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on the important subject of Cpristian education will always
be greatfully racg}ved. We shall prefer to name this depart-
ment Educational.

A month later the first of several articles from this congre=

gation appeared. It is particularly interesting in that it :
describes the Sunday school as it was known at least in this
congregation. No other Sunday school took the opportunity to use
this column in such a way so there is no indication as to whether

thie was a general practice or not.

Our Sunday school . « » resembles the Cphristenlghre of the
German congregations. We rehearse a part of the Catechism
and a Biblical History, and have the children give a song

or twoe. Im order to encourage both old and young "to search
the Scriptures," we have adopted the plan of proposing ques-
tions to the adults and to the children. ZThe questions are

written down, given out, distributed, and the answers expected

at the next meeting of the Sunday school after the minutes of

the preceding meeting have been read. The children's Questions

refor chiefly to Biblical Hjstory. Those given to the adults
bear on doctrine and practice.

Although from time to time The Lutheran Witness reported or

commented on the Sunday school in other denominations or in other
parts of the world, there is not much mention made of the early
growth and development of the program either in the English of the
German Synod. From reports that appear later, it is evident that
there were several 3unday schools in existence, but for some reason
there was little public reference to them at this time. It may

have been that some congregations were a little ashamed of their

b Ibid.

° a. M., "Educational Column,* L. W., VI (March 7, 1888), 150.

B —

Fowrmyrone - el

=81



13

Sunday schools in the face of the German attitude against themj
while the fact that some were strictly lay organizations with
little or no congregational support or recognition might also
account for a lack of notice. Before 1896, there was no regular
way of indicating that a congregation had a Sunday school except
to write it on the margin of the parochial report to Synod; and
the progress of the Sunday school movement in the Synod can only
be ascertained by brief notes in The Lutheran Witness such as
that which appeared in the November 21, 1891, issue: “Our English
Sunday school at ‘ed Wing now numbers 72 children. Our work here
is promising good rcaults.“6

When a special rubric for the Synday school did appear
in the English Synod Parochial Report for the year January 1,1896,
to December 31, 1896, tweaty-nine congregations reported twenty=-
eight Sunday schools, one congregation reporting two Sunday
achoola.7

Evidently compiling its figures from unofficial sources,
The Lutheran Vitness of November 7, 1894, presented this picture
of the Epglish Synod.a
1887—2 1890-1 1891-% 1893=4

Sunday schools 3 25
Scholars 130 360 1273 271
Teachars = - — 200
6

"Church News," L. W., X (November 21, 1891), 95.
4 PParochial Report,” P. E. S. (1897), pp. 48-49,

8 fStatistices of the English Lutheran Synod of Missouri,
1884-2894," L. W,, XIII (November 7, 1894), &2.
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Although the marginal references to Sunday schools in the
Farochial reports do not indicate as many Sunday schools for these
years, the ILutheran liitness account is probably the more accurate.

It is interesting to note that despite the evident size of
the Sunday school movement the Jubilee issue of The ILutheran Witness
did not mention the Sunday school in The Educational Review.

While the Sunday school might not have attracted much mention

in The Lutheran Witness, and scarcely more than a few lines here

and there in the official writings and statistics of the English
Synod, its apparent impact upon the synod, and even synod's depon@ence
upon the Sunday school, is most surprising.

In the thinking of synod, Sunday schools and mission stations
went hand in hand. Back around 1890 the statement was made that it
was "the custom to establish a Sunday school whenever a mission was
started, a very natural procednra.“9 and here and there other
inferonces to this effect crop up in the literature of this period,

Not only did the establishment of a mission congregation
mean the starting of a Sunday school, but the Sunday schools were
also looked upon as one of the major contributors to the Mission
Fund of synod. The convention Proceedings of 1895 noted that "the
Church Extension Fund now amounted to over $400, nearly all of which
was contributed by our small Sunday schools within the past two and

one~half years. The Proceedings of 1907 reported:

da.com
10 p. E. 5.:7(1895), p. 10.

|
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A number of our congregations and Sunday schools have

contributed very liberally to the mission treasury, but a

darge number do not make a very good showing « « ¢ due to

the lack of a systematic plan to support Symod's mission v

work,ll )

Further on it recorded two recommendations:
@. That all our oongregations and Synday schools be requested
%o adopt a plan of regular and systematic support of the
missiog treasury.
be That Children's Reformation Day be observed by all our
Sunday schools, and the offerings of the children be
gathered for our mission treasury.
A recommeondation similiar to (b) was also passed at the 1909 Conven-
tion,

Synod, however, was not only interested in how much the Sunday
school was contributing to the mission treasury. Individuals within
Synod were vitally interested in the children that were attending
those schools. They were aware of the short-comings and the faults
of the Synday school as it was known in other denominations, and
though they do not specifically say that this is their concern, they
were carefully building a wall against:ithis dangex. ‘ The .concluding
half of the 1897 convention essay, "Lutheran Cpurch Polity and
Policy," spoke specifically of the Suynday school situation:

Synday school teachers: For our Synday schools we need teachers.

These should self-evidently be members in good standing in

the Churchy "apt to teach," and have an adequate knowledge

of the Bible and Catechism. To appoint persons of other
denominations teachers in Lutheran schools would be a

11 P, E. S, (1907). Pe ‘.10.

12 Ibid.. Pe “3.
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monstrosity. Since the pastor, because of his superior
officey is justly made responsible for the nature of the
doctrine disseminated in the Suynday school, it is right

and proper for him and the church cfficers to adopt such
precautions in the way of teachers' meetings, lesson Leaves,
Bible Histories, etc. as will do away with the danger of |-
having wrong dootrine taught.

Sunday school Superintondent: In our synodical comnection

the office of Sunday school Superintendent is comparatively

& new onee. Care should be taken not to have this office
ancrocach upon the pastor's, he being by virtue of his office
superintendent of the congregation's day and Sunday school,
and of any othor religious instruction that may be given in
his charge. The right of the pastor should ever be recognized
to examine into lesscns taught and into the mode of teaching,
and o lead the Sunday school in devotion or to address it
when he so desires.

Vie fully recognize the value of a good superintendasnt's
Services in suppiying the minister's place in his absence,

or relicving him comewhat of the Sunday's strain whea present,
or attending to the difficult routine work of the Sunday
school. /nd we wish to lend additional valuec to his service
by having the relation between him and his pastor fully
understood,

The essayist continued:

All teachers, even lady teachers in the Sunday school, must
be proved whether they are apt to teach. The distinctive
teaching of doctrine should not be included in the province
of the Sunday school teacher; his activity-should be limited
to hearing the recitation of the catechism and the Bible
texts. Vhatever lessons the pastor, who is responsible for
all the teaching, wishes to be inculcated, he should teach
his teachers in advance so that they become his mouthpiece.
It is sometimes held that ladies should not fteach any religion
in schooly, but it has been shown that the Apostolic prohi-
bition does not apply to the teaching of young children by
women.

Good lesson leaves are a great help to the pastor, but he
must actively superintend also the manner of teaching by
visiting different classes and by taking them in hand now

and then. Moreover, in this way the pastor becomes acquainted

153 p. E. 8. (1897), Pe 27
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with the Sunday school children.

The pgreatest point to be emphasized iz that all the offices
rentioned in the essay, as that of the superintendent and
teachor, devolve from the ministerial office, and that the
pastor is responsible for all that is taught in the school
and for the way this teaching is done. The suporintendent

of the school should, or course, normally be elected by the
congregation and his du&ies and relation to the pastor should
be clearly understood.t

Perhaps as a result of this essay or as a natural outgrowth
of the gathering impact of the Sunday schéol upon the individual

congrogationsg The Lutheran Witness came ocut in 1900 (repeated in

1902) with a six point- program that specifically outlined the areas
of activity for the congregation, pastor and Sunday school.

l. The Christian congregation is the guardian of the doctrine
and practice obtaining in its midst, as well as the
aduninistration of its own temporal affairs.

2. To the regularly called pastor, and to him alone, is
delezated, among other things, the duty of teaching
publioly in the congregation and of superintending the
religious instruction of its members.

5« The congregation may appoint assistants to enable the
pastor to parform the duties incumbent on him.

4+ Sunday school teacherz and officers are assistants to !
the pastor in the instruction of the young oif the %
congregation. 1

5« The Pastor should utilize the teachers' meetings to b
irnculcate the lessons to be taught in the Sunday school, ‘
and to instruct his assistants as to what and how he %
wishes them to teache. |

6. Those who prove themselves to be faithful and trustworthy

assistants in the Sunday school should be  trusted as -

such, and pastor and congregation will do well not to
€X'y, in any unneocessary way, individual efforts on

14

Ibid. ° Pe 31.
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the part of their tried taachara.15

Ho doubt there was a real danger of the Sugday school getting

out of hand, particularly if the sectarian Sunday schools were Vi

having any influence on the program, for many of the sectarian
Sunday schools were completely lay organizations and often grew to
be churches in their own right. Many of the Sunday schools that
were started in Missouri Synod circles were also lay organizations
with little if any pastoral supervision. This was particularly
true if the pastor of day school teachers were antagonistic toward
the Synday school. In an effort to reach the laymen who were
conducting these Synday schools and create a defence against this
tendency, The Lutheran Vitness raised its voice:

The Synday school is undoubtedly a good institution in its

place. It nust alwaye however, be looked upon simply as one

of the methods by which the church does the work incumbent

upon her. In other words, the church is alwaya supreme, and
the Sunday school cap never-usurp her place. And if the Sunday
school, through its management or otherwise, seeks to create
the impression that the work of the church is no better, no
more important than ite own, the Synday school becomes a
hindrance to the work of the church « « o+« Whenever it is
rightly conducted,; the Sunday school is under the jurisdiction
of the pastog and congregation, and is counted a part of

their work.:

Of course the concern was also directed toward the congrega=-
tion that it feel its responsibility for the Sunday school. Far

from being a hindrance, if properly used, the Synday school could

A
Ge « Wey XIX (Octob 1900), 65, F
an ezpal;edA%Lpgaomgggéj5iLEEE':uthor(a:eo";§e7ﬁolgtigﬁ BZt'ee:rtho

Congregation and the Sunday school," L. W., XXI (October-liovember,
1902), 162, 170, 180.

16 Mog XIx (Octobcr 7o 1900). 65.
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be a positive force, particularly in the area of mission worke.
Ae L. Graecbmor, in tho Theological yuarterly of 1899, carefully
dolineated the area of activity for the Sunday school and the
doy achool and pointed out that they were in no way compatible
or equaly but he does acknowledge that the Suanday achool can be
a tremendous aid to the congregation in the arca of mission work.
It i3 to confine itself, however, only to the mission prospects and
mission work, %he predoaminant note of this and othor articles
i5 that the Junday school is a aside organization, a atep-child,
that is in no way %o interfere with, or be a l_mbsutuh for, the
chureh georvice, Christenlehré, or day school. Those eurolled in
theas ageneiém should have nothing to do with the Sunday school
cxcept %o bring unchurehed friends to it as a stop toward involving
them in the total program of the church. Regardless though, of
its limited funotion, whatever teaching that is done in the Sunday
school must be done well. The teachers must be qualified to teach
and the catechiam is to be the primary ascurce of teaching material.
flthough Graekner says that Sunday school lesson leavea should not
be used, this must be understood in the light of the times when
there were mostly sectarian materials awvailable u_th very little
Lutheran Sunday school literature being puuzalud."7

4is the English Synod grew, the Sunday achkool grewj often
the Sunde¥. School growlug faster than o, ", cregation with which

27 1. Gq;;’b?:r;a.“s?ndu Schoola," Theological Guarterly,

11X (Jonuary,

v
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it was affiliated. In'nany cases the establishment of a mission
congregation was made possible through the prior existence of a

mission Sunday school. Along with this growth and the increasing
concern for good, doctrinally sound Synday schools, came the
. dncreased activity in producing materials.

This concern for materials prompted the English Synod in
1891 to request the Synodical Conference which published the
Luthoran Pionmeer, an "admirable monthly," to make it available on
& weekly basis for use in the Sunday sohoola.la Not waiting for
action on this request, the Reve. A. W. Meyer began publishing the
Luthoran Guide as supplemensiary materialss” ihen the Synodical
Conference declined to change their material, the EZnglish Synod
Convention of 1893 adopted the Guide as its owa publication and
oxpressed the wish that if possible it be published at lcast twice

20

a month. At the Convention of 1897 a resclution was iatroduced

‘fo make the Guide a weekly, with one page at least devoted
to the next sunaay's leason in order to have uniformity

and a well=defined play in our Sunday schools§ oxr that at
least, the contents be of a lighter nature. ’

This was referred to the next convention (1899) which also did not
take any actionj however, the Sunday sch091 teachers'! helps began

appearing in The Lutherar Witness on January 2, 1902.Za

18

19
20

P, E. S..(1891), p. 1,

P, E, 8, (1893), p. 12.

Ibid., p. 37. &

2l p, B. 3. (1897), p. &

&= "Notes on Bible Lessons,"” L. W., XXI (January 2, 1902), 6.

———
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As the Proceedings of the 1899 Convention attest, The

Lutheran Guide was well received:

The Lutheran Guide, Synod's Synday school paper, haa likewise
been regularly issuede. As an improvement we have offered
better paper and a liberal supply of appropriate cuts. The
paper seems to eajoy the favor of our and other schools, The
subscription list we consider satisfactory and sufficient

for financial success.

The Convention of 1893 indicated interest in more specific
Sunday school literature. <he Rev. 'A4. .C. H. Overy and the Rev.
'J. A. Detzer were "encouraged"” in the publication of their Sunday
school lessor leaves on Bible history and the Catechism. In
addition, "4 plan and brief exposition of Luther's Small Catechism
in questions and answers s » .[;aa] to be published in the Gu:l.de."zq'
Although a committee of Theo. Huegli and C, J., Broders was appointed
in 1895 to look into "the printing of lesson leaves from which a
Bible History mey later on be compiled . » .."25 it was powerless
to do anything until a "sufficient number of subscriptions were
secured to guarantee the cost of the undertaking."zs The coammittee
was still inactive in 1897 when Rev. Huegli resignod27 but soon

afterwards, in response "to various enquiries and requasts,™ it

began publication of The Elim lLesson Guarterly ia 1898.28 At the

23 p. E. 3. (1899), p. 45:.
T (1893), p. 37.
25 p. E. 8. (1895), p. lt4s
26 YOI

27 p. E. 5. (1897), p. 1h.
28 A. C. M.

R -




1899 Convention it was reported:

The Elim Lesson Quarterly was published. It experienced a

cordial reception. Though this publication was at once

Placed on the level of established publications of similiar

nature of other denominations both in makeup and in price

the undertaking was at once successful in every nspeot.2§

As the Synod grew, and as the materials gained recognition
in other circles, the publication of more and better materials
continued. The Elim Quarterly was discontinued in December, 1901,
and a four booklet series,The Life of Christ, took its place. This
material was graded and had a larger scope than the Elim Quarterly.
A similiar venture into the Old Testament did not materialize on
sckedule, but in all, the program continued. to expand and £ill the
nud.3 2

An evidently independent effort in filling the need for good,
doctrinally sound Sunday school material appeared im the Theological
Quarterly of 1899. It was a three-year concentric program
utilizing material from the Small Catechism, the Bible and the
hymn book which the author felt were sufficient. Although there
was no name affixed to the article, it seems to have been written
by A. L. Graebner as a plan for preparing children of a mission
Sunday school for participation in the congregations day school

and Christenlehre . +

29 P. E, S. (1899)' Pe 43.
30 o, &, 8. (1903), p. 56.

31 . Graebner], "Textual Material for Hse in Synday Schools,"
Theological Quarterly, III (July, 1899), 354-368; Supra, p. 19.
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As was noted before, in January, 1502, The Lutheran Vitness
began printing teachers' helps which were to aid the teachers in
Preparing their lesaona. mhﬁao helps weres supplementary material
to the Sunday school lesson leaves, Enchiridion. Bible and iyuhnl
which the children were to use. Prior to this time there had only
been the teachers® manual or lesson leaves, not both, bacause of
the cost involved. Having the teachers' materials printed iam the
JYiltness cut the cost and also discouraged the practice of teachers
merely reading their manual to the children, or actually giving
them copiez %o read for themaolvea.52

The problems of what to print and how best to do the job
were ceaseless. Reports and .recommendations of the 1911 Conveantion
sound much like the ones from previous years, but the program of
publishing Sunday school leaflets and teachers' aids had definitely
gotten under way. The'publicatiom program of Synod did not stop
at producing Sunday school lesson leaves and helps, though, the
related fields of printihg a catechism and a Sunday school hymnal
also came into consideration. At the Convention of 1907, President
Eckhardt ‘recommended:

that Synod take steps to publish its own catechism, either

a translation of the one now in use in the German Missourl

Synod, provided said Synod grants us permission to do_so, or
another based on Conrad Dletrich's German Catechism.

The Convention accepted the recommendaticn and implemented it by

52 "HNotes on Bible Lessons," %.=W., XXI (January 2, 1962). 5=6.
33 P. E. S, (1907). Pe 36.
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appointing a committee to begin work.

Thic committce shall through the columns of the Witness

ask for suggestions to guide them in preparing this catechism;

shall have it printed in a cheap temporary form for review

and criticism; and shall present tha manuscript of the com=

pleted work to Synod for adoption.?t

Although there is indication that the committee tried
unsuccessfully to include the new catechism in the Sunday school's
new Bible History hook.35 there is no further mention of the
Catechism before the English Synod became the English District of
the German Missouri Synod.

The Promptings for a Sunday school hymnal date back to 1897,
and it is but a short time later, 1901, that the Proceedings
report that it had been published both with tunes and without.56

It is in a way surprising to note how rapidly this was accomplished

and what great effort wont into it compared with the slow, painful
As strong as the Sunday school movement might have Leen in

the Epnglish Synod, it was of course not the only educational voice

o be heard. The day school program of synod was also very atrong

and it presented a problem in delineating the role of each in

the congregation. This problem was not as acute in the English

Synod as it was in the “Yerman Missouri Synod because the language

difference was not a compounding factorj however the presence of

34 Ibidn. Pe 37.

%% P, E..8, (1909), 'pp. 77-78+" .
36 Ps E, S. (1901). Pe 131.



