1. ggtherische K;rchen;oittmgu. vol. 6, no. 18,
Septenber 19, 1344,
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- then vhet?®
He: “fhen they are not thoroughly converted.®
X: "But they were on the anxious and grace

bench and in the Apologist it was printed
that they ceme into the rlorious freedom
of the children of Cod."

He: “Yes! But there are many whn fall
BURY. 1
L3 "Then you should st les~at be a blt more

cautious and not a2lways immedi~tely put so

hurriedly and cautionless the exact number
in the Apolopist as though you could count

%:enr-ts and ‘r.r:e':r wreolsely what was in man's
enrte. « o« o

A% 1la2t he rejoined: "0od 1s still greater than
our hesrt,"

Iz "Right, but where 1s all that others
spoken of in Seriptures? The fesrful and
anxlious sinner must be lesd to the Serintures
to read of the Savior and the new law of
sdnonishing %o prayer nust not be laid uron
him. . . . Thereupon hé said nothing more
and I went on my way."

One apeech by lartin develons into a2 full five
colunn monologue elaborating six evil resulss of the
wrong doetrine requlring the original emntional unlife.
The necond aneech {vol. 3, no. 19) discusses clmreh
polity, ordsined bishops, ete., confesslonal sisnd,
liturgy or lack of 1t. He condemns the lethodist
handbook, the “Lekhre und Xirchenordnung der Bilschéfllichen
ifethndisten, ® produced by the Genersl Conference of
1841 in Gincinnati, because the book contalned two
hundred and twelve pnzges of which only twelve were
devoted to doetrine snd two hundred to church regulationsa.

In the third conversstion {vol. 8, no. 23, PP. 17711)
he gave 2 summary of the main pointa of difference with
the lethodists and the dogmatic grounds on which the

Lutheran Chureh was not to se<k fellowship with the
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liethndlst commmion. A sumary of the siokly and a'nthuuntlo
wsys of ilethodizsm:

1. The overelsboratiocn of “church rules® and
mderrating of thelr doctrine,

2. The omisaion e::f immortant a-ticles in thelr
tesching (which is practieslly only a derivation of the
Thirty-nine Artieles of the sccleslastlical church of
Bngland) , for examnle, the office of the minisiry, the
neans of grace and converslon.

3. The uneclesr and enpty nresentation of certain
articles, for examnle, in 1-\.rt1c'l_e 7, "of originsl sin’
as well s Artlcle 17, "of beptism.”

4. The excess of feeliny or emotional stress
snd the 1lae nf sownd wholesome Senching and the correet
division of the Word of truth {i.e. Law and Oospel) in.
thelr preaching.

B. The lepalistic adontlon of artfully unevangelioal
snd unchurchly nressure methods =nd the false trust in
cooparntion or main activity in conversion. Thess self-
eonirived nesns of eonversing (new measures) vhich artfully
and poverfuillvy wor': the revivals and convarsions as they
were worked without 21l these sdditions by the Spirit of
Cod throush Johin Wesley's and Whitefield's oreaching are

primarily the following:
2. ocann neetinge
b. protracted meeting with a succession of sermons by

many nreachers

. the anxious seat or mourner's bench with all the
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acgessories.

6. The open contempt of the Holy Sacraments, a~d
eéspeclally of Bsptism as in no. 5, as a good "enthusiastic”
way, against Matt. 28, 19; Mark 16, 16; Titus 3, 5, not
seeing in 1t the ground and source of the rebirth.

7. The setting up of their quarterly meetings in
8nite of the church's celebration of Christisn festivsls,
mostly for the purpose of the so called avakenings.

8. The continuous change of preschers in the
lHethodist Church in one or at the most two years.

9. The desnising of true individual re.pentanoe
and the insistance on s pleasant feeling of onnversion
and grace and the delusion that this feeling of c¢on-
version is slready the true renentance and faith.

10. The grest number of unlearned preachers and
the fallure to acknowledge this condition as a necess ary
evil.

11. The des»nising of a thorough catechism school
end a fundamental knnwledge of the way of salvation
which goes with it. .

12. The neglect of their children in reference to a
true and fundsmental instruction in Bible History aml
Catechism,

'Ei'xe result of 21l these sbuses Sihler summarized in
his dialogue under four polnts:

1. .'.l‘he production of a subtle spiritual mride.
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2. The production of a slck and effeminate feeling-
Christianity.

3. The »roduction of an immature snd enthuslastic
conversion ze=sl.

4. The production of san unwholesome use and twisting
of Serintures.

In the lact article of the serles, he sownded a
fingl ap;preﬁ:.ve note: “It 18 more lmmortant that the
heathen become Luthersn Christisns than that Lutherans
@o not become 'enthuszisnts' not to say 'heathen.'®
(vol. 6, no. 24, p. 185.)

In reviewing the nttitude of Sihler toward the
protestant churches of Americs, seversl factors are
inmediately enparent. It seema obvious from his unsymoathetic
expressions that Sihler, like men of the older ministeriums,
did not understand the paychology vhich gave rise to the .
develonment of the "new nessures® as well as he analysed
the naycholopy 2t work in them. Sihler failed to grasp
the enirit of the frontier chwrch, the burning desire of
the woodsman snd »lainsman for =n emotional release. The
churches well =sdapted or indigsenous to the Ameriesn spirit
were the churches which met this need.

fis condemnation of the church organizati~-n and
practice must rlso be mitigated in view of certain extenuating
oircumstances. The oircult riders were necessarily wmmeducsted

men for twWwo reasons. The new church body did not have the
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faollities for training men snd the need was so gre=t on
the frontiecr thet wntrsined men could serve to grest
advontage even thouph there were mahy attendant evils. The
grovth in the church was se rapld, sn increase of 500% in
ten yesrs in sonme ceses, thot church government and
dlscinline was certnin to f£all far short of the desired
standerd, ell of w-ich fell under the severe criticism of
hr, Sihler.

On the other hend Dr. Sihler showed that he had -
penetrated to the very center of the wea'mess in Rethodlism
theologieal em-hasis. The subjectivism and stress on the
emotinnal naved the way in the Methodlst Church for the
devolopmént of the modern theology with Schlelesrmacher's
subjectivisn, Ichthenlogle, and for the whole idealism
stemaing from Kant which Irr. Sihler had leamed to know
go well during his yeara -t the University of Berlin.
Thourh its flarboysnt expressions of devotion to the
Christisn gospel were deeply emotlonal, that very basis
in Methodism wees toprove its undoing. The activism of
Hethodism lead to the blue-law legalism So familisr to
Hev Englend snd Anerica's iiddle Vest. :

The changing emphasis of protestsnt preaching makes
a reevaluntion of the relation of Luthersnism to protestentism
at large neceasary. For ‘the decsdes now past, Dr. Sihler
wag smong the moast influential in directing that relation-
ship.




Chapter X
Concluding Estimate

The facts reviewed snd mresented in the detalled
Study of vrrinus phases of his life and work allows the
presentation in gencrzl outline of Sihler's influence as a
fornative force in Americsn Lutheraniem.

Theologleally the influence of Sihler was directed
towsrd the bullding and mailntenance of a confessional
church. Through his contscts subsequent to his turn to
Christienity Sihler h=d come to formulate s definite
dopmatle structure. It was the structure of conservative
confession=l Lutheranism. He had svent long yesrs tu_lder
the influence of rntionslism dominent 1n the Universities.
During his stey in Berlin, as we have noted, he attended
the services of Seleiermacher faithfully snd spent some
time in his circle of acqualntesnces. He was famillar
with the subjective em-hasis of the “father of modern
thenlogy.® Hies “thenloglsche Werderang" mede of him a
true thenloglcal sonhisticate. His conversion exnerience,
however, and contacts rooted him to a fundamentel evangellcal
message enmbrecing the whole of orthodoxy. He was no
solentific theolnsglan either, in the continental consention,
for his advanced studies h-=d been in the field of the arts

and solences,
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. Scholastically he met the high stondards of a con-
tinental nrotesient clergymsn, university trained, highly
cultured and very influentlal in elite cirecles. This
Influence wna slso keenly felt in the church which he
orsanized snd the goz2l1 of mininterisl tralning alw-ys
required o background in the liberal srts. Within his own
fanlly oirele this cultursl spirit and intellectual rigor
dominated. His son, ©. G. Sihler, becsme professor of
olassicel langusges at Hew York University and en suthor
of many volumes ne Testimonlum Aninse, From_ the lgumee
fo_the Tiber, and St. Paul and Seneca. |

The writing=referred to in thls preaent study are
representative ra2ther than exhsustive. A contemnorsry
churchnan, the Rev. A. Biewend of Washington, D. C., found
Sihler's a-oroasch "esrnest and forceful, Scrintural, quiet
ond patient, a thinker, clesr and thorough. '1 This is not
true in all cases, but in generzl 1s a satlsfactory
appraissl of Sihler's method.

Sihler!s main influence on the development of the
ilssourl Synod wss his practical church leadership. He
vas, with 211 his acadenle nroficiency, still primarily
the "hand" of the church. He preasents the nsradox as the
man ameng the founders of the Synod with the highest
academio degree and the grerteat degree of practicality

as well,

1. Lutherische Kirchengeltung, vol. 7, no. 16,
P. 124, ;
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At the tine of his death 2 man who had assisted

him in teachings at the Seninary and had succeeded hin at

3t. Paul's Church during his last yesrs pald him this
tribute:

He was a wonder of Cod's grace, a spiritual
gon of Paul and Luther, a learned man, a glfted
energetic prescher, diligent for truth and Cod's
honor, =z restless worker, esrnest prayer, a
friend and helver of the needy, a loyal spouse
and worthy fathor, a sinner living by grace, an

upright soul, 2 rich blessing to the Church. . . .
His influence poes with that church into 1ts second

century.

1, J. H. Jox, "Obituary," Der Luthewmner, vol, 42,

ne. 12, June 15, 1336, p. 92.




Appendix I

Sihler's mein contributions to the literature of
the 8ynod were the =rticles contributed to the Lehre
nd Wehre, the offlcisl thenloglical journal, and to Der
luthernner, the officlsl church naper. Another source
of information 1s the material which he supplied in essay
forn to Synocdical snd district conventions found in the
officlal Synodal Berichten. The fellowing 1s a compilatieon
of his various contribhutions to Lehre und Wehre. Fditorilals
merely initinled ore cither not cited or else asre designated
by en 8. Those on the Luthersn Observer and the Ohlo
8ynod and Cenernl Synod are very likely by Sihler alnce
at the firat Synodical Convention he was ascigned as
render of the Gbnerver for exchange srticles. Artlcles
merely initiasled in the Journal may also have bLeen written
by F. A. Schnids, Stellhorn, or Schaller vho slso eone-
tributed extensively to the perindieal.

"ie werden wahrhaft luthericche Gemeinden gegrdndet
und erzogen?” vol. 1, no. 8, June, 1855; no. 9, September,
1855; vol. 2, no. 11, Hovemler, 1866; vol. 3, no. 2, Feb-
rary, 1857; no. 6, June, 1857; no. 8, Aupust, 1857; weol. 4,
no. 1, Jesnuary, 13858.

"Einiges dber Anschlusz an die sogenannte lutherische 3
Gneral-Synode und #Wber :irchleiche Politlk und expediency.
vol. 4, no. 5, ey, 1858, pp. 137-146.

. “Die Generalsynode,® vol. 8, no. 12, December, 1860,
. PDs 353-360. 8

L
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188 'nre!':llchcs-:!.‘aitﬁmuhtll_ohn." vol. 8, nn. 14, Hessder,

“Referat iWber dte "redigt der rechten Lehrs v der
Reohtfertimme, * wol, 7, no. 2, Fobrunry, 1001, on. 45545
vol. 7, no. 3, March, 1361, mn. 75-02.

"as von wms Wahres wnd Falaches bLerichtet s,
'01. 7. no. 3' A“ET“-'!‘I'., 1861. e 228-3’55.

"Des neue Zeitblatt #ber unn arme Misssurier,® wol, 2,
no. 2, Februcry, 1882, nn. 43«51,

"Eine seltscme Behauptung des lHerrn Dr. Pasckis
vol. 8, no. 5, iay, 1962, »n. 138-142,

L

"Uber.dass evsngelische Verhalten elnes ehristlich
gesinnten Gemeindeschullehrers, thella gegen seine Sehule
kinder, thells pepen dle (emeinde, theils peger Zen Pastor, ¥
vol, 8, no. 12, December, 1862, pp. 353-364.

"Ple Briefe St. Prull on Timothewa und Titun ofer dss
apostolische Pastorslle,?® wvol. 10, no. 6, Juns, 1864,
bp. 181-136; no. 8, Aupuat, 1884, pon. 246-243,

Ceht'e vorvdrts oder rickwirts?? vol. 11, ne. 3, Herch,
1565, pp. 83-232,

"Haftheolosicche Auslegung der Worten 'men musg Gott
nehr gehorchen ais den ¥enschen,!® vol, 11, no. 3, March,
1865, pp. 0%-00.

"REinire Bezeriunpen fber etliche 3teilen des Vorvorts
Ger evang. Tirchenzeljunpg des Hrn. Prof. Hengstemberg wvm
Jahre 18687 unter fer Uberschrift: 'Die Intherische
Kirche un? die Union,'® vol. 13, no. 5, ¥Nay, 1357, mo.
137-142; no, €, June, 1867, o». 171-19); mo. 7, S21¥,
1887, oo. 122-200,

*fin ernctes Bedenken,® vol. 13, no. 12, Tecesber,
1867. DD. 35'?-361-

SDas Schweigen des Cenersl Councll suf vorsslsste
kirchliche Le  ensfragen und dle offene Zrklfrme aus
gbinen Heerlager wdher seine neramcle Stellung swischem
Mszourl und der sop. Generalsynnde,® vol. 14, mo. S,
Februsry, 1868, »n. 43-50; no. 3, March, 1368, o». TS-35.

"Cinipge unscimldige *offene Fragen! sn das Genersl
Cownell, reg:p. Herrn Dr. Zrauth, nebst Bitte wm offene ‘
Antwort, ob er unserer Antwort belstimmt,® vol. 16, no. 4,
Aprl.l. m. w. 114-122-
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"Was heben wir iutherischen Prediger bel der beginnenden .
Erachlaf?unp, Satthelt wmnd Verweltlichmg in wmsern Gemeinden
auch innerhnlb wngerer fliymodé vornehmlich zu thun, um
¥as sn uns 18t, diesen heln mdglichat zu wehren und dss
hin un@ her ermettenie Gemeinde leben durch Cottes Gnade
und Segen wieder aufzufrischen und zu heben?® vol. 16,
no. 8, Auguat, 187, »n. 225-242,

"Dps Papatthum und die hionisten,* vol. 17, no. 4

"Elnige CGedsnken dWher die Gefahren Deutachlands in
g;!' gG:ggnwart und Zukunft,? vol. 18, no. 1, Janusry, 1872,

‘Elnige Denkwirdigkelten sus der letzten Sitzung des
Genernl Council zu Rochester nach dem 'Iatherzn snd
Elsslonery' vom 16. Novenber, 1871," vol. 18, no. 2, February,
1872, on. 41-53. -

"Der '0Lnerver’ auf dem Wege nach Rom,® vol. 19, Jen=-
usry, 1873, ». 28. 8

iing fdr Beobachtungen der 'Observer! machen kann,®
Ibid., n. 20, 3

i 'gas neg=tive Lutherthum der Amerloan'butﬁaranu.'

r. Xrauth wnd das f-iilleﬂ!.um." vol. 19' ne. 2,
Februsry, 1873, n. 52.

Pas neueste fium fun des Counocils,® Ibid.

"Dla Miscourier und die lodern lutheriache Theologle,®
Ibid., ». 62. 8

"Pie pllpeneine Evangelisch 'Lutheriasche Kirchenzeltung!
(llo. 48) Wber die Berliner Aupuat Conferens,® vol. 20,
no. 4, April, 1876. :

"Dle rémische Xirche im deutschen Relch,® vol. 23,
no. 1, January, 1877, »n. 5=8.

. abanme : hrer seelsor ichen
Benfit sk, ROACktagpeldung und Lhrer, BogleorRoRioe.

"fiags ist der Wille Cottes in Hinsicht auf das eigene
Hausregiment der Diener der Yirchel® vol. 24, no. 6, June,
1978, DD 161"188.
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"Aug welche Weise warde die in dem New York Minlaterium
vorhandene Streiteache bel ceiner Dicsjehrigen Verssmilung

zu Utloca verhandelt?” vol. 24, no. 10, Dotober, 1878,
213 289-295-

. “Einige CGedsnizen dber die letzjdhripge Versamnlung der
Ceneralasynode der prsuszischen Luthersner unter dem Reglment
des Oberkirchencrllegiums zu Breslsan gehslten dsselbat im
l:!gst Septenber, * vol. 25, nos. 1l. 2. 3., Jonuary-ferch,

ie noll es vor und bei Annahme eines neuen Berufs

nichts herpehen und wie soll e3 hergehen?" vol. 25, ne. 5,
Kay, 1879,

"fas 18t zu thun, dasz nicht zu dirfsig begsbte Junge
Leute ins Amt kommen, dle sich spidter als .nmdgliche
Pastoren erzeigen?” vol. 25, no. 7, July, 1879, nn. 196-

"Berichticung,® vol. 25, no. 7, July, 1879.

173 ele und Pléne der Rémische-pébatischen Xirche in
Amerieca,” vol. 25, no. 10, October, 1879, pp. 289-298.

M ekrologisches, * vol. 26, no. 2, Februsry, 1330,
ppl 5?.58.

iEine kurze Triklfrmmg,? vel. 27, no. 2, February,
1881, p. 58.

"Einige Cedsnlken Wber den Fanatisms, ¥ vol. 28,
no. 1, Jenuary, 1852, nn. 16-25.

*jjelohe Haupt- und Crundlehren der helllgen dohrift
werden durch den Synerglsmus wesentlich verderbt und g
gef@laochs?® vol. 28, no. 4, April, 1832, oo. 145—%43.
no. 9, September, 1832, »no. 407=-412; no. 12, Dacember,
1'3-.3.'”“. 5%‘556-

"as hnben wir lutherischen “rediger =zu thun, um
Ammer krdftiper wmd eindringlicher zu oredigen?® vol. 31,




Appendix II
A ecompend of Sihler's contrs.but!.on to Der. Inthersner

*Was waren Evangellsche und was sind Evangelische?®
vol. 2, no. 17, April 18, 18486, p». 65-67. ‘

"Gibt es alt uné neu Lutheraner?® vel. 2, no. 19,
gEsnv 16. 1-:-;‘1'6’ ?1". 74'76-

(o, Just Lutheran and unluthersn, 1.e. unbelleving,
(23 79) VD].. 2' 0. BO' !—iﬂy m. 1346' Ph. 77-78.

“Dag lutherische Seminer zu Fort Wayne,® vol. 3,
no. 5, Oetober 31, 1846, pp. 29-30. z

"Pedesnachricht,  (Death of J. ¢. Birger, Van VWert, Ohlo)
vol. 3, ne. 18, ley 4, 1847, p. 99,

"Hotice of Lnnks avallable in. Ft. Wayne for ssie,®
vol. 3, no. 25, August 10, 1847, p. 140.

"Der ILathersn Observer dber ungere Synode, * vol. 4,
lovezg’f';ego 30, 1847, pn. 50-52; vol. 5, December 14, 1847,
P OV .

"Ein deutncher Unionsmann dber ung arme Lutheraner,®
vol. 4, no. 17, April 18, 1848, po. 131-133; vol. f. no.
18, usy 2, 1848, npp. 137-139; vol. 4, no. 19, Moy 16,

"Der Luthersn Observer und die Ohio Synode,® vol. 5
NCc. 2. 5Gpte-'-‘l'br 19. 1943, PP 1&15: '01' 5. Noe 3'
October 5, 1848, op. 15-19.

iDer Luthersn Obgerver und die deutsch-lutherische
%rgge zu Detrolt," vol. 5, no. 4, October 17, 1848, np.

: "Gottes Wort zu der lenschen Thun in Hinsicht auf
den Stand der Dinge in Deutschland,® vol. 5, no. 12,
Pabmﬂry 6. 1849. 21 D=02.

opredl rchalten von or. Sihler ior selner Gemeinde
in Po;tgwarnefg,grnd.,' vol. 5, no. 13, February 20, 1349,
Dpl 9 {od g.
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“Zwelte Predipgt von der helli Taufe, " vol. 5
no. 19' Ha? 15. 1849. PR 145-147.83" % :

Phrcn "Herzliche Frashmng sn lutherische Vdter gottes-
e tiger und begebter Jinglinge md Khaben, sie denm

8 enate der “irche und Schule nicht zu entziehen,” vol.
» NO. 20, May 29, 1849, opp. 153-155.

o"Der Jatan wider Christunm in Deutschland, " vol. 5,
no. 21, June 12, 1849, pn. 161-163.

8. n. Todesnachriocht,? (Death of Pastor A. Wolter) vol.
» 7. 2, Sentember 18, 1849, pn. 15-16.

"Was 13t Wahrheilt,® vol. 6, no. 5, October 30,
9. M. 35=37.

‘Hertunirdiges zeugnisz des llethsvredigers Hra.
g; thefsin Cincinnati,® vol. 6, no. 7, November 27, 1849,

"Bekenntnisztreue des Kurfdrsten Johann Friedrich
;gg Sechsen, " vol. 6, no. 17, April 16, 1850, pr. 129-

‘lothgedrungene Widerleguns und Berichtigung, ® vol.
€, no. 18, April 30, 1850, pp. 141-142.

"Denltwilrdigkelt aus der letzten Verssmmlung der West-
Ohlo Synode,* vol. 7, no. 14, March 4, 1851, pp. 1n9-111

"Die zur Selbawerklag gergthene Vertheidigung der
Weat Ohio Synode, durch H[:rmrg Ppnf, W, F. Lehmann’'in Columbus, "
vol. 7, no. 20, lisy 27, 1851, pv. 153-159.

“Rurze nothgedrungene Erwiederung auf den in No. S
des Informatoriums enthaltenen Aufsatz: 'Dle Irrlehren -
des missourischen Luthersners und der missourlschen Syndls,
vVol. 8, no. 13, Februsry 1?, 1852, pp. 102-103.

"Freundliiche Bitte und Erinnerung der Gemeinden depr
Synode in HWinsicht auf Unterstdtzing des Seminsrs zu Fort
Wa'ne,® vol. 8, no. 17, Aoril 13, 18562, pp. 134-135.

"3timme der Xirche Goites wider dle verfdhrerischen

Gottesleugner und Flelschvergdtterer unserer Zelt,"
vol. 8, ng,.l 24, July 27, 1852, pp. 185-188. Initlsled "Dy, S.°

fUnionistisch kirchliche Auschauungen des Herrn
Professor's Ph. Schaff,” vol. 9, no. 14, Hareh li 1853,
Pp. 86-33; vol. 9, no. 18, Amril 26, 1853, op. 114-115;
vol. 9, no. 23, July 5, 1363, pp. 154-156.
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*Nachtrag, " Bellage, vol. 9, no. 14, vp. 28-27.

"Das Fhrw. liinisterium der lutherischen Synode von
Ohin, Westlichen Distrikts, ? vol. 10, no. 16, Merch 28,
9 T)p. 121‘126-

"Dentwdrdigkeliten uns der letzten Versammlung der
fllgeneinen Synode von Ohlo in Thompsnn townshio, Seneeca
Go., Chio in Juni, 1854," vol. 11, no. 7, Hovember 21,
1854, pp. 49-51.

"Herr Pf‘ar;rer L8he's Bericht thber une und dessen
Beurtheilung nach ¥ahrheit una Gerechtipkelit,®* vol. 11,
no. 12, Jsnuery 30, 1855, pp. 89=04.

"Kirchliche Hachrichten,® vol. 12, no. 2, September 11,
1955. 'D. 15.

"Dle beiden Herrn Pastoren Romanowski und Habel, ®
vol. 12, no. 22, June 17, 1856, pp. 172-173.

“Kirchliche Nachricht,® vol. 13, no. 3, September 23, -
18%. p. 22,

"Kirchliche lNaochricht," vol. 13, no. 6, November 4,
1858, p. 47.

"Rirchliche Nachricht,” vol. 14, no. 3, Septemdber 22,
1857, »n. 23.

"Eapfengen, ® vol. 14, no. 17, April 6, 1858, De. 136

1Zun Threngedéchtnisz unsgers sm 8. Juni beim Baden
verungldckten lieben Bruders, well Past. J. P. Kalb,
goboren den 4, Juli A. D. 1328, entschlafen den 8. Juni,
1858, " vol. 14, no. 25, July 27, 1858, p». 193-196.

"Firchliche Nachricht,” vol. 14, nn. 26, August 10,
1858, p. 208.

"as hsben rechtscharfene evangelische Christen,
gtonderlich dle Luthersner, Angesichts der bedrohlichen
Zukunft dleses lhres alten oder neuen Vaterlsnds zu
thin?? vel. 15, no. 13, Februsry 8, 1859, np. 97-99;vol. 15,
February 22, 1859, no. 14, pp. 105-107; vol. 15, no. 15,

"Empfangen,® vel. 15, no. 13, February 8, 1859, p. 103.

la;zu!' Hﬂom".cht.' vol. 15. no. 23, June g. 1859.
P. .
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“Werhandlungen der Zwanzigsten Veraarmlung des
Westlichen Distriltts der evang.-luther. Synode von Ohio
ggd Sgdggrzl 3tasten,* vol. 17, no. 13, February 5, 1861,

"Schnéhliche Handlungswelse der.IHerren Prof. Lehmann,
Pri#ises Past. Schulsze, und dle Pastoren Reichert und Croth,
- Glleder der Ohic Synode, wrstlichen Distrikts,” vol. 17,
no. 14, February 19, 1861, pp. 108-110.

“An dle lieben Gemeinden unsres Synodalverbands,®
v°1- 1‘?. Tin. 17. .&DI‘ll 2. 1861’ PDe 15&13.

17Zunm Fhrengedfdchtnisz des am 6. Mel hieselbst in
Christo selig entschlafeven weilsnd Herrn Georg Wolfs,
treuverdienten Schullehrer an hiesiger Gemeinde, " vol.
18, no. 22, June 11, 1862, pp. 169-171.

"ierzliche Bitte sn die Cemeinde der Synode,® vol.
19, no. 6, Movember 12, 1862, p. 45.

iDie Sklaverel im Lichte der hens.%en Schrift
betrachtet,® vol. 19, no. 12, February 1, 1863, pp. 89-
93; vol. 19, no. 13, Februsry 15, 1863, pn. 97=-101; vol.
18, no. 14, March 1, 1983,. pp. 105-107; vol. 19, no. 15,
March 15, 1883, pn. 113-115,

iYelches 1st dle Gestalt unsrer Zelt und welche Zu-
kunft haben wir zu erwarten?® vol. 19, no. 20, Jme 1,
1863, nn, 153-155; vol. 19, no. 21, June 15, 1863, pp.
161—165; vel. 19. 110« 23. Jlﬂ.&' 15. 18“. Phs 177"'1793
vol. 19, no. 24, August 1, 1863, pn. 185-189; vol. 20,
no. 1, September 1, 1863, pr. =73 vol. 20, no. 3,
OetoLer 1, 1863, »p. 19-21; wvol. 20, no. 8, December 15,

"Yon dem heilsamen Zusammenwirken Von Hans und
Schule zu Nutz und Frommen der Kinder,® veol. 20, no. 10,

Jenuary 15, 1864, pp. 73=-77.

"HEk!‘olﬂg." vol. m. No. 12. F'Gbﬂ!al‘? 15’ 1884.
™. 85=90,

‘Fdlksteine, ® vol. 20, no. 20, June 15, 1864, pp.
156-157; wvol. 21, no. 2, September 15, 1864, pp. 14-15;
vol. 21, no. 5, Hovenmber 1, 1864, pp. 38-39.

S¥irchliche Nachricht,® vol. 21, no. 1, September 1,
1884, p. 7. :

"Geschichtlicher Abriss von den fuszerlichen und
innerlichen Erpehen des Concordie College's seit seiner
Verpflsnzung von St. Louls nach Fort Wayne vom Herbst
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1861 bis 1964 nebat eingestrenter Nutzsnwendung,® vol.
2l, no. 8, December 15, 1864.

3 Einige Geﬁmkm thor den sogennenten ‘chfiztlichen
tast,'® vol. 21, no. 10, Januery 15, 1865, pp. 74-75.

"larnwmg,® vol. 21, no. 15, April 1, 1865, p. 119.

“las mfchte auch ms. sogen. Migssouriern zu Jetzlgoi'
Zelt sehr nfitze und hellssm sein?® vol. 22, no. 8, Nov=-

"Wee List dle Wahrhelt in Hinsicht auf dle Fatstehung,
dle fustbung wnd die Verénderung des besonderen irdlschen
und bﬂrf-rah%%egen Berufs?* vol. 22, no. 7, December 1,

» Dhe ol - 2- . 3

"Ple schnelle und welte Ausbre!tung der Christlichen
Rirche von infrng bel so mAchtigen Widerstand und mehrfachem
Hindernisz 12t such ein Zeichen von der gdttlichen Ein-
Bebung der heil. Sehrift und der seligmachenden Wahrheit
der christlichen Relislon," vol. 22, no. 18, iay 15, 1866,
Pp. 137-BS; vol. 22, mo. 19, June 1, 1866, pp. 145-146.

"Dringende Bltte sn Eltern und Pfleger, welohe.
78clinge in dic hlesige Anstalt zu senden gedenken,®
vol. 22, no. 21, July 1, 1866, pp. 161-162.

7elcke Cemeinden soll men in ihrem Kirchbau unter-
stdtzen?® vol. 23, no. 21, July 1, 1867, pn. 161-162.

Wie sollen und kénnen Kirche, Hsus und Schule
hellsam zusnmmen wirken zu Hutz mé Frommen unaerer Rinder,
zunal in dleser unserer Zelt?? vol. 24, no. 8, December 15,
67, pp. 57-61; wol. 2%, no. 9, June 1, 1868, pn. 65-67

"Danksagung und Biltte nebst sngehfingter Bitte, belde
2u lesen, " vol. 24, no. 9, Jonuary 1, 1868, bp. 87-6S.

SS“Bekmnumchmg,“ vol. 24, no. 24, August 15, 1868,
P. .

*frhalten, " vol. 25, no. 7, December 1, 1868, p. 55

"Dringende Bitte an dle reastirenden Eltern .und Ver-
sorger hiesiger Zdglinge," vol. 25, no. 16, Anril 15,
1889, p. 127.

"An Unsere llecben Synodal gemeinden,® vol. 26, no. 4,
Cctober 15. 1369. Poe. 2728,

"Kirchliche Nochrichten,” vol. 26, no. 4, October 15,
1869, pp. D=31.
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"Mrehwethe in Jefferson CLty, Mo.," vol. 27, no. 2,
Septenber 15, 1370, p. 14. Initialed W.s. §

"Per Bescheld deas General Comell auf die Anfragen
g;n té_!_.nrsl_?ote. Smode, " vol. 27, no. 9, Jenuary 1, 1871,
] - a 4 >

“Der Rrilep Deutschlsnda wider Frankreich, vol. 27,
No. 10, Jenuory 15, 1871, no. 76-78; wol. 27, no. 11,
Februsry 1, 13871, co. 82-84; vol. 27, no. 12, Februery
15. 18?1' e 8 9-—3—-94-

g B;fgg;.fmntnnchmg,“ vol. 27, nn. 11, February 1, 1371,

Inffaner Brief an den Redakteur des 'Lutherischen
Heroig, ¢ »

“Auch ein Grund mit warum es hier zu Londe so viele
a;g;éme Fiebt, * vol. 27, no. 19, Jme 1, 1871, »n.
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