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SPECIAL NOTE TO THE READER

After this thesis had been completed and suﬁmiit;d
to the faculty ahd accepted, additional material was
found in the archives of Concordia Historical Institute,
which shed additional light on a number of factors and
phases treated in this paper. Inserting the material
would have msant reworking the whole paper. Ve are there=
fore adding some of the more important of the recent finds
in Concordia Historical Institute in the appendix of this
paper, starting with APPENDIX TWO, ‘Appendix one wag
in the original plans for this paper, and information
contained in appendix one has been properly incorporated
in the body of this paper. But it is impomtant that the
reader of this paper read not only the body of the thesis,
but also read the material found in the appendix, especially
appendix two, five, and six, which material is indispensable
in an attempt to gain a true picture of thoge particular

phages treated therein.
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PREFACHE

History should never be studied merely to learn the final
outcome or the final resultis of some movement. But it

must be investigated how a mqvement developed, step by step.
Neither is it enough then to investigate each development
just to learn what happened when, but with the study of
history there should always go an inquiry into the "why"
and the "wherefore®" of the facts.,

It seems that too often, when historians have voiced
their opinion on the relations of the Missouri Synod with
thg Buffalo Synod, they have passed a blanket judgement
over that whole field, without the proper dissection of
the various developments, which is so necessary to give
one an undersgtanding of the whole field, and to permit one
to see the thing as it developed down thru the years.

It will be, therefore, one of the main objects of this
paper to study and record the different contacts which the
Missouri Synod made with the Buffalo Synod, to enable
others after us to read the facts stiep by step, and to form
their own opinion of the matter if they wish to do so. Then
it is also an object of thisg dissertation to investigate now
the interaction between these two synods resulted in the
growth of the Missouri Synod, but in the decline of Buffalo,
what caused the Buffalo Synod, to lag behind the Missouri
Synod 1n growth to the extent to which it did, and what :
enabled the Missouri Synod to get into territory which had
already been, at least partly,-occupied by the Buffalo



e

Synod and to take over congregations of the Buffalo Synod
in such ferritory.

From the standpoint of Missouri Synod history alone it
should be a profitable study, for the beginnings of the
liigsouri Synod's congregations in “isconsin, in and around
Buffalo, New York, and in New York City have their roots
in the Buffalo Synod. The Missouri Synod has sometimes
been accused of seiting up opposition congregations dy to
the Buffalo Synod congregations in territory that was
occupied by the Buffalo Synod. But we will investigate the
facts and weigh the evidence for these charges, attempting
at all times to practice the proper Chrigtian charity in
passing judgment of guilty or not guilty. Likewise the
Buffalo Synod is sometimes accused of being the worst kind
of heretical organization. EHere too we shall investigate
the faets and weigh the evidence. fut we shall not, as
stated before, survey the field superficially and then pass
judgment, but on the contrary we will investigate the writ-
ings of Grabau and the :uffalo Synod in their chronological
order, taking into account the replies, answers, and eriticism
of suchpritings, and the pertinent circumstances which induced
the men to put out such writings. Likewise we will also
investigate the writings of the liissouri Synod. It is,

however, regrettable that some of the pertinent writings are

no longer extant, as for example the no doubt very interesting :
v

correspondence between Walther and Grabau before the time of

the Hirtenbrief.
Because of the nature and purpose of this dissertation,




it will not be necessary to relate the complete histories '
of the two Synods, since some of it is irrelevant to the

topic matter. However, enomgh of the higtories will be

given here to give a good picture of the conditions and

the events of the period covered. Conditions which seem

to have caused one Synod to lean either this way or that

in its relations to the other Synod will be discussed, even

tho perhaps others may differ in their opinion in respect

to the importance or the effect of such conditions.

It is the intention of %the writer %o cover the period
from the emigration of the two groups which later organized
into the two Synods under discussion, up to 1866, since in
that year the Buffalo Synod lost a great part of its pastors
and congregations fto the Hissouri Synod. In certain cases
biographies of the more important men involved will be
treated rather extensively. This is not to be a show of
learning, but is done for the purpose of expediting the
labors of any researchers who may work in a field relafted
to this, since some of this biographical iniormation has been
found only after painstaking search, some of it in wery rare
volumes, and some in little-known, early periodicals, which
would hardly be available to the casual reader of history.

A special vote of thanks goes to Dr. W. G. Polack for
his counsel and advice in the preparation of this paper; %o
Dr. Theo. Hoyer, one of the faculty readers; to Dr. L,
Fuerbringer, president emeritdg_of Concordia Seminary, for
the loan of much histo;ical material from his personal 11brary}§

to Dr. P. E. Kretzmann, also for loans from his personal



library and for special accomodations in Pritzlaff ®emorial
Library; %o Dr. Karl Kretzmann, Curator of Concordia
Higstorical Institute, for loans from his personal library
and from the Institute Archives; and to the Pritzlaff
librarians, Katherine Hoffmann, lMabel Breckenkamp, and
Norma Bellmann, for courteous accomodations in Pritzlaff

Memorial Library.
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INTRODUCTION

The bagkground of the HMissouri Synod; and that'of the
Buffalo Synoda have been somewhat similar. Both have their
background in Germany. Some of the game conditions, in faect,
which caused one group to emigrate from Germany and go to
Americe and establish their new home in Missouri and a few
years later, in 1847 in Chicago, tc organize the Hissouri
Synod, also caused another grcup of emigrants to leave
Germany,so to “merica, settle in the state of lew York S
in Wisconsin, and eventuwally organize the Buffalo Synod in
Freistadt and Milwaukee, Wisconsin, in 1845.

On the surface their purpose seems largely the same:
to obtain freedom from the FPrussian Union. Buﬁit can be
shovn from an investigation of the German background of
these two groups that in spite of the apparent similarity
of purpose, there wasg nevertheless-a congiderable di?fa;ence
in their makeup, which will probably account for the faét :
that the two groups stayed digtinctly aeparéte from sach other.

In Germany the religious conditions of the 18th and
first part of the 19th century were not very healthyf .As
a result of the Thirty Years' Var (1618-1648) practically
- all the congregations of northern Germany had been devestated.

1. The 6fficial name hag been The HEvangelical Lutheran Synod
of Migsouri, Ohio, and Other States, but at the Convention in
Saginaw, Mich., 1944, a change was proposed to The Lutheran
Church, Missouri Synod. Thig change will not be official,
however, %ill it can be voted#on by the congregations. There=
fore in this paper we shall refer to this body as "Missouri
2¥nrhe‘officia1 name was "Die Synode der aus Preuszen ausge=
wanderten lutherischen Kirche", but in 1886 the name was
officially changed to "Buffalo Synod". It shall always be

called by the latter name in this paper.
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Many were préctically annihilated by the ravages of the war.
The men who tried to rebuild these torn congregations in
some cases became impatient with the slow prodeas. Instead
of rebuilding the Christian lives thru the Yiord, some of these
men thought they could speed up the process by preaching a
pious life, without the foundation of the power of %the VWord
of God. The result largely was the pietism of Germany in
the 16th century, which was reviged again in the 18th century.
Pjetism was therefore the tendency to put less stress N/f
on the Word of God and more on a pious life. But in time "
pietism fell into a disregard and even into contempt-for the
Lutheran Confessions. Skepticism feplaced the vevealed
religion in the German universities, and the de!elopment‘of
natural religion, natural science, and natural philosophy
which reached its height in the 18th ceatury, also exerted
its influence in deflating the authority of the Confessions.
This tendency had a bad effect on the theology of Germany,
since it gradually gave way %o rationalism.l. Rationalism
was the tendency to put human reason above the Word and :
authority of God. The transition from pietism to rationalism'
is quite logical, for after the importance of the ford had
been slighted, there was much rocm for human reason, which
goon took over the field of theology and doctrine. It has
probably not been determined just how much the influence of
Melenchton's separating of justification and sanetification
thru streesing the foremsie ao®or justification prepared the

1. Wachende Kirche, 54, no. 3
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way for these irends in Germany.

With the stress taken from the Word of God and %the
slighting of divine revelation which came with rationalism
and which wag in furn intensified by rationalism, it can
be uwiaderstood that the leadersg of the German nation would,
with their constant siriving for efficiency and for thorough
organization, strive to make the Church in Germany also an‘/
efficient organization. Ii seemed impossible t{o the German
leaders that the “rotestant Church in Germany could be an
efficient organizétion if it was divided beiween the Lutherans
and the Reformed, asg was the case. Therefore efforts were.
made to bring the two together. Having their sensitivity to
the Vord of God dulled, the leaders could not see.fhat the
orthodox churchmen could not join with the Reformed, because
the statesmen could see no difference in the doetrine of the
Lutherans and Reformed, /v« tel e iy Dl biffeterce, |

But in the last quarter of the 18th century a reaction™
against rationalism had been begun in Germany. The pietism
of Spensr and Franecke, smothered for a while by rationalism,

was revived, especially by those small groups of devoted

students at the universities, of which the Walthers,

Fuerbringer, Buenger, and Brohm, all later ?H;ggqg;j;na",
had also been membere, ; .

In the Cathelie Church the reaction against liberalism
was also promineﬁt. After the German bishop=-princes had been
deprived of their land holdinde by the secularization of
Church lands which Napoleunjhad énrried.ang many]q:'ihqu

bishops became more active éé chufchmen. There wag a cry

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY,
~— CONCORDIA SEMINARY .~



"back Yo the medieval church", not only among the Catholies,
5ut also among the protestant denominations, which led quite
a few protestants into the Catholic fo;d. Prof. E. Pusej,
professor of Hebrew at Oxford at that time, was the leader
of a group which had for its motto "back to the true, old
apostolic church", which meant the Catholic Church. Others
in Bngland, notably Newman, were also active in this movement.
In the divided states of Germany, there were still some
that were predominanf{ly Catholic, and a union of throne and
altar in such states wasg a reality.l In these states protest-
antism was condemned as being a child of revolution, and
Catholicism presented a united fronqhgainst Protestantigm,
The protestant princes, therefore, also took action in
an attempt to consolidate Protestantism, largely to safe-
guard it against the united Catholic front. Frederick
William@of Prussia attempted to consolidate the profestants
by proclaiming the union of_tha Lutherana and Reforméd in.‘
1817, making it state law to ug;L The King, bemg of the
Reformad faith thought the union would be m09t simple. Her
had been looking forward to it very much, becauso he did not
like the fact that many of his people were not in the same
church with him. He conaidered the communion strife, which
was the main point of doetrinal difference betweegrthe Lute rans
and Reformed, aé hainé only a fheoldgicallsuﬂalty,_ﬁpd of

small accodnt in comparison_wigh thé benefits of a union,

1. Hauelshagan, Carl,: Americ
Forces of Congervatiam,; University of Georgia,
cations, ens, Georgia, 1936, p. 33.

0 S B
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The Union wgse proclaimed without the consent of the churches.
In 1822 a new agenda was put éut by Bishép Eylert and the
court theelogiang, and in 18320 the use oi this was enforeced.
But tkere wae much more of a reaction against this than had v//
been expected, for many confessional Lutherans objected to the
Union. The attempt tc ccnsolidate the German protesfant
forces sgaingt the Cathelies, therefore, tended to emphasize
the donfessicnal difference between the Lutherans and Reformed.
In nerth Germany, where there wers practically no
Reformed end where many of the later members of the Buffalo
Syrod came from, the need for the vnicn was even less felt
by the people than elsewhere. Therefore the cpposition was
alge streng here,

In Breslauv Frof. Scheibel organized a congfegation of

those who would not submit to the enferded union, and left the
country. In otber centers too, opposition arcse. In Dresden
Rev. Stephan was the leader of the cpposition. In Brfurt it

was Grabau. In Magdeburg it was Heinrich von -Rehr, under the

e

influence of Grabau, who also served tias congregation in
Hagdeburg ag paster for a while.l Von Rohr was only gigwman,
but influential nonstheless.

Separately from each other these twe men, Stephan and
Grabau, gath:red a following of Lutherans, and descided to
emigrate. Stephan geoms to havs had 2 more magnstic persona=-
1ity than Grabau did, and thus had less frouble gsiting
adherents for his cause. The men in many ¢ases came %o him,

whereas Grabau went out loecking for kis. 3But Stsphan also

1. Wachende Kirche 54, 15
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made preaching tours and soon got into his circle ofl
adherents pastors Keyl of Frohns, Buerger of Rochlitz, Loeber
of Hichenberg in Altenburg, Gruber of Paitzdorf in Altenbufg,
0. H. Valther of Langendursdorf, C. F. . Valther of Braeuns= |
dorf, and a number of candidates.t Grabau, on the other hand,
had hardly any personal adherents among the ¢lergy. His
congregation in Srfurt was very closely attached to him, it

is %rue, but for some reason Grabau failed to obtain eclergy
support,faxcepfwfgst meréfsympathy. Thig situation must be

taken into account, for later on, when the two groups had

{
|
|\

gettled in America, the compar&tively overwhelmdng number of |
pastors among the Saxons was one of the things that gave i
them the superiority over the Grabau group. ‘
Johannes Andreas August Grabawu was born on March 18,
1804, at Olvenstedt, a large village near Magdeburg. His ’
father was Johann Andreas Grabgu; his mother was Anna
Dorathea, nee Jericho. On March 25 he was bapiized in the
Church of St. Laurentius at Ulvenstedt, by the unionistie
pastor H, L. S. Walther. The parents were pious people, who
diligently read the Bible at home with their children,.young
Grabau and his sister, Ligsette, who was four years younger,z
At Easgter, 1809, the ?oung boy was sent to the boys' school
at Olvenstedt. He records in hié autobiography that what the
"Fibel® offered on Christianity wag very sparse, that there,
wag only one iittle mo:ning andlevening prayer in it,fbut‘that

ne prayed this every day of the week, |

I. Koestering, J. fs:_ Auswanderung der saesihsischen Lujhgrf%g;
m.;.ahr.a_nﬁ. A. Wisbusc on, 5t. Louis, HO., » De

2. Most complete biography of Grabau is Joh. A. Grabau:

Lebensglauf des Ehrwuerdigen J. An., A. Grabau, Buffalo, N. Y. ]
1879
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On Palm Sungay, 1818, Grabsu wag confirmed., He wrote:
"I received confirmetion with great hearifelt feeling, and on
the following Weénesday I had private confession. Then the
pastor spoke to me of the grace of Ced, 2nd gave me absolution
in the sacristy. Later we never had private confession.'l

In 1817 Cantor Riesz hed gtarted to instruct him in
Latin snd in nusic, so that Grabau was able %o enter "Ober-
quinga" at the Dom-gymnesiuvm =t Hagdeburg in 1818. In 1822,
his fzther. died at the age of 56, keaving the family in
straitened financial circumstances. Z2ut young CGrabau
continued hig gtudies a% the preparatory school, fiaally
getiing a stipend of 850,par yeare.  In 1825 he matriculated
at %he University of Halley; having.received a very good recom-
mendation from his prepsratory school both in respect fo
schclarship and deportment. On June 29, 1829 he passed kis
examination for the‘candidacy. The Universiiy preacher, DIr.
Marcks, praised Grabau for his knowledge of Scripture, for
his ccnetructive thinking sbiliiy, and #6r his oraterieal
abilities.

Liter he passed his examination for teaching, in 1830,
he becamé an instructor in the girls'Nscheol at llagdeburg in
October 1831. In June 1832 he became Réctor of the "Buerger-
gchule" at Sachsa. Jie had received yvery good recommendations
from hig superiors at Magdeburg. On Yeb,. 20, 1832, he
passed his examination for ike ministry, and in January 1834

he was summoned to deliver a irial sermon ai St. Andreas

l. Grabau, op. Qito_,'-p-.4" 3 4] Fnl o ST VIoHE 2



12 ‘-‘

Church in Erfurt, with two other candidates. Grabau
wag appointed to the charge, and ordained June 17, 1834,
and installed June 22. On July 15, 1834, Grabau married
Christiane Sophie Burggraf.

In 1836 matters came %o a head in respect to Grabau
and his attitude toward the Prussian Union. On the 15th
Sunday after Trinity Grabau preached a sermon against the
principles of the Union, and after the service he discussed
with his congregation the problem which they had to face.
Most of the people seemed to be against the Union. Upon
Grabau's refusal then to use the Union agenda, he was suspended
from his office, and prohibited from entering his church. A
unionistic preacher was assigned to occupy his pulpit. The
police were present to enforce the order. A large part of
the congregation still attended the first service held by
the new pastor. But in the evening moxst of the congregation
cameé to the home of Grabau and spent a great part of the
‘night with him in "seeking adviece and comfort for their
t?oubled souls."l

Thus thru such nocturnal meetiny, which were then
continued with increasing frequency, suspicion of political
intrigue was cast upon Grabau and his followers, md}ng the
action of the authorities against them stronger and sironger.

Both Stephan and Grabau had these difficulties with the
German authorities. In the first plaee, the refusal of a
pastor to use the new Union agenda was punishable by fine or

imprisonment. Secondly, it was illegal to hold services in

1. Grabau, op. cit., p. 18
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a private home, DBut we must kesp in mind that the German
governnoat was noi Juat out looking for trou%la wnen it
forbade holding private méatiﬂgn of a religious nﬁture_of
otherwisp. Jor this wés the tiws of graa£'§olitical unrest
in Germany, of plote and machinatiaﬁa,against the aathorltial.
which finally culminatsd in the revolt of 1848, The government
was thorefore only {trying to prevent ;olitiﬁal ploté when it
forbade the holding of private meetings. |

it will become appaiant, therefore, how many aincare.
Chrigtians got themselves into irouble with the authoritio:.
For those who bappened %o be meabers of a ccngregation which
had a doetriunally lax paator, ér whose orthod&i pagtor had
been discharged by the authorities, would in many cases hold
their own private ﬁavatioas with thair family and friendn.
But sinee private ﬂaatihus of suck a nature were frowana upan,
trouble arose, and a persecutionist complex was dn some cases
gtrongly fell. Vithout tryiné to aporove of the action of
the govermment in all casges against auch private neitinéi.
we can neverthsless unﬁeratand more fully how tﬁd circunstances
developsd which finally brought about the enigratian'of iih'
Gormang a{ this time, | |

Grabau, pastor im Lrfurt, was imprisoned aevaral tines
for hig refusal to use ths Ynion agenda and for haldin;
private meetings. When he gainad hig frseﬂun afttr the rtr-t
imprigonmsnt, he took aavantaun of it by gotng grﬁnnﬂ to tho
various towns and eities to ralzy the lnynl Luthsranl. Th&l.'
however, was not wholly a mnttar of hlt own vulitiun. far hs

was aampallsa to navw from placa to plnce, -o as to avail.th.
CesiE 2 f«,.q.'é
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authorities, who were out to capture him. It can be under=-
gtood that the more Grabau conducted private meetings with
Lutherang in the variousg towns, the more the authorities
desired hig apprehension. And the more he was beiné pursued,
the more his meetings became secret, the very thing to which
the government objected most strenously.  3ut it was undoubt-
edly during thses travels that Grabau made the acquaintance
of various Lutherans, some of whom later on affiliated them-
selves with him, thus providing growth to his emigration
group and later for his synod.

One would think, however, that men who had the éaﬁe.
difficulty to face, as Grabau and Stephan had, would combine

bassured of more positive

and unite their eiforts so as to
resulis. 3But this was not the came. Lven tho on the surface
it looked as if their troubles were about the same, yet upon
a clogser investigation, it becomes apgarenf that the troubles
and difficulties which the authorities caused Stephan‘ngiW//
from different circumstances than did those of Grabau. This
might, in a way, explain the fact that the two groups never
got together, even tho attempts were made by Grabau to combine
the emigration.

Martin Stephan was born at Strausberg, Moravia, August
13, 1777. He was, therefore, quite a bit oldse than Grabau.
Stephan's parents, poor but pious, were originally Roman :
Catholic. The father, a weaver, became Lutheran in consequence
of diligent reading of Scripture, but the mother with the
children remained Catholic, and was threatened by her priest
that *the de;il incarn:te would take her, if she would touch
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the Bible or any Lutheran Book.“l' But in spite of this
threat she later also became a Lutheran. Just when Stephan
himself 4turnsd to Lutheranism has probably not been determined.
His fathsr wanted him to become a weaver also, but with his
pietistic tendency he took particular care of his Christian
education, so that young Stephan became quite familiar with
ths Bible. His mother implanted the seeds of godliness in
his heart. Since both of his parents died quite sarly, |
Stephan spent his childhood and youth in sorrow and want.
His education was therefore quite limited. W“hen he was 21,
he became a journeyman-weaver, fleeing to Breslau on account
of the persecution of the Catholiecs. In Breslau he immediately
joined the pietists and attended their devotional mestings,
indulging at that time already in polemics with an inflexible.
mind.’

5 Because of his desire to preach salvation to others, he
entered the Elizabeth Gymnasium in Breslau in 1802, starting
in Quarta. Since he was already 25 at this time, he had fo
encounter a great deal of ridicule on the part of his younger
clagsmates "which contributed towards, more and more, confirming
h1m in his natural bitterness, asperity and imperiouaneas, as
{also his strong self-reliance. wh 7 When he finally‘waa advanced
to Prima more on account of his age than on acaount of his .
maturity, he was appointed the 'amanuensis" of the Bector, whibh
gave him some legal authority OTer the other students, which

1. Evangelical Quarterly Review, M, L, Stosver, editor, J. E.

Wible, Gettysburg, Pa. vol. XXI, 1870, p. 260.

3. ibig. Pe 261
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"he not unfrequently, with arbitrary tyranny, extended
beyond its proper bounds."l° After he had learned only

the most necessary Latin,ﬂand not much Greek, he entered the
University of Halle in 1804, still being at least largely
supported from outside sources. Affer an interruption in
his studies from 1806 %o 1809, he entered the University

of Leipzig where he did not.make;much progress in the
philosophical and theological studies, which he rejected as
carnal sciences. He spend some time studying the pietists,
Spener and Francke, and also had a very thorought‘knowledgc
of church history, which he also knew how %o apply skillfully
in instruetion or conversation.

In 1809 he received a call as pastor to Haber, in
Bohemia, and one year laier got a call to the Bohemian
congregation and as German preacher at St. John's Church
in Dresden. Dr. Doering, the court chaplain, is said to
have employed his influence to get Stephan to Dresden.

"In Dregden his sermons, in which the gtriet Lutheran

biblical spirit prevailed, met immediately with great

approval on the part of the small number of susceptible
persons, and, before long, a large audience gathered
around him at the German service, while the bohemian.
congregation, at that time, numbered hardly more than
thre hund®ed membsers. Besides he continued, in the
manner of Spener, the devotional exercises, which had
been kept up for nearly half a century, by all (?)

his predecessors, especially by Pastor M. Fetermann.

It seems that thege were, at first, mainly frequented by

the Moravians. Hvery fortnight Pastor Stephan instifuted

on Sunday evening, after singing and prayer, a 'regapitu-
lation of the sermon' (Bedigterichﬂerholungj (sic!);

on the alternate Sundays he had a sermon read; Londays

and Fridays, from 8-10 p.m. there were devotional
exercises; on the first Monday of every month there

1. Ibid., p. 261
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was 'conversation' (sprechstunde) for men, 4o which,
howédver, also boys were admitted; every third Monday
'general conversation', for both men and women: on the
intermediate llondays there was reading of sermons
selected by Stephan, e. g., Arnd¥'s sermons on the
Catechism, sometimes also of migsionary reports.
Stephan himgelf was generally not present on these
occagiong. To keep up order, he appointed superinten=-
denis. During the 'conversations! which, however, were
instituted only at a later time (about 18307), to
gratify the wants of the many in gearch of adviee and
instruction, every member was entitled to anonymously
write down questions regarding matters of faith and
congcience, as also domestic affairs, and deposit them
into a box, or to orally propound them; and the pastor
afferwards answered these questions, generally with
precaution, pastoral wigdom and rare knowelgdge of
human nature. On Friday evening there was a Bible=
lesson for both sexes, when the Bible was read, chapter
by chapter, together with the Tuebingen Summaries;
these, too, were seldom attended by Stephan himself.
When, during these devotional exercise, any prayers
were said, they had always to be read by the laymen, as
he did not allow iny free, exXismporaneous prayers on
these occasiong."+e

These Erbauungsaiunden {(nours of devotion), generally
called conventicles, aroused the prejudice of both the
educated and uneducated against Stephan, and at the same time
they formed the means by which his diseiples were more and
more attached to him, Besides the attitude which the govern=
ment %took against such meetingg, as alreag@y discussed, there
was alsgo another very important feature which we dare not
overlook.

How Stephan was able to gain so devoted a fadhewing
inpo short a time remains somewhat of a question[yat; He
possessed nothing that could have atiracted the world. He
was no fiery or fluent orator, not a very skillful or

artigtic homilsetician. His accent was Bohemian, his voice

1. Ibids P 263
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hollow and monotonous, and hisg German defective. But he
przached ths "divine folly of the Gospel", and that no
doub® was hig forte.

The powerful impression produced by his sermons
caused many %o congider him as a dangerous individual.
"For among the awakened ones, the immer fermentation
manifestiod iftself in different ways, sometimes in afill
seriousnesg and strict resignation of the world, sometimes in
apparsnt melancholy, sometimes in a loud mania for converting
others, sometimes even in a sort of inaanity.'l Even tho
Stephan's work in Yrasden was blesged in many‘respects, yet
it also had this congequence that many suepicions fell on
Staphan. :

In Dregden there was at this time a man named Heinrieh
Gottliew ZEckhardt, born about 1786. He was married, had two
children, an adopted son, and a daughter, and was congidered
an industrious and religious man. Hs had always shown
faithfulness in church attendance and in Scripture reading.
But gradually he became a religious fanatic, sometimes
Meglecting his work, elaiming that the Lord would %take care of
him, if he would but pray properly. Sometimes he would force
his wife to pray, saying that she would by proper prayer be
able 0 support the whole family. Hickhardt was also a
fanatic on persecution, c¢laiming that one shoulld suffer |
anybody under any condition %o strike him on the other chesk
also. After threatening to kill his wife and children, and

<

1. Ieid. De 263
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after making an armed attack on a citizen of the town, he
wag conlined Yo an asylunm, but eacaped, was taken back,

and threatenad to emcape again., He made life misergable for
the other inhabitants and for the earetakers.

Already in 1816 his wife gtated very decidsdly that the
condition of her husband wasg due to the fact that he had
attended Stephan's“Betstunden”. Higs wife claimed that there
he had gotten the false idea that one could ascomplish
anything thru prayer, and that work therefore wag totally
unnecesgary. Often he would refer to the passage in Hatt.
10, 34, "I came not to send peace, but a sword", and to
Luke 22, 36, "He that hath no sword, let him sell his
garmenit, and buy one." After a while, however, he was -
released from the asylum and permitted to go home. g again
attended Stephan'g meetings. :

In 1820 the news was suddenly spread abroad thaf.
Heknardt had murdered his daughter. Upon investigation it
wag found that he not only admitted that, but also gtated
that he had tried to kill his som also,: but .that he had flsd.
Zckhardt was then taken info custody by the polies, and
showed even greater signs of extreme fanaticism. Naturally
the autnorities then carefully investigate Stephan and his
conventicles. The committee in charge of the investigation
stated that itwas convinced that such false precepts were
taught at these meetings, the kind which had misled Bckhardt,l
Ag a result of this, public opinion also was definitsly set
» In Verbindung

mit ﬁerAh1atorischrthooIOgischan.Geasllnchart Zu Leipzig
herauggegeben von D. Ghr;stian Friedrich Illgen, Jahrgasng

1842, p. 156.
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against Stephan and his followers. 3Bul the more ihe
opposition of the general public was aroused againsgt .
Stephan, the more nis close circle of fadbdewsrs clung to him,
da will not even venture a: guess as to how great an extent
the public opinion against Stsphan was justified.
Accusations against Stephan appearsd in the presg in
Gormuny also. In August, 1821, a German papser called Stephan
a "migguided mind, lying preacher and fanatic, with a mis=-
leading doctrine, apt to undermine the atate, who endeavored
%o found a seci; while his congregation wag called a
misereable band of weak-minded, short-sighted and crazed

lll

fanatics. Stephan countsred this with an article in the

Wational Gazette of the Germans,a‘

gaying, "I am neither
a founder nor leader of sects; I hate 2ll eéctarianiam and
fanaticism. I am an Hvangslical Luthneran preacksr; = mny
religion is neither above nor below the Pivle, but written in
the 3ible and leads to Christ; = the recapitulations of my
sermeng I holdlin my parsonage with {hs doore open; in my
congregation neithsr inganity nor murder has taken place."
Buf even from among his Bohemian parishﬁonera-Stephaﬁ
received opposition and seY¥ere criticlem. Gradually a
German "congregation" had gathered around Siephan at St.
Jobn's, to which he soon felt a stronger aitachment than
toqards ‘his Bohemians, sc tn:t in consequanee he neglected
the 1atter more and mOroe. “e was acnused of administering
the Sacraments to his uerman follownra, who really were not

a part of his congregation, and ofAusurpzng other ministerial

1. Hvangelical Quarterly Review, p. 265, quotes Correspondent

from and for._Germany, Aug. 25th, 182l.
2, No. 47, N_v. 21, 1821, quoted by Hvangelical Quart. Rev., ibid.
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acts. Some of the other clergy of the city, therefore,
already in 1820 submitted to the church superintendents a
well supported complaint against him. But in spite of the
admonition which Stephan recefved from his superiors, every-
thing remained as beforse. e

To show that his teachings were/ tafall#’above board,
Stephan in 1825 published some of his sermons. +de dwelled
largely on the doctrines of man's natural corruption and of
the atonement of Christ. But he held and preached a doctrine
of miracles, asserting that miracles were even then taking
place and to be expected.l 1% can be seen howgsuch a teaching
enthusgiastically taught to the simpleminded, would lead people
to neglect their work and hope for a miracle to support them,
as was the case in the instance cited. It seems therefore
that the judgment passed on Stephan in respect to the
Eckhardt case was not totally incorrect or unjustified.
"Fanatical belief in miraeles . « actually was to be found
here and there among the.Stephanites."a Stephan was also
fond of arguing with those of different opinions from his,
and he accused ag heretics all those who were not his.

3 Stephan's published sermons soon became the

foldowsrs,.
norm of all his followers. ™He pronounced everything with

such a wigdom and with such én agsurance, that simple minds

1. Stephan: Der Christlichs Glaube in einen vollstaendi
Jahrgange, Predigten dea
Tichen Sonn- und Festags®Ev: 1ien, Gehalten in: der St%.
Johannigkirche zu Dresden von Martin Stephan. Zweiter Theil,
Dresden, 1826. Gedruckt auf Kosten des Verfasaers in der
Koenigl. Hofbuchdruckerei. p. 33l.- ‘ ; i

2. Evangelical Quarterly Beview, p. 267

e Ibid.




22

especially necessarily congidered his sayings and his

advice as equivalent to God's Word."t

But as a whole
Stephan's sermons were quite orthodox, and even hisg later
opponents say that by far the most of them could be uged

2 Therefore the

verbatim by any orthodox Lutheran pastor.
acocusations against Stephan, altho there seems to be some=-
thing behind them, yet seem somewhat biased.

S0 as to supply the social needs of lower claﬁs
Christians,; Stephan organized clubs which he would invite at
times. These clubs were organized for the purpose of
recreatidn, and served their purpose "in an entirely law-
ful menzmer.":5 On gpecial days the members would bring
their families to the meetings. Bug Stephan, who was very
fond of studying by lamplight, would sometimes not come to
these meetings till ten in the evening. The meetings would
ghen be drawn out till the small homrs§ of the morning. His
way home led him thru one of the most ill@reputed streets of
the city, and as a result naturally suspicion was aroused
against Stephan for that also. Stephan was completely deaf
to the friendly representations regarding the indecorum of
these nightly meetings and regarding the offensive accusations
whith they aroused. The results of these meetings on the family
1ife of the members was also bad, for there were sad conse-
quenaea, like disturbance of domeatie peacn, and,suita for

dtvorcc. ‘ Thns again popular Opinion was aroused againat

1. lvangelical Quarterly Review, P 268

2. Ibid., P 269 ig radical in this respect. nxr. Koestering:

Leben und Wirken des Ehrw. Zrnst Gerhard Wilh. “eyl, Concordia
g ouse, ouis, MO., y Pe 99

3o Evangelical Quartarly Review, p. 269




Staphan.l

Bhortly after 1814 a part of the Bohemian congregation
in Dresden had writien up a complaint against Stephan, which
wag largely precipitated by Stephan's charging some of his
members with heresy. This complaint was filed with the
high-consigtory. Complaint was made tla t Stephan had
neglected the Pohemian service, that he neglected the sick
and the poor, and that he acted very arbiirarily in many
cagpes. Application was also made for his deposition on
"account of previoug illicit intercourse with his Bohemian
maid-gervant."® But the other part of the congregation
défended Stephan, and called the last charge a "tissue of
falsehood and malice."3 Henceforth the Bohemian congregation
patiently acqu#éesced, and, affer several complaints, without
any results, finally remained silent. As to the officers
of the congregation, Stephan "knew how to intimidate them
by his imperious manner and b& viblent mea.sures."4 But in
April, 1838, the gohemians again complained against Stephan:
The charges against him were 1) "ecarnal and unchaste conduct
(an accusation founded upon statements which most grievously
shock evory better sentiment); 2) the dishonesi management of
the pecuniary interests of the congregation, and 3) manifold

neglect of his official dutiea, especially with regard to

1., Ibid., p. 269; Vehse, Carl Eduard,: .ng_gjgnnggllggg
Auswanderung nach Amerika, Dresden, 1840. Vbrlagsexpadition
Jcs Dresdener Wochenblaties. p. 14l

2. dvangelieal “uarterly Review, p. 274

3. Ibid' ’

4. Toid. p. 275
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church, school, the sick and dying. (Among other things,
they complained of his lying in bed until towards noon, in
consequence of his lewdness, of his commencing the Bohemian
service, out of laziness, one or two hoursy after the
appropriate ‘time.)"1 7
In the meantime Stephan's prayer and social meetings
had been held in secret, since the police had been instructed
to forestall them. On Nov, 8, 1837 the police discovered a
number of Stephan'a friends in the vineyard house at
Hofloesswitz, where Siephan also was "with his usual suspicious
companio.n",2 Immediately after this Stephan was suspended
from hig office, and proceedings started againgt him. But in
spite of the rather serious charges whieh had been brought
against him for yaars[?ireadqj he still had some active
support on hig side. The Minisfer of religious mattera, von
Carlonitz, made the following declaration in the Diet of 1837,
when the Stephanite affair was treated rather thoroughly:
"This subject, of waich I have heard already several
years ago, was too importantas not to impose it as a
matter of conscience upon me in my present poaition,
to investigate it as accurately as possible. To this
end I haveXx perused all the documents in possession of
the ministry relating to it. From these I have learned
that such a suspicion has already, for a number of years,
been the object of public attention, and of police
investigationg, and that a great number of specified
cages, by inquiries made elsewhere, and by hearing many
persong, has been thoroughly discussed; but I haye not
discovered one case, by which that repromsh (of an
injurioug influence, leading even to the insaniiy of
some individuals; perhaps also the reproach regarding

the secret, scandaloug procesdings) could have been in
the least sustained."¥ A

1. Evangelical Quarterly Review, p. 275

&. Ibid.

3: From the Communications regarding the proceedings of the
gecond constitutional Diet of Saxony, no. 298, also 204,
quoted in Evangelical Quarterly Review, p. 273
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From this it becomes apparent that the charges against _
Stephan were not unanimously supported by all the authorities.
It is therefore rather difficult to decide just how much of
the charges were true and how muca false. Concordia Cyclopedia
says that the ciharges against Stephan had not been proven:;
We shall therefore not attoupt to pass judgaont, for ;Zax s “'(
knowing ;J‘*(%he charges againg% Stephan @oasisted -im-wirich
gotmhimminto_such~&iffieultiesjis suffieient 1o understand
the difference in hig background from that of Grabaue.

Stepnan nimself says that ke lhad already in 1811
thought of emigrating. 3By 1830 he thought of it more
geriously. fn ihat year he wrote to Benjamin Kurtz of the
General Synod in Ameriea,; inquiring about conditions hareta
It was no doubt largely taru this that he dgcided on America
as his new nome, after ne saw that staying in Germany under
those conditions was impossible.

But legal proceedings nhad been started against Siephan.
When hig wife appealed to the king, the procsedings against
him were ordered suspended, thaus giving him-a free haand {o
plan his emigrationaa

It seems that the Stephan group of emigkants was a
peculiar group, on account of the peculiar pietism which
Stephan preached, and on account of ths persaetion eomplex

which the people got from the numerous attacks, suspicions, and

1. Page 728 ' ¢ Lor
2. Koegtering, Auswander » D 10 g i
3. Neve=Allbeck, or L by

Third Revised Bdition, The Lutheran Literary oard, Burlington,
Iowa| 1954’ po 179.
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charges against Stephan, which never cdmo-up in Grabau's
Q?rlx 11;?' Stephan's group was, as a result, a very
(%EEﬁ%fé?éénization in which Stephan guarded his supreme
leadership with zealous attention.

Heanwhile other Lutherans, under the leadership of
Grabau, buf less fanatically organized, had also been
planning on emigrating. 2Sut Grabau's group was a little
slower in definltely deciding to emigrate, due, nc doubt,
at least in part, to the fact that Grabau was imprisoned
again on September 21, 1838, during which prison fterm he
became deathly sick. It was first during this prison tesm
that Grabau decided to emigrate.l

It will be seen therefore, that what Stephan and Grabau
had in common was their opposition to the Prussian Union,
which mads them both more confessional minded. The back-to= \
the=old=church trend of that time, which had led scme
Protestants back into the Catholic fold, lad Stephan and
Grabau back to the Iutheran Church of the era of orthodoxy.
Thug they cpposed the influence of liberalism and rationaliasm
which had leanings toward the Prusgian Union. But this is as
far aw the gimilarity goes, for Grabau went all the way baek
to the o0ld church, whereas Stephan's movement was more modified
by the revival of Francke's and Spener's pietimm. Further=- |
more, or account of Stephan's peculiar personal makeup, his

following tended more and more to isolationism, which was at

this time not nearly sc much evident among the adherents of

1. Wachende Kirche, 54, 14; Grabau, op. cit., p. 31 ff.
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CHAPTER I

There seems t0 have been no connesiion or cooperation
between Stephan and Grabau during the {ime of preparaticn '
for emigration. The first time that contact was established
betwesn the tgo groups was on 9ctober 25, 1838, at nagdehurg. V//
Ag a part of Stephan's emigration group was traveling down
the Elbe, they stopped briefly at ilagdeburg, waere there was
a small congregation of staunch Lutherans who weres determined
to emigrate also. Ihis l“‘-agde‘rnng congregation was under fthe
care of Grabau. 3ut because Grabau was in priscn in Heilig-
enstadt at the t{ime Stephan came thru, no personal conference
could be hsld. Heinrich von Rohr, the influential layman
of the Grabau emigration who was the leader during Grabau's
absence, had been agsigned to the task of establishing
contact with the Saxous under Stephan. Altho' ¥on Rohr was a
meubor of the Magdeburg congregation and lived there, it seems
that he did not meet Stephan in Magdsburg at this time. This
was no doubt due %o the fact that Stephan did not tarry long
there.

Von Rohr wag at this time also in the custody of the
police. He had gome %o Berlin™ in the Spring of 1838 so
ag to draw the police off the trail of Grabew, but hs himszelf
was then g?rgfiag'ang @aggn to :agdeburg to jail. However,
he was ellowed much freedom, and could travel about almost at
widl, ap;lnng&ad he alinw?jp:oq;sﬁé:f§;cbmc;§§§k;' During
his 14-§onth-cu:tody. then, he aid much traveling in

organizing Grabau's emigration, and also collecied a library

1. The VWisconsin Magazine of History, Fublished Quarterly
by the Sikate Historical Society of Wisconsin. Vol. 18, p.225



9
(L}

of tlhicclogical books.t

Von Rohr seems %¢ have been in Hagdeburg when one part
of dtcgnan 8 smigration grcup passed thru the town on their
way %o Brgmen. Furthermore, one member of the liagdeburg
congregaticn came abhoard one of the two river boats on which
the emigrants ware going donn the yiver, and stayed aboard
during the time that the boats want th‘u the logks at lagde-
burg. Altho the vigit was short,.this Man, WACSe name was
Gram, ghowsd Candidate ?uenger a ietter from Grabau and told
him that about 40 Haogle in Magdeburg were determirmed to
emlgrate clgo. i

Keyl had also been at Magdaburg, 2nd had visited voa
Rohr !1:*_.1*3..:5 Furthermore, it seems from ‘"e or's account
that O, H. ¥althor and von Rohr traveled toge hcr-from
Magdeburg to H::mburg.4

In Bremen von Hohr made a determindd effort to effest
a union between the Stephan group and Crabo-' group. "3ut
the blind gubjection of the Saxong under Stephan, their‘
leader, prevented a uﬁionlgf the iwo groups] Von Rohr
departed from them with words of warning: He considered them
honest but deceived Christiang and hoped that God would Opan
their eyes, probably thru a serious fall of S‘tephan(s)."

It was very 11kely 1argely’¢ue to Stvphan‘s,peculiar-

1. Wachende Kirche, 54, 15 e -
2. Buenger's Diary 1n.Dor Luuharaner; vol. 38, p. 73 .
e Graebner A, L eat Tut Kire

N vol. LX) lunpu shed mnnnncr pt) p.
4. Der Iutheraner, vol. 38. . 7
5. Wachende Kn-cho, 55, 4
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makeup that he flatly refused to cornsider a union with
Grabau. Stephan, as is well known, intended to establish
an isolationistic colony in America, g probably feared

that too much new blood in his group which was not attached . '

to him in that personal way would spoil his plans. Then too, -
probably Stephan recognized in von Rohr too powerful a leader,
for whom there was no room in Stephan's organization.

In the meantime there were still'others who had been

q

contemplating emigrationtz‘ﬁev. Leberecht Friedrich Ehregott
Krause of Silesia had also had difficulties with the authori-
ties on account of the Union. At this time he was with his :
congregation not attached to any larger emigration group. \//f
But he had very likely made contact with Stephan already in
18??,1 ~and was alsgo in correspondence with Grabau.

™ On Sept. 6, 1838 Krause's congregation passed the
following resolution:

"In the name of the holy Triune God the Evangelical
Luiheran congregation of Trebnitz, Celsner, aug
Wartenberg circuity in Silegia, delegates the two
brethren of the faith, namely the taylor Carl Benjamin
Schulthes from Festenberg and the gardner Carl Gottlieb
Faude from Breslau, and sond @ ithese delegates, together
with our dear Pastor, Leberecht Friedrich Ehregott
Krause, %o North America, to go to the hororable
pregidency of the United States of North Ameriga and to
transact the folloging businegs for us there: d) to

gee whether we can there obdain financial assistance

for our emigration, to see whether we will be per=-
mitted to buy the nesessary lands which we will nesd for
our setilement on the installment plan, and 3] %o see
whether we may have and freely practice according to the
confessgions of our Church, as these are expregsed in the
symbolical books of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, ¢
becauge we are leaving our fatherland only on account of "
gevere persecutions of faith and oppression of consciense.

1. Bvangeliecal Quarterly Review, op. cit., p. 272
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We promise to be faithful and obedient to the governmeni
in all outward matiecrs, with the gracious nelp of God."

Kov. 4, 1838 tho three men left. Whan they arrived

in Hamburg, trause gtarted nogotiations with a certain Angas,
the pnresident of the Ausiralian Company, to take the whole
congregation to Australia. Krause also wrote %o Stéphan about
this. But his i{wo delegates, Faude and Schulthes, were not _
in favor of his megotiating any more éboﬁt golng'tb Ausiralia,
gince the congregation had voted to go to America. Krausge
wrote to his congregation, but they still wanted to go to
Amgrica. @pa congregation then asked Schulthes to remain u/
in Hamburg =s their agent to make arrangements for the ships
as soon ag they would arrive, and asked Krause and Faude to

go ahead to America.

Krauge had attempted to effect a union between his /

congregation and Stephan's group, but was evidently not \//

2  Krause met O. H. Walther, who thought that
3

succegsful.
Krause was quite a likeable man.

Since Krause later on had a part{ in organizing the
Buffalo Synod, this must also be considered as one of the
contacts of Buffalo with Missouri.

Thugs the efforts of bringing the two groups together
in Germany were without sucecess. It can ha@dly be imagined \///ﬁ
what the result would have been if two men like Stephan and
Grabau would hapg gottien together_in one organization, with
Krause thrown in for good measure, But be that as it may, for
T e Sl e , Burow and Miller, 26;

Washington Street, Buffalo, N. Y., 1889, p. 3 £,
2, Wachende Kirche, 54, 18 & 20
3. Graebner, op, cit., p. 38
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the way things fturnsd cut, Siephnan and hls group wsnt to
Hissouri, a part remaining in S%. Louis, but ths majority
going about 100 miles south into Perry County, to found the
famous touwng of Altenburg, Frohna, 2ad Yitienberg. ‘Atrthe
time the Saxons arrived in Yew Orl:ans %o go northward,
Grabau was still in prison in Germeny, being rcloased first

on Mardh 12, 1839,



CHAPTHR II

The roots of much of the dissention which later arose
in the fuffalo Synod and which gave repeated openings to
the Miséouri Synod are evident already at the time of the
emigration of Grabau. Because it was largely due to dis=-
genticn within the Buffalo Synod that-the Missouri Synod
got footholds in Buffalo, N, Y., and also in Wigconsin, it
will be necessary %o trace the cause and effect of these
dissenticas.

One of the main points of friction in the Grabau group
was the fact that it consisted largely of people from two
different parts of Germany, Grabau's Pomeranians and the
Silesiang under Krause. Krause had planned an emigration
before Grabau did, and had gone to America with one of the
elders to look over the lay of the land. His congregation
wag to follow in the gbring of 1839. When Grabau and hig
group were in Hamburg about to board ship, they met Xrause's
congregation there, also about to leave. - |

Krause had no doubt gt first been thikking of taking
his congregation to Amériég?d%%hen he arrived in :ew York
and went from there to Buffalo, he had nothing but the most
glowing reports about conditions in America, about which he
wrote 10 Grabau. In Buffalo he took care of a small'group
of Silesians who had previouslyiimMigrated. However,’due

to some hardships, and no doubt also due to his very unstable

emotional gtate, Krause soon becamse very disgusfad with life
in America, and instead of staying_with his congregation when

it arrived, he returned to Germany. Before he left he had
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sent very disgusted letters to Grabau. Deserting his

people in éﬁffalo the way he did, no doubt left a bad taate}
in the mouihs of these people for XKrause, with the result
that when he came back to America later on, the Silesiang
within the Buffalo Synod seem %o have had a dislike for him '
from the very sftart.

But the trouble lay deéper than that. When.Krausa'éf/
original congregation in Germany heard of his disappointment
in America, some of the members seem to have thought that
under the circumstgndes Australia should be preferred as a
place of settlement. Some also seem %to have thought seriously
of South America; Gonsequeptly a number of individuals wrote
to the deputy of the congregation, Schulthes, who was making
preparations for the emigration in Hamburg, to do anything,
%o make any kind of arrangements, %o take them anyplace, as
longas they could 1= ave Germany. Ff;m the congregation,
however, Schulthes had officially been instructed to make
arrangements to go to America, :

In Hamburg Schulthes had met Angas as already related,
who was willing to raise money for the congregation if they
would go to Australia, Schulthes negotiated with Angas in
this respect when Krause's and Grabau's congregations met
in Hamburg. Krause'a congregation. having officially -
declared their intention to go to America, wanted Schulthes
%0 negotiate with Grabau to take them along to America.
Grabau, on the other hand, considered Schulthes' nefotiations
with Angas about going to Ausiralia as being official in the

name of the congregation, because Schulthes was the deputy

- e R
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of the congregation, altho the negotiations with Angas
had only been ecarried on by Schulthes upon the suggesgtion
of individual members of the conéregation. and not upon
an official congregational order. |

Grabau considered the request of %rauae's congregation %o
take them along to America, but said that fifst the congre-
gation would have %o get a release from Angas.&m%fhe con=
gregation refuged %o do this, saying that negotiations with
Angas had been unoffieially carried on by Schulthes. Thus
the matter stood. It is said that Grabau refused to give
communion %o Krause's congregation while they were waiting
in Hamburg, but Grabau claimed that nobody adked him for
communion. At any rafe, on account of this question as to
whether to take Krause's congregation along to America, a
quarrel arose which seemed to have been setiled when Grabau
finally decided %o take the group along, but which.took R oo

d/u tvptels,
major proportions later on in America. | This quarrel later '/

/
was the main cause of the split in the group which settled |
in Buffalo, thus giving the Missouri Synod an opening. Also |
partly due to thig quarrel in Hamburg is the aversion which

the Silesians who went to Wiscongin later on had for Grabau.

i
{

This same aversion was evidencedy against Krause later, when |
he became pastor in Wisconain, which was one of the causes

of the split in Krause s congregations in Freistadt and
Milwaukag,-which gaye thg:nigsouxi Synod an opening there

also.



CHAPTER III

Stephan was endowed with a personality and personal
magnetism which enabled him %o draw men towards himself
and hold them practically as glaves 1o his will. All the
pastors and candidates who emigrated with him were bound to
him by this 1nvisible tie. In Germany already Stephan had
advocated the episcopal form of church government, but he
nimgelf had Eivan'the impresggion that he wanted only %o be
advisor o the bishop when they would get toxﬁmerica.l But
on the_trip Stephan drew up his famous doecument, whiech he
agked all the pasiors and cecandidates to sign, which made him
bishop of the combined group of immigrants with full powers
in every respect. _ it ‘

Stephan's party, having transfa:red to river boais at
New Orleans, arrived in St. Louis Feb. 14, 1839, In S%. Louis
Stephan aequired mors of the'materiala %6 complete his
episcopal accouterments. He bought many'fine and expensive
materials for his vestments,,gs also a bighop's cap, staff,

2

and the bisghop's crossg.” During the first geven months of

the emigration, of which three were gpent at gea, Stephan

spent 8000 Prussian Dollars in £illingfhe scclesiastical
needs, and spent 4000 more for his own personal use.3
An interesting manuscript in the Archives of Concordia

4
Historical Ingtitute demonstrates the fawning attitude of

1. Koestering: Auswandarung 16 . vor SEiy

Btesggggr, Dresden, 1839

« Vehse, op. ¢it., p. 16

4, Dated St. Louis, March 19, 1839, written and signed, as &
witness, by G. H. Loeber, the manuscript reads as followa:

"We the undersigned give herewith, by our signature, and by
the witness of the Go-gigning Rev. Gotthold Heinrieh Losker,
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the Saxons over against Stephan. They showed him every
possible respect, called him "Lord Bishop“f and promised
obedience to him in all things.

the following declaration: For the establishment of our
well-being we fedl compelled by our conséience %o become
members of thé Apostolie-Lutheran congrggation, if at all
possible (here afootnote by Loeber explains: +the clause

"if at all possible" is now relieved by the acceptance of

the undersigned by His Excellency, the Lord Bishop) which
congregation last Fall emigrated from Germany to the United _
States of North America, under the leadership of His Excellenecy,
the Lord Bishop Martin Stephan, and which is now about to
settle in the State of Higsouri.

"The immigration rules, and the regulations concerning
the treasury of the congregation, have been laid before us, as
algso the condiiions under which we and our families have
graciously been admitted to membership by His Exceellency the
Lord Bishép, after repeadddly and expressly requesting and
pleading for acceptance. ' :

"Since thru all this we were sirenghtened in our heartfelt
longing beyond any doubt to become members of this congregation,
and since at the same time we are fully aware of the nemessity
and the practicability of the old Christ{ian episcopal Church
government which hag heen introduced by this congregation,
therefore we again witness herewith, of our own free will and
without any coercion, that we shall remain in and abide by the
above gtated persuasion.

"Therefore, as accepted members. of this Lutheran congre-
gation, we promise that not only will we gladly and willingly
contribute to the treasury according fto omr means, and nof% only
will we also comply in all points with all the regulations and
conditions as much as we are able, but especially will we
subjedt ourselves in confidence and obedience to the episcopal
regulations both in respect to secular and gpiritual affairs,
and we will gratefully follow the advice of our Pastor, and we
will with the help of God, to our end, remain true to the most
holy Christian faith in word and deed.”

~ Translated from the original manusgeript in the Archives
of Concordia Historical Institute by the writer for Ihia
Seminarian, May 10, 1944,

Four men, wpo with their families, wanted to join the

Saxon congregation, signed the manuseript. _

1, "Lord" Bishép probably sounds harsher than it should.
The German ig"Herr", which really means as much as "mister®,
but the translation "Mr. Bishop" or even "Sir Bishop" does no%
gsound usable. s
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The distinctive principle of Stephanis teaching was
hig hierarchical principle. He presented the office of the\
ministry as a meang of grace, without which a person could ;
not be saved. He considered ordination ag a &ivine pre- (_
requisite. He taught that the pastors were the government \
of the church, and that theX laymen had nothing to say about |
doctrine. He held that the visible Lutheran Church was ihfL_//
real church.1

On. April 26 Stephan and a part of the immigrants left
for Perry County, 10C miles south of St. Louig. Buf zlready
on May O chsrges were brought against Stdphan which resulted
in his depogition and expulsion from the colony. Several
girle disclosed to Pastor Loeber that Stephan had made
indecent irtimaticns to them'already on the sea voyage,?
The clergy and the candidates got together, considered‘the
chagges zgainst Stephan, and also took into consideration
that he had spent a large part of the communal treasury for'
his own personal needs, sné excommunicated Stephan on May 30,
16565 Tue Aexk day Stepnat v tidtajortbe VI R Y
bank of the Mississippi. At Horse Prairie he served a
congregation for z short time, and died there on Feb., 22,

1846.4

1. Koestering, Augvandarung, p. 8 f.; Vehse, op. cit., 131 b ¢ @8
2. Evangéliegi Quarterly Review, vol. XXI, p. 277; Vehse,

op. cit . 143 ‘ E _
3? Evanéslgeal ngrterly_Review, XXI, p. 278; Vehse, op.eit.

o 1664 ,
H. Detfnuthsraner II, p. 60. Steffens: ¥¥J_E!I%TE_J1;
ther, Lutheran Publication Society, Ph adﬁlin a

Wal .
1917, p. 100, seems to err when he says it was in 1847,



39

The deposition of their bighop left the Saxons in a
quanq%y, since practically everybody had looked upon him as
the sine cua non. BSome of the other clergymen among the
Saxons had even stated that "the Ghurch depends on two eyes,
those of Bishop Stephan."l The uncertainiy and suspense
wnich exigted can hardly be imaghined. For many thought
that without a bishop there could not be a true church.
Others were of the I-told-you=-so type, saying that they never
gshould have emigrated from Germany, and that the Lord now
was heapirg vengeance upon them for their folly in following
Stephan so blindly.

But the crumbling of Stephan's organization did not all
come at once, Hven tho the organization was gtill intact up
to Stephan's deposition, it had started to show signs of
falling apart already in Now Orleans. Gustav Dresel, a
traveler, wrote in his Texas Piary® that when he met Stephan
in New Orleans he had learned that a certain docfor Sch.3
who had emigrated with Stephan, had ofien bémoaned and
lamented the conduct of Stephgn to the other passamgers, for
which Stephan had dealt with him in a very unchristian manner.
Thig doctor therefore had decided to leave the immigrafion
party and to sue Stephan for $700 damages. When an officer

of the law was summoned, Siephan made arrangements to seitle

1. Vehse, op. cit., p. 13 - :

2. Published in Deutsch-Amerikanische Geschichtgblaettier,
Jahrbuch der Deutsch-Amerikanisclken Historischen Gesellschaft
von Illinois, herausgegeben von Dr. Juliue Goebel, Professor
an der Staatsuniversitaet Illinois, Jahrgang 1920-1921,
University of Chicago Press, Chicago, Ill., 1922, p. 382 f,
3. Stephan "hatte unter Anderén auch einen Arzt Sch. in
Dresden zur Mitreise gewonnen," W. Koepchen says this man's
name wag Schnabel, in a marginal note in the copy which was
used by the writer. Schnabel was a doctor among the emigrants.
Cfr. Schicksala, p. 16, and according to ibid., p. 26, it was
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the case later on,

But after the depoaition of Stephan the situsition among
the Saxons was a sad one. Some of the people decided %o retumn
%o Germany. Among these were.Dr. Earbaoh and, Ernst Moritz
Buerger, a candidate of theology, about whom we shall lear
more, since he dedided %o return t{o Germany via Buffalo, New
York, eiﬁée lgrbach, who traveled with him, was to deliver :

a letter %o one of the people who had emigrated with Grabau, |
In Buffglo Buerger then changed his mind about going to _
Germany, and instead became the pastor of the Silesiana there,

Ce Fo We Walther, who was also somewhat in doubt ag to
whether there was still a church among the Saxong and whether
they had the Word of God and could dispenge the Sacraments,
did some intensive studying of Scripture and Luther's works,
coming to the conclusion that "where two or three are gathered
together in my name"™ still held true in their particular cawe
algo and that therefore a real church existed, and that the
Sacrament® could be dispensed. This doubtful situation was
relieved in the Altenburl Debate, where Walther in April, 1841,
succesgsfully defended hisg views of the exigtence of a real -
church among the Saxons, over against the views of the other
party under the leadership of the above mentioned l= wyer
Marbach, who claimed that they no longer had the church among
them, and that a kekurn to Germany and the State Church was

Schnabel who claimed a damage suit against Stephan.
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imperative.l
But already in the Spring of 1840 the Saxoas had

contacted Grabau who had in the meantime arrived in Buffalo,
New York, in en attempt for cloger coopsration. Loeber wroteé
Yo von Rohr, who had taken some of the Immigranis fo Wiscon-
gin, asking for fergiveness for having disregarded the latter'é
warning in Bremen, and cxpressing the desire to unite with
the Grakau group.2 Since von Rohr was gtill in Wigeonsin,
and since evidenily the letter intended for him had been sent
to Buffalo, Grabau answered the letter of Loeber. Grabau
related the news of their progress in Ameriea, and started
negotiations with the Saxons for gending some of their clergy
to his vacancies. Xeyl wes to go to Lden, near Buffalc, and
Gruber was to go to Humberstone, Canada, both placss where
gome of Grabau's immigrants had gettled. But nothing came
of thig. In 1842 Candidate Brohm was called to one of the
congregations which is usually designated as being of tha
Grabaun group, altho not many of its members had come over with
Grabau. This was in New York City, where among others, ‘
Erause's former congregational delegate Schulthes had stayed.
In the Fall of 1842 this congregation in New York City had
asked Grabau whether he could not supply their need for a _
pastor. Sincs, as it is reported, Brohm, one of the aagdidatea
who had emigrated with Stephan, had written %o Graban asking
1, Guenthsr, C. F. W, Walther Concordia Verlag, St. Lcuél,

Mo, , 1690’ Do
2. Wachende Kirdho, 55 4
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him fa g call to a congregation, Grabau sent the New York
congregation's.call to Brohme 3But for some rsazon the call

was seni to St. Louis, France, instead of 8t. Louis, HQey -

and it was consequeantly delayed for sgome time.l

By ohm
finally got it on larch 12, 1843. Jume 2 Brohm arrived
there, and held the first service two days later,

Here then wag the firsi congregation which is ugually
c¢lagsed as being in the Grgbau group %o be taken over by a
Saxon pastor who later joined the Migsouri Synode /.

The Saxons also gent their constitution, whieh they nad
drawn up after Siephean left, to Grabau.z The contents wes
briefly as follows: Hvery Christian congregation has all the
rights and privileges which the Christian church has.. Where
there ig a congregation, there is also the Office of ike Leys,
and every member of fhe congregation ag such may dispense'the
means of grace. But even the every member has a rigai to
this, none may carelessly practice thig lest ke iransgress
the righis of tane other membsrs. JFor ths sake of the orderly
digpensing cof the meang of graece God has.instituted tas Uffice
of the Minigiry, so that one or more men, properly called, may
dispense ths means of grace., Without bsing propsrly called,
therefore, nobody is to digpense the means of grace. Bug
in emergencies a layman may do so. Membsrs of a congregation
shoubd give dus respect to their x stor as a servanty of Christ,
and are to obey him when he is tdaching the Word of Goi and

1. Birk’ler’ F"’ A » . & 18 ALI2CE :' S
Draieinigkeits-Gemeinde in der Stadt ew York, New York, 1893,

i La s
g. Dio.uissourischen Grundsaotzo und die Paroehial Ordnung von

1839 und 1840 (pamphlet form). See also Wachende Kifeche 55, 4
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when he is édmonishiﬁé them on the bagis of it., But the
pastor is not to have absolute control over the conscience

of his members, no:"is the pastor %o demand obedience of any
member simply by virtué of his offices The pastor has no
right to change the order of service or the ceremonies of the
congregation. The congregation is the highest court in the
church, and the pastor is the servant of the congregation.
Every member of a congregation has the right to examine {he
doectrine of the pastor. Sinee the pastor is in charge of the
Office of the Keys, he has the right to exclude 1mpeﬁitent
ginners and to receive the penitent sinners into the Chura,
but neither is to be done without the congregation. Vhen a _
cage of camuistry arises the congregation is to decida when
the application of Scripture is not definite. Aﬂ;congregation
hag the right to dismiss a pastor, but only when it can be |
shown from the Word of God that it is necessary %o dismiss

the pastor. In all the above points the Saxons stated that
they were sure as to the correctness of the feaehings. In

the second part of their "Kirchenordnung" which they sent to
Grabau they treat the congregational elders, and.‘s;c.ate that

in this matter they are not quite positive of their ground,
and that they would like to submit their opinions of this
matter to the judgmeﬁt oflothers. 'Tha secon& éaft contained
bgiefly the following; Iﬁ the apostolic church thére were :
two klnds of elders, teaching eldara and the ruling elders, the?
latter of which were laymen, who took care of the business of
the congregation. The offlce of ruling alder exisgts by divine
ingtitution, but it is not essential to the existence of the
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Church. The elderm are partly on the same level with the
pastor. The whole congregation and the pastor owe obedience
to the elders as long as the elders stay within the limits of
God's Word. I, matters which pertain to the pastor, the
elders decidel things without the pastor, but the opinion

of the congregation may be asked. The elders are responsible
| to the coniregation for their dealings. Elders are not %o
meddle in the affairs of the pastor. The duty of the elders
is to take care of the matters which pertain to the doetrine,
life, order, or business of the congregation; tp gee to it
that they are properly ordained who are called as pasiors
after they have been examined to see that they are fit to be
pastors; to see to it that the pastor carried out his duties;
%o see fo it that there is growth of Christian life in the
congregation, and that the children are reared in the nurture
and admonition of the Lord; to sgé to it that the congrega-
tional meektings are held orderly, and %o see %o it that the
pastor ig provided for, and that the church and school are
taken care of,.

Thug 1%t is evident that the Saxons made some changes
after Stephan left. It is remarkable that men who had been
under such an augtere dictatorship could so quickly emerge ‘
so democratic-minded. The fact that the Saxons sent their
Kirchenordnung to Grabau shows that they really were open=-
mindéd for a closer union between the two groups.

Apparently, as this Kirchenordnung of the Saxons gof ¢
into the hands of Grabau, Grabau's Hirtenbrééef, which we

ghall @iscuss next, arrived in Missouri. The two seem %o
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Lol tact- e

have(met)in the mail. |

But Graban neyeradfd anAWSEaAhigANTifing: ofufhnsEBanenss
At first he must have been somewhat reluctant to attempt an
answer, for it did not take an exceptionally gifted man to
gee that the spirit of the Saxon's writing and that of the
Hirtenbrief differed congiderably. iiven as late as 1843
the Saxons requested an amswer %o their writing, but Brapgau
wag busy with his new hymnal at that time, and therefore he f
did not get to answering the Saxons. And once the Saxons
had answered the Hirtembrief, their first writing seems to
have been neglected, for Grabau then busied himself with
their answer to the Hirtenbrief, instead of answering their

first writing.




CHAPTER IV

After futile attempts had been made in Germany by von
Rohr and Krause, as has already been related, to achieve some
form of cooperation with Stephanis emigration party, Grabau's
group had to emigrate alone, when the Saxons would hear
nothing of a union. Grabau's congregation had elected four
men, namely Martin Krueger, David Helm, Heinrich ven Rehr,
and Wilhelm Barkfeld, as a committee %o make arrangements
for the emigration. TIwo deputies were to go on ahead %o
America before the congregation left, to prepare the way for
the main body. ILven the elders of the congregation were
to submit to the rules and regulations made by the deputies,
altho the elders were to be agked for their advice where=
ever possible, '

When the congregation was seeking official permission for
the emigration, an attempt was made by the Crownprince, the
later Friedrich Wilhelm IV, to keep the Lutherans in the country
by offering them more rights after he would become king. But
the congregation was determined %o leave.1 It ' must be kept
in mind that all the arrangemenis were being made while the
pagtor of the congregation, Grabau, wag confined in prison by
the awthorities, and was for a while so0’ill that he could not
possibly have had much of a hand in these affairs. The able
von Rohr was taking care of making most of the decisions and
planning the emigration. According to the von Rohr plan, the

1. Letter of Dr. E. Denef of Theresa, Wisconsin
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Grabau setilements in America spread out from New fork to
Vigeconsin. This will give us a good idea why Grabau trisd

to centralized the church government in these égitéibs. since
on chount of the greal distances which they were apart, ther
“Gas a tendency towards dscentralized government.

An attempt was made, whether thru the influence of Grabau
or not we do noi{ know, to gst Rev. Karl and candidates Froshlig
and Brandt 1o join the emigration, so as to augment the number
of clergy, but all of them rafused.l

But the emigranis got under way. On June 16 the two
deputiss left for America. Von Rohr and Dr. Gustinianiz
had been elected the deputies, the latter because he spoke
Engligh. They arrived in Baltimore in nine weeks, and came
toc VNew York on August 20. Between June 28 and July 27 the
five ships of the emigration left, Grabau having been released
from prisgon under the condition that he would leave the couniry.

It cannot be denied that both Grabau and Stephan had
leanings to a strong centralized church government in their
regpective emigration groups. But Grabau had the decided .
disédvantage in this respect, for his group was already unler
way by the time that he was permitted to join them, whereas
Stephan had been able to exert his influence on hid people
for a comparatively longer time immediately before the
emigration., Therefore it must be stated that the Stephan

group was the better organized. This also becomes evident

1., Brandt was the one who had baptized von Rohr's child in
1836 according to the old Lutheran agenda, whieh.was illegal.
2« Koehler, Joh. Ph.,

Synode von "Wigeonsin, Northwestern Publishing House, Hiltaukee,
WESI 1925, says D $60: "Captain von Rohr had gone ahead with

Dr. Guatiniani. Gustininni had been & former Catholie.
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when we look at G;abau'a group arriving in “ew York.
Begides the threat fﬁlhaphazard government which the
addition of Krause's congregation in Hamburg exerted, there;

]

was also the tendency of the people to adhere to von Rohr

——

ag their leader, ratther than %o Grabau, for two reasons, -
first because von Rohr was a natural, very c¢apable leader,
and secondly because Grabau had been ou% of touch with his
people so iong during hig prison terms.

Ag already stated, the emigrants left Hamburg in five
ships of German registry.l The first four ships arrived
in New York from the 4th to the 10th of September. Von
Rohr met this group in ¥ew York and proposed several alterw
natiges. H©ither the immigrants could stay in New York, or
g0 to Pennsylvania, or go to Buffalo, or to ¥igconsin. Von
Rohr gseems %o have favored a combination of the last two,
because he thought that those with limitsd mesources coudd
stay in Buffalo, and those who wanted to and had enough

money, could go on to Wisconsin. It was thought tm t Krause

Some errors are found in this respect among historical
writers. 1In Early Lutheran Tmmigration to Wigcongin in the
Transactions of the Wisconsin Academy of Sciences, Arts,

and Letters, VIII, p. 294, we read "passage was engaged for
one thousand people in five American sail vesselsgs. Rev. E.
F. L. Kraguse (sic!), a pastor from Silesia with his society
accompanied them." Xrause was at this time in America, having
gone on ahead of his congregation. Further, the ships in
which the emigrants sailed were German, not American. They
took German ships to Hull, England, from where they went to
Liverpool, taking American ships from there. Another error
occurs in the account of this emigration The Wisconsin
Magazine of History, vol. 18, p. 257: "Amidst an owtburst of
good and evil wishes the German ship left Bremen with its
company of stalwart Pilgrims.® But there is good proof that
instead of one ship leaving Besmen, there were five leaving .
Hamburg. Ofr. letter of E. Denef; Grabau, op. eit.;

and Krause's Chronicle.
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was at this time in Buffalo. Thug the people figursd that
there would then be two pastorg, with Grabau and frauae, 80
that both the Buffalp and the Visconsin groups wo;ld have
fheir own pastor. BPBut ?rauae had become disgusted with
America and had started to go back to Germany. Lochner
writes: "Krause was pastor of a small group of Silesian
Lutherans, who, before thé arrival of Grabau, had made a
témporary home in f’uffalo. After a short term of office, and
Just as Grabau and his immigrantis were landing in Hoy York,
Krguse forsook his cbngregationAin the still of the night, and
hurried back to Germany for none#istent reason."l /4
Kraugse left Buffalo just before his congreéation got :
there. But in New York he met.von Rohr, who had not immediatefr
gone along with the congregﬁtion to Buffalb. Von Rohr per=-
suaded Xrause to return to Buffalo. He caught up with his
congregétion at Schersctady, where the canal boat, on which
his pecple were traveling, was Qelaye@ by a fire on both gides
of the Eilye Canal. Qa%%%g§5,5121839 Krahsg and hisg éongra-
gation them arrived in Buffalo. In Buffalo again, Krause
held services in the same locale where pe had previo@sly‘halﬁ
services for the small group of Lutherans there, which group
consigsted mostly of the Langner, Sierfert, and.Kriag families.
Thig was on the southwest corner of Main and Eaglo Streets.

But Krauae seem8 to have become tired of utaying there, for on

1, Lochner, Friedrich, Gesck
Gemeinde zu Milwaukee, Yis., Eilwauxae, wig., 1897, p. <

2 Buerger, op. ¢it., p. 9 -




50

Oct. 15 we find him in New York again, om his way to
Germany . Krause related in a leiier %o one of his members

in Buffalo, which he wrote only a few hours before he /

embarked, that he had met Grabau on the way. 3ut “rause /

had left without letting lis people know that he was leaving,
H

2

and also without their permission, therefore. e arrived in

Breslau, Germany, on Qggl_élﬁlgégli

But coming back to Grabau and von Rohr, it must be noted
that all the planning for settling on the part of von Rohr
was carried on béfore Grabau had arrived in jew York on the
last ship of the emigration. Thig set the sfage for the - L///
Hirtenbrief of Grabau. :

The larger part of the immigrants left New York before
Grabau arrived. I% is somefimes thougy that they figured that
his ship had been lost, but at the same time they planned %o
have two pastors yet, “rause and Grabau, so they could not
have taken it for granted that Grabau would never arrive. A
better explanation for their not waiting for Grabau is that von
Rohr's leadership and influence was toc sirong, and also that
a long wait in New York would have been rather expensive, and
that the first people to arrive in Buffalo were Silesians, who
were not in Grabau's congregation. " .

But after the people goi_to Buffalo, Krause'left again,
Von Rohr went thru with hig original plan, iaking a part of
‘the peéople to Wisconsin. Thetirénsportayion facilities of
Wisconsin, with the Hiéaissippi and thé.Great'Lakeg.sgbfén;
probably influenced von Rohr in his selection of Wisconsin

1. Buerger, op. cit, p. 10

o s g e —
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ag a place of settlement.l The fe;tile;land which was
available there also had somethin: do %o with the eelection;

It seems that the gfeat distance vhich was put bétween
the two settlements of Grabau's group of emigrants put a
gstrain on the ties of the Buffalo Synod later on, and that it
wag a constant threat to the centralized govermment favored
by Grabau. It was mainly to the distant Wigcongin congrega=
tion that Grabau later addressed his Hirtenbrief, which
gtarted off the doctrinal disputes with the Saxong. ,:>

Shortly after von Rohr had left for Wigconsin, Grabau
arrived in Buffalo, where he took over all the people of hig
group who had remained there. The larger part by far had
gtayed, only about 40 families going to Wisconsin.z_-But
there was no pagtor for the Wisconsin settlers. A small
part of these had stayed in Milwaukeg,_but the major part
went several miles north and founded Freistadt. Several
fimes they asked Grabau to come out to serve them ag their

pastor, but Grabau felt that he could not do =o0.

It seems that these people at first were not .as dependent ,

on their leaders ag were the Saxong. For the Wisconsin settlers

l. Cfr. Schafer, J.,_Jﬂu;_iggguuﬁql__gunilgﬁ* Hadison, Wis.,
19287100, 4T, '

2, Cfr. ibid., p. 47; also Gregory, John G., Southeastern
Wisconsin, A History of 0ld Milwaukee County, 1932, vol. 2,

The S. J. Clarke : %IIShing Company,

3. Tne number gecing (o Wisconsgin is sometimes exaagarated.
Buck, Pioneer History of Milwaukee, Milwaukee, 1876, vol. 2, D.
181 states that there were about 800 msn, women and children,
But Kate A, dverest, who quotes this, says that "Thdnumber is
provably ezaggeratad.“ cfr. Transgetionsa, cop. cit., p. 294.
And no doubt it is, too, for the whole combined group was only
about 1000 people. A census taken about a year affer the emi-
grants arrived in Wigconsin showed th&t there were only about
40 families with German names. And eertainly at this time there

were no Irish in this congregation. 3
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immediately organized into 2 congregation, purchazsd land, and ?
put up a building for public worship. 3But when Grabau turned
down their call several times, they resolved %o have aQaymam
dispense the sacraménts until they could obtain a pastor,
Servieces were held already before they had a paaior,

The congregation decided that von Rohr was %to get in
touch with Grabau and ask him whetihsr ithe action of the
congregation wag justifiable, and whether Grabau would
gsubgeribe to their action in elesting Teacher Luekk to
hold servicea. Grabau answered negatively arnd reprimanded
the congregation, waich caussd tﬁe people to become restless,

On Dnc. b 1840, Grabau wrots ais Hirtenbrief to insiruect

r—

these p30p1e concerning the proyer call in%to the ministry.

The Hirtenbrief was primarily written for thc purpose

of instructing the pepple in the Wisconsin settlements, and
to convince them that they could not pick anybody at random
to dispense the sacraments among them, but that there were a
number of requirements which had to be met ﬁhén.calling a
pastor and irstaliing him, The Hirtenbrief was also sent to
the congrega%ions in New York Clty, Jden and Klein Hamburg,
Albany, and Portage, Canada. In thcse phaces settlaments
had alao been made by Lutherans of the Grabau grcup. Thqy}
all had the game difficulties to face namely the fact that ;
they did not have paators to nrovidﬂ for their spiritual needs.
Restlessness was no doubt avidnnt in the other colonies too,
justa ag it was in Wigconain. Grabau thareforo sought to kill
geveral birds with one stone. At the same time he still tried

to negotiate with the Saxons, and therefprc sent them a copy




of the Hirtenbrief for their perusal. 5
Steffens says that Grabau was zt this time so possessed
by the spirit of igolationism that it is a wonder that he

sent the Saxons a copy of the Hirtenbrief.l

But this radieal
attitude against Grabau is fefuted by the facts, for Grabau
desired a union with the Saxons and showed it by sending them
a copy of the Hirtenbrief. Grabau certainly was no more of an
isolationist than were the Sazona, at this time, L
Grabau states in the introduction that the reason for |
writing the Hirtenbrief ie because there were some from among:
hig people who had become pastors in sectarian churches, a ver
z00d reason indeced to instruct his people in Christian doctrine)
and that there were geveral who had started opposifion congre-
gations to organized Lutheran ceongregations; and that there
were some even among the stauneh Lutherans who did not under-
stand the full application of the ldth Article of the Augsburg |
Confession. This article reads ag follows: ", < no one
shoufld publicly teach in the Church or administer the S;cra- |
ments unless he be regularly called."2 Grabau siressed the f

word "regularly”, the Latin for which is "rité".3 He states f
that "rite” means that a pastor must be called and 1nstalladf
according to the o0ld Lutheran customs and practices. Sinse
there is no digpute about the meaning of this term, we shall
not go into a study of it. Even in the Missouri Synod today

it is acknowledged that "rite" in-thfs“udage means "in aceord

1. Steffens, D. H., Wﬁnw unpublished
manuseript N ¥

2. Concordia Triglot, p. 49

3. ibid. p. 48

o
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with good Lutheran cuatom."l

Then Grabau quotes ths Apology of ike Augsburg Confeaaian;
saying: "Concerning this gubject (ordination and the ministry)
we have frequently testifisd inm this assembly (the Germén ﬁiet)
that it is our greatest wish to mainiain church=polity and
the gfades in the Church = old church regulations and the
government of hishc:ps."2 It is 1o be noted here that Grabau,
quoting the German, leaves cut the "government of bishopa", fo;“\
his quotation reads: PWir haben une stliche Mzle auf dem
Reichstage von der Sache hoeren lassen, dasz wir geneigi gind,
alte Kirchenordnung zu erhalten.“3 It therefore appaars‘th;t !
Grabau's main purpose for writiné the Hirtenbrief was not to

make himself & bishop among his congregations. Ii is some-

times hinted in antagonistic circlcs that this was his main
reason. bBut here he had the chance {0 advance an argument !
for episcopal goverrment in the church with a direct quotation E:
from the Apology, and he leaves the last part of the sentence ou‘L\
But quite on the conirary, it seems that Grabau's motives
for putting out the Hirtembrief were quite noble. He states
"To prove this (namely that thelléth Article of the Augsburg
Conféssion is "truly and deeply" founded in Scripfurea) is
my agsignment here, and I beg you humbly and fraterﬁaiiy'to

examine my exposition, to see whether or not the vqice of the

0ld Apostolie Church is audible in it. Where you think that I

1.Students in the senior class in *astoral Theology at Concordia
Seminary, St. Louis, Dr. Theo. Laetsch, instructor, are given a
marginal note to supplement the explanation of ths correct and
valid eall into the ministry in Bastofial Thaclogy, by Dr. J. H, C,
Fritz, Concordia Publishing House, St. Louis, Me., 1932, p. 1.

It is o0dd that the word "rite", used in the Confessions, is not

hére used. ;
2, Concordia Triglot, p. 315

3. Hirtenbrief, p. 12
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err, you may wilh fraternal words indicate this to me, 8o

that we may come %0 an understanding. Therefore the point of

digscussion is the'pdblic adminigtration of the holy aacraménta,%
of which the Confessionclaims &nd instructs, that tais is not

to be done thru one who has not been called, or who has been

!’
. o 3
improperly called. The Confession ealls him 'not called' or j
"improperly called' who is not called rite, i. d., ealled ;
in accordance with tha.dld'chdrﬁh pblity (Xirchenordnung, ;
politia ecclesiastica)."1 ZAccording to the pnesent usage in |
the Missouri Synod, the use of 'rite' canno% be challanged
hare. '

Then Grabau goes on %o say what the term 'rite! ineludes.
First of all the man to be salled as a pastora%ust be sincere
about his Christianity, must undersiand how to defend and
apply ihe doecirines of ths sacraments, justification, the
pe'sons.afichriat, and df Law and GosPel{ and'that he have
studied the Word of God thoroughly. Secondlyfé%he candidate
for the ministry musi have special gifts_ofrthe Hoiy Spirit to
make him £it for the minisiry. Thirdly,Bthe candidate must
be axaminad whether he hag the qualifications stated in
augber 1 and 2. anuthlyfthe'dr&inaﬁion takos place after
the candidats has lad tae opportunity to appear ‘bofore the
congraga*ion or its delegates, rhare in sone form of examina-
tion the congregation can be informed of his ability td‘par-
form the Qutixes of the ministry. ATter that the oraimation
1€50TE, it 1a, the iaying 6n of hands adcérainé to the old
agendas, takea place, and after that the new pastor, preaented
to the oqngregation, pledges his faithfulnels to them in
1., Hirtenbrief, p. 12
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doctrine an@@ife, and the congregation promises obedience to
the pastor in all things which are not against the VWord of
Gods Grabau adds that it is not for the individual Christian
to decide whai is or what is not against the Word of God, but
that the Church itself decides that in its symbols, consti=-
tutiong and Synods.

According to the spirit of "0Old Lutheranism® %o which
Grabaw and also the Saxong had géne back in Germany, it is
hard to prove that Grabau is wrong in his claims that these
things are necesgary for a man to be called 'rite' or in
accord with the Lutheran cusiom.

,EE_EEE,EEEQEQ;EEft of the Hirtenbrief Grabau apeéka
of the nemessity andfimportance of the proper call into the
ministry. He gays that the apostles and even Chrigt Himgelf
had proper calls, and that they emphasised this fact.

Grabau states that the Church has always held that for
the dispensing of the gsacraments not only the words of
ingtitution, but also the proper calling of a pastor are
necessary. e says that even tho a wicked pastor might
dispense the sacraments, they would still be Valid, becaus®
Christ communicates with His Christians thru the Office of the
Ministry, even tho a particular pastor might be a wicked person,
Grabau states that a man who is indiseriminately picked by a
congregation to dispense the sacraments, didpenses only the
mere elements, and that the body and blood of bhr:.st are not
present in the Communion whicai such a man celebrates. But
Grabau modifies this and says that any Christian, in an

emergency, can and may distribute a valid and efficacious
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Communion. But only cases of illnesa are to be considered
emergenciegs. If a congregation has no pastor, Grabau says it
ig better to wa;t with Communion til; they ean get a pastor
oi that the people'can attend Communion at the neighboring
pastor;\ﬂélw/‘

In the tgﬁ£§58§£F of the Hirtenbrief Grabau deals with the
proper understanding of the minigterial office on the basgis
of the Smalcald Articles. He says that the papacy had depfited
the congregation of participating in the calling of a pastor,
but that this is theFight of the congregation.

Then Grabau gives instruétions as to what a'congregation
ghould do when it does not have a pasfor. In the first place
they are to pray for a pastor. Children are not to be
baptized untill the pastor comes , unless they are in danger
of death. Communion is not to be celebrated unless an
ordained pastor'can come to that congregation for a Communion
gervice. Couples are not to marry, buﬁ if for any reaéon
they feel fhat they can‘wait no longer, they may go ahead :
with the ceremoni pfovided they are willing to have the pastor,
when he comes, daclarepheir marriage one in accord with divino'
ordinance before the whole congregation. The elders a'k ;
teachers who are capable should conduct the services and '
read printed sermons. ; | i

If a pasta teaﬁhes false doctrlne, tha congregation will
naturally notice it. But, aaya Grahau, the congregation is
not to pass a hasty judgment, but is to consult the neighhoring |

pagtors, who are then fo investigate the ease.
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'{l:xg_‘ M of the Hirtenbrief deals with liturgiecal
problems, and was intended for those who objected to singing
of the collects and chanting of the psalms, %o the use of
candles on the altar andﬁo the use of the sign of the eross.
Grabau opposed the Reformed influence in the anti-liturgical
movement.

In hig Hirtenbrief Grabau set forth his views of church b//
polity and government, which seemed too hierarchical to those
who were democratic-minded. TFurthermore, the statements that
the individual Christian does not have the right to judge
doctrine, or that the Sacrament is efficacious only thru the
Office of the Ministpy are not in aceord with Seripture.

But it is o0dd that the first of these points, whkich was one

of the mos t unortnodox statements in the Hirtenbrief, is 57,
passed over with but a very brief referencc in the answer of
the Saxons to the Hirtenbrief.

But when one knows the background of these people in V//
Germany, one can undersftand how it came about that such
views ag Grabau held were prevalent. It seemg first of all
that the gpirit of State-Churehism prevalent in Germany had
dulled the sensitivity of the people, so that they were not Q‘,
enthusiastic about their churches as if it had been a mare
voluhtary organization. To the people in Germany at and
before the time of Grabau, the church existed without their
assistance, for it was supported by the state., Thus naturally
many people lost interest and pennifted errors to'¢raup in

which would have been more severely opposed in a more democratic

church organization.
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A As a resulf rationalism gained a good foothold among

the people and clergy of Germany. The amthority of the Word

of God was disregarded in many placcs, and even opposed. Not
all the people were agleep, however, for there were some Who
did oppose the advances of rationalism. Not much could be done
against rationalism in an official way, howefer, because the
state wag in confrol, and only the state could appoint or
depoge a pastor. Acco_rding %o the German State®#Church system
the people were assigned to a definite parish or congregation,
and the state appointed pastors for each parish,

When a Christian of sound spiritual understanding would
be a member of a congregation whose pastor was a rationalist,
and who would not preach the .truth_of the atonement of Christ
and thus give the Christians the comfort of the forgivemess
of their sins, such a Christian with a sound spiritual :
under standing con_z_ld{not do much to obtain an o_rthodox pasator.

Furthermore, rafionalism, by undermining the foundation
of the emphasis which Luther had always put on o und doctrine,
caused the emphasis of religion %o be turned to the outward
life in contrast %o doctrine, so that the question that was
most often asked of a new pastor was not whether he was orthodox
in doctrine, but whether he was pius in his life. The pastors |/
who were seriously in oppesition to khis questionable develop-
ment, like Grabau, woulé_‘nat’u:a;_ly then advise a congregation
to examine a new pastor carefully in respect to doctrine, to
gee that he was soundly orthodox. ine;efore-we ean understand

that Grabau, as soon as he was no longer under the control of



60

the German Siafe-Church, would advise his people that they
should carefully examine a new pgstor. But vecause thesge
people who had just come from Germany where the deadening
effect of tge State=-Church and‘of rationalism had hsd its

influence on them for hundreds of years already, were no%
\

\

in all c:cases able to judge doctrine, Grabau set forth his \
\
tenets aboui ordination and the call into the ministry, accord;

|

ing %o tl® old Lutheran church customs which, due to‘rational-}

/
/
/
7

ism, md heen largsly forgottén and neglectdd in Germany at
Grabau's tims. ‘

But in Germany, them, people who were dissatisfied with
their rationaligtic pastors but could not put {them out of
office, would run to admost any pther m stor o whom it uﬁs
said that he was a believing pasior, and would receive
communion from such a ons, and have their children baptiﬁed
by nin.l Thus things were no longer done decently and in
order, which called forth sharp eritieism not only from the
government, but also from men like Grabau. Quife naturally, L///
and algo quite correctly, these men when theypama to Aderica,
opposed anything that smelled of such digorderlinsss ip_congre-
gational life, so as to avoid the migtakes of the churchiin
Germany. Lt is un@arstandgbaé; fhen, why Grabau was so geverely
opposed to anything that smacked of unorthodoxy or digorder-
linegs in respect to a»congregatian:s-oalling of a pagtars In
America, %too, there waa.a spirit-of laxity in church life,
largely due %o the influcnee of the secis. The Missouri Synod,
1. Krause's Chronicle | o :
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too, was in serious opposition to this spirit of laxity.

But it is regrettable that some of these men leaned over
backward in their attempt to correct these abuses. They
became too radical in condemning anything that looked to them
like a geparatistic or sectarian group, condemning them as
"Rotten" or mobs. Keeping this development of men like
Grabau in mind, it is easy to understand why he would over- Lff?
emphagize ordination. For by making the average Christian
realize that fthru ordeméition his pastor was to be the only one
to dispenge the gacraments to him, in that way could people
be kept from running to eﬁery and all pastors who esould be
found, for the purpose of receiving the Lord's Supper and for
having their children bapiized.

Grabau was far from being alone in his views of the
ministry, the church, and ordination. There werepther
theologiang of this time, too, who sapphrted Grabau, They
gaw tim t even in Germany with its centralized church government
under the State~Church,rationalism and disorder could gain a
foothold. , Therefore they feared(how muégzﬁg;ateg)the danger
w;;ZQZ%X:;;;ca, where the church was in no way under the watch-
ful eye of the state. Some of the German theologians of thé
19th century, therefore, thought it was a matter of necesaity

to make the church government in America evexn more central-

J—/A

ized than it had been in Germany, for the sake of the preser-

vation of the church.
But we should take special note of what Grabau says in the

introduction to the Hirtenbrief abotit anybody Jjudging his

teachings and gtatements. We have already quoted Grabau when
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he says: "To prove this (namely tha%t the 14th Article of ihe

Augsburg Jonfession is foundad on Seriptures) is my assighment

here, and I Beg you humbly andvfratarnally %0 examine nmy
exposition, to see whe ther or not the voice of tke ¢ld Apostolie
Church is audible in it. Vhere you think that I err, you
mey with fraiernal words indicate thié to me, so that we may
come 0 an undﬂrstunding."l On the surface it would seem fthat
Crabau was here inviting éll the congregationé %o which he
sent the Hirtenbrief to pass judgment or his teachings. But
there are more things to consider than just the face value
of such a statemént. Tt muct be kept in mind that the copy
of the Hirtenbrisf which was available for our use, and from
which this guctedion ig translated, was the printed form of
that which was sent to the Saxonsg in Misscouri. Since Grabau
could hardly in any way have made duplicatekcopies of his
Hirtenbrief, he had to write each one separatsly. Altho we
have not ha2d any extant manusgeripts of the Hirtenbriefl |
available, it is very much to be doubted whether the above
quotation appears in those copies which Grabau sent te‘ the L//’
congregations. We suspsct that this quotation is a speecial
interpolation found only in the copy sent to the Sazons, altho
"we adit tmt we have not had ths opportunity to ezamine other
copies, if any are extant. ; _

The effect of the Hirtenbrief on the ¥isconsin settlers
was that they humbled themégives under the advice of Grabau.
Whereas bsfore there had besn many there who had wanted to

nave a layman administer the sacraments %o the people tilluthoy

1. Hirtenbrief, p. 12




could obtain a pawtor of their own, after the Hirtenbrief
arrived this feeling seems to have been very subdued. ft

ig true that there were a few, mostly in the Hilwaukee ;ongra-
gation, who rebelldd, but for the most part the people were
Yery obedient to Grabau.

As stated a£i§£&§, the Hirtenbrief was also gsent to the
Saxons in Missouri for their opinion on it. But at this time
the Saxon brethren were themselves not very clear on some
doctrinal points, since they had been considerably shaken up
by the deposiffion of Stephan. Vbereas before, the clergy, \
especially the bishop, had complete conirol of the colony, thoE?
people had become so dissatisfied with the episcopal form of "
government and its abuses that now they swung to the othery////
exireme,

The Saxons had been true to the type of "Old Lutheranism®
in every respect before they freed themselves from Stephan. :
Thig fact is evident from their orthodoxy in %the doctrines of
jugtification etc., and by their unorthodoxy in the doctrine
of the Church and the ministry. On account of their peculiar
brand of pietism it was also quite %rue to type that thsy would
accuge themselves of the sins whic h Stophan had committed, for
the overemphggis of sorrow and remorse was one of the identi-
fying features of their pietism; alneédy in Germany. Alﬁo,
according to the doctrine of the ministry ;p.which theythad
been trained under Stephan, they were quite consistent ih
maintaining that after Stephan had been deposed they did xo -
longer constitute a real church. Furthermore, when they were
disillusioned, they quite naturally fostered a strong apathy

for a centralized dhurch government. Thus far everything had
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followed in logical order, as one would expect it.

But Valther was the firstjome to break away from the
1ogicg1 flow of events. The post-Stephan QOnquioﬂged him
to study the Bible and Duther, which convineed Walther tHat
the Saxong not only constituted a real church, but that, at
least for the democratic American environment, it was much
better that the church, too, be congtrueted along democratic
lines, because that was after all the pattern of the church |
in Apostolie times.

But for a while the Saxon pastors were not very sure of
the.r dogmatical sfatus, As a result, the Hirtenbrief of
Grabau was not answered for a while. Keyly is said fo have
adhered to the old episcopal views a litile longer than fhe
rest of the Saxons, and therefbre to havg welcomed the.
Hirtembrief,® But C. F. W. Walther immediately recognized L=~
the teneis of Grabau as being dangerously close to Stephanism.

Walther wrote:

"As we read the Hirtenbrief, we became not a little
afraigd. For'we found in it the same incorrect tsueis

whose destructive consequences we had but recenily.
expericnced, and from which only the overwhelming grace
and patience of Yod has saved us. If this Hirtenbrief.

had come to us-'at that time when we gtill embracsd the
tenets of Stephan, we would no doubt have immediately - .
subscribed to it, and on this basis have achievsd a union
with the author (Grahau) and his congregation. But now, . .
after God had mightily opensd our eyes, this was not '
possible. Ve read here what we had but recenily recognized
in ourgslves as abominable arrors, having prayed to God

for forgiveness with tearsg -of repentance, and having

openly recanted btefore tie whole Church. 3But ﬂ? rscognized
in tne request made %o us to subscribe to the Hirtenbrief

a test whether we would again permit ourselves to be .

1. Wachende Kirche, 85, 4
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overcome ny this error, or whether we would guard thatﬁ//
light which God has given us thru His grace. e were

at that time so helpless and without consel, ané so des-
piged, that the temptation was great to be quiet to the
errors cof Grabaw znd to go in on the union Gravaw hasg
proposed. 3ut previously we had embraced his errors,

and they had led us to the rim of destruction, for which
reason we could not now again agree to these errors
intentionally. We came togetner (the Saxon,pastors) in.
St. Louis for a discussion, compared Grabau g Hirten-
brief with the Word of God, with the Luther8n Confessions,
and particularly with Luther s writings, and thereupon
designated Rev. Loeber .in Altenburg, Mo., to write a
eritique of the Hirtenbrisef, which, we, the other Saxzon
pastore, then signed also." 1l

Altho the Hirtenbrief ig dated Vecember 1, 1840, yet, for
reasong already stated, ard zalso because {he Saxons were
waiting for Grabau te answer their Kirchen=-Yrdnung before theyk/,
would anewer the Hirtenbrief, the Saxons did not answer till
July 3, 1843. A meeting was held in S%t. Louis, June 22, at
which ¥alther, Gruber, Loeber, Fusrbringer and Schieferdecker
werz peesent. At this msefing ioebar viags designated to write
the answer to the Hirtenbrief.z Loeter was therefore the L//://
first of the Saxons to take up the pen against Grabau in a
gemi=official way.3

Loeber was no doubt chosen for fhis téﬂg because he was
the oldest of the Saxon pastors, for which reason his colleagues
looked to him for leadership. Loeber was born ia Cahla, a litkle
toyn in Altenburg, CGermany, on Jan. 9, 1797.4 315 father died
early. Hig mother, nee Stopffel, died August 19, 1823. Loeber

1. Yachende Kirche, 955, 4

2. Guenther, op. eit., pe 87 ;

3., We say gsemi-official because ihe (%wo Synods had not yot.
been organized at this time, for which reason these exchanges
of correspondence can haRdly be considered as being official

in the name of the respective Synods. -

4, Condensed from Der Iutheraner, 1850, p. 149 ff.
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wae the second of three sons. He attended the school for

boys in his home fown, end then the gymnasium a% Alfenburg,
where he was supported by relatives for his five year stay.

it Kagter, 1816, he ontersd the University of gbna, where he
gsoon learned to avoid the rationalistic elenonlis and to | _
adhere te ihe more esvangelical professors Schcit and Koethe.
In his firgt year at the University he met his lifelong friedd
Gruber. In 1819 he became a candidate for the ministry, then
took up teachdng for five years. TIn 1824 he was made the
pagtor of Bichenberg, near Cahla, 'Loeber met Stephan thru
goms of hig younger friends, notably Fuerbringer, and thug
Loeber too was in on the emigration. The first{ seven or eight
yearg Logher had spent in an uncelear light confessionally,

but thru the iInfluence of Harme, a noted German theologian, add
thru a study of Luiher, T.oeber had made progress on the path
of orihosoxy. But again thru the influence of Stephan, Losber
had been led infe error in raspect to the docirine of the
Church.

Loeber bad becoms ths pastor of the congregation in
Altenbupg, in Perry County, but when ¥Walther, Buerger, and
Koyl left FPerry County, Logbar also tock eare of the congre=-
gations in Dresden, Selitz, Frghﬂa, and Wittenherg. After the
tnrec candidates left (Walther, Fuerbringer, and Brohm) who
pad started the Tog Cabin Seminary, Losber als took over most
of ‘the tenching thers. . For z while, till C. F. V. Walther cams

to the fore, ihe leadership among the Saxon pastors fell to

Loebet.
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Loeber, writing the angwer to the Hirtenbrief,“//
stated in the béglaning:

"If we are tc give a general opinion of %he Hirgen-
brisf, we will say that in one part, in view of the great
caphasis on the 0ld church polify, that the essential
things are mixed up with the non-esgential, and divine
arc mized with the human., Thus Christian freedoam isg
circumscribed. In the other part more is ageribed %o
the office of the minisiry than 1s proper, so ihat
the spiritual priesthood of the congregsations is put
last-“lq
Loeber stated that ik would be a matter of great joy

for titem, if they could unite with {ihe Prussians, namely
Grabau's people, but that such a uanion could not be achieved
unless voth parties would agree completely.

Lober then goes into a more complefe discussion of the
Hirtenbrief, saying that a man is properly called into tk
ministry 1f his entry into the minigiry is done in such a
mannor, that thereby neither the divine nor the existing
human regulations are irfgsgressed; that the divine regula-
tiong include thai Vhe called pastor confess the correct
doctrine, have his life bejrond reproach, that he have the
necegsary teaching abilitles, that he be examined before-
hand, ithat he be actually called by the congragation, and be
installed according to the existing regulations (Ordnung)
of the congregation. Losber elaimed thak both ordinatiom
and insiallation (Ordination und erst rscht die #infuehrung)
were not a part of ths divine requirsement, bui that thase were
but hwnan requirements, and therefore noi absolutely neces-

sary.

1, Hirtenbrief, p. 22



68

But the real difference between the two parties
%was more subtle, for Grabau'g main argument was not that
ordinaticn or installation were divinely commanded, but hisg
main point was this: if a pastor is to be called 'rite'!, as L
the Coniessions say, then he has to be called according to
0ld Luthnerzn custom. It is true that later on Grabsu was
wore empuatic in hEs view that all this prescbibed in the old
cawr'ca aders vga$e commanded by Scripture, He t¢ried to baek
up nf# arguments Her and his adherance to the old church
orders with Scripiure proof. But to give the man an
impartial apd ifair judgment, we must consider hig writings,
statements, and views in their chronological order, sven as
fair scholars today urge in respect to a study of Luther,.

-f we gqucte Luther without citing when he wrote a eertain
statiement, cne can make Luther look like a heretic., But
winen nig writings are studied in chronological order, many
problems ars cleared up.

The Saxons did not argue @wbout what these old Lutheran
cusioms were., 1t was probably painfully fresh in their
memories waai grisf the old customs had caused them. But
the poini ig that thne Saxong had broken with the old customs;$//
wnereas Grabau had not. The trend in Yermany, and also in
the German emigrant groups, was to stress the ministerial
office and position over against the position of the lafity.

The Saxons toc were at first still under this influence of
their German background, but at the deposition of Stephan and
in their recovery after the shakeup which they received on
account of it, the Saxons broke with many of the old traditionh%
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Grabau and his people never went thru such a period of *//,
radical change. In 1843 the Saxons expreswed themselves
to the effect thatlthey hoped that Grabau and hisdpeople
would also soon make the change away from the German influence
in this respect, and that all the congregations in this
country would becomé more and more free from the "old
ministerial guardianship" over th9 layity, which was detri-
mental to the church in this that, sddnee under the old
system the people were not used {o judging docirine, but C
always were dependent on the guidancee of a few men, they were
thus often blown with the wind in doctrinal errors.® The
Saxons stated that for the most part they could subscrive
to the Hirtenbrief, but that they reacted more emphatiecally
against it because of their reaction against Stephan.z ' __/)
But Grabau did sustain a few serious attacks on some
of his points, nevertheless. For Loeber, in his answer fto
the Hirtenbrief, corrects Grabau when the latier claimed that
the éongregation had to be obedient to their pastor in any=- .~
thing which was not against the Word of God. ‘Loeber stated
quite correctly that in case the pastor of a congregation
desired a new school or church building, the congregation was
not absolutely bound to abide by the wish of the pastor, be-
cause such things are in the field of Christian liberty. -
Furthermore, Loeber refutes Grabau in respect to the
right of the pastors done to judge docirine. Loeber states

in answer that every member of the Church has the right and

the duty to judge matters of doctrine, and adduces 1 Cor. 10, 35

1. Hirtenbrief, p. 32
2. Der Lutheraner, III, p. 39
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as pro6f for his position. But it 1g noteworthy that in
both these lastmmentioned points Loeber Bﬁendb very little
space in presenting the correct position. Oomparativeiy
speaking, Grabau's real errors, these last two points, are
almost ignored. ‘

In respect to the spirit in which both the Hirtenbrief
and the angwer %o it were written, credit must be given to.
both sides for having produced both writings in a spirit
of brotherly love and meekness. But the fact that the >>
beginning of the doctrinal discussionspetween these two K\h

io

groups was made in such an amicable manner c¢asts no reflect

——

on the manmer in which they were ended. For gradually a /
bitterness developed, which was hardly becoming for two
parties which ealled themselves good Lutheran Christians.
Already at this point in Missouri-Buffalo relations it .,/
can be seen what an important sfep in Hissouri Synod Histbry
the deposition of Stephan was, together with the resuliing
shake-up in doctrine and church government. Had it not bee
for this, it is quite possible that the Saxons would readil
have united with the Prugsiansg, as Walther alse said. But
because they had gbne thru this Or&eal; they came out of it
quite differently as the opponents of Grabau. '
Even Before'fhis official aha;et'towthéﬁirtenbfief"an
written by Losber, signed by Gruber and Walther, and sent
off to Buffalo, Loeber had been corresponding with.Kruise,
pastor in Freistadt and.nilwankee, about somé oxegatical and

dogmatical points.l
1, Hirtenbrief, p. 35
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A little later than a year after Loeber 's angwer to the
Hirtenbrief was written, Grabau wrote his reply to Loeber's

answer, namely on July 12, 1844. Grabvau admitted %that some [///

of his empressions in the Hirtenbrief might have been faulty,
and that he appreciated the criticism of the Saxons. He _
says that{ the congregation has the right to call a pastor.1
This right, says Grabau, is connected with the priesthood
of the helievers. fut, says Grabau, the call from the congre-
gation is not enough to make a man a pasfor validly called,
becauge ordination by a gervant of the church (a pastor)
is a divine command. Grabau admits that there is no definite
form of ordination, that i¥ is optional whether a man is
ordained by a bishop of just by an ordinary minister of the
Gospel, or whetherpne hand, both hands, or no hand at all
is laid upon him at the ordination. “ut nevertheless, accord-
ing to Grabau, ordination is not an adiapheron, ag the Saxons é(/
claimed, because it is commanded in Scripture.
In his answer to Loeber, Grabau does not go into this
question of the Scriptural demand of ordination fo as great
an extént as he does in his letter to Brohm, who was by this
time in New York City, and who had his doubts abouf the
Hirtenbrief also. June 20, 1844 Grabau wrote to Brohm,
adducing many Scripture passages to prove his pciqt that »
ordination is not an adiaphoron, but that is is divinel;:_;'
commamled..a
Grabau mentions that in time of some special emergenecy,

as was the case in the devestation of war in Germany in 1806

1. Hirtenbrief, p. 38 '
3. Hirtenbrief, p. 57 £f.
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and 1812, it is not wrong that both the call and ordination

be lacking, and tlat without these a man could take care of

the most urgent spiritual needsg of a congregation. Grabau,

however, states, that he himself does not approve of the

Lord's Supper being administered in cases like this, altho

he admits that it is not wrong. But under regular and

ordinary circumstances, says Grabau, the proper call into

the ministry and ordination are necesgsary, according %o

Scripture. In faci, says Grabau, the ordination always seens

{0 have the preeminence in Seripiure, as for example in Acts

14, 23: "And when they had ordained them elders in wedery

church, and had prayed with fasting, they commended them %o

the Lord, on whom thaylbelieved"; - and 1 Tim., 4, 14:

"Neglect not the gift whieh is in thee, whicHFas given thee

by prophecy, with the laying on of the hands of %the presbytery";

and especially Titus 1, 5: "For this cause left I thee in s

Crete, that thou shouldest aét in order the things that are

wanting, and ordain elders. in every c¢ity; as I had appointed

thee."2
Grabau also accused the Saxons of a long list of errors,

which pegeved the Saxons not a litdtie+—A bit of a frantic

note is evident in Grabau here, for he feared that the

1. But in this passage it should be noted that the Gresk for
"ordained" is xeirotonein, which means to elect by a show of
nands. A better franslation than the Authorized King James
therefore would be "when they had Gaused them ¢o elect elders",
TLuther's translation could also be misunderstood, for it -
readg;: "Und sie ordeneten ihnen hin und her Aelteste in den
Gemeingen", which is undoubtely what Brabau used.

2. This passage is about the strongest proof which Grabau
adduced to prove that ordination is divinely commanded. But
even %this passage does not prove it, for the Greek kathistemi
gays nothing of the ®ite of ordination.
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Saxons had bedome a bit too intimate with the Evangelicals.

The bvangelicals from the Barmen Society had done some
work in and around St. Louis. A few of their men were Wall
and Nollau, the‘former preadhing at the funeral of 0, H,
Walther in 1841, 1 0. H. Walther had once visited one of their
men, and had again in turn been visgited by Nollau. Grabau
knew Nollau from Germany, and also knew that Nollau's adhsrence
to the Confegsiong was somewhai{ lax. Crabau reprimanded
Hollau for calling himself a preacher of %the Gospel without
having subgeribed to a definite confession.2 But when
Grabau heard that the Saxong amd especially O. H. Walther
nad made contact with Nollau and the other HZvangelicals, it
was like rubbing salt into an open wound. After that the 4
Saxons, in the eyes of Grabau, were guilily of unionism with:/
the lLwvangelicals. | :

Under date of Jan. 15, 1845, the Saxong answered Grabau's
answer to their answer of thdﬁirtenhriaf. By this%ime the
Saxong were quite disgusted, because Grabau had accused them
of these 17 errors, the first one of which was that the Saxons
made Luther a source of doctrine. But the Saxons defended
themselves very determinately on this point. Most of the
Saxon reply is composed of corrections of Grabau's exegesis
on Scripture he had quoted, and of refutations of the inter-

pretations which Grabau had put on quotations from Luiher, the

1. Schneider, Carl E,, The German Church on the American
Frontier, Zden Publishing House, St. Louis, Mo., 1939, p.105

2, Koehler, op. cit., p. 132
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Confessions, and the Fathers. The Saxons state that the <\\\
\

)

main point fto be refuted is Grabau's letter to Broam, in
which especially Grabau had attemptsd to show that ordination
wag a divine command.

The Saxons stated that Grabau would some day have %o
answer to the Lord whether or not he had accepied this
constructive criticism of his tenets. If Grabau would not
gecept this criticism, the Saxons gtated, then they would .
no longer correspond with him. :

The letter was signed by Loeber, Gruber, Keyl, and /

walther.



CHAPTER V

But the differences between the Saxons and Grabau
were not limited merely to a discussion of doctrine aﬁd
practice. uven before the Saxong had sent their answer %o the
Hirtenbrief, oiher developments took place in some of the
congregations which had emigrated with Grabaﬁ, which caused
much more hard feeling than the doctrinal discussions had so
far, for at firei the doctrinai discussions wefe-begun in a
brotherly and amicable manner, both sides being duly |
courteoug. It was only later on that gréaf bigterness was
displayed. :

This bittemness vhich later developed between Grabau
and his Buffalo Synod on the one hand and the Saxons and
their Missouri Synod on the other hand ean largely ﬁe traced
to the activities of certain individuals who, altho they
even colledtively and much less individually cannot be
made to bear the burdeﬁpf guilt in this warfare of Buffalo with
Missouri, yet the ministry of each one plays such an 1mportant
role in this whole question of the relations of Buffalo with
Missouri, that we must tread them at lenght. Some of these
men and thelr activities are probably beyond reproach, d it
is not for tho sake of attempting to pin some blame on than
that they and their work aréprought into the picture hare.

The man who comes into the picturo first chronologicallr
ig L. F. §. Krause, who haa already been mentioned before.r:It
will be recalled that altho Krause did not have any eonnestion
officislly with Graba<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>