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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

This thealz w11l chiefly attempt to demonstrate the
activity of Fricdrich August Brumn, Jr., particularly be-
tween 1846 and 1876. Brunn was the wajor represcntative
of the Free Church in the State of Nassau. He was zlso
en important »rogenitor of the Evangelical Lutheran Synod
of Saxony and Other States. Purthermore, Brunn supplied
over 200 teachcr cnd ministerial candldates for the Mis-
gsouri Synod between 1361 and 1678, |

The Breslauw Synod in Prussia was the first Free
Church in the German States and will be consldered only
insofar as 1t relates to Friedrich Brunn. The Immanuel
Synod, which smalgamated in the first part of the Tuen-
tieth Century, will be considered to the same degree.

The several independent ILutheran churches in the other
German states are not included in this study.

The time llalba of this thesls, namoly, 1846 and
1875, are determined by the year Friedrich Brunn left the
Landeglkklrche and the formation of the Evangelical Luther-
an Church of Saxony and Other States.

The writer has further confined wmost of his reswearch
to the contemporary periodical of the period. For this
reason only a passing acquaintance has been made with the
broader ecclesiasfical and political figures in the
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Nineteenth Century CGerman states.
The wrilter wishes that by wmaking this material availl-
able in the English language, and in what he hopes is a
rendahle format, more students ulll appreciate the struggle
made for confessional ILutheranism by their spiritual fore-

fathers.

411l of the translzations are by the author unless other-
wisc noted.
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CHAFTER IX
THE DEVELOFMENT OF THE LUTHERAN FREE CHURCH
The Prussian Union Decree

The Lutheran Free Church originated in the kingdom of
Prussia. The first sustained reaction for confessional
Luatheranism was initiated in the university city of Breslau,
Prussia. The Rev. Professor Johann Gottfried Scheibel
(1783-1843), pastor of St., Elizsbeth Church protested ogninst
the joint worshliv of Reformed and Lutheran Christians. This
was in direct opposition to King Friedrick William III's dec-
laration for the 300i;h anniversary of the Augsburg Confession.
The decrece stated that the breaking of the bread and use of
the words, "Our Lord Jesus Christ said: 'Take and eat this
is My Body, etc.'" would be a recognition that the Union was
accepted.l For his zbrupt action, Schelbel was suspended
for fourteen days. Two ycars later he was deposed.a

This was the beginning of a Separated Lutheran movement
which in the end resulted in =n indegendent Lutheran church

in Prussiz. Vhy did this concern for confessional Lutheranism

J'Herman Theodor Wangemann, Sieben Buecher Preussischer

Kirchengeschichte (Berlin: Wilhelm Schultze Veriss, 1853),
i, ITB:EEO. !

adeorg Froboess, Drei Lutheraner an der Universitset

Breslsu (Breslau: Evangelische Buchhandlung Gerhard Kaufwann,
1911 ,, P. 29.
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come to the surface in Prussia? Furthermore, why did it
come up at this time? In order to answer these two essen-
tial questions it is necessary to consider the Frussian
Union and the poliftical circumstances to which it was so
largely indebted.

In general, the Geruman churches operated under the
eljus regio, eijus zeligio principle of the Religious Feace
of Augsburg, 1555. Houwever, since 1613, the predominately
Lutheran lands of Frussia-Brandenburg were ruled by a Re-
formed soverelgn. In that year Elector Sigisuud publicly
chanzed his personal confession from Lutheran to Reformed.
It was the aim of all his successors to finaslize the amal-
ganmation of the Reformed and Lutheran traditions.

The prospects for cny kind of union, nolitical or ec-
clesiastical, locked anything but promising when King Fried-
rick William IITI Cook control of Prussia in 1797, at the
age of twenty-seven. Frussiza was soon humiliated by Napo-
lecn and the occupation o; the French troops siznifiled the
shaking of the old order.

The French cccupation, hovever, also bore the seed of
German reconstruction., Nationalism was a significant fac-
tor in reviving the respectability of Frussiz and the German
states following their humiliating defeat by Napoleon.
Strangely enough the impetus for German nationallsm began
in France. The liberel and nationalistic ideas of the

French occupying forces was contagious in the German
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states.? The Rhineland territories were immediately effected
with this new spirit, but the slower incrustation of nation-
alism in Prussia had & more enduring effect.

Foremost progenator of German nationalism was Karl
Freiherr vom Stein. Originslly leader of a small Rhineland
principality, he ‘entered the Prussian diplometiec service,
and by 180% was minister of finance. During his short lived
Prussian career, serfdom was vartially eliminated in 1807
(completed in 1848),.- Karl von Hardenberg, Stein's succes-
sor, continued his reform policiles which included the secu-

laprization of church pl:f.'c'.an}:mz'i::y.'4
The nationalistic Germen spirit was encourzged in an-
other arca by Friedrich Ludulz (Father) Jahn (1"{78-1852)
a German patriot under the supression of Napoleon, he
organized the physical training of German youths with a
strong military accent. He 1s identified with the Free
Corps of 1813, the Turnerschaft and the Burschenschaften

(natiocnalistic student clubs).>
' In the area of poetry, Emst Moritz Arndt (1769-1860)

emerged as a ready Germen nationalist. Was Ist des Deutschen

3rqarsh111 Dili, Jr., German:v- A ;&odem Histo in The

Univerai% of Michigan Histo or
rhor: iversﬁﬁy of Eﬂeﬁigan ssi,' D. (G

1'Il:o!.d.,. p. 81.

5Tbid., . 98.

m
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Vaterlund is the most famous of his patriotic songs. He be-
lieved the Vaterland existed wherever Gsrman vas spa!cen.6
Fresently hls monumental figure overlooks the Rhine river in
Bonn. The inscription on the frontal plate rezds: The Rhine--
Germany ‘s river, but not Germany's border.

Reform and natlonzlistic spirits were encouraged in the
University of Berlin under Wilhelm von Humboldt. Johann
Gottlieb Fichte also stirred the Germans to remcmber their

noble past in his Addresses to the Gormen Nation, 1807-1808.

The universities stood in the tradition of the Free
Corns which fought successfully =gainst Navoleon. tfter the
final defeat of Napoleon, the university students vere not
willing to lose the new freedoms to indigenous oppressors.
The University of Jena was a rallying point for the Burschen-
schaften. WNational student solidz=rity culminated in the
Wartburgz Festival on October 18, 1817. Its purpose was the
commenoration of Luther and the Battle of Leipzig, 1813.7

The land was in a £luid state due to war, the rapid
unification of the severzl German states by Napoleon, and
the growing spirlt of nationzlism coupled with politiecal
reforn. After the battle of Waterloo in 1815, Friedrick
filliam ITT was faced with the problem of uniting 2 new and
unscttled kingdom. "At the Congress of Vienna, Frussia was

sIbidoj pIJ- 95-99‘

T1bid., ». 90.

S ———



R —

7
awarded more territories than she had lost at the Peace of

Tilsit, including large blocks of Romazn Catholic areas."a
During the reconstruction period the primury concern of the
govermment was unificatlon. In this chaotic atmosphere the
sacramental presence of Christ seecmed to have little signi-
ficance. The union of the Reformed and Lutherans seemed
essential for good government. :

Groundworit for Unijon bezan in 1798 when Friedrich Wil-
llam III zppointed a joint commission to study the possibil-
ity of @ common liturgy. Thils work was under the direction
of the supernaturalist court-preacher, Dr. Friedrich Samuel

9

Sack.” In 1808, the sumus episcopus, Friedrick William III,
dissolved the provincial consistory created by Fredrick the
Great in 1750. Church affairs were now placed under the
ministry of the interior. In 1814, the liturgical commis-
sion was revived. The following year the aborted consistory
was 21so restored. A Reformed derived system of presbyteries
and syncds was introduced 1nt6 tﬁe eagtern Lutheran prov-

incea.lo

8 tmes Hastings Nichols, History of Christianity 1650-
1950 (New Yoric: The Ronald Fress Gompany, 1950), P. 453. .

gxenneth Scott Latourette, The Nineteenth Century in
Europe: The Frotestent and Ezstern Churches, in stiznit

In a2 Revolutiona Fﬂe . (Wew York: Harper and Brothers,
Publishers, 195§§, I, 83.

loIbid .9 pp [} 81-82 (]
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The groundwork was laid. The stage was perfectly set
for a full union of the Reformed and Lutherans. The de-
struction wrought by Rationalism; the indifference of Piet-
ism; the general desire for a world religion based merely
on belief in God, virtue and immortality; coupled with the
pressing necessitles of the empire determined the timing of
Friedrick William III's proclamation of Union on September
27, 1817. The Cabinet's Order declared the Reformed and
Lutherans constituted a unlted and renewed Evangelical
Christian Church,

The confessional basis of this church was to be

"The principle points in Christianity where both

On The SUnE Banel. (5insenmes) Mero. 4o e, gommldered

Tiction and 1iberty of the iraiviquai it - Con

In general, the national reaction against the Union
was not extremely volatile in 1817. The Union was de-
clared, but it was more difficult to enforce. After all,
in the entire Prussian lands there were only sixteen Re=-
formed congregations (nine in Silesia and seven in East Prus-
sia).12 The tranquility of the kingdom was broken, however,

by the publication of a new liturgy for the military

11
J. L, Neve, The Lutherans in the Movements for
Church Union (Phiiaaelpﬁiaz The Lutheran Publishing House,
1921), p. 117.

12n n
Prussian Union," The Lutheran Cyclopedia, edited
by Henry Eyster Jacobs’ana A. W, Haas (Eew gbiE: Chas.,
Scribner's Sons, 1905), p. 525.

T L 2 s By —
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garrisons in 1821 and for the entire country in 1822. The
king himself took an sctive part in revising the agenda and
introduced it in his capacity as supreme bishop.13

This lmposition on the traditional mode of service
aroused sensitive Lutherans to more vocal opposition. The
overall issue at stake was the royal right to interfere in
the worshlp service of the church. In this regerd, the
kking's minister of worship, education and medicine, Alten-
stein, recognized no limits to the royal.prerosative.ln

This explosive situation finally burst in Breslau when
the above-described Cnbinet's Order was issued in 1830.15
Frof. J. G. Scheibel was suspended and eventually deposed,
but his congregation stood solidly for Lutheran confession-
alism. £~ petition for & separate constltution was promptly
denied by the king, and its proponents were labded 28 dis-
senters. For a time the St. Elizabeth congregation was
served in the administration of the Sacraments by lay-elders.

In the neighboring Silesian villages of Zuellichau,
Juliusburg and Strehlen, the Lutheran congregations them-
selves revolted without the instigetion of their pastors.
Decision to revolt was reached during the assembly of lay-
praeyer meetings. Conseguently, on April 4, 1834, three

13liichol, op. cit., p. 154.
uwangemann, op. eit,, . 179.
155“ m’ p‘ 3.
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pastors, four theological candidates and laymen laid the
foundation for a synod at Breslau which protested the vio-
lation of traditionai rights granted to the Lutheran Churrhes
in Prussia.l® The theoretical foundation laid in 1834 be-
came a reality in two separate meetings of the provincial
congregations in 1835. The first assembly was held in
Breslau February 19, and the second, consisting of the
provinces east of the Oder river, on March 2, in the same
clty. These two assemblies, considered as a unit, are
called the first General Synod. This assembly adopted the
first Lutheran church constitution independent of state
control. The constitution provided for a perpetuation of
the Separated Lutheran ministry by declaring ordination valid
apart from state authorization.

Furthermore, the working authority for the new synod
was in the central committee, which later became the
0berk1vchenkollegium.17 This provision of authority be-
came the devisive issue befween the Breslau Synod and the
independent Lutherans of the Rh:lneland.18

This surprising resistance resulted in a radical change
of complexion for the Union. On the advise of Altenstein,
the Union was re-interpreted in 1834, as a Confederation.

1saeorg Froboess, "Lutherans, Separate," Schaff-Herzo

Encyclopedia of Religlous Knouwledge, edited by Samue cauley
V"l(’_g_‘ian Grand ﬁd_s'i'ﬁf's, Wiohigans Eaker Book House, 1950), 81-82.
1TWangemann, op. eit., II, 118-134.
lalnfra, 64,

e e T R b e ™ T T
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The proclamation reads:

~ The Union does not aim at nor does it mean a giving
up of exiating confessions of faith; neither is the
authority annulled which these confessiom heove hither-
to had. The adoption of the Union means only an ex=-
preasion of the spirit of moderation and toleration,
vhich does not anymore make the differences in some
points of doctrine to which the other party holds =
cause for refusing the outward church fellowship.
The adoption of the Union is a matter of free choice,
and 1t is therefore a miastaken idea that the intro-
duction of the rencuced order of service involves the
ado§5ion of the Union or 1is thereby indirectly affect-

" Edl &

The Confederation Decree of 1834 did not really satisfy
anyone. The strong exponents of an absorptive Union and
the so-called mediatlng theologlans Julius ueller, Isask
August Dormer, Korl Immenuel Nitzsch, Gottfried Christian:
Luccke and Danilel Schenkel did not think the new order was
effective enough. On the other hand, the agenda did not
specifically express the Lutheran position on the Sacraments
even if it did not contredict 1t.2°

For a time the "voluntary” Union quieted the Lutherans
who st11l remsined inside the state church. Nevertheless,
many emigrated to Australia (August L. Kavel and Gotthold D.
Fritzsche) and to the United States (John Andrew Grabau)

when the situation permitted.21

19eve, op. eit. p. 127.
201pid., p. 129,
2lproboeas, "Lutherans, Separate," op. cit., p. 83.

B e L
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New supressive measures were inaugurzted by the state
against her confessional opponents. MHany pastors were im-
prisoned. No priéate religlous meetings were tolerated.
Fines were levied against parents who did not send their
children toc religious instruction by a Union Church pastor.
No ministerial acts were pnermitted by those not ordained,
and 211 candidates for ordination had to submlt in writing
their alleglance to the Uhion.ea

The persecuted, confessional Lutheran pastors traveled
throughout Silesia, Pomeranlia, Posen, Brandenburg and the
Provinee of Saxony, encouraging the people to defend their
Lutheran confessionalism. This action demanded the pastors
in this dominantly Lutheran area study their Confessions.2?

B. The Formation of the Breslau Syncd

The mantle of confessional leadership fell on George
Fhillp Edward Huschke (1801-1866), professor of jurispru-
dence at the University of Breslau. He was a colleague of
Professors Scheibel and Steffens after 1827. He received
his law training st the University of Goettingen, 1817, and
later lectured at his alma mater and also at the University
of Rostock.

Under Huschke's leadership the Separated Lutherans
(also called old-Lutheran because they insisted on the

anangemann,_gg. eit., ». 83.
23Neve,.gg. eit., p. 130.

D
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"0ld" forms of worship) demanded freedom of worship not only
in the local congregation, but also in the entire country,
Huschke went so far as to say, "The Lutheran Confessionscan-

not truly be present where there is not an earnest, visible
opposition against the U'l:u.an.“all

A new status for confesslional Lutheranism began with the
ascension of Friedrick Willium IV to the Frussian kingshin
in 1840. Separated Lutherans were no longer hunted down by
the militery and the imprisoned clergy were. relessed from
jeil by the Cabinet's Order of August 19, 1840.25

The Separated churches agaein appealed to the king for
a legal right to function. They mede the following requests:
(1) recognition by the state epart from membership in the
United Evangelicel Iutheran congregation; (2) permission
to use the 1539 VWittenberg Agenda; (3) permission to bind
their clergy by the Unaltered fugsburg confessian.25 Be-
fore this petition received a2 favorable deposition, the
Separated Iutheran pastors publicly organized the Ober-
kirchenkollegium, free of state control, on September 15,
1841. George Huschke was elected first president of the
Separated Imtherans who met in synodical convention every

24pniedrich Uhlhorn, Geschichte der deutsch-lutherishchen

Kirche (Leipzig: Doerffling and Franke Verlag, 19I1), II, 150.

257. G. Scheibel, Archiy fuer historische Entwicklun
und neueste @Geschichte der lutherischen Kirche ernberg:
Verlag der Joh. Phil. Haw'schen Buchhendlung, 1 41), p. 243.

261b1d., p. 241.

PO ——
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four years.aT Their constitution was recognized in a measure
by the state on July 23, 1845. They no longer paid taxes to
the Staete Church and the official acts of their clergy were
glven legal right. However, their churches were not recog-
nized as places of worship. The Obericirchenkollegium re-
celved officlal status August 7, 1847. On this date the
Breslau Synod numbered twenty-one congregations with 18,54%

memberas .23

The persistent oppoaition to the Union and its episco-
pal governing systém forced ‘the king to ¢zll 2 General Synod
in 1846 to consider church government.22 “The most generally
admired proposal [@t.this synod] seemed to be that of theo-
logian [K. I;J Nitzsch, which would constitute presbyteries
and synods by which the mind of the church might be articu-
lated. The king dreaded nothlng more and prorogued the
synod."™ 0 The over-riding theme of the synod was an appeal
for tolerztion in church administration. The same synod
a2lsoc discussed the Union's confessional basis and voted
forty-eight to fourteen- to accept its present status. "This
denger, that the Lutheran Confessions were glven value through

2Tywangemenn, op. eit., II, 388-408.

a"3'5‘1-01::;@33, "Lutherans, Separate,” op. eit., ». 83.
QQWangemann, op. eit., III, 246,

30N:I.chola, op. eit., p. 158.
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synodical majority did more than anything else to open the
eyes of the Lutherans," %

The revolutionary year of 1848 placed the confessional

Lutherans in a position to request greater leniency on the

part of the govermment. The Separated Lutherans strength-

ened their organization by the Wittenberger Saetze, adopted
September 10, 1849,

a.

b.

Ve stand on the Confession of the Evangelical
Latheran Church.

Ve are convinced that our congregations have
never rightly ceased to be Lutheran congre-
gations, and that we are in duty bound to de-
f:ggttheir confessional rights with all our
m .

The confessional rizhts of the Lutheran congre-
gatliolis demand for their safeguard a confesslonal
constitution. Accordingly, we ask for recogni=-
ticn and a carrying through of the Evangelical
Iatheran Confession in cultus, congregetional con=-
stitution and government.

ha the first aim of our endeavor we mention the
liberation of the altar service from all ambiguity
and a full expression of our confessions in the
entire divine service. FPurther, we demand a
guarantee of our confessional independence in the
administration of church government and the pre-
gervation of Lutheran principles in our congre-
gational constitution.

These ends we do not wish to accomplish by a leav-
ing of the State Church, because we feel bound in
conscience to carry through this fight for the good
rights of our Iutheran Church uggn ner own ter-
ritory within the State Church.

311!h1h0m, op. eit., p. 160.

3E'Nneve, op. c¢it., pp. 130-131, translated from Wangemann,
op. eit., IIT; 385; g.v. :
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After the 1848 revolution, the Evaengelical Luthersn
Church in Prussia, commonly called the Breslau Synod, grew
repidly. Pastor A. Wagner of KMilitsch in Silesia had already
left the Landeskirehe in 1840.37 He was followed in 1848 by
Franz Wilhelm Julius Diedrich, pastor in Saatzze in the
Priegnitz; Pastor Leopold Julius Nagel of Trieglaff; Albert
David Hollaz (a descendent of the famous David Hollaz),
pagtor in Gross-Justin and Schwirsen; Fastor August ILuduilg
Gaedilte of Wollin; Fastor Ermst Fhillip Wolf of Techow,
Brandenburg; Pastor Carl Senkel of lMertensdorf; Dr. W, F,.
Besser of Walkow; and Fastor G. Witte of Briest, Passau oW

The Separated Lutheresns were encouraged in their struggle‘
for confessionel Lutheranism by the state Concession of 1852.
This was the second significant change in the character of
the Prussian Union. This proclamation became known as the

itio in patres decree:

The Evengelical Obexkirchenrat [Of the Unlon] consists
of members belonging to both churches, and there

is 2 matter that can be decided only by following the
confessions of one of the two churches then the pre-
paratory decision (Vorfrage) is to be reached by a
vote of the members belonging to that sesction, and
their decision is then the basis for the vote of the
entire body. Therefore, in matters pertaining to the
Iatheran Church, only those members of the Oberkirchen-
rat who belong to that confession shall declde.

Moot Iutherans were enthused by this new development
but were rightfully curious how it would work out in practice.

35!ﬂ.rchenb1at1: fuer dic f!emeinden evang.-luth. Bekennt-
nisses in dem rreussischen Stasten, L1l (November, 1849), 167.

3Mpsd., IIT (April, 1848), 52-57.
35Neve, op. oit., pp. 131-132.
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It vas not long before they sew the practical application of
this decrec in action. On July 12, 1853, the Consistory
stated the Iutherans could have free exercise of their con-
fessiona.l policies on the local level, but wers forbidden

to meke public propaganda for their point of view .35
C. ILutherans in Prussian Annexed Territories

The Frussisn Union of 1817 triggered off similar move-
ments throughout the Germanies. The Lutherans had patiently,
and most times willingly, borme with the civil-controlled
church since the Reformatlon. This situatlon was tolerable
to Lutheran confessional principles as long as they were
permitted to worship according to Iumtheran rites, The var-
ious unions of Reformed and Lutherans, by their very ncture,
t?:'ansz;resed the letter of the Lutheran Confessions. The
lead of Prussia in_ wnion matters was eventually followed by
all the Germen sbtates. The State of Nassau formed 2 union
in 1817; the Balatinate (Bavariz west of the Rhine), 1818;
fnhalt, 1820; Baden, 1821; and Dessau, 1827.

: There was Union opposition in Saxony, Mecklenburg and
Hannover, but these did not strictly oppose the ides, only
the introduction of 1t through state power. Only a few

opposedl TUnion on the basis that it was a confessional

361mid.

|
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compromise.?! Most of the confessional opposition was in
the eastern Prussian provinces where Lutheranism was the
strongest.

There was little opposition in the Rhineland, where
the Reformed and Lutherans mingled since the days of the
Reformation. Uhere opposition occurred there was always
intense government surxression with the threat of fines and
imprisonment. This was also the case in the Grossherzogtum
of Hesse. Until the first decade of the 19th century this
area was strongly Lutheran. As a result of the boundary
changes in 1822, many Reformed churches were acquired.
Union was then introduced voluntarily by individual congre-
gations. Official provincial status was given to this Union
in 1832.38

Confesaional Lutheran volces were heard throughout the
German states after Claus Harms (1778-1855) of Kiel issued
his Ninty-Five Theses against the Prusslan Union decree in
1817. Several other confessional Lutherans have been named
above, but their impact was largely on the local level.
Most earnest and wide-spread opposition erupted after large
Prussian territorial annexations began in 1866. Until that
time Lutherans generally were indifferent to the meaning of
Union. In Schleswig-ﬂolaféin, for example, many called for

the Union, but after its annexation to Prussia, Union

3Tuninorn, op. cit., p. 147.
81vid., p. 300.
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agitators were noticeably silent. Likewise, the Hanoverilans

openly opposed and maintained their historic independence
from the Landeskirche.>9

The heated problem of church government for the annexed
Prussian lands was settled by Friedrick Willlam IV's decree
that agreement was not necessary in all the new member states.
Nevertheless, he encouraged a free development toward con-
formity with the Prussian policy. Forced by political
expediency, the Prussian policy of complete submission was
changed to the recognition of independent rights in the
provincial churches.uo

91p14., pp. 282-283.
uoIbid.. p. 285.
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CHAFTER IIT
THE FREE CHURCH DEVELOPMENT IN THE RHINELAND
. The Establishment of the Free Church in Nasseu

Closely zllied to the Breslau Synod in Prussiz is
the work of confesslonal Lutherzn pastors in the Duchy of
Nasscu, The caplital of this small independent staote of
the Rhine valley was Wiesbaden. In 1867 it was united with
Hesse and o joint capitel was established in Kassel.t

The chief representative of conservative Lutheranisnm
in Nansau was Fastor Friedrich Brunn. He became associated
viith the leaders of the Breslau Synod when he separated

from the Loendeskirche in 1846. This separation from the

state church widened the circle of azcquaintences of this
unknouwn ILutheran pastor in Runkel, Nassau. He become z380-
clated with the bright lights of Lutheran confessionalism,
such as Gottlieb von Harless znd Wilhelm Loehc.

Friedrich Brunn wos 2 very successful pastor in the
Runkel and Steeden/Lohn area following his ordinaticn in
the winter of 1842. For three years he faithfully and
progressively shepherded his people eway from tﬁe cancer
of Rationalism into the Biblical way of salvation. Two
successive events occurred in the winter of 1845-46 which

larl E. Demandt, Geschichte des Londes Hessen (Kassel:
Baerenreiter Verlag, 1959), p. 0§29.
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dramatically chenged the course of his life. In that season
Brunn's assistant (the former senlor pastor in Runkel) died;
and he was succeeded by a young, vigorous assistant of the
Rationalistic stripe. Brunn was working indefatigably to
overcome Rationalism in his parish.. Thus he was driven %o
Seek the council of his former university friend, Pastor
Karl Graul, mission director in Lelpzig. Unsolicited by
Brunn, Graul forwarded the requesé to Gottlieb Christopher
Adolph von Harless (1806-79). Von Harless was currently
professor at the University of Leipzig and later president
of the High Consistory in Munich. '

In May, 1846, Brunn received the astonishing opinion
from Graul and von Harless that he should leave the Landes-
kirche.? Brunn was shocked by this advice. Such radical
action had never occurred to this small village pastor. The
penetrating question in hls mind was: could he, at the age
of twenty-seven, have such unlique truth to warrant this
drastic action?”.

Brunn determined to follow the advice of his counsel=-
lors and began his battle with the Landeskirche on Pentecost
Sunday. Shortly after this, he, together with twenty-six
feamilies of the Runkel-Steeden congregation separated from

2ppiedrich Brunn, Mitteil an aus meinln Leben fuer meine
0 ;]ae_FFI_E Amts ]

‘Kinder und zu meinem en sjubilaeum (Zwickaus =~
Johannes Herrmann, n.d.), Ps 5.

3Ibid., p. 60.
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the state church .4

B. Early Influences on Friedrich Brunn

Friedrich Brunn's separation from the Landeskirche was
not the rash act of an irresponsible youth. In order to
appreciate this jJudgment it will be helpful to review the
development from his childhood, through his university days,
and the early years of his ministry,

His father was court-preacher at the castle of the old
Duchy of Nassau in Schaumburg on the Lahn river,5 He re-
celved the typlcal Rationalistic Confirmation instruction
which was a mixing of philosophy with Christianity. For
example, Moses, Christ and Socrates were equally presented
as the three great religious inatructors of antiquity.s

Brunn attended the Gymnasium in Wellburg for four years.
He was expected to follow his father in theology, which he
did with little enthusiasm. His uncle, pastor in Woerlitz,
invited him to study at the near-by Leipzig University. At
Leipzig, Karl Graul (the later mission director of the Dresden

%Tbid., p. 61

SFriedrich August Brunn, Sr. (September 10, 1773-
September 29, 1849) became court-preacher in Schaumburg in
1798. He was also pastor at Cramberg-Habenscheld near
Woarlitz, Anhalt, 1823-1849. Alfred Adam, Die Nassaulsche
Union Von 1817 (Darmstadt: Verlag der Kirchengeschichtlichen
Vereinigung in Hessen und Nassau, 1949), p. 193.

6:Brurm, Mitteilungen, pp. U4=T.
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Evangelical Lutheran Mission Institute) was Brunn's daily
companion. For the first time, Brunn began to think seri-
ously ahout the meaning of christianity.T

Brunn studiled one and one-=half years at Lelpzlg, mostly
under Rationalistic professors. Leipzig was also an inter-
national trade city. Consequently there was a considerable
Jewish population. Among the Jews in ILeipzig was Carl Paul
Caspari (1814-92) who became an influential friend of Fried-

rich Brunn. Casparl was later a notable orthodox professor

in Oslo, Norway.o

After leaving Lelpzlg, Brunn continued his education at.
fthe University of Bonn for one year and then one additional
year at the Nassau theological seminary at Herborn. At the
former school, Karl Immanuel Nitzsch (1787-1868) was pro-
fessor of Systematics. Nitzsch was a defender of the Union
and later the High Consistory councilor in Berlin. Brunn
Judged him as mediocre, not in his learning but in his theol-
ogy. A major defect of his instruction was little emphasis
on church history, especially the period of Martin Luther.

Following his seminary training Brunn spent two years
of internship with his father. The elder Brunn had little
sympathy for his son's struggling conscience. The strong

influence of Pietism was attracting Brunn as he eased away

7_12!-!., pp- 11"13-
81p1d., p. 16.
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from the unsatisfactory principles of Rationalism. He was
forcefully moved to a severe recognition of his sins by
daily reading in Hbfacker'a|§ggmggg,9

University life led Brunn to a personal awareness that
Christianity had wore to offer than he had previously been
led to believe. This realization did not result in an immed-
iate religious awekenling. The greatest soul-sear&hing neriod
of his life was at the seminary and during his 1nternah1p.1°

This soul-searching was continued and intensified during
his eorly wministry at Runkel. He was installed at that con-
gregation on the Fourth Sunday in Advent, 1842, as assistant
to the elderly Pastor Preuser.tl The spiritual condition of
the congregation was oxemplified by the total of five people
who attended the installation. The congregation hod been in-
structed with the Landeskirche catechism which even denied
the personal divinlty of Christ. Christ was divine only in-
sofar as He could inspire men to greater heizhta.la

In these early yecars, Brunn, himself, did not have a
clear understanding of the distinction between Law and Gos-
pel. He did, however, understend the destructive power of
sin and the futility of work righteousness. It was wlth
this conviction that he preached to his congregation and

91btd., p. 20
101p44., p. 21.

11,1 ¢red Adam, Die Nassauishe Union, p. 194.
lgBrunn, Mittellungen, p. 23.
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continued to grow with them in a fuller appreciation of the
Goapel.l3

The most succesaful method of Brunn's ministry was his
visits to the homes.of his members. This was unheard of
among the Landeskirchen pastors. In funeral sermons, during
those early days, he did not give the survivors "that swect
hope of a blessed reunion in heaven" with the departed loved
one who never attended church and would have nothing to do
with Christ while alive. This did more than anything to
smash the hearts of the unrepgntant and indifferent villagers.l4

Brunn pursued his visitatlion program into the surrounding
area and on Easter, 1843, the Runkel church was filled to ca-
pocity. The senlor pastor felt overburderied and reversed roles
with Brunn. He was now free to edify his people in the manner
he felt best. One of his first changes was the intreduction
of Bible study groups in all of the villages. Materials used
vere Hofacker's Sermons and several publications by the

Norddeutscher Verein, especially, Die enge und weite Fforte

and the PFassionsbuch. His preaching was on the basis of the
Ten Commandments and the Apostles Creed. The Bible study groups

vere eminently successful and larger quarters were located in

every v111age.15

131bid., p. 24.
pid., p. 26.
151bid., pp. 29-31.
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The second year of Friedrich Brunn's ministry was a
spiritual let-down. The excitement of the first year vore
thin and he had more time to mull over his own spiritual con-
victions. Great doubts over the truth of God's Word plagued
him. In the spring of 1845, he contmdted for the first time
a2 chronic nervous paralysis of the throat. A remedy called
for complete rest for three months.16

It was during these formative and aetive years that
Brunn was led to the convictlion of the truth of God's Word.
In his soul-strugzgle he turmed to the writings of Luther and
the Lutheran dogmaticilans of the 17th Century. The contem-
plation of these writings eﬁentually led him to believe in
the certainty of God's Word in the Scriptures. The develop-
ment wes slow, but when the counsel of his friend, Mission

Director Graul, and Professor von Harless arrived in 1846,

he was prepared to take the drastic step and leave the Landes-

kirche.

C. Landeskirche Oppeaition in the Rhinelznd

The Nassau authorities did not toke Brunn's action conm-
placently. On July 6, 1846, Brunn was ordered.fo report to
the minister of state in Wiesbaden within four weeks. Brunn
and his members uwere confident their action would not have
gserious repercussions. The precedent for independent churches

was established by the Methodists and the Baptists in Germany.

¥ 1p14d., po. 37-38.
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Therefore, 1t was surprising that the government did not con-
cern itself with the Runkel congregation's theological rea-
sons for disassociatlion, but looked upon them as dissenters
from a long established order. A short time later a repre-
sentative of Gehelme~Kirchenrat Ludwlg W. Wilhelml, arrived
in Runkel and ordered Brunn to leave the district.l? .

Brunn obeyed the order and lmmediately went to Mission
Director Graul, who was attending a mission festival in
Dresden. Here for the firat time Brmunn met George Philip
Huschke, the leader of the Breslau Synod and Pastor Johann
Georg VWermelskirch (1803-1872) of Erfurt.l8 This was the
beginning of the long assoclatlion between the Free Churches
of Prussla and Nassau.

After j:he misslion festival, Brunn spent several days
with VWermelskirch in Erfurt, and on his advice returned to
Nassau. At home, Brunn demanded recognition of his con-

stitutional rights which granted frsedom of religion.lg

71mid., pp. 61-63.

1Bl-.rermelsk1rch was a noted preacher, Earller he served
the English Jewish Mission in Warsaw and Posen. In 1834 he
sympathized with the confessional movement led by Huschke
and established an evangelical ILutheran congregation in
Posen. He was deposed by the civil authorities in 1835, and
went to Dresden to become the first director of the Evangel-
1cal Lutheran Mission Society. He went to Erfurt in 1844,
Kirchliches Handlexikon, edited by Carl Meusel (Leipzig:
Verlag von Justas Naumann, 1902), VII, 211-212,

lgsrunn, Mitteilungen, pp. 6U4-65.
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The Brunn family moved its home from Runkel %o Steeden,
and was greeted with o fine and ordered to leoave within
tuenty-four hours. Friedrich Brunn left but returned home
aacretly at night. TFor some time he served hig members'
spiritual needs under cover of darkness.

Meanvhille, & deputntlion of the Runkel-Steeden congre-
getion appesied o the state minister in Wiesbaden and
finally to Duke Albert himself. Brunn also perscnzlly re-
ceived audience and was glven wrltten peraission to visit
his facily. Hod Shese appeals failcd, Pastor Wermelskirch
had already contucted the Braunfels, Prussic parish which
wae kindly disposed to have Brunn 25 their pastor, This
parish was a aember of the Broaiau synod.ao

The Nassau congregntions were nermitted to hold public
worshly by the begimning cf the Passlon season, 184%7, Al-
though the Nessan ccnstituslon clcarly greonted relligious
foeedon, the local authorities, under pressure from Lendes-
kirche pastors, continued to muke life difficult for Brunn.Zt

The honcymoon with the government ended ageln in late
18%7. Brann was onee again orderad ocut of Nassau. LEvery
veck during the interim, Brunn oppecyed before the judsc o
answer for some elleged orime. His members were harassed

and “¥.8 ano would not witness egainst him were throwm into

201bid., pp. G6-70.
2lynig., p. 71.
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This time Brunn traveled to Bavaric and sought the
counsel of John Conrad William Loehe (1808-72). ILoche sre-
sented a positive Luthersn witness egeinst the dominant
Rationalism in Germany. From his training center in Neuen-
dettelsan, he encouraged the ministry of the Missouri Synod
with men and money. Loeche sympathetlcally counseled Fried-
rich Brunn, but osdvised him to delay sny immediate cction
and mcke no open transgression of the stote law. This was
excctly oppoesite t‘rm the advice he received a yecr carlier
in Erfurt under sinilar eircumstences.2”

Disappointed with Ioche's advice, Brunn visited Pastor
Johann Friedrich Wucherer in Noerdlingen, the eitles of Fuerth
and Nuermbuerg, and finglly Erlaagen. In the last city he
received the counsel of Professors Vilhelm Friedrick Hoefling
(1802-53) and Gottfried Thomasius (1802-75), both defenders
of the Iatheran Confessions agalnst Rationallsm, Romanlsn
and the Union. They advised him to return to the Landeg-
kirche, Confused and diseppointed, Brunn made his way to
liesbaden. |

An eleventh hour salvatiion was offered Erunn by Locher,
2 lay member of the Breslau Synod in Saarbruccken, end o

man of some means. Brunn aceepted the offer to live on

22134d., p. Th.
231p14., p. T5.
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Iocher's estate and moved in with his family on November 1,

1847. This refuge also permitted Brunn to visit the Free
Church Lutherans in that area and at the same time to make

~ tuo seeret viasits to Steeden over the winter ._2’*

By the spring of 1848, Brumn felt he could no longer
impose upon the hospltality of his benefactor., The safest
avenue of nction was to accept the pastorate of & Separated
Latheran church in Prussia, However, religilous froedom was
cuerenteed in Prussia to pastors of the Free Church only if
they were Prussian cibizens. Brunn did not want to become a
PFrusslon citizen. The only thing left to do was return to
an unknown fate in Steeden.

On the return to Steeden vis Uiesbaden, the Brunn fonily
stopped at & restaurant in the border town of Bingen/Rhine.
Here for the first time he read the news of the March revo-
Jution in Nesseu., The newspaper report stated thera 'was a
Upemoval of all previous limitations of religious freedom,”25

At Steeden the joy of the revolution was short lived.
Iocal citizen coumltbtees were orgonized in Runkel and Steeden,
which demanded Brunn's deparfure. Nothing less than a2 writ-
ten guarantee from the Duke of Nassou silenced their bitter
animosity.20 Once again there was peace in Runkel end

24%7b1d., pp. T6-78.
251'b:|.ﬂ.,- Do 830
261p1d., po. 86-87,
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Steeden. The congregation then built a new church-porson-
age vhich was dedlcated on Ascension, 13’59.-

D. Extension of the Free Church in Nassau snd Bavapiz

The members of Brunn's Steeden congregation were dis-
turbed by the cconomic upheaval of the Industriel Revolution.
The Industrial Revolutlon throughout the Germanies in the
18k0's and 1850's resulted in lorge population shifts. The
population of Nesscu in 1845 was over 417,000, Amongz them
were over 190,000 Roman Cathollics and more theon six snd
one~half thousand Jews. Slightly ices then half of the house- |

holders vere formera. "The complete over-balance of the |

e

agrlcultural cless « « . and nunerous small handworiters ex-
plein . . . the political unrest in the late 1840's."2T
Confeaslonal Lutherans resettling in new areas previded
Brunn ond his asasociates with an opportunity to preach the
Gospel in an ever-widening circwaference. Within =z radius
of ninc hours by foot from Steeden lay the villoges of
lMensfelden, Xirberg, Bechtheim, Fachingen, Wehrheinm,

Usingen, and Anagpech. The villagers were aroused to action
by & pamphlet written by Brunn, bearing on a decision to
lgave the Iandeskivche .23 In February 1850, the congregaetions

27Demandt, op. git., p. 411.
asrriedrich Brunn, Konn ein rechtschaffener e\r%"= gelischer
ok 5

Christ in der Nassauischen cvanrclischen LonAeskirc
HWMMOT—WF%EFW Bortiments-Buchnand-

1850), Concordia Histordcal Institute, microfilm roll 373.
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of Schmitten and Armoldshain determined to leave the state
church, Bible study groups weve planned in fnopsch, Wester-
fold and Zschbach.2?

The Brunn pamphlet also reached the town of Gemuenden
in Grafschaft Westerburg (north of Nassau) located in %the
heart of Roman Catholicism., Brunn visited the town upon
regueat of the church elders on July 20, 1850. Almosi the
entire toun of 300 met with him to discuss the spiritusl
state of things in Gemuenden. For the most part they were
unstable in their doetrinel position. Brunn consented to
sexve the 153 family congregution and the Iandeskirche
aervicea permencnily ended in Gemuenden.:”o

In spite of the 1848 revolutionsyy guaprsntees of reo-
ligiocus freedom, the police curtailed Brunn's sexvices for
over two months before they were resumed the end of Ootober.
During the succeeding two years the congregation wes served
by Fastcr Johamnes Fronmueller of Bavarias upon Wilhelm
Toehe's recommendabtion. " He was installed on Nevember 3,
1850.

By the summer of 1852, the political recction to the
1848 revelubion was underway. Fronmueller was considered
a foreigner and forbidden to presch in the territory S

Prpig., pp. 97-105.
Sl1pid., pp. 106-107,
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Betueen 1853 and 1860 all officicl functions of the Gemuenden

congregation were performed clandestinely by Brunn. In the
summey they met in the forest and during the winter in a
neighboring Catholic village. In September 1860, Brunn,
once again received permission to hold public services. Every-
one honed for Pastor Frommueller's return, but this was
strictly forbidden. Many of the members cventually transe
ferred to Steeden. The congregation was finally allowed to
have their oun pastor in the spring of 1864, Pastor Korl H,
Mucller was installed.”Z

The Usingen dlstrict congregations, served by FPastor Ebert,
suffered from the same political reaction in the early 1850!'s
_ as Gemuenden. Fbert likewise was considered a foreigner and
removed to Cologne. Ebert was a Saxon, who had been suzgested
by Ioche at the mission festivsl held in Steeden, October,
1850, That particular occasion also marked the first con-
ference of Luthersn theologicns from Bavaria, Prussia, Hease
and Saxony to discuss the defense of confessional Lutheran-
igw in Hesse-Darmstadt.”” :

Another major activity area of the Free Church in the
Rhineland orea was the Nordenstadt-Franikfort/Mein distrdet.

%y
rchenblatt fuer die Gemeoinden eva .nluth. Bcl:erm‘bn
nlsses :I.n aam g@siscﬁen taaten ﬂ zovember ,

33Bmmn, MEteilungen, ». 106.
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This was served by Fastor Julius Hein. Hein was pastor of
& Lendeskirche parish in lNordenstadt until 1853 when he and
& part of his congregation left the state church. In the
early part of 1855, he and a new narishioner were arrested
on trumped-up charges. Hob violence accompanied his arrest
and his appeal on constitutlional rights was culckly dis-
missed S

Hoin moved to Steeden for six months. His confession-
al agreement so0 much concurred with Brunn'’s that the latter
gold, "Brother Hein and I were truly tuo people with one
soul,"?5 Through the good will of the brethren in Bavarie,
Hein wep able $o tolte up residence in FrankfortAlain, in
Novenber 1855.35 Howaver, hefore this wucs nossible he needed
to give proof of support to the local police authorities.
A Poreizn residence permit had to be‘ Jssued for Hein $o live
in Frankfort. AL first he had every ﬁeason to boelieve this
was only a formality, but during the elapsed time between
application and epproval the police were informed Hein was
an agitator.>7 This was due to the interference of Gehelu=
Kirchenrat Wilhelmi.>®

Sl rohenblatt, X (June 15, 1855), Li5-147.
Sppunn, on._oit., p. 114,

361u.mnenb1a=t, X (November 15, 1855), 277.
2T1bid., X (Januery 1, 1856), Li-15.
% und UWchre, II (January, 1856), 28.




25

Consequently, a permit was issued for only one-quarter year,

Frankfort was ideally situsted for Hein's operation.
It was in the center of Usingen, Wiesbaden, Mainz, Snspach
and Nordenstadt congregations. Several members of the
Sepurated Church of Prussla had relocated in this zrez or
wers in militury sewiee.39 Helin's spiritucl care bore
frult and 2 new meeting place was dedicated in Angpach in
November, 1855, for which Friedrich Brunn preached the
dedicatory serv:!.ca.l’o

The woric of the Free Church wes carried out in rela-
tive tronquility through the summer of 1856. Hein's foreign
pernit wae extended end he had no scrapes with the law in
most of the towns u¢nd cities he served.' In the spring of
1857, trouble again broke .out in Nordenstadt, This time
Hein appealed %o the duke himself. His cuse was investigo-
ted but the local officilals convinced the duke that all of
Hein's counter accusztions against them were unfounded.
Conseguently, Hein's appeal was lost .l‘a

The situation was further complicated when the Bavar-

1an financial supporters of Hein announced they would no

39FFuliug] Hein, "Bitte an die Hirten 'der evang.=-
luth, Gemeinden in Ereussen,'" Kirchenblatt, X (Jenuary 1,
1855), 28.

40}.‘.’.@'! X (January 1, 1856), 12-13.

¥l1pia., X (June 15, 1856), 156.

%21p3d., XI (May 1, 1857), 107-108.
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longer assist m.m._‘*l" In addition his landlord threatened to
ralse the rent to 300 Thaler per year because "prayer hours”
were periodicslly held in his cuarters.'

- In addition to civil government blockrdes, the Free
Churches in the Germenles also endured opposition from
special intereat grouns. A new soclety was formed in Frank-
fat/Main, September 30, 1863, called the Protestanten-Verein.
This society vas dedleatad to the dual purpose of undermining
Iutherznism cnd establishing 2 naticnal evangelicel Geme_m
church. The feelings of this scelety uwere not confined to
the Pronkfort area, ;nut 8imiler grou::.s' end individualsex-
isted throughout the country. Mony, such as Ludulg Friedrich
VWilhelm von Hoffmann (1806-73) of Berlin, believed the future
united Germany needed a single, united Germon church. Eminent

members of the Protestanten-Vereln were: Dr. of Theology

Daniel Schenclkel of Heldelberz, president; Dr, Eltester of
Berliing and Lic, Heinmich Kz-ausa; editor of Frotestantlschen

Rirchenzeitung fuer dos evenzelische Deutschland.’S

In spite of opposition from civil, church &nd sllied
zsgociations, “the confessional Free Church movement atrength-
ened 1ts solidarity and gained momentum. The Free Church
wag legally rccoznized in Frussic in 1845, By the end of

431144., XV (January 1, 1860), 15.
M 1a., XV (Mey 15, 1860), 120.

REE—ATRRA

!"50. Becker, "Dor deutsche Protestenten-Verein, "
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the i860's Free Churches had established thelr right to re-
main in Hesse-Nassau. The beginning of the next decade was
to sce the entrenchment of the Free Church in stlill another

major German state--Saxony.




CHAFTER IV
THE FORMATION OF THE SAXON FREE CHURCH

The travail of rel!.gioua liberty in the Duchy of Nassau
vas simllarly re-enacted in tho State of Saxeony. PFeecullar

Lutheran doctrines were not challenged so early, nor so

severely by state law in Saxony as in Nassau. However, the
unification process of Germany under Frussian leadership
finally cought® up with the Saxons. But political expediency
was not the- gole dlctator of Saxon policy. FPublic opinion
and pressure from recognized churchmen 2nd theologians added
weight to the government’'s declsion to liberalize the ordi-
reiion oath and allow for union type church services.

The High Church Government of Saxony presented a2 set
of theses on June 28, 1869, which stated the Lutheran Con-
fessions were not violated by permitting Reformed and Union
church members to partolke of the Secrament when administered
according to the Lutheran rite. Purthermore, the theses
stated the blessings of the Szcrament did not depend upon its
adminisi::-at;ion by a particular church, but upon the spiritual
quality of the recip_ient.l

1”E:|.n5;abe des Lutherancrvereins in Dresden und
anderen Orten an ein Hohes saechsisches Kirchenregiment
in Betreff der Zulassung Reformirter und Unirter zum
heiligzen Abendmahl," Evangelish-lutherische Mission und
Kirche, Priedrich Bmmn, %Iﬁr, VT (February, 18(1),
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The abolition of the former Saxon ordinztion oath was
another log of historic conflessional Lutheranism thrown on
the pyre of liberalism, This step was another indication that
the reticnalistic spirit of the age was gaining in momentum.
Ratlionalistic leaders in the state churches previously fought
the introduction of private confession and the clder litursy
in the 1850'.3. With the Prussian military vietories of the
late '60's, the Union waes introduced more widely throughout
the Germanles. The lutesat destruction of true Lutheranisnm
was the alteration of the ordination oath in Saxony. This
vwias not localized in Saxony but similar innovatlor® tool

plage in the Hannoverian Londessynode and the Kreissynode
in Osnebrueclc.®

The crux of the Saxon ordination outh lay in that it no
longer demanded allegience to the old Imtheran Symbols, but
only %o the undefined "Gospel of Christ.">

Friedrich Brunn wrote extensive condemmatlons of this
new formula and judsed it a compromising, unclear, and
double meaning document. He feared the doctrinal discipline
of all pzstoras would completely break down. One example of
vwhat may have been a general situation was the case of Pastor

Sulze of Osnaobrueck.

" @yag fuer eine Bedeutung het die Abschaffung des
alten Ordinationseides in unseren heutigen luth. Landes=-
lcivchen?” ibid., VI (November-December, 1871), 181-182.

3Ibid LY ) VI’ 183 a
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e « » the free thinking Preacher Sulze . . . who

a few years ecrlier turned down a csll to Chemnitz,
Saxony, because hls conscience forbade induction by
the 0ld ordination formila, hos now sccepted the call
because the new formula does not interf'ere with his
cunscienea."

£11 of the conservetive Lutherans in the 1870's did.not
seec the new Saxon Ordination formula as a threat to genulne
Lutheranism. Christoph Ernst Iatherdt es editor of the

Allcemeine Evangelisch-Tutherische Kirchenzeltung wrote
thet it was a step in the right direction.’ Dr. Cornelius

Carl Huenkel editor of the Houes Zeltblatt fuwer die ingelen-

heitien der lutherischen Kirche also supported the formule as

& gtep formard.

The firat concrete action egalnst the new ordination oath
was talten by the Luthersnerverein in Dresden, October, 1E870.
It considered the government's theses of the previous yesr
incongistent with the historical character of the Iatheran
church which did not tolerate public error. Indifference
to doctrine was impossible for tme Lutherans. Therefore,
mixed Coumunion services could not be tole_re.ted. Any com-
promise in the doctrine af the Lord's Supper was actually
& victory for the Reformed .7 “The holy Sacrament 1s a aign

Lipre soechaische Separztion,” ibid., VII (December,
1872), 175. KR

57b1d., VI (November-Decenber, 1871), 182.
6Ib:.t!., VvII (December, 1872), 176.
Tibid., Vi (Februery, 1871), 35.
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of the confession of the believers.“e

The lutheranerverein was largely composed of members of

the Iutheran congregations in Dresden, Planlitz and Zwickau.
Their protest to the Saxon government finally resulted in
a declaration of their independence in October, 1871, The
new Free Church was called: Die vom Staate unsbhaengingen
evangelisch-lutherischen Gemelnden in Sachsen. The consti-
tution of this new syndd was adopted in Dresden on the
festival of the Reformation, 1871, by the congregations of
Dresden and Planitz.

The salient points of the constitutlion placed thq
administrative authority in the congregation which was to
act in accordance with the Word of God and the Lutheran
Symbols. The congregation also had the authority to call
all preachers and teachers. Furthermore, in the public
worship services only pure Lutheran hymns and orders were
to be used .9

A few months before the adoption of this constitution,
these congregations wrote to Professor C. F. W. Walther,
in St. Louis, Missourl, requesting him to supply them with
a pastor. Walther was at a loss how to act upon this re-

quest because he did not know of a sultable man who was able

BIbid LX) VI' 39 -

91pid., Beilage following the Januery, 1872 number.
The paﬁitﬂ'.on 18 according to the Beil_a_se: pp. 9-11,
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%o leave his present position. Nelther did Yalther feel
he ves sufficiontly orlentated to the conditions within
the Soxon churches. Therefore he reguested Brunn, in a
letter dated July 29, 1871, to inform him of the situation
30 thet he could properly reach a dacision.lo

Finally, Friedrich Carl Theodore Ruhland (1836-79) was
dealignated a8 the men for Saxony. He was born in Grohnde,
Hannover, and was groduated from Concordlz Seminary, St. lLouis.
He served parishes in Oshitosh, Wisconsin, Buffolo, New York,
and Pleasent Ridge, Illinois.*l Ruhlend settled in Dresden
in 1872 and later moved to Niederploniic.

There was a natural affinity between Ruhland and Brunn
beceuse of their common assoclatlon with the iMissourd Synod .12
Ruhland visited Brunn in Steeden shortly after his arrivel
to discuss the problems In maintaining two distant congre-
gations. One usg located in Dresden and the other near
Leipzig. 08 & vesult of their frequent assoclation and doe-

trinal sgreement, Brunn paild Ruhland the tribute of being

10@\«1_? Fuerbringer, editor, Briefe von C, F. M.

Yalther an solae Freunde, odalzenonscn und Famlilien-
iied '('gt'."ﬁﬁiss Cnmc’m%ﬁ mﬁﬁmg House, 1915),

geex'
ady

11 -
Lutheran Cyclovedia, edited by Erwin Iueker (St.
Iouis: E'o'm""'o'id’ia%mh House, 1956), p. 930. Also
Wppiedrich Carl Theodor Ruhlaond’ Gonsordia Historical
Institute Cuarterly, VII, (April, 1935), 251T.

12y, Washling, editor, Gesehiohtc der Eva relisch-
Lutherischen ¥re g in Sachsen u. &. St., ]%!?ﬁ'-' Tokaus
Verlcg des Schriftenvereins, 1955), pp. 49-5L.
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"a worthy, close friend end brother,":d

Brunn did not publicly interfere in the affeirs of
the new Saxon congregations, in order not to lend@ credence
to the rumor that he cnd Ruhland viere agents of the Missouri
Synod, which wished to see the Landesikirche destroyed. By
1872 Brunn had developed a reputation as a "party man" for
the Missouri Synod.m Iven his fellow Freco Lutheran clergy-
men said of him: A nodlfrom 8¢t. Louis, = signel from Flanitz
and (in Steeden) everyone is up in arms,"15

The work of Ruhlend in Saxony met with mueh success.
Reaction to the Saxon governument and its liberalizing of
confessional ILmtheranism mushroomed throughout the country-
gide. Fastor Emil Ienk of Siebenlehn published & tract in
1872, entitled, fufruf an alle Christen der saechsischen
Landeskcirche which celled attentlion to the essential fall-
ings of the ordination formul:z .1'5 Congregations in Chemnitz,
Fronicenberg, Crimmitschau and mnany other places desired
closer effillation with the Dresden-Planits congregations.w

13M19830n und Kirche, VII (December, 1872), 170.

141m14., VII, 169.

15pricdrich Brunn, Mitteiluncen sus meinem Loben fuer
meine Kinder und Preundd cu meinem 50 jachrigen Amtsjubl-
Tlacum (Zwickau: Johennes Herrmenn, N.d.), »e. 2L0C.

mmss:!.on und Kirche, VII (December, 1872), 1869.

17Brunn, Mittellungen, p. 212.
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An unexpected movement was underway that eventually led to
the formation of tﬁe Evangelical Lutheran Free Church of
Saxony and other States, in 1876.1° |

Before this union was consummated, however, there were
many petty Jealousies between the various Free Church pastors
that had to be overcome. Brunn sensed future inter-church
struggles already in the forepart of 1872,. when he appealed
for brotherly love and continued unity between Nassau and
Dresden during the unforeseen, difficult days a.heacl.:"9

The prayers of the Rhineland pastors were answered when
they finally agreed to form a synodical union. The consti-
tutional assembly of the nevi. synod met on August 16-17, 1876,
in Dresden, Saxony. The meeting was attended by Pastors
Friedrich Ruhland, George Stoeckhardt, H. Z. Stallmann, Paul
Kern and Otto Willkomm. The congregations were represented
by E. M. Potzger of Planitz; K. Berthold of Chemnitz; and
H. Kretzschmar of Crimmitschau.

During the winter of 1876/77, Pastors Friedrich Brumn,
Karl BEikmeler and Julius Hein jolned the synod. Friedrich
Ruhland was elected the first president and George Stoeck-

hardt, seeretaz-y.ao

| laeeschichte der Freikerche, p. 188.

19ugsn Wort der Verstaendigung ueber die saechsische
Separation,” Mission und Kirche, VII (February, 1872), 20.
20 '
Geschlchte der Freikirche, pp. 188-189. Also E. Bleg-
ener, "Karl Geors ‘Sfo'em"'"éoncordia Historical Insti-

tute Quarterly, XXI (January, 19%9), 15%-165.
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CHAFTER V
THE FREE CHURCH STRENGTHENS ITS BONDS WITH AMERICA
Friedrich Brunn's Contact with the liissourl Syncd

The Free Clmrches of the Rhineland, under the leadership
of Friedrich Brunn, were hard pressed €o maintain themselves.
Between 1845 and 1860, the repeated problems with the civil
and judlcial authorities focused most of Brunn's attention
on the loeal situntion. However, after frequent correspond-
ence with Divector Friedrioch August Cracmer in Fort Wayne,
Indianz, and = personzl visit by Professor C. F. V. Welther
toc Nagsau, the chords of the Germen confessional churches
were lengthened to embrace the Missouri Synod. Iutheran
confessionzlign wos conalderably strengthened on both sides
of the Atlentic by the establishment of 2 vreparatory semi-
rery In Steeden, Nassau. From this school German students
were gathered and sent te the lissouri Synod. Friedrich
Brunn's solicitation of funds and students in every German
atate brought the Missouri Synod name and doctx-'ines to the
abttention of the Furopeans. Through Brunn's publication of
the Evangelish-lutherische liission und Kirche, the history
and current opinlons of the Mlssourl Syncd became known on
the continent. Through this periodicsl ond Brunn's personal
appesl, the congregations in Dresden and Planitz recoznized
thé sound confessional atatus of the Missourl Synod and
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eventually called upon her to supply them with a faithful
Lutheran pa.::tox'.l
Brunn's cont_acﬁ with the Misgourl S:;‘nod begon in 1852 2
In thot year = former student of his uwent to America for
raasons of health, and enrolled for twe years &t the prac-
tical seminary at Fort Wayne, Indizna. This student ex-
pressed Brunn's interest in the instruction of students to
Dirgctor Crasmer. AL this time Bz'-ymn's atudent training
was on a poarochial basis, without any thought of international
gtudent supply work. Cracaeyr, howevér, immnedlately wrote
Brunn and the two lnstructors exchonged several letters of
exzplonation.? The Missourd Synod was very anxious to find
a reg:lucement. for thé curtalled supply of men and aoney
formerly coming from Wilhelm Loche. After Missourits breci
uith Ioehe in 1853 over the doctrine of the ministry, the
aynod found itself in dire need of students from Eurcpe to
aaet its ever growing demands. The fmerlean churchmen con-
tinued to look to Germany to supply thelr munpouer becausea
"there was a surplus of ministerial candldates in Germany
in 1650,"%

1_____supr_a? e "'2.

2There 1s alsoc = letter from W. Koyl to Brunn dated 1846
in the Concordis Historical Inatitute, microfilm 373.

JFriedrich Brunn, Mitteilungen aus meinem -I-eﬁen fuer
meine Kinder und Freunde cu meuﬁnem cenviigen Jmts-
Jubllacum (Zwlokaud Johannes Herrmann, M.d.), Pe 15J.

hcarl S. Meyer, "Lutheran Immigrant Churches Fece the Prob-
i@ug of the Frontler," Church History, XXIX (December, 1960),
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~ No further action was token on the question of supply-
ing students for the Misscurli Syncd until FProfessor VWalther's
visit ¢o Steecden, Nossau in 1860. The personal appeal of the
man from Missouri convinced Brunn 1% was the will of God to
establish this school in Stoeden. Although convinced of
the necessity, Brunn did not perceive the means of so large
an undertaking. Steeden was small and the cost of the ad-
venture was enorious .5

Frectical encouragement socn came in the fall of 1860.

Frofossor HWalther clrenady promised limited funds to Brunn,
but the firat contribution was tuo and one-hzlf Groschen fron
2 member of the Breslau Free Church at that synod's convention.
Fublicity for the new school throughout the Germanles was
forthcoming from ilssion Director Grsul in the Lelpziger

Misgionsblatt, also in the Filger aus Sachaen,'s end in a

Breslau Synod pericdicel, the Kirchlicheg Zeitblatt edited
by Fastor Iudwig Otto Ehlcrs.”

Brunnt's declsion %o operate & pre-seminory training
school was based on his conviction that the Lutheran church
must be clear on the dectrine of the church and the minis-
toy .8 Brunn's oun confiict with the Breslau Synocd over this

SBrunn, Mitteilungen, p. 155.

Om14., p. 156.

Tiehre und Nehre, ViI (Jenuary, 1861), 31.
Bl&s‘_m:;nnﬂh XViiI (October 16, 1861), 39. Also

Kerl Eiltmeier, "Tne Lutheran Proseminary in Steeden,” Con-
cordis Historicel Institute Cuarbterly, XXiX (Winter, 1957),
Py oy R S
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very question was just beginning to emerge. The Missouri
Synod was thoroughly confessional on the issues which con-
fronted Lutheranism on both sides of the Atlantic. The
pre=-seminary was in Brunn's opinion, a German contribution
to the conservative effort made by the Missouri Synod .9

Brunn believed it was the duty of the German Lutherans
to support their fellow kingdom woricers in North America.
Many Germans had emigrated to America and 1t was the duty of
those s8till in the established fatherland to supply this new
synod with adequate spiritual care. This was no mission to
foreigners but to flesh and blood. America offered great
and challenging opportunities to build the kingdom of God.
Every confessional German Lutheran could meet his obligation
to reap the harvest by supporting the Steeden school.lo

Lutherans in Germany and America heard the earnest plea
and responded generously. An initial sum of 400 Thaler was
2l Professor Walther

sent over 300 Thalerl? and contributions from individuals and

needed to prepare facllities at Steeden.

congregations throughout America continued pouring :I.n.:l‘3

grriedrioh Brunn, "Its es unsere Pflicht, die luther-

ische Kirche Nordamerikas bauen zu helfen?" Der Lutheraner,
Xviz (July 9, 1862), 187-188. '

101334,
11l1pig., XVIII (March 5, 1862), 119,
12.11d., XVII (December 11, 1861), 68-69.

131b1d., XIX (September 3, 1862), 6.

B i
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Before Easter, 1862, 400 Thaler were collected in Germany,l*
Brunn collected funds and carried the influence of the
Missourl Synod everywhere in Germany by his annual summer
"gollection trips." He was received with open hearts and
hands in Hannover, Hermansburg, Lauenberg, Hamberg, Berlin,
Leipzig and many other citles and villages. His arrival
was the announcement of a mission festival. Many people
were grateful and pleased with the news he brought of the
Missouri Synod's concern for pure doctrine. Pastor Ludwig
Otto Ehlers found himself in unity with the Missouri Syncd
through Brunn's teatimony.l5

'I'hé interests of Che Steeden school and the lMissouri
Synod were furthered by a monthly periodical, Die evangelishe
lutherische Mission und Kirche.l® Since the Missouri Synod
was not well known in Germeny, several lissues vere devoted
to 1ts hiastory and & description of German emigrant con-
ditions in America.l?

14rpsa., XVIIT (June 11, 1862), 175.
151p1d., XVIT (Merch 5, 1862), 120.

lsnlthough 1% may not be historically traceable to this
periodical, it is certain that Landgraff, Kammerherr Otto von
Bismarck, knew and approved of Brunn's work through the pro-
seminary. A letter dated June 1%, 1867, in Bismarck's own
handuriting, commends Brunn for sending missionaries to i
America. Bismarck, further, wishes Brunn the blessing of "the
Priune God to whom we both pray." Mcrofilm 373, ac,
Concordia Historical Institute.

17"Gottea Werk unter den Missouriern,” Evangelisch-
lutherische Mission und Kirche, Friedrich Brunn, editor, I
amlal'.'y, 9 L)
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In 1871, 700 coples per year were heing published.to

The Stecden inatlitution was not only an ordentation
point for nrospective ministexrs ond teachers, but it also
provided prelininary ingtruction and acted as & screching
place.lg Host of the students vwere sent to the Practical
seninary in 8%, Louls, o few went %o the teachera colleze
In Addison, Illinois, ond sfter 1870 nlso to the Gymasium
in Fort Weyne, Indisns.20 Por all students, exeent the
1%k-19 year olds, Steeden offered 2 one yeaxr course. The
curriculum included Blble and world histery, seograshy,
Latin and an intwoduction to the Symbolical Bools.2*

The students came not only from the Free Lutheran
churches, but from the landeskirchen, Union churches, and
even the FPietist Herrsnhut concregations .22 Geogrophically,
the Hennover ond Ielpzis areass were the grostest sunpliers
of atudents,®” but some came from as Loy away as Amsterdem and
Bessareble, Russia .24 Most of them were also very mocx.

™o perermicl concerns weve: (1) will there be enough

money? (2) wiil there be sufficient number of students?

181bidé’ VI (Febmry, 1871)! 320

*91p1d., IIT (April, 1868), 49,
20prunn, Mitteilungen, pp. 157-158.
21__%@_., p. 159.

221p14., . 158,

2311 ssion und Kirche s I (Maxch, 1860), 39.
2lipy1a,, v (June, 1870), 82.
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The formaexr question was aluays more demanding than the latter.
Tho saturation point of student ncocomnwodations in Stecden

vas reached in 1863, Thut year there wers ton students. The
Brunn parvsonage was rencvated ot o cost of 1485 Thaler in
1865-66, which now provided accommodations for 24-50 students.
The complete cost uas covered by the Missourl Synod.as The
alternate plan of mindependent bullding would have cost e
fow thousend Thanlen.20 Betueen 18635 and 1878, the Missouri
Synod's average contributlon uas almost $1,000 ner yeor to the
Steeden inatitutlion.2T The average snmizl income from both
German znd Americnn sources between 1864 and 1873, was 2,400
Thalar, The hich Income years were 1855 ond 1865 #with almost
5,000 Thaler income 28 mo finsnelan geourity of the school
was jeopardiuzed throughout the 186G0'as by the Frussisn wars

nd The Civil Wor in the United States. The devaluntion of
American monzy after the Civil war wuwede the zmount of finan-
clal zssistones very wncertain. The dollar lost almost one-
third of its volue in the exchange .29

251p1d., I {March, 1856), 38-39.

26gyanzelish-lutherische Mission, Friedrich Brunn
gditor, I%ﬁ (No. &), pp. 5= 5 g

27corl S. Meyer, "The Beginnings of Secandmry Sﬂkcatian
Among the Misscuri Intherens in Perry County, 1839-43

Unpablished Bh. D. dissertation, University of chicv.so, 1954,
p. 438, located in the Concordia Historical Institute.

28pyunn, Mission und Kirche, passim.
297pid., I (September, 1866), 131.
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The periodic Prussilon wars also made the mainftenance of
the school uncertain., During his “collection trip" of 1866,
Brunn was caught in the Prussian Invasion of Iueneburg on
July 15. However, with the lkind assistence of o Prussion
officer, Brunn made his woy to Hamnover and from .there south
via Cologne to his home .20 In the summer of 1870, all sail-
ing from the Germen coasts was stopped. The twenty-two
students headed for ~America were deloyed four months in
Bremerhaven. Half of them left by sailship in July,”: but
the remainder vere delayed until November 19.92

The sccond perennizal concern was mustering enough students
t0 oupply the urgent needs of Ameyica. FProfessor Walther
wrote in 1866 that he needed thirty students for the next
Gorm, but he could supply only half that number. He counted
on Brunn to £111 the :;,;«'s:p._33 Military service also depleted
the ranks of those young men willing to atiend the Steeden
institution,?* In spite of these herdships, the most pros-
perous yeers in men ond money were the war years. Botueen
1861 and 1864, over forty students were sent to rmerien 30

3°D_gg Tuthersner, IVIT (August 15, 1866), 185.
Fygsion und Kirche, v (July, 1870), 97.
32_1_!:_4._9_., Vi (January, 1871), 3.

Z71pad., T (July, 1866), 104.

Stmpid., VI (July-fugust, 1871), 114,

IB1pad., IIT (Jenunry, 1868), 3.

3617er Iathevaner, XXI (October 15, 1864), 30.
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When the Steeden school closed in 1878; well over 200 young
people had been sent to America .27
Prom the beginning of the school in 1861, Brunn had ot

least one agsistant in his pastoral end teeching ministry.
Moat of the ccurse instruction was carried on by Brunn.
Fastor Julius Hein labored during the origina.s gwound woric
for severzl months. Brunn maintained the institution single-

anded until one of his students, Gustov Hleronymus, returmned
in 1867 after treining in St. Louls.’S :fter Hieronymus'
decth, Henry C. Vynelken (1884-1898) sssisted Brunn. tyncken
was later professor in Springfleld, I1linois.>? Walther sent
Wyncken, hoping thet a theologién would be a crowning addition
to the faculty in Steeden.’® However, he steyed only o short
time and returned to ‘werica. Candidate Karl Elkmeier was
2lao sent by Walther ian the wmid 1870's 4o relieve Brmunn in
his failling health. The Misscurl Synod bore his couplcte

By

suzport. Luter Pastor C. von Brandté ceme from Amerilca to

assist ot the school.h?

STprunn, Hitteilungen, pp. 166-167.

38_1.'32-.@.-, p. 165.

1.

407, [GawiE] Fucrbringer, editor, Briefe von C. F. W.
e e g e e S oo
EII;E.:% ;

¥lission und Xirche, VIT (September, 1872), 135.

42ppunn, Mitteilungen, ». 165.
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Another invaluable service was performed by Pastor
Hans Heinrich J. P. Ruperti (1833-1899) who arranged all of
the passage for Brunn's students going to Azuel:':l.ca..l*3 He was
pastor of the Emigration House in Bremerhaven from 1856-72;
and later pastor of St. Matthew'!s in New York.m" In America,
Ruperti joined the New York s;mod.45 On the other side of
the Atlantic, Pastor Stephanus Keyl of the Emigration Mission
in New York saw to the welfare of Brﬁnn's studenta.us

Mutual encoursgement in a common work was available in
the person of Theodore Harms (d. 1885) in Hermansburg. He
was successor to his brother, George ILudwlg Harms, at the

famed Evangelical ILutheran Mission Society founded there
1849. Brunn visited him on a "eollection trip" in the summer |
of 1866. That year Harms had sent two students to the Missouri
Synod. He did not send them more rapidly, because he believed

in a thorough training program in Germany.w Nevertheless, r
he promised to send six to ten students the following year to
the Missouri Synod. Harms knew of no other synod in America

%mission und Kirche, VI (July-August, 1871), 114,

Ly
Iutheran Cyclopedia, edited by Erwin Lueker (St.
Louis: EoncorﬁIa‘k‘BI%EE:é House, 1954), p. 931.

45M153:|.on und Kirche, X (November, 1875), 138,

"GIbid., VII (May, 1872), 67-72. Also Theo. S. Keyl,
"Stephanus Keyl," Concordia Historical Institute Quarterly,
XXTE (huiy, iolo ) eeory s foaterical Dustitute

Tmsssion und Kirche, I (dJuly, 1866), 99.
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that stood for pure doctrine like M!.ssouri.!‘a

Most of the students from Brunn's institution becaue
faithful pastors in America. However, there were a few
exceptions, mostly due to thelr young age. They ranged
from sixteen to tuwenty-six years. In general the reports on
the caliber of students uere very fa\rorable.ug Dr, Wazlther
wrete of Brunn's inustitution:

Your institution is our shining star acrogs the ocean,

Almost all larger church bodies [in fmerica]l are con-

cerned wilith imitating what they see, namely, how ad-
vantageous such pre-seminaries are as recruiting bureaus.50

The Steeden school continued to grow until 1872, when the
nunber of students enrolling begen o decrease. The Hissouri
Synod also demanded fewer forelgn-born candidates to fill
her needs so that the Steeden institution officially closed in
1878. It wes re-opened again 1881-1886 to instruct a few
students for the Scparated Lutheran churches in Saxony.

During the most active years of the Steeden institution,
Friedrich Brunn was the chief representative of the Missouri
Synod in Germany .5l

48pex Lutheraner, XXII (August 15, 1866), 185.

l‘9E~'1‘.'Lss:um und Kirche, VII (Jenuary, 1872), 2.

5°Ibid.. V (August-September, 1870), 113. The
paginatTon 18 incorrect. This page follows page 114 of
the previous issue.

5]‘Brum, Mittellungen, pp. 166-168.
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Be Ronorts of Gorman Students in Amorica

Professor Vinlthor could write authoritotively on the
value of the Steeden Inatituti-n for the ninistry of tho
iilssourl Synod, Barc mwbers and stognant statistics did not
tell the whole story. Trua, Walther waa in a position to see
the neods of the church in termis of tobal manmower, but his
ronort to Brum of tho "shining atar on the o*her side of the
ocean® reflected a more intimote acquaintance with the studenis!
charector, Hoports from Americo led Brum to sey, "Professor
dalt ex 1s 1iko o Pather to his childron [Eho studentg].
Profossor Cracmor 1s well qualifiod for practical things,
which ho wnderstinds so well, so that within a shori tiue he
instills a willing spirit and energy El.n the stuaanteﬂ."sa

Tho students uwsually arrivod in Amorica during August for
classes in Hcptombor, after leaving Steedon during liay In thoe
wale of the anmmal mission fe=tivale The festival soivice
was concludod with Holy Compnumion, aoftor which the onbire
congrogation accompanied the boys to the Steedon border and
bade thom farowell.?3

rom Stoedeon tho young trevelers went to Breomerhaven to
aveit passage Lo Amorica, A tyvical voyage was reported by

the dozen studonts who sailed for six weoks across tho Atlantic,

5211 g81on ma Firche, T (April, 1066), S53.

531pad., I (July, 1866), 98,
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The ship's accommodations were far from first class. Hun-
dreds of passengers were pressed together and served food
spiced with coal, hair and wood. Needless to say the boys
lost their appetites and were happy to arrive in New York.
Accommodutions in New York were comfortable and the boys were
thrilled to see stores with goods from around the world. The

glitter of gus lights made New Yorik appear like the garden of
paradise.5%

The last leg of thelr Jjowrney was to Addison, Illinois,
for teacher training, or to St. Iouis, Missouri B After
homileticel training in St. Louis, the young students were
permitted €o preach their first sermons in the St. Louis ares.
The Christmas holidays were traditionally the first opportunity
to nassist 2 pastor, scmetimes forty miles sway. One of the
nost distant stations was Pagtor Kleist's parish in VWashington,
Missouri, Others were 2s near as Carondelet, Missouri. The
thrilling experilences of these neophyte semlinarians uwere

5%Evangelish-lutherishe Mission, 1864 (No. %), pp. 1-2.

55Mhe "pProctical seminary! was moved from Fb. Wayne in
1861 and operated along side the "Theoretical scminary” in
8. Louls wntii 1876, 4fter 1875 the "Practical seminary”
waes uoved to Springzfield, Illinois. In 1861 the prepara-
tory department was moved from St. Louls to Ft. liayne.
“The lack of facilities in St. Louls in 1861, and the pre-
valling fecar of sending younger students to thls border state
¢ity were the real cazuses for the transfer of the ‘college!
(preporatory department) to Ft. Wayne [ond not the favorable
Missourid military laws] ." Carl 8. Meyer, "The Bsginnings
of Secondary Education," p. 2306.
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reported to Brunn and published in his monthly periodical.
Overwhelmingly, the students were grateful and thanked and
. praised God for the blessing of p;'eaﬁh:l.ns the saving Word to
others .56

The candidates from Steeden who completed their course
of study at St. Louls were dispatched all over North America.
Candidate Johann Karrer went to Mimnesota; Julius PFriedrich
to Wisconsin; Wilhelm Arendt to Canada; August Ebendik to
New York; Karl Berner to Kansas; August Fuenkstueck to Ill-
inois and Gottlieb Traudb to Indilana. These men served small
congregations scattered over several ;niles. Many of them
preached two and three times on Sunday and taught several
days a week in the sehool.57 Rich fields opened for the
Missouri Synod among the un-churched in southeastern
Missouri, southern Illinois and northwest Michigan. By 1870
there was even work among the English speaking Americans.5®
All this underacored the extreme importance of Brunn's work
in Germany.

Pastor Johann Rupprecht, a former student of Brunn's was
sent to an unorganized congregation in Norfolk. Nebraska.
This was 650 miles from St. I.ouis. and the farthest western

56“1581% und Kirche, I (April, 1866), 49-54.

57!v_ggeliah-1utherische Mission, 1864 (No. 4), p. &.
56M1ssion und Kirche, V (November, 1870), 162.
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staticn of the Misscurl Synod in 1871.59 Most of the re-
cently ordained students were sent to amall, poor parishes.
In the Plains States there was bayely enocugh lumber to build
Q home. These difficulbties werc dedb with by Pastor A, U.
FPrese in Nebraska; Johann Ostjen in Iow-a;so Jonathan Matthias
In Konsas, and L. Osterhus in northern Tows 52

Not only did these fledglings from Germany endure cconomie

hardships, but spiritual stanina was nceded to counter-attock
the invesion of the enthusiasts and the sectarisns, Arcedia,
Indliona was plagued uwith camp weetings by the Baptists,
Hethodists, Ouskers, Unioniabts, Albrects reople, Tunkers and
Seclenachl:;_e_;_'g_g.sa Pastor August Sippel serving Che Cermans

in Minnesotn reported similar problems with the enthusiasts,
especinlly the Methodists .63

Not 211 of the Steeden students served the church in a
clergy copecity. As noted, o fow retumed to Garmany, many
becenme teachors in the Mlasourd Synod, some failed their ex-
aminations or simply left the seminary, and a few other gave
their talents to the church in other ways, & notable example

591b1d., VI (September, 1871), 148,
G0mysq., p. 150.

Clmyig., VI (July-rugust, 1871), 12b.
62mp1d., I (September, 1865), 132-135.
63_13;_(3. , VI (September, 1871), 149.
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of the lotber, was Pastor Schulz, originally of Baraen,
Germany. After a showds time in the ministry of the Misscuri
Synod, he returned to 3t. Louis and beczme one of the cavly

progenltors of the ILutheran orphanage in thaet city.eg

The value of the Steeden pre-scminary con hardly be over-
esbincted. In terms of total numbers iy was an impressive
adventurc. In 1847 the Missouri Synod had fifteen pastors
in ten congregations. In 1860 therce were 166 pastors in
over 200 congregations,®5 and by 1870, the total rose to 361
pastors.56 Over 130 of these were from Steeden. As = result
of this inatitution and the publicity given it by Friedrich
Brunn, thers grew up o class of "Missourisns” in Germeny.

The contizet of the struggling Nassau congregations with
the Missourl Synod served to broaden their evangelical vision
%0 sec the worlkc of the Gospel in a world-uide contexiti. The
independent chuwches in Germany were able to picture themselves
in the brogder penorame of confessionel Lutheranism. They no
longer worked alone for themgelves but also felt an oblilgation
to defend and foster true Lutheranism in distant lands. With
the eatablishment of the vre-seminary in Steeden, an intense
exchange of ideas and wenpower was initinted betueen the Mis-
gouri Synod and the Nassou congregaticns. The inter-play of

1decs will become even more clear in the succeeding chenters.

SM1p1d., T (July, 1866), 103.

651p1d., T (January, 1866), 5.
661p18., V (February, 1870), 23.



CHAPTER VI
THE INTER~RELATIONS OF CONSERVATIVE LUTHERANS .
Tne Formation of the Immanuel Synod

In the Nineteenth Century there was more than a simple
exchange of men and materlal means between the Free churches
of Germany and the Missouri Synod. Men and m2il carried con-
temporary religious thought both directlons across the Atlantic.
Theological issues in America were also common parlance among
the German theologians. The sincere concern to preserve pure
Luthersn doctrine led to disharmony and a splintering of the
fellouship smong the Separated Lutherons in Germany. The doc-
trine of the church and the ministry was the chief issue upon
which the Free churches shattered their unity.

The first open breslk occurred in 1860 between Franz Wil-
helm Julius Diedrich of Jabel and the Obericirchenkollegium of

the Breslau Synod. The second splinter group was lead by
Friedrich Brunn, from the Breslau Synod in 186% and again
from the Diedrich company in 1866.

Faint lines of dissent between Diedrich and the leaders
of the Breslau Synod begen to appear already in 1848. This
was the year Diedrich left the Prussian Landeskirche and
Joined the Separated Iutherans . biedrich responded to a

isupra, p. 16.
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published letter of Fastor Johann H. L. Schroeder, editor
of the Kinchenblatt fuer die Gemeinden evang.-luth. Bekennt-

An den Freussischen Staaten, in which the latter asserted
church government was essential to the nature of the church.
It was a peculiar teaching of the Breslau Synod, that because
the ministry was established by divine authority, it there-
fore belonged to the essence of the chureh. Diedrich saw in
this definition of the nature of the church & papistic strain
and he objected vehemently in a letter published in the above
naned period:le;:xl. Furthermore, Diedrich did not agree that
the Tutheran Church alone was the church of God. "How can
you think,"” he wrote, "that the Lord Christ has estazblished
only one church when now there are so many? You know very
well the one church is the only so-called invisible one,!?
Diedrich's latter concern was not seriously contended
by the Breslau Synod leaders, hut_ the former lissue became
the major point of disturbance during the next several decades.
In the summer of 1859, Julius Diedrich wrote Werth und
Mesen des Kirchenregiments, in which he strongly attacked the
Breaslau Syr;od constitution on the doctrine of the church .”
The following f£fall at the sixth convention of the Breslau

Synod, the concerns of both parties were aired. Seven pastors

2K:!.rehenb1att fuer die Gemeinden evang.-luth., Bekennt-
nisses in dem Preussischen Staaten, 111 Iﬁéﬁ'. TBW). 100-101.
3Ib1d., Xv (June 15, 1860), 142,
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clapified their opposition to the genoral body. They were:
Pastors J. Diedrich of Jabel, E, Wolf of Magdeburs, C. Raethjin,
Crome of Rade, G. A. Gumlich, Rudolf Lohmenn and Ebert of Dan-
zig." The controversy intensified during the next two years
end Pastors Max Frommel, F, Frischmuth® and Church Counciior
Iuduiz Otto Ehlers joined the Diedrich led secessionists.®

. The parochianl district of Jabel, uhich included Masde-
burz, Neu-Ruppin, Thomm, Rogasen, Alt-Kranz, lMeseratz end
Harienwerder, was torn with theological strife. By 1864,
the controversy reached such proportions, that the Breslou
Oberizirchenicollogiun forbade Communion fellowship with the

dissenting party. In a counter move, Julius Diedrich, %o~
gether uith twenty-onc pastors, superintendents and church
counselors (almoat half of the Breslou Synod teashing staff)
formed the Immenuel Synod on July 21, 1864.7 fThe Frussisn
state concessions dld not apply to the Dnmenual Synod until
18?&.8

Y1b14., ¥VT (Jenuery 15, 1861), 18-22.

Spriedrich Brunn !ﬂtteiluﬁnge_g aus meinem Leben fuer
meine Kinder und Freunde 2u melneun gehricen Jmto-
JubITaeum (Zwickau: Johannes Herrman, n.d.), D. L00.

Osrchenblatt, XVII (April 1-15, 1862), 72.

7Fr:|.edr1oh Uhlhorn, Geschichte der deutsch-luther-
ischen Kirche (Leipzig: DoertTling and Franke verias,

19117 TI, 306307,

8Georgc Froboess, "Lutherons, Separate,” Schaff-

Herzoz Encyelopedia of Relirious Knowledge, edited Dy
Semiet Hamatoy Tt {Orond Hagids, JHchissn: Bacer Bock
House, 1950), 53. Also supra, D. 14,
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B, Friedrich Brunn Breaks with the Breslau Synod

Friedrich Brunn and the Rhineland pastors were sympa-
thizers of J, Diedrich during the initial discussions with
the Breslau Synod. Brunn had misgivings over Diedrich's
proper understanding of the doctrine of the ministry, al-
ready at this time, but he was grateful for Diedrich's
courageous expose” of the Breslau Synod's doctrinal error.’
Doctrinal differences grew acute and in 1866 the fellowship
between the Immanuel Synod and Brunn was broken .10

Several pastors of the Rhineland area, many of whom later
became associated with the Immanuel Synod, formed the Rhine
Pastoral Conference in 1854. Their purpose was to promote
the common interests of the Separated Imtherans and to mutually
strengthen their own do'ctrinal convictions. The first meeting
vas Initiated by Crome, Ebert of Cologne and Johannes Fronmueller
and held in Cologne, September 12-13. Friedrich Brunn and
W. Semm were unable to attend, consequently, in addition to the
above, only Karl Eichhorn of Baden and Julius Hein, plus two
un-named guestSwere present. W. Crome was the essaylst and
presented a paper on the doctrine of the church and church

discipline .11

9Brunn, Mittellungen, p. 170.
10mera., p. 71,

< ]'J"Hé G(z!-ome, "Thesen uelgelzgi Mﬁhggz%ghtxm%ﬁa;r%aegggﬁden und
egruendenden Anmerkungen rchenbla

112-11%. Crome's theses are printed in Successive issues on
‘pages 134ff., 160ff, and 220£F.
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The conference ust annually end the pecond neeting on
dJune 13-1%, 1855, was also held in Cologne. In addition to
those who attended the f4rst weeting, were Pastors Biunn end
Laduig of Froiburg, The conference had an ambitious agenda
ulth discussion on the dootrine of the Gospel, the proper
stance in prayer ond supnlication, the doctrine of Boptism,
ond the doctrine of the church as it relotes to Baptilsm.

Most of the discussion centered on the last item which ine
cluded on addendun on the visible and invislble church, re-
printed from Dr. Ludwig Adolf Petri's Zeitblatt .

The initial meotings of the Rhine Pastorzl Conference
indicated a comson ignorance of pure Lutheran doctrine. Some
of Uhe members cargeied Fletistic ideas, while others enter-
tuined Romonizing errvors. Unclear thinking by many beclouded
the doctrine of the church. One year latsy, Friedrich Brunn
retrzeted his position on this doctrine and urged his fellow
pastors to veconsider thelr stand. Brunn had used the anal-
Oy of a trec to describe the visible side of the church.
“The visible Church is truely the body of Christ, and like =
tree, pert is green and fresh frult is found on it. Another
part is dry and dead, bub nevertheless, are still on the tree a3

12914., XTI (Hey 15, 1856), 123-128.

BBmm "Eine Friclaerungz in Betreff der Lshre ven der
Kivche," ibid., %I (Septomber 1, 185G), 209.
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Although this desoription was scceptable to the conference, it

indicated to Brunn that more study needed to be done on the
doctrine of the church.:’

Brunn was alreody in the process of clarifying his
Position on Lutheran doctrine. From the beglming of his
ministry in Runicel and Steeden, Brunn urestled with the
Biblical ond Lutheran teachings on the means of Grace, the
Sacraments and the doctrine of the church ond the ministry.iD
In his desperation he turned to his university friends Carl
P, Cospari® and Kerl Graul.? after 1853, Bruan also re-
celved re-enforement on confessional Imtheran doctrine from
Dircctor August Cracmer and the Fort Wayne, Indlana pastoral
conference. Among the several lebters exchanged concerning
the estoblishment of o pre-seminary in Stoedeﬂ, were opinions
dealing with modern theologicel problems. Jccording to Brumn,
“These letters opened the door for a rroper understanding of
the Seriptures g

The Nineteenth Century in CGermeny was a difficult time
for Brumn and his Rhineland compatrlots to gain a clear and

Uiprunn, mittellungen, p. 124.
15_5_5&.'3, . 24,
Y0prumn, Mitteilungen, p. 121,
3'7_1_3)_:’1._4, vy Do B4,
18.1.9.5'_‘!-: P. 133,
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proper understanding of classical Lutheran teaching. The
0ld Imtheran dectrine was virtually unknoun in Germany.
Little space ues given to orthodox Lutheranism on & national
basis. /n exception to this denlorable situation was
Rudelbach's, Reformation, Iathertum und 2n_1_gp_.19

For his instruction, Brunn tumed to the writings of
Luther, Chemmitz and Johann Gerhard. C. F. W. Walther's,
Die Stimue unserer Kirche in der Frage von Kirche und Amt20
Was also o profound encouragement to him, At the Rhine
Fastoral Confepence held in Durlach, Buden, 1858, Brunn ucs

certoin he understood the Lutheran doctrine on the church and

the |.|:?.nisi:ry.21 For the conference he wurote a tract on that
subject and won the approval of Pastor Crome. However, when
Wilhelin Ioehe heard of it, he wrote the conference: “Fastor
Brunn builds his falth on a Lutheran dectrine of men; and
thot kind of Lutheranism will collapse in the send.” This
Judpgment of a respected Lutheran banner carrier dedlt a death
blow to Brunn's view and the harmony within the pastoral

conference. Brunin urote to Loehe, but received n6 ansuer and

the correspondence was teminated.22

19 :
Ibid., p. 49. Andreas Gottlob Rudelbach, Reforuat-
ion, Iithertum und Union (Lelpzig: Berhard Tauchnitz, 1939.)

20a, P, W. Walther, Die Stimme unscrer Kirche in
Froge von Kirehe und Aut TErlangen: A, Delchert, 1052

2lprunn, Mitteilungen, pp. 125-127.
2271,13., pp. 134=135.
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From hiz Luther studies and correspondence with the
Miogouri Synod, Brunn recognized the Breslau Synod's un-
orthodox Lutheran stand on the doctrine of the church and the
nlnistry. In o meeting of eight to ten pastors, nrior to the
digasterous 1860 conventlon of the Breslau Synod; Brunn thought
that he alone understood the office of the keys.2®? In the
full scasion of that conventicn J. Diedrich and others formally
proteasted the Breslou doctrine of the church, Brmunn was syn-

pathetic o Diedrich's cause but limited his remaris to pri-
20

S S M S s CaA——— &

vate conversations.=” However, during the next four years the |
Brealou errors became more evident to him and he formally scv- |
ered relotions with that synod on February 23, 1865.99
Fressurc was put on Brunn fromn different quarters to return
to the synod. & Breslau publication, Kirchenbote, edited by ‘
L. Feldner, demanded that Brunn return or lay doun his office "
as the only honorable thing to do.as ‘nother perdodical, the
Breslaver Kirchenblutl, charged that Brunn had separated from
"the body of the Luthersn Church."2!

The doctrinal position of the Breslau Syncd was re-
affirmed by a twenty-man commission which met prior to that

synod's convention in 1864, Their preparcd statement was

231p14., p. 126.

Eumanp pn 14?!

251p1d., p. 151.
26

(s ilish-lutherische Mission und Kirche, Friedrich
Brunn, egg%or, T (Morch, 1000), J0.

2Tprunn, Mitteilungen, p. 139.
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aecepted by the convention.
lie believe ., . . that the church primarily is an
invisible kingdom of believers. But we further be-
lieve that it is not solely this, but first of zll
i5 2 vigible institution in which thce Gospel is
preached and the Sacrawents administersd. . . .
[Foith] however, is the prineiple thing. Bub thi
prinedple thing, nemely f=2ith, must be planted in
the heerts of men by outward preaching. For faith
comes by preaching and notv otheruwise. When, there-
fore, Dr, Huschice says, the Church is first of z2ii
{not . . . chiefly) institubion, he means nothing
clse than yhat thgasmalcald Art. (3rd section, under
Confesslon) says.

The Breslau doctrine of the church, nowmely that the
body of Christ was visible with 2 divinely esteblished min-
istry and govermment, prompted the Rhinclanders seperation
from the pavent synod.2? Ernot Wilhelm Hengstenberg (1802-
1869), noted conservative theologien at the University of
Berlin, substentinted o charge frequently made by Brunn
against the Breslau Synod's constitution. Huschke's "church
idens, concerning 'syncdical decision' (Synodalbeschluess),
is derived from his Juridicel foundation. In this matbter
he has something of the obatinacy of the Romans . "7°

Fastors Brunn, Julius Hein, lMax Frommel of Baden, and
¥. Prischmuth of Sazrbruecken formed o closc association in
1865. Pastors Rudolf Lohmann and Ebert, who earlier separated

284 nchenblatt, XIX (fugust 15, 186%), 186.
2%punn, Mitteilungen, p. 143.

30 ¥ 5 \
Ivannselische Kirchen-Zel 2, E. W. Hengstenbersg,
editor, LXIl (Jdenuary 19, 10861), o; E
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from Breslau with Dicdrich, returned to the Lendeskirche be-
cause the independent churches were becoming too narmw.m

The doctrinal controversies in Germany were reinforced
by opinions from American Lutheran churchmen. Pastor
Hockstetter of the Buffalo Synod visited the Mecklenburg
area and heightened animosity toward Brunn.32 The Migsouri
Syned alse expressed her feelings to Breslau and maintained
that the Uebertragunpgelehre was elearly taught in the Confes-
sions., The Breslau Syncd replied that the Soriptures ucre
the highest suthority and this doctrine was not clearly
cnuneiated there.33 In 1855 the Misgsouri Syncd urote an
open letter to the Leipszig-Fucrth pastoral conference of the
Breslou Synod. Tals was in resvonse to a Bresleu charge thot
Missouprl did not properly understand the doctrine of the
ninistry. The [isgourl Synod ansuer stated:

The office of the ministry 15 a speclal divine

institution in the congregation (Qemeine); an

office vhich no wmember of the church, virtue

of his being a Christian has, but rather uvhich the

Lord of the church (even though through the media-

tion of men) clothes uhomever He wishes., WWillingly,

we give the right of election to the congregation,

but when a congregation choosaes a sheperd, she does

not in any wey hend over (uecbertraegt) its right to

the one chosen; rather he receives an office which
rests uwnon 2 speeial divine institution. Thia office

313rum, Mitteilungen, p. 151.
52pap Lutheraner, XX (June 1, 186%), 150.
Sgivchenblatt, X (April 1, 1855), 82-83.
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he receives at the congregation which has chosen him.
At the same time he is clothed with this office, in
Christ's stead by those who already are in it, In
short, the office of the ministry is a specilal office,
& special zetivity in the congregation to which not
every member in the congregation ﬁs called by virtue
of the fact that he is & wmember.>

In no sense is the minister closer to Christ then
any other Christian because of the office he bears.?>

Fuel wns slso added to the doctrinal controversy with
Breslau by Dr. C. Carl Muenkel who supported Brunn € and the
Misslouri Synod against Breslau. He charged the Breslau
Oberkirchenitolleglum was divisive with their doctrine of
church government,>7

C. Fricdrich Brunn Sepoarates from the Immanuel Synod

Relations between the members of the Immanuel Syncd and
the Nassau Pastors Brunn and Hein were amizble during the
early years cf controversy with the Bresiau Synod. Brunn
supported Diedrich in his opposltion of the Breslau Syncd's
false doctrines on the church and the ministry. Both opposed
the teaching that the visible church was the body: of Christ;
and that the government of the church was essential to its

very naturc.

S41b1d., X (February 1, 1855), 34.

3?;9;9., P. 35.

Bﬁggg Iuthersner, XX (November 15, 1863), 47.
37Rirchenblatt, XXI (Merch 15, 1866), 67-68.
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As the controversy continued, 1t became increasingly clear
%o Brunn that the Immanuel Synod also "enterta:lned a false
doctrine of the ministry. They denied the Uebertragungs-
dehre and placed the pastor in a positlon superior to that
which the Seripture a2llowed. Another area of contention was
over the doetrine of the inspiration of Scripture. HNeverthe-
less, the chief point of issue was the Uebertragungsiehre .38

The differences between the Immenuel Synod and the Nassau

pegtors reached a climax at the foruer's synodical convention

in Megdeburg, 1866. Brunn was extremely disturbed by the failure

of the Immesnuel Syncd pastors to take a solid Symbolical stand
on the doctrine of the ministry. 2As a witness to his dis-
Pleasure he did not receive Holy Communion =%t the convention,39
The relations were further strained when Frofessor
Gottfried Fritschel of the Iowa Synod was heartily welcomed by
the Immanuel Synod during his visit to Germany in 1870. At
that time the Iowa Synod was in disagrecment with the Missouri
Synod over the identical auestion which separated Immanuel
from Brunn--the church and the ministry. The brotherly affin-
ity witnessed between Fritschel and members of the Immanuel
Synod caused Brunn to make the £inal decislon and permanently

suspend fellowshlp with Immanuel."o
Meanwhile, Frofessor lalther had kept Brunn informed

38Brunn, Mitteilungen, p. 174.
91pig., p. 172.
%01p1d., p. 173.
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of developments between the Missourl Syncd and the Iowa Synod.*l
Wialther nttacked Diedrich for over-emphasizing the role of the
pastor in the church. Diedrich had sald, "Das eilgentlich
kirchliche Handeln ist 2lles belm Pastor."'® Diedrich 2lso
countered with false charges against the Missouri szym:c.l.l’3

After Professcr Frischel's visit to Hawmburg in 1870, the
Immanuel Synod entered the Missouri-Ioua coatroversy on the
side of the Iowa Synod.**

Within Germany itself the basic poslticn of the Immanusl
Synod vas represented by Pastor W, Crome. The defender of
the Mlssouri Synod was Friedrich Brunn. The personal relations
between Brunn and Crome always operated in a context cf brotherly
love and Christian concern. Nevertheless, they were consclence-
bound to witness to the truth of God's Word as each saw it.

Crome contended that the pastor posseased the nower of
the keys direetly from Christ, through his Baptism, without
the mediation of the congregatiocn. He believed every Christian
hes the power of the keys, which is given to the whole church
through Baptism. Thus the pastor as a Christian by virtue of
his Baptism also has the power of the keys and 1t 1s not neces-
gary that he first receive this power from cther Christians.

"L gsion und Kirche, IIT (Pebruary, 1868), 18-19.
%21 onre und Wehre, XI (April &, 1865), 127.
l*3’3:1::1::., X (May 5, 1863), 152.

lg"*x%l:l.sgi.cm und Kirche, V (December, 1870), 181.
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He possesses this power not as pastor but as a Christian
himselrf.

fecording to this theory, the congregation must be cer-
tain their pastor is a Cheistian and no hypoorite. If he were
uasquerading as a Christian pestor, and not truly a member of
Christ's body, then he could not validly dispense the pouer
of the keys to the congregation. Consequently, every congre-
gation could never be certain they were receiving the for-
gilveness of sins from the pastoﬁ as from Christ Himaelr.us

Farthermore, Pastor Crome asserted, the office of the
ninistry was independent of the congregation. The office of
the ninistry was also not carried over from the church to the
pastor, because cne can not give what he does not possess.

Consequently, since each Christian does not have

bt bl fpi Ul e s
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Brunn »esponded by clarifying what is meant by the npublie
office of the ministry. &n individuzl is selected by the
congregation to concern himself with thelr spiritual welfare
on a full time basis. ﬁhe right of selection has nothing to
do with each member's possession of & public call into the

ministry .7 "Pastor Crome rightly said . . . that the Church

451p14., VI (4pril, 1871), 67.
461p14., p. 70.
n?Ibid sy DD 71"72’0
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possesses the power of the keys and that the office of the
ministry is established by God." However, this statement
was not enough to satisfy Brunn, For more clarity, Brunn
added: "The clerical office holders, in the exercise of the
power of the keys, are only servants and organs . . . so that
properly spesking, they execute their work through the czl'n.u.'czh.“l‘8

Crome's stand on the publlic office of the ministry in
1871, was a departure from the position which he and Brunn
held Jointly a few years earlier.h'g

Brunn had many personal friends in the Immanuel Synecd
besides Pastor Crome, and he genuinely desired a re-union of
full fellowship between them. Any hope of re-union, however,
was complicated by a series of charges and counter-charges by
both parties that they were being misrepresented by the other .5°

The argumentation of Pastor Crome was continued by Pastor
Zoeller who maintained. the congregation does not have the
power of the keys "by virtue of its faith,"” but the power of
the keys is the Word itself.

Zoeller erre.d by separating the Word from faith. "It
is a fundamental statement of Iatheran doctrine that only
the Church, that is the congregation of believers, has the

power of the keys and no one else." Therefore, the church

%81y14., p. 7.

¥91m14., p. T3
501p1d4., VI (November-December, 1871), 191-192.
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has its power and rights only by virtue of its £aith.3t

As the controversy conbinued into 1871, Pastor Crome
agreed that the right of calling 2 pastor lay with the
congregation. Every Christian also had 2 right to witness
to Christ. But at the same time, Christ had esteblished
the special office of the ministry to which every Christian
has not been called.

There was no objection to these sentiments by Bruan.
He agreed completely with Crome's statements but he obdected
that they 4did not define the matter brecisely enouzh. Every
Romznizing Lutheran Church, particularly the Breslau Synod,
would agree with these stetements also. The Roman Catholl
Church itself could underacore them, Thereforae, any state-
ment that can be sgreed upon by such widely divergent commun-
lons has not been sufficiently defined .2

By the end of 1874, the convictlons of both parties had
not altered, and re-union of the Rhinelanders uith the
Tmmanuel Synod was even more remote than before.5”? On the
other hand, efforts for re-union were undervay to include en
even uwider fellouship than the Immanuel Synod and the Ehine-
londers. Julius Diedrich now emerzed ss o prowoter of unlon
negotiations. He, together with Consistory Counselor August
¥. K. Kuehn of Schwarzburg-Sondershoufen, called a conference

5l1bid., pp. 19%-195.
521p1d., VI (Apral, 1871), 7.
SBIbid., X (November, 1874), 169-175.
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et Elsenach, on October 28, 1874. A public invitation
appeared in several Lutheran periodicals, and the conference
was attended by over thirty people, including Theodore Harms
of Hermansburg.su

The Rhinelanders, led by Friedrich Brunn, did not attend
the Eisenach Conference. Shortly before the conference
Diedrich charged them with condemning the entire world to hell,
by maintaining narrow Communion fellowship. Diedrich's immed-
late reference was to their refusal to '-celebrate the Iord's
Supper with the Immanuel Synod. Pastors Friedrich Brunn, Karl
Eikmeier, Julius Hein and Friedrich Ruhland understood their
action to be a witness that they were not compromising with
the publicly taught false doctrine appearing in the Immanuel
Synod's resolutions and their official periodicals., Refusing
Joint altar fellowship did not indicate every individual mem-
ber of the erring synod was damned to hell.35

Differences between the Immanuel Synod and the Rhine-
landers were never fully resolved on a synodical wide basis.
Even within the midst of civil and state-church oppression,
confessionally minded Iutherans would not tolerate the slightest
departure from historic ILutheranism even in their own

minority.

54_1_!)3._@_., IX (December, 187%), 177.

49 655"Ueber Abendmehlsgemeinschaft,"” ibid., IX (April, 187%),
-5 . ———




CHAFTER VII
BRUNN EVALUATES ISSUES CONFRONTING THE PREE CHURCH

Tae persistant dootrinal issue facing Lutherans in
Wineteenth Century Geymany, was the aquestion of church union.
The brozd plon of union, between the Reformed and Lutheran
traditions was begun in this century by Fredrick Willizm IIT
and perpetuctaed to a lesser degree by Fredrich Williom IV,
After the rights of independent Lutherans were established,
tha next problem was uniting tﬁese geparate Latheran orgone
isms. There were independent Lutheran groups in Frussilz,
Nasasau, Honnover, Hesse, Bavariaz and Baden which did not
maintain fellouship uwith one another.

Whet were the issues which kept these claimanta to
Lutheraniosn apart? The foremost doctrine under consildera=-
tion uns the interpretation of the church and the ministry.
The polor pesitions were Romenism and Enthusiasm. The
cuestion ig a simple one to define: that 1s the inherent
authority of the clerzy in relation to the right of the
congregation? This was, houever, not the only doctrine
which separated Luthersnism. There was nlso the dootrine of
inspiration and the power of civil suthority which complicated
a2ll merger negotintions. WNevertheless, the spotlight uas
focused on the doctrine of the church and the ministry.

Beeause Priedrich Brunn lived through the greater part

——————————
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of the Ninetecenth Century (1819-1895).1 he was in e position "
to evaluate the perlod. His evaluation wes according to
these three catagories: (1) the Fletistic, (2) the Romanistic,
{3) the Modernistic.

He belicved the Lutheron Pietistic emphasis on inner
feeling and life led to extreme latitude in doctrine. Fietists
stressed the individual's awakening, his conversion snd the
comorate prayer life of the Christian community. The inor-
dinate stress of these factors in the Christisn life resulted
in cocperation with the Reformed that was not based upon
sound doctrine. “When FPietism rules, Lutheranism is under-
mined."@

From the beginning of his ministry in Runitel and Steeden,
Brunn was confronted with the in-roads of Pietism. He singles
cut no individual Piletiat for attack, but believed that the
movement 3%ill lingers on in wmany areas. Hls oun congregation
cmbraced a Pietistic element. Fletlam was especilally dangercus
because its adherents uwere not auware they were departing from

lpriedrich iugust Brunn, Jr. was born Feoruery 15, 1819,
died Merch 27, 1895, and was buried larch 31, 1895. See Dic
Evangelish-lutherische Frelkirche, XX (April 21, 1895), 75.
The %ﬁ'ﬁﬁeran Cyclopedic, sruin Lucker, editor, (St. Louis:
Concordis Eﬁ‘bi%mmuae, 1954), p. 144, an@ John Theodore
Mueller, "Translating Dr. Walther's !Fastorale' into English,’
Concordiz Historical Institute Cuerterly, XXII (January, 1955),
106, give Brunn's death as 180%4.

e“me falschen Geistesrichtungen auf dem Geblet der 4
lutherische Kirehe Deutschland,"” Evangelish-lutherische
Mission und Kirche, V (Mugust, 16?5;, %2&131.
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genuine Tmtheran doo‘b:vine.3

Secondly, Brunn asserted the Romanizing Lutherans empha-

sized the exbternal, visible church authority, contrary to
article eight of the Augsburg Confession and article four

of the Apology, which state that all authority i1s centered
in the congregation of truec bellevers. Romanizing Iutherans
also maintained the body of Christ equals the visible church.

Furthermore, they asserted that church government was divinely

Instituted cccording to an episcopal conatitution. This
position then led to placing the power of the keys directly
in the hands of the clergy.

iany of the Romanizing Lutherons also placed liturgy
and church art in a highly favored position. According to
Brunn's evaluation the older Lutheran fathera never did this
to the extent that Nineteenth Century Iutherans did. The
service (Gottesdienst) for them wes simply pure doctrine and
the presching of the Gospel. Brunn insisted that in the
Nineteenth Century some Lutherans praised liturgy and church

art a2s the chief meoans to win the unchurched for Christianity.

Furthermore, men like ¥Wilhelm Loehe greatly admired the Roman
Church for its pre-eminence in the field of church art and

liturgy.
Furthermore, according to Brunn, Romanizing Lutherans

JPriedrich Brunn, Mitteilungen sus meinem Leben fuer
lMeine Kinder und Freunde zu Geinem 50 Jaehrigen Autsjublloeum
Zwlclkau: Johannes Herrucnn, N.d.), PD. 3§:¢§

e
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undermined the cuthowilty of Scripture by continually insisting
on "open questions” in every doctrinal discussion. They con-
stantly exclaiwed that "the church has not decided on this"
or "the church has had no teaching consensus on this matter.”
However, this kind of principle malkkes the church decide what
is corrvect Biblical teaching.’*

Brunn specifically mentioned Loehe as one who over-em-
phasized the liturzy in the Lutheran service. Ioehe is well
knoun for his work on the service agenda and his interest in
promoting the liturglcal service. Brunn belleved Loche gave
oo much credit to the liturgy and church art as a medium to
attraoct the un~churched. The beat method of communlcating
the Gospel cannot be settled at this place. Nevertheleas,
Brumn is eantitled to his evaluztion of Loche's work no mst-
tor how severe. Brumn did not impugne Loehe's motives, but
his namner of commuwnlcating the Goapel. :

The other Lutherans that Brunn included in hils second
catagory ave those whe over-emphasized the role of the
visible church and the power of the clerical office. He
was referrirg to the Breslau Synod,S the Immanuel S:,rnc:ﬁ6

and the Vilmariasns in Hesse A

hission und Kirche, V (August, 1870), 131-140.

5Sunra, pp. 68-69

G_S_I_IE_!.'_E.- PP. T2-T5

TInfro, vp. 84-85
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The third group evaluated by Brunn were the Modernist
Lutherans. These teachers allowed sclence and reason to
influence them. Everything must be "sclentific" and demon-
strable. The Modernists did not believe in the full inspi-
ration of Seripture. Second Timothy 3:16 did not square with
"selientific" measures for truth. They said the Bible contained
the Word of God and reason must decide what that Word is.
Serious problems confronted them over the two natures of Christ.
The old Lutheran fathers were content to leave the kenosis a
mystery. Finally, the Modernist Lutherans moved off center
the doctrine of justification by gilving too much place to the
free will of man.8

These doctrinal sberrations were able to raise their heads
among Lutherans because they were more concerned with ﬁe S0~
called practical ministry, than solid study in the Word of
God and the Lutheran Confessions, In 1872, Friedrich Brunn
commented that most of the Christian periodicals were filled

not with questions of doctrine, but almost excluslvely

with the present conditions of life, reports of his-

torical events, institutions and the work . . . Pf the

church| in purely practicel matters. Cuestions of this

varicty are the dominant themes of all pastoral confer-
ences and other Christian assemblies in Germany.

Out of this lack of consideration for the pure doc-
trine of the Word of God quite naturally follows also
little desire and effo e o o tore gnd study
writings dealing with [the Word of God].

Bhusaion und Kirche, V (October, 1870), 151-159.

91bid,, VII (September, 1872), 125-127.
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i exauple of this indifference to doctrinal atudy was
Wilheln Loche who dovoted himself to the service of the
Germons, bub mainly in the practical office of woncs and

R e =g ] TN e | e

charity. He left s genuine Lutheran position ond is cone
Sequently remembered chiefly for his scts of mercy to the
destitute. :

In conelusion, Brunn bellieved ccncontration on the
extarnal functions of the church resulted in weak confes-
slonal Zutheranism throughout Germany.

Most of the Landeskirchen Lutherans are either moved

by Romanizing ideas of our time, which so over-value

the externel ingtitutiona, that the purity and unity
of doctrine is entirely forgotten; or they follow

more or less the learned wniveraiby theologians g

thelr poedecessors did, A wide circle wag influenced

for decuades by Frofegoor Hengsteonberg in Berlin,

Vilmsr in Havburg and presently  Professor Iathordt

« « o in Ieipzig and Che Erlongen theologians in

Bavepin. . ... ‘The place of doctrine among these

our beloved German theolgpdons 1s a far cry from

our old Lutheran church.-

Many Iutherans opposed the Unlon of Reformed and
Luthereng becouse thoy feoared the increased authority of
the state or hesitated to relinguish their cherished in-
dependence. Fowu cetually opxpoged the Union becouse the

Reformed onteprtained folse doctrine. The two traditions

were conoidercd "sister churches,” ecch with its owm
charactsy ond cuality which contributed to the full glory

m“Ems.sen von den wichtigsten Feitirrthuencrn auf dem
Gebiet unsrer luth. Kirche,” 3bid., n. 131
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1)
of God. These were the sentiments of Consistory Counselor

Johann Gerhard ¥. Uhlhorn es well as Karl Friedrich A. Kohnis
vho said, "The Frussian Union looks to me like an unfortunate
marriage of two people who can live in friendship, but were
never meant for warrioge.”tt

The contagecus Romon Catholic dootrine of church govern-
ment was aottacked by Friedrich Brunn in many quarters. His
witness o the Breslau and Immanuel Synods on this issue was
discussed in the preceding chapter. In addition, he exper-
lenced fivst hend, similar problems in the neighboring state
of Hesse. The vicus of A, F. C, Vilmar prevalled in this
gtate. Vilmar taught 'bl;lat the pouexy of the keys was given
o ¢he clergy snd was nobt in the possession of the congre-
gation. Thelr clergy were responsible only to God and never
to the cong-;z'esation.la He a2lso taught the laying on of hands
in Ordination and Confirmation was a Sacramental _H_gn_@._gm,w
The Kurhessen Renitenten, an independent Lutheran group,
atrongly followed the Vilmarian teachins.]'!"

Brunn becane more involved with the Free Church in the
Dukedom of Hesse after his native Nassau and Hesse were united
following the Frussien conguest in 1866. Brunn had greater
contact with both the state and Free Hessian churches during

1lvh1d., VII (November, 1872), 159.

12“1)3.5 romoenisirende Iatherthum,” ibid., IX (Februory,
1874), 17-19. g

;'?Ibid., VII (June, 1872), 83.
Ibid., X (February, 1875), 30.
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the 1870's. This is reflected in the greater space he gove
the Hessian situation in the Evangelish-lutherische Mission

und Kirche during the seventh decade. The lesue of church
government in Hesse was similar to the one that existed be-
tween Brunn end the Breslau Synod., Therefore, he similaprly
atbaclked this harmful doctrine when it appecred in his
Immedinte working area.

Central authority iﬁ church government was even stronger
in the Hesslan Londeskirche than it was among the Hessian
Renitenten. The Union congtitution of Hesse-Darmstadt, in
1874, called for an evangelicel church in the Grossherzogtum

which would in turn join the fellouship of the proposed
evangelical church of all Gemany.ls The former constitu-
ticn of 1832, stated, "Every clergyman was bound to the
confessional stand of his own congregation.” Thls was now
replaced by a liberal ordination oath.S

Furthermore, in the Darmstadt Consistory jurisdiction
of 1832, the Union of the Reformed and Lutherans was effected
voluntarily in seven locetions. However, in the early 1870's
the theolozicel climate had so changed that vhen Fastor Hofmann
of Gedern (on the sdvice of Brunn) refused the Reformed Holy

Communton, he was suspended from office.>’

15114, TX (March, 187%), M1.
16M‘J p. 45.
17}.9!51-: DDe 33=37.
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Within a #ear of the new Hesse church constitution
proeclamation, over fifteen pastors reportgd to the Upver Con-
siztory that they could not accept 1t. The most notable_ob—
Jector was Peator Dieffenbach of Schlitz 18 Later, Fastors
Gross oy Wetter near Marburg, and Rohnert of Steinbach-
Hallenberg near Schmalkalden, jolned the Breslau Synod.lg

The eccleéiastical problems uhich Brunn evaluated were
not confined to churches operating on the seriphery of
German church life. The issues he presented were the issues
in the mainstream of German theologieal thought. These
problems uere discussed'in the universities and became very
Practical concerns for Brumn and his fellow laborers in
Nassau, Hesse, Saxony, Baden, Prussia and Bavaria.

Doctrinel issues confronting Lutherans in Nineteenth
Century Germeny were fundamentel cuestlions bearing on her
very integrity. However, when state and Union pressures grew
more severe, confessional Lutheranism recolled against them.
The gcattered fellowshin of Iutherans, particulary in the
suall villages, meintained confessional Lutheranism in the
wake of influentinl theologisns In the universities and the

pressure of national and stofe governments.

laIbid (¥ ] m (m, 18715-), 93-94.
191pid., X (Pebruary, 16875), 30.




CHAPTER VIIX
CONCLUSION

The enforcement of the Frussicn Unlon deeree, by King
Fricdrick Williom III, was the final factor which aowskened
confessiona;. Lutheran consciences to revolt. The death of
Friedrick Williom IIX and his chief minister, Bavon von
fltenstein, in 1840, freed mony confessional pastors from
brison and strengthened thelr cause.

The econcmic upheaval in 1848, geve impetus $o the Free
Church movement in every German state. The solid, legeal
establishment of the Free Churches in & united Germeny, came
when Bismorck failed to give priority rights to the state
and union churches.

fpart from the politicel and economlcal struggles of
the Nincteenth Century, the German Frec Churches undertock
& severe re-cvaluantion of their theology. ILutheran con-
fessionalism was revived and became a foree that every church-
man hed to conglder. Clergymen tralned in Rationallism be-
came strong defenders of confessionsl Lutheranism by once
again studying Luther and the Luthersn fathers.

This confessionalism vwes reinforced by numerous pamphe
lets and eorrespondence fyrom fmerlea. Doctwinal probleus
focing the German churches were simultencously the ones
deal with by the Iutheren chuwches in ‘merica. Consequently,

theologlcal opinions on one alde of the Atlantic were
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reprinted on the other slde in order %o reinforce an editor's
own point of view. The Missourl Synod's prineiple contact in
Germany betueen 1860 and 1875 was Friedrich Brunn. Through
his effort in the pro-seminary, the Missouri Synod beeame
better known in the German states. The work of this institu-
tion also broadencd the Gospel outlock of the Free Churches
in the Rhineland. Finally the Steeden institution sasisted
Misgsourd throusgh a severe period of manpower shortage.

in unfortunate result of the Free Church movement wuas
its oun splintering into small, disunited groups. Consciences
became severely scnsitive to any dootrinal aberration. The
sepayetion of the felloushipn, in most cases uas carrisd on
in sgincere conceyn for the spiritual welfare of the erring
brother. Any present Jjudgment of thesc motives must Gelte
into considerction the depreciated state of church life in
hizh vlaces snd the cnthusiasm of discovery which the Free
Church lezders cxperienced. These wmen endured the oppres-
sion of the state, the ridicule of eminent theologiang‘_and
endangered thelr very lives for thce defense of Holy Seripture

and the Lutheran Confessions.
The large numbor of small villages that joined the Frec

Church wovement seems o indicate that confessional Luther-
aniem never died in meny arcas on the grass roots level,
Hlest historical works deal with the famous men of state and
university, but it is this writers hope that this thesis
may shine o 1ittle light on the comuon men who was cauchbe

up in the spectacular Ninetecenth Century.
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