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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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