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A SUILIARY OF THS HISTORY OF THE LUTHERAN CHURCH IN SLOVAKIA

REFORMATION

The soil for the Reformation hed been prepared by Hus and his
followers after him, so that not long after Luther had begun his work
in Germany, it was known in Slovakia and followed with great inter-
est. That Luther's inflaence was felt in Slovakia quite early we
can readily see ffom this, that already in 1521 the ball against
Luther was published in all churches and all followers of Luthsr
vwere codemned as heretics. The first congregation seems to have
been established in Nove lesto, Witrianska Stolica, in 1522. Fow
Luther's doctrine was brought to Slovakia cannot be definitely de-
cided. But we do know this, that many young men attgnded the Uni=-
versity of Wittenberg and thus would bring back Luther's views. 1In
addition, merchants and travelers, who had been to Germany during
that period brought back with them stories of Luther and his work.
The movement spreud so rapidly that all the princes but three be-
cama Lutherans, and their subjects followed suit. Names most prom-
inent at this time were Jan Silven, Andrej Jakobei, Ga.'s’par Rolarik
and Leonhard Stockel. The latter was especially active among the

German inhabitants of Spi¥ and Sari¥.

COUNTER-REFORMATION

In 1523, at the Diet at Bidapest, the law was passed that all
Lutherans were to lose title to their property and to bs executed.
In 1525 it was affirmed and the addition made that all Lutherans

were to be exterminated. The persecution was carried on especially




during the Thrity Years' War. The moving spirit behind the perse-
cution were the Jesuits, who did all they could to break the hold

that the Lutheran movement was obtaining on the country. Perhaps

the greatest persecution wa: that under Leopold I (1657-1705). Dur-
ing his reign the Jesuits had practically a free hand. They, with

the aid of the army, went throughout the country, murdering and
terrorizing the Lutherans. Wherever there were Lutheran ministers,
they were banished, and Jesuits were placed there. Where they were
unable to destroy the church they accused the ministers and teachers
of conspiracy against the government and condemned them either to
death or to be sold as galley-slaves. Churcheswere seized and given
to the Catholics. In this nammer the Lutherans lost over eight hundred
churches during the ten-ysar period of persecution from 1671 to 1681.
The greatest atrocity committed during this period was the so-called
Presov Slaughter (Presovska Jatka). The inguisition was held under
the Italian general Karaffa and occurred in 1687. Lutherans were
accused of having conspired against the government. They were halled
before a court composed of foreigners, and no mercy was shown them.
In this menner twenty-four influential men of thecountry were con-
demned and executed. In the same year this court was disbanded by
the king and the Lutherans enjoyed peace for a while. They were,
however, permitted to have services only in so-called articulate
Churches. From then on persecutions arose from time to time; but they
were not so severe, and gradually the Lutherans began to obtain their

rights.




LUTHERANS OBTAIN CERTAIN PRIVILEGES

During the reign of Maria Theresa the Jesuits were driven out
of the country. The Lutherans now could breathe more freely. Soon
after the death of Queen Maria Theresa, her son, Joseph II, gave the
"Patent of Tolerance," in 1781. It embodied the following points:

l. Wherever there were one hundred Lutheran families who were
able to support a church, they were allowed to build a church,
without a tower and without bells, and were permitted to call
a pastor and organist.

2. No one was to be punished because of his creed.

3. Lutheran ministers were freed from the jurisdiction of the
Catholic bishops.

. So that Lutherans also would be enabled .to hold office, it
was decreed that all office-holders were to take the oath
according to their creed.

In a short time there were about two hundred Lutheran congre-
gations. In spite of these privileges the church did not enjoy peace.
Therefore in 1848 the diet granted equal rights to all creeds. But
dde to internal strife in the country this was not carried out. How-
ever, in 1868 the law was reaffirmed and equal rights were granted to

all religions.

RATIONALISM

Although the Lutherans were now enjoying the freedom granted
them by the government, another danger soon raised its head and threat-
ened the life of the Church. This was the movement of Rationalism

which held swaynin the eighteenth century. 1Its baneful effects were
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CONTROVERSY WITH THE NARODNY SFOLOK

_ The Ha.rdon;} Spoldk was a national benefit organization, accept-
ing into membership any one of Slav nationality. The trouble came
about when it fissued an Obradnj'.k. a ritual, which was to be used in
all its local organizations. This ritual was patterned after the
rituals of the secret socisties of the day. Since many of our Luth-
erans belonged to this organization, a protest was raised against
it from our circless The battle was waged chiefly by the Synod's
first president, Rev. Laugek, ably assisted by Revs. Kvaaa.la., Pel:l.kin.
and Engler. The controversy was quite bitter, and our uym;d was
accused of harboring false opinions and of forming a union with the
magyars. The battle was to some extent sufcessful, although not

all the evils in that society were eradicated.

CONTROVERSY ON ANNOUNCEMENT vs. OPEN COMMUNION

The controversy on announcemant was the most bitter and the
longest drawvn out of all the controversies that were waged by the
synod, and it seemed that by it the synod would be disrupted. But
thanks to God, though some left the synod because of its true stand
in this matter, others remained true to the Word of God and the Luth-

eran Confessions and carried on the fight to the finish.

The synod, at its annual meetingin Sharon, Penn., in 1905,
passed the following -resolutions "Every pastor is to endeavor to in-
troduce into his congregation such a custom in connection with the

lord's Supper that every one who wishes to partake of it, must first
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announce himself with th pastor." This resolution was caused by the
terrible conditions that existed in some of the congregations in
the administration of the Lord's Bupper where open communion was

practised. However, it was one thing to pass a resolution and another

" %o carry it out. For as soon as the resolution was made public,

it created a great stir in the Slovak Lutheran circles. Many laymen
opposed this measure strenuously, railsing the old cry that we were
drifting to Catholicism and that we were demanding of our members

to confess their sins in the manner of the.Catholic auricular con-
fession. Synod was accused of hisrarchical tendencies, of endeavor-
ing to ride over the congregations roughshod. But thoss gentle-

men evidently forgot that each congregation was, or should have been,
represented at that meeting by a lay-member and that the resolution

was in strict accordance with Scripture.

The first serious break came about in th Chicago congregation,
Sts. Peter and Paul), where Rev. John Pelikan was pastor. He had
first instructed his congregation carefully, proving the necessity
of announcement for Communion and also its scriptural basis. When
the subject was brought up at a regular meat.ing. it was approved by
the voting members unanimously. This was on the 1l4th of January,
1906. However, the joy was short-lived; for on the 25th of Febra-
ary of the same year, when, during the dedication of the new edifice,
Pastor Pelikan again announced the resolution of the congregational
meeting, a disturbance was caused in the church by soms who were
open scoffers of the Bible and professed the Lutheran name only for

the sake of show. When on the following Sunday Lord's Supper was to
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be administered, it was found that some purposely cams to Communion
without first announcing their intention to do so to the pastor.

. On March 11 the matter came to a head, and at a special meeting
the pastor was asked to retract his former statements in regard to
announcement. The opposition was so well represented that those
members who favored this practise had no opportunity to defend their
pastor. He, however, when asked to retract, took the opportunity
further to elucidate the matter. He so ably defended his position
from Scripture and from the Confessions that all were forced to admit
that his stand wes correct. But though they admitted the correct-
ness of his stand, they still dgmanded that the resolution must be
abolished. The pastor, seeing that enmity was increasing and that
the finel outcome would be a split, for the sake of peace made the
following concessions:

1, That only non-members were to announce their intention of
partaking of the Lord's Supper;

2. thet members were to use their own judgment in this respect.

His intention was rto further instruct his members on the correct-
ness and advisibility of announcement for Communion. But his hopes
wers shattered, for matters came to such a pass that he was forced
to resign; and many members who favored his stand on open commnion

left with him.

The matter then came before themeeting of the synod,held at Alle-
gheny, Penn., on October 2-4, 1906. The synod uphgld the stand of
Rev. Pelikan and condemned the action that his former congregation

tooks Now the battle began in earnest. The opposition was alded in
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its work by the Slovensky Hlasnik, official paper of the S.E.J., and
by the officers of that organization. These branded the synod as
un-Lutheran, sectarian, etc. Some pastors also left the synod, and
these were hailed by the opposition as true servants of Jesus Christ
vhereas they were nothing more than mercenary servants, who condemned
the Lutheran practise of closed communion becauss it curtailed the
income they received in conjunction with Communion. However, this
controversy was not in vain; for, though some left the synod, it was
only for the best of the organization, for in this way it was rid of
men and congregations who were detrimental to its progress. On the
other hand, congregations who were not members of the synod, recog-
nized our correct stand and jeined us. Gongregati&ns who were mem-
bers, seeing the evil effects of open communion, introduced closed
communion. Thus the controversy in the end turned out to be a bles-
sings God grant that this srinciple, for which our forefathers fought
so strenucusly, be truly practised in ell of our churches and that it

may not dwindle dovm to a mere recording of names.

/ ’
OUR RELATION WITH THE SIOVENSKA EVANJELICKA JEDNOTA

This organization was formally organized at Freeland, P_enn..
on the 5th of June, 1893, although its actual history goes back much
further. Befors this date many so-called bernefit church societies
had been formed in many cities where there were Slovak Lutherans.
These had finally come to the realization that in union there 1is
strength, and with this in mind, they organized the above society.

Its original intentions were to aid the Slovak Lutherans and also
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aid mission-work by contributing financially. But these original
Plans miscarried, as the organization got into the hands of unscru-
pulous men, who, though professing to be Lutherans, were, were

nothing less than infidels. And thus this organization, which was

to help the Church, became its worst enemy. 1In its circles was propea-
gated the rankest liberalism, which was paraded under the cloek of
intellectualism. Any cne who did not agree with their principles

was soon classed as old-fashioned and narrow-minded.

This organization especially hindered our work of bringing the
Church to a true, biblical stand and our attempt to ersdicate from

‘our circles unchristian practice and life. Its work of destruction

wes carried out by its official pafer. Sloveggg' Hlasnik, which herasld-
ed forth unchristian views and condemned the true, biblical stand of
our synod. Just to give some quotations. "Our good people opened
thé:lr eyes and saw that every one must earn his own salvation.”

(sl, Hl., June 15, 1916).  "Christ died only for the just." (Sl.

Hl., Yarch 28, 1918). "7ho educates himself only with religious books
and sermons is indeed left far behind the advancément of people and
remains sitting in the dark.” (Sl. Hl., May 23, 1918). "Every in-
telligent person will acknowledge that to such a poor widow with

five children even a million Bibles: will be of no help, but a thous-

end dollars will." (Sl. Hl., May 23, 1918). And recently this paper

gave utterance to the following view on the Lord's Supper: "that in
the lord's Supper we receive the Holy Ghost,"™ "that the unworthy

do not receive the 'hody and blood of Jesus Christ," and "that the eat-

ing is only spiritual...and that Calvin was probably right." (Si1. Hl.,
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April 1929). ‘e give recent gquotations to show that this organiza-
tion has not changed end still stands on the side of Saten and aids
him in his destructive work. Quotations could be multiplied, but the
above will suffice to show the antichristian spirit of this organi-

zation.

Vhen our synod raised a voice of protest against the antichrist-
lan utterances, they were branded as sectarians and narrow-minded, and
the people were warned against that "Missourl Synod, which will take

avay all of their liberties."

Another thing which the synod opposed wvas the worldliness that
was rampant in the orgenization. It had in its name the word Evan-
gelical, but it certainly was anything but evangelical in its comduct.
Instead of leading its members to church, where they might serve
God, it led them to picnics and dances, which were usually held on
Sunday. In addition, it tried to imitate the secret societies in
having its members march in regalia at the funeral of a member, hold-
ing orations at the grave, etc. In short, this organization was

drifting more and more to a religion of work-righteousness.

: The synod warned its members not to take part in the anti-
christian practises and urged that they should strive to remove
them. But the warning was not heeded, Instead matters grew worse.
The ministers who had left the synod for one cause or anéther took
the part of the S.E.J. and thus confirmed them in their evid practi-
ses. Among these was the symod's first president, Rev. La.uaek. who

had left the synod because it would not conform to his hierarchical



e

25

demands. The’ battle-line waa now clearly drawn. If the synod would

remain silent it would deny that for which it stood, pure Lutheran

doctrine. But there were men who recognized the denger by which the
synod was now threatened, and they began to witness boldly against
the S.EeJ. Chief among these was Rev. Pelikan, who ably pointed out

the following faults of the S.E.J.:

l. This organization sponsors:iunionism;
2. It considers itself a religious organization;

3. It promlgates false teaching;

4. It opposss pure, Scriptural doctrine;

5. It sponsors worldliness.

That his charges were not false we clearly see from what was
said above. The synod realized that it must take a concerted action
against this orgenization, and thus in September, 1908, it passed
a resolution condemning the S.E.dJ. Ti:is brought forth a storm of
protests from all directions, from both laymen and pastors. Many
left our churches, and opposition congregations were set up. There
was hardly a congregation where the matter did not come %o a head
and which, as a ®msult, did not lose members. But this only made the
synod more determined in its fight. And the fight was not in vain.
There has been improvement, although even to-day the S.E.J. 1s not
entirely free of the spirit of indifferentism and unionisgm; it still
tolerates men who are only professedly Lutherans. The synod, though
it lost in membership, by no means lost spiritually, for the contro-

versey unified the synod more than anything else could have done and
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welded it into a solid body. Daily we see the blessings of the
struggle which our men carried on so valiantly. We have congrega-
tions rid of the influence of the S.E.J., a2lthough in many it still
exists. But no longer does the organization wield the power that

it formerly wielded. At present the enmity has somewhat abated; tut
we may expect it to flare up again, although, perhaps, not with the

former bitterness.

CONTROVERSY ON THE CATECHEISM

In the year 1911, the synod issued a translation of Schwan's
exposition of Luther's Sméll Catechism. In this the part treating
of the Office of the Keys was named the Fifth Part, and thus the Cate-
chism contained six parts. Again a protest was raised, chiefly in
the Slovensky Hlasnik, by men who were not members of the synod,
claiming that in Luther's Catechism there were not six parts.
The synod ably defended its position and the Catechism iras accepted

and is now being used in our circles.

These, in short, are the controversies that were waged by our
synod, during its existencéd of twenty-elght years. After viewing
all, we must admit that the grace of God was ever present with us,
end that we ought to be thankful to him for preserving us in the

truth.
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SOME ADDITIONAL REMARKS

Young, men who prepared for work in the Church received their in- |
struction at Concordia Seminary, Springfield, Ill. ¥e certainly
should be grateful to the Missouri Synod for being willing to instruct
our men free of charge, a favor we shall never be able to repay them.
The Missouri Synod, in fact, wanted our men to be fully prepared to
serve in the Slovak field, and therefore asked our synod to have a
man at Springhield who would teach our men their mother tongue.

For this office, Synod elected Rev. Tuhﬁ. who was formally installed
into his new duties on the 24th of November, 1909. However, he

did not remain long, as he received a call to a congregation and
accepted it. Since then the men who w ent to-Springfield were ob-
liged to study the Slovak language on their own knitiative. At p
present, however, we have no one studying at Springfield, as the
synod deemed 1t best that all her young men should first prepare at
one of the preparatory schools of the Missouri Synod. To this end
i1t pleaced Rev. T. Bakalar as instructor at Concordia College, Fort
Weyne, Ind., who taught there from 1921 to 1925. He was forced to
resign because of failing health. His place was then filled by
Rev. Vojtko, who is at present our instructor at Fort Vlayne, -After
having greduated, the young men finish their training at Concordia
Seminary, St. Louis, Mo., where at present we have two young men pre-
paring for the Lord's work. The synod also has one missionary in

Canada and one in Slovekia.
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