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‘lasted only 4 yoars, controversy over

The Watertown = Lebanon controversy over private confession is
a nearly forgotten chapter in the history of the Wisconsin Synod., It

merits only a one-line mention in the 125th annlversary book of Immanuel

xb‘iutheran Church in Leban@ng the apparent home of the con%rovevsyo The

lzjth anniversawy book of its aister congregation {(1977), 8t, John's,

Watertown, (where th@ sane dispute arose at the same time) 1eﬂds the

‘private confesslon VS gemeral confession controversy one paragrapho

Synodical minutes of both the Missouri synod and the Wisconsin Synod

+deal with it in only a Tew pages, Yet, upon careful examination, we

find that this controversy not only resulted in establishing two new

Wisconsin Synod congregations, but also had dramatic influence upon

Wisconsin - Missourl synodical relatilons; and may have had a profound

influence upon the entlre subsegquent doctrinal stand of the Wisconsin

Synod.,

The Watertown - Lebanon controversy (1856-1860) does not at all
prove to be what 1t seems to be at first glance. The issue of private
confession (Privatbeichte) versus general confession (allgemeine Beichte)
seems to be only the surface issue ip.a much deeper division over true
Lutheran practice; and the lmportant consequences of the controversy
only slighﬁly include: the lissue of private confession and general
confesslion, In order to do justlce to this brief but important part of
our synod’'s history, let us first put the confession controversy into

an historical context.

¢ :

Although the Watertown = Lebanon controversy over privabte ond
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v‘back in Germany in the late 1700's and early 1800°s. Pietism had held
sway in Germen Lutheranism, but during this time anti-pletism reaction
set in. Congregatlional liturgical custom and practlece differed from
arves Lo area as a result of this., Some shurches practiced private
confession, while others prelfemred general confessidna The Prusslan
Union of 1817 slso contributed to a diversity of 1liturglcal practlce.
In 1817 on the 300th anniﬁersary of the Reformetion, King Friedrich
Wilhelm III urged hils subjects to abandon thelr Lutheran or Reformed
liturgles and celebrate the anniversary wlth a new "Bvangelical" form.
Certainly this would effect an "avangelical" congregation'’s attitude
toward private confession = or for that matter,.any confession at all
before recelving the sacrament = since Calvinists (reformed) bellieve
the Lord's Supper is merely‘a memorial meal and 1s not effective in
offering fTorgiveness of sins. !

It wes on account of this so-called Prussian Union of the Lutheran
and Reformed Churches in Germany that meny Lutherans withdrew from tle
state church and sought rellgious purlty in America. The group of
Lutherans who founded the Immanuel congregation at Le%anon was made up
of such people., On June 20, 1843, a group of about 150 Lutherans from
Pommerania and Brandenburg left Hamburg and sailed 7 weeks to New York,
From there they went to Buffalo, N.Y., and again boarded ship for
Milwaukee, arriving there on Sepb. 6, 1843, Six weeks laber these
Pommeranians and Brandenburgers arrlved at Lebsnon, and were sSoon
joingd by another grouf from Oderbruch, in northern Germany.

Already during this Jjourney, differences in background and there-
fore doctrine disrupted the little group of 150, In America the

immigrants had met Rev., Grabau, the father of the Buffalo Synoé, at
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Buffalo, New Vork, Grabau emphaslzed the need for ofdinationD
stressing the "regularly called" aspects of the minisbtry, and
de~emphasizing the universal priesthood. He wmaintalined that,:except
for cases of extreme emergency, bthe administration of the sacraments
"1g9 not to be done through one Whp has not been called, or who has

1 «
been improperly called.” Par® of the group of 150 agreed, and joined

the Buffalo Synod. The majOTiﬁyg hoﬁeverp refuged Lo submit, and were
thus left at Lebanon without pasbtoral care.

For a whole year laymen held services in the home of one of the
members, John Korth., But then they heard of Lutheran ministers at
St. Louls, Mo., who also disagreed wlth Pastor Gfabau in this doetrine
of the Church. They petitioned the Missourians to send them a. minister,
if possible. The petition was granted, and Candldate of Theology,
L. Geyer became the flrst pastor of Immanuel congregation on NoV. 28th,
18L4ly,  Shortly thereafter they erected a church and parsonage. With the
rush of German inmigrants around 1850 (called "48ers"), the Immanuel
congregation grew steadlly with people from many backgroundso/_ 

But trouble loomed ahead for the young congregation, Most of

thls trouble can be traced to dlsputes which could not be settled

in a Christian manner becauge German astubbornness had severed the
1ines of commurnication among Immanuel’s members. In 1846, about 16
families were not satisfied with a case of church discipline which
involved the teacher, a Mr., Pankow, who had played a violin in the
church one afternoon, He and the 16 families who would not admit

that this was sinful fipally left and established another ccngregation
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three miles north, with himself as pastor. In 1847 pastor Geyer and
the congregation admitted.their error, bubt the separatists simply
would not return. A%t the same time, 12 famliles left and Jjoined the
Baptist Church a mile to theyeastg\ Another group separated and Tounded
3t, Paul's, Ixoniajﬂi%ﬁ : .; whicﬁéjOined the Wlsconsin Syncd. Thils
time the congregation had split over an afgument about a line=fence.
The German reputation for belng stubborn seems to have been conflrmed
at Tmmanuel; dispute always seemed to be 1n the alr.

One additional element contributed to set the stage for the coming
controversy over confesslon. By 1856 thewe was already some controversy
" over private confesslon and general confession in the Missourl Synode

The Second Report of the Northern District of the Deutschen Evanga=Luth@ra

§1Q9Q§WQ§MM1_§ourin Ohlo, and other states contains a 6 page essay on

private confesslon. The contents are as follows:

. 11) '"This ald institution of the chuch exists in most of
the congregations of the Northern District, of which only

q few also use a common confession along side, Since now

the custom of the practice of private confesslon is recog-
nized more and more for 1its wholesomeness...it 1s desirable
s.othat this same should be recognized and practiced 1in

st1i1l wider cirecles,! Following this, private confession

was recommended as 1) an old Lutheran church form: and 2)
having the advantage of providing for the individual announce-
ments of forgiveness for individual sins.

This initial plug for private confession seems to bave
heen made bacause more and more churches were introducing
the common confession along side of private confession, The
following several paragraphs made a point of distingulshing
the Lutheran private confession from the RBoman auricular
confession. Three pages of essay then described the differ-
ence between the two; emphasizing the homan confession asg
an opug operatum, while extolling the Lutheran private
confession as centering on faith in Christ and the forgive-
ness of sins, Concluding this section (p.l5), the essayvist
ponders the ~rason for the smereasing use of the genexal
sonfession - perhaps because of a confusion among the lalty
with the Catholic auricular confesslon:

"plthough the Lutheran doctrine of Word and Falth
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sspecially concerning private absolution is now richly preached
among us and is understood by more and more of the hearers,
36111 1t lg indeed strange that private confesgion isg not

found to be part of common Lutheran practice and 1lifes..

where one certainly enough realizes the heaven-wlde dilstance
between Lutheran privebte confession and Roman auvuricular
confession.”

0

The synod then reguested reasons for this lamentable
gppearance {(of common confession), and found the followings

1} *“People are so sure of salvation that there is little

terror and need of comfort in consclence.'” -

2}  "There exists the false vliew that private confession

only~i& tecbeisought AT thére.is alepliritial crlelsés ..

3} "There is Tear and timldity of the pastor; ...and

sometlines the pastor shows a lack of concern,”

3]

(p.16) TFollowing this, the writer of the essay records
a hearty endorsement of the use of private confessions "So
much worth does the synod still lay on prlvate confesslon and
so much does 1t desire 1ts re=instltution...for something -
more, than to hold 1t ag an adiaphoron, and Thereupon even
use 1t as a Yshibboleth? Tor Lutherans,” However, the essay-
it stressed that this idea was not to be Introduced by forces
"Therefore it 1is the conviction of the smnod, tha®t a place
for private confession agaln:be found in the church order not
as a demand, but as following in the congregation through the
withness of the Word awakening a new spirit.”

(ps17) With this in mind, the synod adopted these state-
mentss (N.B. not all are dirvect quotes) .

1) A Christlan congregatlion cannot be imagined wilthout

some provision for private absolution. Frlvate confession

goes hand in hand with this,

2)  "The re-institution of the old form of private confesg-
c48lon in most-gongregatiQnSfoanhot.happen'immédiaﬁelyg

but must be permitted as God sees Tit...to gelect time

and place...and remove evil in the way.” Dillgent Instrue-

tions through preaching and teachling were encouraged.

3) Private confession aids in preventing unworthy

recepbion of the Lord’s Supper more effectively.

by  Private confession includes a wholesome state of

humllity before a fellow sinner.

Obviously, the 1856 convention sensed that generai conlegsion
was edging into the domain of private confesslon, and the delagates
were troubled by it. In reaction, they strongly recommended usliug

A

private confession for everyoneg, implylng that 1t would be wise to

-

discontlnue (or certainly nct to start) general confesclion, he



thought of making private conf assion into "more than an mdiaphora”
  and'imto 2 ”Shibﬁolaﬁh“fez Lutherans® hints bf a cqnfessional usage
“of the &éiaphorons In any event,; one can be‘qﬁite safe in assuning that
nany  pagtors returned %o’their parishes det@rmlned,fo give private
confession a new "shot in the arm” in thelr congregations., This may
have been tHe case in Lebanon, since the canbroversy began in late 1856,
in addition to the Mg @dri Synod, a m@rc heated controversy must

have been go;ng on in tnc Buuf&lg @jﬂ@d at this timeg too. Remember

that part of! thls £mmanue1 c@mgfegac on had spllt off to Jjoin the Buffalo

e

" Bynod before they even @ﬂrrbli “@d th@mslveg aQ Lebanona and Buffalo
was well fepresented in ulSFGﬁSKHB :When7Missouri was discussing a
Epetiﬁ;om from the Preiutﬂét onarch féf common confession in the 1860
Northern Disaricﬁ convention, the mimutes ?eferfed to the "well known
problem in the Buffalo Synod” wlt h priwabe c@nceas;@n end the office
of the ministry. No doubt the members of Immanuel also heard what was
going on in Buffalo.

We now have five elements in the alr at Immanuel, Lebanon} whilch

may have comblned to spark and/or fuel the controversy which flared

up in late 1858

1) The diverse backgrounds and traditlons of the original and
subsequent members of Immanuel.

2y The seeming stubbornness of these Germans and thelr unwme g
ness to compromise, resulting in a breakdown in Christlan
communications.

3} The readiness of these people to dispute

Ly The controversy over private confession in both the Missouri
and Buffalo synods was already 1ln the alx.

5) © The strong encouragewent of private confession at the 1556
Northern District conventlon,
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'iﬁyféllawé th&t‘if[anydﬁe wanted ﬁo‘éﬁart tfoub1@5fdr any réameng
could split fhe congreg@ti@m nost easily by making use of the privetbe
icﬂmfessign controversy alﬁéa&yhﬁn people’s minds - whether or not
- privaete confession was the real issuae‘ |

From this background, the controversy over private confesslon arose

"The key figures here and ahit toup were:

[ Ji
B

Missourl Synod
. Pastor Geyer = Pasto: of Immsnuel congregation, .
. Pastoy Waegner - Pagtor of Bt. John's, the sister cong
AR L ab Watertown, : L R
Pastor Lochner - Pastor of a Missouri church in Milwaukes . .
o which also had to deal with the samg problem, ’
- Pastor Fuerbringer - Distriet President of the Northern :
: " Digtrict of the Missouri Synod..
Pastor Wyneken = President of the Missouri 2ynod.

e

Teacher ¥, Hass - Teacher and leader of the separatlists
at Wabtertouns '

Wisconsin Synods

# TPastor Pading = Pastor at Theresa, called by the separatlets
’ at Lebanon, later became Synod presldent and
» pastor at Ste Mark's in Watertown alfter Sans.
Pastor Rueber = Wisconsin Pastor at Columbug. "
#  Pastor Muehlhfuser - President of Wlsconsin until- 1840,

{ % = gided with Wisgconsin and separaltists]) ;

.IL.., o

ot

i

This controversy came to the atbtention of the Northern Dis

convention of the Missourl 3ynod in 1858, and the followlng information

was glven the dselegates: B
© Controtersy aboui The Confessional in Pastor Goyjer’s Con- ’ A9 8iill, peace as desired and hoped for wag not
afforded to Pastor Geyer's congregation. Because

\ gregation and the dititude of the Wisconsin Synod. !
(‘R Late in the year 1856 several members of Pastor Pastor Geyer, with his party, dermaanded of the Beicht-
stuermer thal they retract their continual charges

Geyer's congregation asatarted an o yposition against
D as though the ordinance of private confeasion, because

ltll;?l (Eélégu;cecfoffecl’zrzitcee 01081355 Sstilclnc1 rzlll;ﬁh ti)z(lilussllx:i(ﬁg it had been practiced exclusively, were o must, a law,
taneously started in the ncighb'or col{gregntion of Pas- and a yole of bondage, the opponents of private con-
o e Neither  tho pastoi"s hetruetions, nor fession under leadership of the teacher separated them-
s oF s alsiiet presacnt i sanly Visdon B e 0 ety Yo
i¥0§§§d§é§1églqtlc:fcthtcllea?llzlpgﬁgn;z?l,séacfgl?géptzliinu?llﬂg g‘pg_ 3t the district praeses for an investigation of the trouble
1[))licuthzn (i)f Luther’f..slhstateme{xtis about confc‘sslotI; COI?- :53;;12(3(;ﬂﬁ"?i\c"(‘é{%&y d[il;gid%?lligngf:;?é }tlcl,nlig,f}{ :20
ined to increange the unrest in the congregation 10 i e o h g came 1o your re-
El;juch an extent that for the salte of nvoidint{;' t& aplit. gﬁldtczllqlif{lc;l,ff)lll'lt‘t(lllt:dtl}?lllS?cll‘“,oftol’fttgf(n‘dl?‘tcl;(éi prio‘?is
astor Geyer with his adherents, alas, thought it neces- i vt 1T o o . T e
sary to yield to the Beichistucriner Istormers agnnst Fencon hal he sertainly had to nonr Lhe other sile
confession] and.allowed. the introduction. nf so-called : too. Without knowing at the tine, however, that

general.confesaion.alongsidea
fesslon ~=a-change-thai. for
the game time accompl

he current privat

se'parutist services had elrcady been lheld, and like-
wise, that jhig.errand. ef, the two. petitionera. had. heen

Teacher Wetzel = Teacher and leader of the separabtlsts atb Lebanons

Pastor Sans - Non-confessional pastor at 8t, Mark's before 1860,
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[
imﬁtﬂlggll«._s_u_}f_;;gp,m_tj,o\,ls;,lx, the district praeses offered
to grant them an investigation; and because he had just
returned from an official trip, he asked your reporter
in a short note to go avith Pastor Wagner to the scene,
hear both parties right on the ground, and make a
detailed record. Fowever, not only wag he {the writ-

er} _unable to_carrvy out this comnmission offhand, hut ;

soon after the departure of the petitioners the re-

quest of Pastor Geyer and his party for an investiga- ;

tion and arbitration of the trouble by the district prae- -

ses came to the latter's hands, which request he

[Geyer] finally filed on his own account becausec the

geparated party left unanswered at the appointed

time the overture of the congregation referrved to above, |

and, ag already mentioned, instead and without the !

Geyer party's knowledge gent those two to effect the

pastor's transfer.
pastoral conference was only a few weels distant,
determmined the district pracses to bide his time until
then, in order to sec Pastor Geyer personally and
ask him about geveral points, Evcn though this inter-

This and the fact that the annual :

view now made it stili more evident that these people :

were not looking for peace but really for the removal
of Pastor Geyer, gtill the whole conference advised

that Pastor Fuerbringer investigate the matter on

the ground before the October synodical meceting still,
assuming that Pastor Geyer with his congregation so
desired. This resolution then, indeed, was carried out
immediately before synod, as will be detailed later,
notwithstanding the fact that in the meantime all re-
lations had been gevered by the separatists with their
ministerial office and the Synod, inasmuch, when after
the return of their two emissaries the conduct of the
investigation and the anticipated transfer of Pastor
Geyer were delayed, the Kottierer [a gang, in ecclesi-
astical usagel_had at._once_called g, pastor of the
Wiscongin_Svnod. by _whom they were, also served. at
57 had_ filed

ﬂ‘ﬁ As here the rcader, so the synod wag acquainted

,/ﬂ Ll

(@9

wlth the historical events. But since the seditious
party secks to justify its secession from us and its
fellowship with the Wisconsin Synod ag though both
the district praeses and the president-general had
studiousty avoided an investigation, the synod after
hegring the historical report gave further attention to
a study of this procedure.

In the first place, the District Praeses acquainted
the pynod with the minutes of the investigation con-
ducted on the ground, which the pastoral conferance,
g already mentioned, has asked him to undertake
and which, after receipt of a number of letters desacrib-
ing the deplorable situation there, he had immediately
conducted October 8, 1857, on the eve of synod, it
is seen, assisted by Pastors Wagner and Lochner. Now,
even though the district pracses had appeared with
the two assistants for investigation, yes, even though
the seceders were Invited by letter and by word of
mouth not lesg than four times, in the course of one
and the same day, to come and present all their griev-
nnces, and were expressly assurcd that eyverythiag
that had happened since the trouble about the con-
fegsional would be looled into, not one of them ap-
peared, but they answered that they could and would
appear only with their pastor called frem the Wis-
consin Synod, to get whom, however, they required
3-4 days. Since the pastors named could not wait
that long, because they had to leave Oct. 12’ for the
synod at Fort Wayne; since they, moreover, had
nothing to deal about with this preacher of the Wis-
eonsin Synod, and it was quite evident what the sedi-
tious element really wanted: they investigated, as
nothing else remained for them to do, the scparatign
case by hearing the Geyer congregation, constituring
the party affiliated with us and seeking the investi-
gation, with the result that one-sided, stiff neelg&l.
d stubborn ingistence on legalistic restrictiGHy =T

|

&

Christian lberty in this controversy about the con-
fessional can not be laid at the door of Pastor Geyer
or hig party, on the contrary, he is to he blamed for
yielding too much to the demanda of the Beichtstuer-
mer by deciding for the sake of peace on the introduc-
tion of general confession alongside of private con-
fesaion and also putting it into effect, which decision,
as now has become evident, did not manage to restrain
the party in which nun cinndal the lust of geparotion
had been conceived.

é As, accordingly, on the part of the district’s prae-
19 sidi

um everything had been done that was possible
under the circumstances, so too, on the other hand,
on the part of the general praesidium, which is clearly
and unraistakably made evident by the following 1acts,
To wit. when Paator Wyneken received a bill of griev-
ances from Pastor Geyer's opponents, he also on_ his
part promised an investigation at the scene, providsd
they accepted the Christian terms that he would needn
have to insist upon. Now it has been proved that
this answer in due season reached the Watertown post-
office and was listed in the printed bulletin; but it
is just as undeniable a fact that this letter was sud-
denly produced not before eight weeks after the postal
notice, after that preacher of the Wisconsin Synod, 1t
is seen, had already been called in, by the sedltious
teacher’s gon, with the pretext that the letter had
been mislaid at the post-office, notwithstanding that
various personsg, so Pastor Wagner, too, during these
eight weeks had repeatedly inquired about this letter

: U at_the post-office and the official in charge_ingisted

e

and still insists_that it had been called for by some
one soon after the postal notifieation. =~

After our synod had thus satisfled and econvinced
itself as to the lying and malicious procedure of these
people, as though our two praesides had not wanted
an investigation to take place: it thereupon also made
inquiry whether said preacher of the Wisconsin Synod,
who had served these people hitherto, or the praeses
of this synod, Pastor Muelilhaeuser here, who in spring
in company of one of his synodical mcmbers visited
the seceders and dealt with them, or the Wisconsin
Synod itself, which on May 31 and June 1 also was
in session in this ecity, [but did not condemn the deal-
ings?] with the Rotte thru its delegates and its preach-
er, rather justified them — whether then thogse named
in any way consulted Pastor Geyer or the district
praesidium about the causes of the separation and
the relation of the Rottierer to their former ministerial
office and their synodical affiliation? But it appeared
in this connection 1., that said preacher indeed did
inquire of Fastor Geyer on a scrap of paper whether
he might visit him, in order to discuss this matter,
but that this was donec after he alrcady had begun
to conduct services for the separatists; and 2., that
neither the district pracses nor the president-general
have been consulted by said synod or its officers or
cne of its members in any way or been notified of the
iittention to take charge of these people by as much
as one word.

A On account of these and all other facts our synod

then finally was forced to adopt the following reso-
lution:
g “The Synod of Missouri, Ohio a. o. St., Northern

ﬂ?District, wotuld emphatically declare itgelf agdinst the

e

gang work (dus roltische-Treiben) and interference of
the Wisconsin Synod in the congregation of Pastor
Geyer and fecls called to address to said Roffe and its
priest the Word of the Lord P’s. 50, 16:17: Unto tihe
wiclked God saith, What hast thou to do to declare
my statutes, or that thou takest my covenant in thy
mouth, seeing thou hatest instruction, and castest my
words behind thee?

“Would that many a one of the poour souls en-

i tangled in this gang work might sober up again. DBut

let not this Lotlenprediger and hig whole synod try to
weaklkken or to destroy the wholesome effect of our
solemn testimony, prompted by the fear of Ged and
by love, thus, as though this testimony werg=de—bes
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classed with the, charges of the Buffaloans against
the Missourians; forasmuch ns we have. without svafl,
not only once but all of ten times, agked the Buffalo
Synod to grant a discussion with ug, and those who
sought refuge with us were threatened from the ptart
with excommunication If they didn't submit to the
hlerarchical yoke: it i8 clear to every one that right
Ip on our side over ageinst the Buffalo Synod ng well
as In the case of the Wisconsin Synod! —-
ﬁ?- \0 “Finally it may also be mentioned in this connec-
" Vtion that upon request of a delegate Pastors Fuer-
bringer, Wagner, and Lochner voiced their opinion in
regard to -the confesstonal stand of the Wisconsin
Synod to the effect that even though there hag been
8 step forward since the declaration of saild synod a
year pgo of its- adherence to all the symbols and
since the proffered motion, to work toward the elimi-
nation of the unionistic and rationalizing Pennaylvania
* Agenda in uge in its midst, in practice there were still
much unionistic indifferentism and a lack of the right :
‘ obgervance of the confessional reatrtctionﬂ.":;
| UNQUOTE

Missouri simply had excommunicated the opponents of  Geyer who

3 shet ] s in thelr view
-formed the new St. Matthew’s congregatlon because, 1 .

hemns repen 1Fer
they had already separateéd: themselves and would not repent. (confex

Letter Y, Ad. 3). The proceedings had listed ceveral reasons for

this conclusions

5 ge tists had no valid complaint (Para. l)J_ '
é% %g;y,gggriéésggree to joln with geyer“s g?ng?egaF{??%lﬁer
a “hristian fashion to ask District President Fuerbring
for an investigatlon (P. 2) »
3) They took matters into thelr own hands (B 2), )
b} They called a pasbor (Bading) Trom the Wisconsin Synod. (Fo 2).
5) They refused to co=operate with the investigatlon team of
Fuerbringer, Lochner and Wagner (P. 4),

But one side of the story does not tell the whole story., J. P

Koehler, in hls book, The History of the Wisconsin Synod, gives a

synopsis of these same events from the Wisconsin point of view:



In September 1857 Bading visited with a irlend O
his wife's at Watertown, Senator G, Meyer, the father-in-
| law of Wetzel, and there Geyer's opponents gubmitted the
| case to him. He reported to Muehlhacuser, agking whether
he should first mee Ceyer, and in case that were
futile consult with Fuerbringer, hefore he acceded to the
people’s request of supplylng them with the Word and
Sacraments, Muehlhacuser evidently consented to Ba-
ding’s going to Lebanon and serving the group, for a-
ding did just that that same month and in a later letter
stated that he acted under Muchlhaeuser's authority and
as a representative of Synod, e

Now the Lebanon recalcitrants were excommunicated
by Missouri. 'That entailed a correspondence between
Bading and Muehlhaeuser on the one hand and Wagner,
the Missouri pastor at Watertown, Geyer of Lebanon,
and Ructer, the Wisconsin man at Columbus, on the
other hand. The latter was close to Pastor Sans at
Watertown, whose congregation after this became the
' Wisconsin Synod's St. Markus, and he also sought associ-
! ation with Wagner. Rueter wained Bading against in-
terfering at Lebanon; he had heard from Wagner how
Geyer would answer the charges of his opponents; that
Wyneker’s rejection of their appeal were due to a misg-
understanding, hecause they had confessed the sinfulness
of their separation to him and he had informed them
that if they told their pastor that there would be no need
of an investigation; Fuerbringer’s missing answer had
not been delivered by the Lebanon nostmaster.

In answer to that Bading wrote to Muehlhaeuser
;  that Geyer's opponents had not referred to their separa-
. tion from Geyer as sinful but to their separation from

the gynod, and in regard to Fuerbringer's missing letter,
the Lebanon postmaster held with Geyer and no doubt
had wilhheld the  letter; besides, Wagner himself had
told him that TFuerbringer had no time to come, and
Geyer had written him, which Wagner also confirnied,
i that Fuerbringer didn’t want to come. Muehlhaeuser now{v
%\ wanted to order a committee investization, in consulta
jis tion with Fuerbringer, but Bading refused that and con
i tinued to serve the Lebanon people by coming over i‘romi?
{ Theresa from time to time. i

Pastor Bading wrote to President Muehlhduser that he did not
want to begr full responsibility by himgsell for serving those Geyer

s g

2 S 2 e de £ Is a4 g
had excommunicated. DBy exauining Badings letter of Feb., 27, 185
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we can see that in the Wisconsin point of view the gxcomuunicated

| . SIS PRV Rl ST e
St, Matthew's group scemed to have been treated unfairiy, and sinould Ao0

have been excommunicated at all. The following is that 1 el
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Theress, Dodge COa,
February 27, 1858

Dear Brother Muehlhaeuser!

, Pl Today, Saturday, I recelved your letter and hasten to answer
re he 1s 1t. EREight days ago I made a trip to Waterbown to preach there
sferring * the next day and to celebrate Holy Communion. There were 145
5. the Leba communicants, members of St. Matthew congregabtion, who paxtook
s Mat. of the Lord's Supper. I did this under the impression that I
ngre. was agbing in the name of Synod. I was led to this assump=
S tion by the content of your letter, our ponversations and by
211 the cirvcumsbances of this case, Never have I been willing
to @lone assume bhe responsibility for whatever has been done
by me., Everything that I have done so far has been done Dby
your advice and order. Nelther an I willing now to take on the
sole responsibility. Had I been willing to do so, I should have
handled the whole matter differently from the beginning. 1
would have gone there to preach without your advice to do S0s
There would have been no neé&d for an investigation by a commlbiee.
The people would have been saved the expense of $11.,00 in
these havrd times -- $6.00 for the deputation to Milwaukee and
$5.00 for the commibige., You sSee from this that I did not mean
to act independently and therefore not willing to take the
responsibillity alone. : ' ;
P2 . However, is an apology or a vindication necessary? 1
believe note Only be not frightened by FPastor Rueber®s letlter.
When reading his letters (I recelved one from him today) one
would think he were filled Trom head to foot with righteousness
to such an extent that he would explode unless hls letters
provided him with a safety valve. But facts to which I shall
refer later, prove the opposite of his being righteous and Just.
The reason for the style of his letters may on the one hand be
diffidence and anxlety over this matter, and onh the other hand
vl mainly 1t may bé an eglingiwlth pastors Geyer and Wagher,
Wagner knows thils very well and tries to influence hlw. This
was the reason Tor ~gebbing Rueber to his (Wagner's) house [rom
Meyer®s as soon ag you had left Watertown, and keeping hlm
there 'til evening so that Rueber was barely able to cateh the
evening train. He 1s supposed to have sald to Wagner that he
would write Lo me %o have nothing to do with "such people” and
he 1s also supposed to have sald he was greatly surprised that
he had been appointed to the envestligaling comnittee since hs
had not yet belonged to the Wisconsin Synod and had had scruples
about accepting the appolntment., From this it is apparent uhab
he sides more with the Missourians than with us, His declislons
in this watter therefore are not valld as far as " i
Tt also shows how Tar his sense of Justice reache
Far that there 13 nothing to declde agalinst pastc
Wagner, even bhough they be in the wrong, at least they must
know that Fastor HRusber, their friend, voted seatnst bhed,
the proverb comes trues A crow does not peck oub the ayev of
a fTellow crowe”
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g Concerning the excommunicatlon of the Pastors Geyercand
Wagner, they cannot worthily partake of the Lord’s Supper, it
18 ildentically the sanme as the excommunication of 8t. Johis
congregation in Milwaukee and of all those who leave the
Missouriens because they are not willing to endure the Lyranny
(pPraffenjock) of the minisbers, nor stand for thelr unevangelical
Tubheranism. Such Missourlan juggleries have Trightened Pastor
Rueber®s tender consclence to such an extendt that he loses his
sense of justice and in hils heart and neariy in plain words pro-
nounses a damning verdlet on the separated ones and willk -have
nothing more to do with them. 1t i1s good that the Wise Bynod
ig not entirvely compriséd of Ruebers == else, whers would one
find right and justice? I am sure that old Koepsel, Gaulk,
Gresunke, etc., have as good a consclence and as great a senss
of justice:in thelr bosoms as Pastors Geyer and Wagner. -And
while Geyer and Wagner are continually harping on the excommuni-
catbed, Pastor Geyer and his party may find that they are the
really excommuniecabef ones, having caused thd separatlon, and
the same ig true of wagner, who proncunces Geyer and his party
in the right. ‘

Concerning the letter in which Wyneken proposes to come for
an investigabtion, I myself have read this letter and find thatb
its conbtents differ entirely from what Wagner wrltes and Rueber
cites. The separabion from Synod {Bel dem Distrktspraeses
Fuerbringer)iwni@h the excommunicated confess to have been ,
over=hasty and wrong agalnst Wyneken, because they had neglected
to apge&l to him as the last resort for helpy this gseparation
from “ynod, Wyneken, in hls letbter, construes to be the separablon
from Pastor Geyer and from his congregation, Thus he, I might
say willfully, mlsconstrues the sense of the letter in which
the ewcommunicated ones had clearly and plainly written what
they meant. And then he hammers suway abt thems: "Do you acknowledge
that you have done wrong by geparating from Pastor Geyer and from
his congregationy Then repent, confess your $ing to your pastor,
ask for forgiveness and be reconciled with him. I then there
be anything left to investilgate, I shall come to do 80, etes” ;
Trom this 1t is epparent that Wagner omitted the maln part and
stressed the unimportatnt part of the letter in order to paint
the separatists the blacker in Rueber's eyesS.

Regarding the suppresslon or delay of the letter: Graunge
had repeatedly inguired at the post office whether there was
o letter for him, as advertised (in the paper). However, Lh
postmaster would say the lebter had already been gott
oﬂhe would not find 1t, etc. At last, a few days belore
there, the lebtter was Lound and Graunie recelved 1t in a condit
showing that it had been handled wvery much. The opinion
(supposition) was that others, probably the Missourians, {
intercepted it. De that as 1t nay, the letbter would not nave
changed conditions even 1T 1t had been recelved Iin time. L
cannot blame the separatlsts for wanbing nothlng more to do
the Missourians nor lor refusing i

@

to have an iavestigablon Dy



76

}37

>

e
£
=

They have done their part, sacrificlng time and money in order
to remain united with the Missourlans. No matier how wmuch Wagner
habbles that Fusrbringer had had noctine to come righlt away,
we know that this is a LI - Tuerbringsr dld not want to comeéo
Geyer has written me to rhat effect and Wagner has told me 80
some tlme ago. Therelore we chould not urge these people Lo
consent to another investilgablon by two Missourians. They have
suffered enocugh from these vultures.

Now to conclude this matter, I wish to state that I am
mot wllling to take the sole responsibility for giving the Lord’s
Supper to: the excommunicents, although I am convinced that they
are in the rights I had promised them that I would preach to
them on Cautalbe or Exaudi, celebrate the Lord’s Supper, and also
confirm soven children. But if I cannot do thils in the name
and with the sanction. of 8ynod, then write to me sco that 1 can
inform the people that under such conditions I cannot serve them,
However, my opinion is that we ahould 211 stand together and,
as resolved, serve this congregation at intervalsg so that they
may not lose Faith in us as they have 1in Missourti and a greater
calamity befall them to the detriment of their soulsa

When meeting these people and hearing the opinion of all the
faithful in Pankow's and in Wagner's congregations, who are
acquainted with the condition {of the latter congregation there
were six members present with me until 12 midnight at Meyer's
house in Watertown last Monday), then one hears and knows "on
which side the dove caws = on which side the raven caws.’

|
&
g

And now something aboutb Pastor Rueber and his procedure at
Lowelloooo

Youi brother 1n Christ,
Bading
IBy examining Bading's letter, we can see¢ that from Badihg’s
ﬁoint of view (and Wisconsin'®s) differed Trom the cub and dried

story of Missouri., Note the important discrepanceles in the

[}

accounts:

1}  Apparently Bading either did not know the fact or
recognize 1t as important that Geyer had bert over
hackwards to accomodate the opponents to private
confegsion by introducing general confession "slde
by eilde” wlth private confTesgion ( N, Dist. Exrc,,
'58, Pi), Bading still sccused such an apparentbly
flexible minictry of Geyer as belng TLyrannical”
and "unevangelical” (Ll, F3j.
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'Fuefbrimge? really did not want te come nor did he
e Ry oo o 3 6 ey
(Li, PS), Compare NoDs Froce, pgynk&ﬁn -
Wyneken would not have come even 1if there hag uas@
no mix-up with the mall service (L1, PU), (Compare
; RN O mpe 4
T P «‘5):&"'0@5:*9500 Ea) o . -
k) The separatists had a valld complaint (L1, 5
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Ne Be1 The reader uay here aligwwiqubo %ei§4db:
Bading's letter of Sepb, 10, 1857, which include
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a letbter from Yebzel,

i ; . o o i
Wisconsin concluded that the 8t, Matthew’s group had baenv
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] "Lacte i “he 185 sconsin Synod Repord
cman.  This decislon is reflected in the 1858 Wisconsin Sy D

y

| The 1858 Wisconsin Syno j} report ha§ tie IOIiUW‘mg

j to say in the matter: i
“ quot ) *
Lo When the committee submitted its findings in re-

gard to the relationship of the Evangelical-Lutheran
St. Matthaeus-Gemeinde in Town Lebanon near Wa-
tertown, Pastor Bading was asked by synodical reso-
lution to give a brief impartial account of the situation

; in this matter, with consideration of all documentary .

evidence. This was dane, with comment on individual

points by the I'raescs as well as the delegates of the
congregation present. Then ensied a more thorough

§ discussion of the attair, furthernmore a second reading

i of the commitlee report, whereupon the following

- . Tormulation of the latter was adopted by Synod:

X “Resolved that Synod after due welghing yof the

! matter renders the following verdict: =~ j L

[

s “L. Since the Evangelical-Lutheran St. Matthgleus-
‘Gemeinde in Town Lebanon contrary to the Worll or
God, to clear and unmistakable statements of  the

{ Augustana, and contrary to its own conscience was

" to have private confession forced upon it, there could
be no denial of its right to protest against the impo-
sition of such a yoke,

“2. Since thig protest was not heeded by the

. preacher of the congregation, a part of the congre-
gation, too, according to the documents before us,
treated by him in an unchristian manner, it would
have behooved the ministerium of the Lutheran Synod
of Missouri to give car to their repeated requests,
and do so in a Christinn way, which was not done.

“3. Sinee the request of thig congregation for an
investigation, made to the ministerium hag not been
heeded, neither by the district president nor by the
president-general, the congregation named hag thus
not been rendered justice over agninst Pastor Geyer,
we do not consider said congregation as any longer
under obligation to remain within its synodical associ-
ation, and it is free to turn to such who share the same
basis of faith with it.

“4, Where in the method of procedure, however,
this congregation, too, hag crred, we do not lend our
support, rather offer the admonition that it repent
and seek God’s forgivenocss.”

NQUOTE

It so happened that immediately after the Wisconsin
| ynod’s sessiong (May 30-Junc 3) at St. Johannis, Mil-
W aukee, the Northern District of the Missouri Synod
et at neighboring Dreieinigkeits (June 2-8). So there
‘as an early discugsion of Wisconsin's action there and
i e following ventilation of the matter in the distriet’s

¢ ourth annual report (1858) : e v ¥

! gg—,
JOTE



And so 8te Matthew’s congregatlon of Lebanon split off from

Immanuel and the Missourl Synod officially on Sept. 5, 1857

o

By Feb. 27th, Bading had been serving the congregation. At the
1858 convention the Lebanon situation was examined. Finally,

£,

’afcer dicussing correspondence between Badlng, Geyer and Wagner,
and after thérgntlre symodmhad been admonished to repent by a
fi@%ﬁ@r ftém Fuérbringe?D‘Febg‘lp 1859 (I 16), St., Matthew's waé
*?egeived ;nto tha\ﬁisconsi" S&nod on Mat 19, 1859, But now what’
? aﬁpuﬁna pastor? Wﬁ@n Stoe Matﬁhewﬁs first began holding services,
they had asked Bading to serve them. The reason for this was
5vquité undomﬁﬁoateda the two "underhanded” men who had gone to
Fuerbringér to agsk for Geyer“é removal {(Wetzel and Koepsel) had
also given some thought to a replacement pastor. Koepsel had
children living near Theresa, and they simply recommended Bading
to them. This Bading did as they bullt a church one mile to the

‘south of the present site of Immanuel, near the junctions of Cty.

end Wis., 109. This is also the reason St. Matthew’s did not send

o delegate to the 1859 convenbtion (L2},
Then Koehler vecords this bit of Immanuel’s hlstory from

1860 - 1863

For a short while a univergity theologian, name of
Grdmdn, who had just arrived from Germany (and
} wfl;omf‘achtmann tried to secure a place at La Crosse
erfowd du Lac), supplied the St. Matthacus-Gemeinde
oF kboanon and the Michaels-Gemeinde of Watertown,
hefore Bading moved to Watertown. Gradmann had to
give up hig position again bhecmuse his moral conduct
was questioned. Teacher Wetzel of Lebanon raised
charges of false doclrine which could not be substanti-
ated, Wetzel, on his part, overreached himself by un-
authorized administering of baplism and similar acls.
The Watertown congregation stood with Gradmann, even
Senator Meyer, Wetzel's father-in-law., But then fie
Ieltbole published evil reports against him, c. g. that
he had embezzled money in Germany and that he was
addicted to drink. Gradmann frankly discussed these
matters in a lcetter to Muchihaeuser which leaves one
with the impression that he was not guilty of unfaith-
fulness so much as of thoughtleasness. e resigned of
his own accord, to save Synod from injuiry, and seems
to have returned to Lurope in oider to serve the diaspora
in Russia, Thus it happens-ibal there is no mention at
all of him in lhe synodical reports.”

s

16,
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Shortly after these unfortunate events, Pastor A. Lange
was called to St. Ma%théwﬂgg He 18 recelved intd the synod at
the 1863 convention., However, A Lange wag & troublemaker.  Hev,
Link, who succeeded Geyer alt Immanuel in 1860, admonished 4. Lange
for bad pracﬁiceﬁ and Lange responded to defended himself in

(Ll and L3), Finally in 1870 Tange led St. Matthew's out of the

‘Wisconsin Synod, Tor ressons which the reader may Jjudge for

£(Enalgs!
nimself (L6}, ° ish

Doctrine éeemed to be small mattef with Pastor.Laﬂge» He
and 3t. Matthew's Lhen Joined the Buffalo Synod. This may have
been in part due to the stricter doct rlnal stance of the W1scensln
Synod. In 1872 Wisconsin joined Missourl in the Synodical
Conference. Perhaps Lange saw this coming and thought it impossible
to once"again be in fellowshlp with uhe congregation which had
excommunicated his congregabtion L4 years earlier.

No records from St., Matthew's remain (to this writer's know-
ledge) 1n the Lebanon area or in the asrchives of the Wiscongin
Synod - except for the record of births, baptisms and deaths.
Apparently the members of St. Mabtthew's kept close fellowship
with thelr Wisconsin Synod neighbors three miles to the south,

Ste Paul's of Ixonia (who had also split from Immanuel in the 1050z
over the line~fence controversyl)., According to the son of the last
president of St. Matthew®s, Gilbert Lettow, the membership of 3.,
Matthews eventually dwindled so that they worshipped regulariy &b

1 bl
Ao

8, Ixonia, Only Tour tlumes a year 4Ld they hold a sevvica,

a . .communion service, in thelr own church building, Finally, o
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gtill remained in Sho Matithew's congr L¢Oﬂa and they nerged

Poul's in 1926 under Pastor Be ruthal.

In the opinion of this writer, private confession, though involved,

was only the trigger issuc here, This paper will develope this

in more depth as we an@fp@ra@a;thig point and other long=reachling

events with the an;ij sig of St, John's, Wabtertown.

Aceordlmg to the Missouri Syndd’s Northern District Proceedings

of 1858, the Migsourl Synod cong gregation in Waterbtown, St. John's,
Pas “‘l""’ L

went through the same controversy at uhe same bime (PL). 1It, Too,

was made up of immlgrants fvom variocus parts of Germany with differing

packgrounds and traditlions ol wors hipg They arrived in Watertown
ry likely in the fall of 1851 = some of the 11.%ers, Within a yeal,

irst pastor, the Revs Aa

Lo’

1ste in 1852, the congregation called its

2] 5 2 - N ) - T. B o, o Y -
Kleinegees, a member of the Ohio Lutheran ~ynod. He remalied with

the congregation a very short time, until March of 18573, since 1t
a1

was 500N scovered that he believed and taught the liberal and
rationalistic doctrines of the State church in Germany.

. o

At this point we can see how 8T John's became closely conrected

») N
£ i

with evenbts at Immanuel, Lebanch. Being withoul a pastor, thie

Ae

congregatlion prevailed upon Rev., Geyer of Imuanuel Lo sorve Tl

He began to serve the congregatlon on Nove b, 1803, and remalned

1tg pastor untll Feb. 1, 1955, providing services once & montits

#Most likely, he practiced private conlesslon here, LU0s i

36, John's joined the Missourl syNGad a
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At this time, St. John's also addressed a call to Candldate
' ad - jus! rgduated fr 1 Theological
Theology Anton Wagner, who had just graduated from the The &
) i 108 1 et Pt ) Ste e s 100th
Seminary of the Missourl Syncd et Ft., Wayne. 8t. John's ,

anniversary book conbinues the narrvablve:

e lHe accepted the call, and
fcame to Watertown around the first of the year
| 1855, At that time the railhead was extended to .-
1 Oconomowoe, from where the young Pastor
j traveled the 1'elnai1211g miles to Watertown b
'stagecoach. He arfived™ 1 the middle of the
'night, and found lodging in a hotel. The next
| morning, in spite of having contracted a severe
cold on his journey, Candidate Wagner walked
the six miles through snow a foot deep to the
Lome of Rev. Geyer in Town Lebanon. Here he
discovered that St. John’s Congregation had no
Agenda, that is, the book of forms and prayers
for church services, baptisins, the celebration of
!Floly Communion, the perfornu'ng of Weddings,
i' and similar ministerial acts. Qur Sgnod had pub-
i lished no such hook at that time. There remained
' nothing for him to do but to spend several days
tas the guest of Pastor Geyer,'auc‘l to copy the
 most important sections from Pastor Geyer’s
! book, which itself was also a hand-written copy.

It might be well also to note at this time
that in those early years before the publication
of a hymnal by the Missouri Synod, the con-
ducting of a church service involved consider-

,able difficulty. The German immigrants had

faithfully brought with them their‘ copie'sﬂo-f
their hymnals, but since they came h’on@ differ-
ent sections of Germany, the selections of hymmns
varied considerably, and the same hymn, al-
though it often appearstin all the hymnals,
nevertheless had dilferent verses and was pub-
lished in different dialects, all of which made
congregational singing a problem.

i .5, e falrliy sure thalt Wagner alss chose to
At this point we can be falrly sure that Wagiier also

(| LR T PR |
It was cowmmowm practlce ir Hlissouril

-

practice private confezsion. &
A : . ) NPT o o v 1 f" -~
and 1t wae written in ~eyer's Agménda, whlch wagner oo} s By Y

3 & o0 - 45y o s er s and
J n to wwregation of 90 wvotling medbers and
St. John'®s had grown to a congregation ol S0 £lilg

S0OUi8 .
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Unfoftunately@ with the same stresses here as at Immanuel,
and with 8t. John's close commechbion with this sister only 6 miles
sway, 1857 marked the year that the private confeasglon conbroversy

ohn's German 60th. anniversay book

flared up here, also. 5. J
records. these facts:

"vet bhe congregatlon should now struggle through a difficunlt
period of strife. 1In 1856, indeed, several members, Jjust as in the
congregation at Lebanon, also in our congregation «mpgiged opposition
to Lhe existing order of private confession, Nelther the explanation
of the pastors nor the visiting District President could sllence
the opponents. HLven when the congregatlon introduced the general
confession next to the private confession the fire of discord still
glowed under the ashes, The maln agltator was the Tirst called
teacher of the congregablon, Fredrich Hass, in 1857. He also began
+o lecture in private hones all over and.to gatherings called for
that purpose to which these and those dear [riends were invited.

Put all this was dillgently kept from the pastor. Only one evening

2t such = meebting a trustee got up and sald, "Brethern, we can't

get by with this hing, let's glve 1t up.” Now the pastor found culb =
ne had been weakened by a long fever =- and he dreaded the comlng
struggle; but he anked God for wilisdon and strength, and behold, alter
much instruction, the holdlng of such private meetlngs was glven up.

11y alfter man) rruitless meeblugs,
]

The controversy lasted, and fina 8
families Lleft the congregabion, "

o hreak occurred, and more than 20

Though the contrcversy ig said to have centered upon private VE.
general confesglon, as at Lebanon, the reader can judge Tor himself

as he reads the letter of the separatlist group wprithen to Fres.

Meuhlhduser on Neve Jy 1858, This letter raises their coumplaints

and announces bthat they intend to leave Wagner®s congragation.

“ A~ T

PR e s -
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To the honorable Revs Muelhlhaessr
of the honorable Wisconsin Byriods

Dear Fresident:
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congrepgation about the custom of private confesslon,

Because of the stubborness of Rev, Wagher and of hile Toolish
utterance that he would rasther go on the gullletine befeore

he would consent to the rite of general confession, several
members lost confldence in the pastor and intend to leave
the congregation. The Leachar and a descon spoke to these

liore than a year ago there arocse a controversy in our
G

people about this matbe Un thils occasilon the deacon asked
the teacher to lead in devoltlonal exercise, We had ‘such
devotional meebtings even before a teacher had been called,

The teacher complied with the request, but thought that the
reading of & sermon would prolong the meetling too much,
“He proposed reading a Bible rassage and saying a. Tew words
‘on it, The people present at this meeting agreed to this
proposal. Such meetings were conducted for sometime, When,
howegver, the pastor heard about them, he forbade the teacher
to continue this practice because 1t was an ericroachment upon
the pastor’s office, The teacher was to acknowledfe that
he had sinned, ask for forgiveness and promise not to do
it agalin, ,

The teacher refused this unchristian request, saying,
he did nbét consider his action a 8in, neither would he
give the required promise, Thereupon the pastor refused
Holy Communion to the teacher and through a deacon he
notified him that unless he confessed his sin and sought
forgiveness, either he (teacher) or the pastor would have
to leave the congregetion. One or the other had to leave.
When this unltimatum did not have the desired efTect, the
pastor brought the case before the congregation, Again he
accuse the teacher of having encroasched upon the pastor’s
office. Although we guoted to him from the Bible, Trom
Luther and from other church fathers that every Christian
by reason of his "royal priesthood"” has the right to
privately preach the Word of God and no one can prove othep-
wise from the Bible, the pastor would not be convinced by
our proof's, but repeated his Tormer assertlon and a part
of the congregation sided with him. He Furthermore stated
that unless the teascher compdied with hls request, he
could not remsin as teacher; he would talke his child out of
schools The pastor and his party did take their children
out of school, and he also took away the Janitor job From
the teacher and gave it to deacon Kroening. As in thisg
Instance he had acted arbitrarily, we confronted nim and
£eld him tha't hé had done wirong and that Kroerning was
encroaching upon ancther®s office., Bub neither of them
would admlt having done wrong and were upheld by a part of
the congregation in several congregational meetings which
were held concernlng this question. No peac Bl
or agreement was reached, Tnsbtead the paston
stubborn, began to mock us, glving us the nick
Joly Ones"s When the mestings crought no zolu

653
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Fra S : - controveray, the pastor agsin arbitrarily sent the demcons
[T Kroening and Schrécter to the school-house to expel the lea cher.
foia : When our children came howe weopAHJe we went to the school-
ST house and insisted that the teacher continue to inSuLuot o
our ch 7?1?@15 This was done through that week, However,

on the Toliowling Sunday, the wastor amounce’ a congregatlon
that the teacher was to.bé_dismissed fromrhis ’0fficca'tThis

2
-‘

resolutibn was ingalld-according. to ol congregatients
constltution;.but the pastor pronounced it valld and hlu
party sustailned him. Our protest was nol considered, and,
the tescher was publicly ejected from office and was also
to be excomminicated from the congregatlon, the pastor
declaring him a "heather and a publican”.from the pulpjt
admonishing the congregetion thatiunless they excommunicate
the teacher, they would tread God's Word under fooet. When
agaln we pretes“edg he reouked us with the wordSa "You
have nothing more to say.

Now we connot submit to such a godless procedure, and
also our conscience 1s sorely stressed when Pastor Wagner
defames our brethern of 3t. Wa“thew&a or the congregatlion
by calling them a "mob” and thelr Pastor Bading a "mob-
preacher” ‘

For these reasons we find it 1mpossib1c to remaln in
this congregation and its synod that permits such procedure.
The defsming words about ow teacher and our brethren in
St. Mattews are directed also against us, we being one wilth
them in doctrine.

We have th@r@fore rosolved to form a ccngregatlon of
our .own and to Join the honorable W}ACOHSLﬂ Synod. Belng
without a pastor, we earnestly beseech you, the Hon. Presldent,
to hQGp us with your advice so that we may be providud with
WOrd and sacrament by Pastor Bading. Could it be so arranged

that Rev. Bading could aiso p1cdch to us when he comes next
time to preach to St., Matthew'®s? FPlease write to us thils
week yet, il pQuSLbleg g0 that we may be able to clear up
difficulties or objectlons to this reqguest.

Should you deem it advisable to come here to investigate
personally, we shall be glad to receive you, and as soun
as possible, Only notifly us a few days in advance., 1f
vou come, stop at lr. George Meyer’s house and also send
any communications to us in care of Mr. Meyor,

4 F

With due respect we sign as the
Lemporary councll of the congregatlon
and in 1ts nanme:

August Gamm

) Wilhelnw Grounke
Watertown, Septa 9, 1658
George Meyer
P,8. Address: Senator Meyer bscause
Marey Meyers lives here.
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In a later letter to Muehlhfuser, (Nov. 3, 18585 L&)

]

the separatists claim to have separabed form St. John“ﬂ and the
Missouri Synod, and to have formed the new St, Michael®s CONZT@=
gatdon, {confer L17 for the flrst wr itten request to join the

Syrnod) In the Nove lebter, for such

nghb Henerablo Presid ﬁ

Sy waAs we h@vo separebted from Pastor Wagner®s oongL@gation
iend organized our own By, Labha congregatlon, we connsider
1t our Christlan duty to jein.a Twutheran Synod, Thervelfore
we have on this date (Nove. 3, 1858) unanimously resolved
to.seek admlisgion into the Ev. Luth, Synod:of Wisednsin -
wmu weibeabachqyou, Honorable President, to 5rmcious“J
pr ‘our pmmxti@ag We are honestly convinced 1in our
GOHSCLOHO@ of having done right by separating from Pastor
Wagner and from his cunggsgatLona
To Jjustify our actilon before you we herewith present
the reasons forrthe sepavation and Tor seeking admission’
into your synods ;
1) Pastor WJgaer denies the right of Christilans %o
meet privately for edificational devotions if a
certaln time therefore and invitations thereto are
stipulated
2} Pasor Wagner agserts that 1f one payrson at these
nmeetings discourses on the Word of God, be it only
a& long as Cive wminutes, be commits a sin and he will
not tolerate it,
3)  Pastor Wagner has excommunicated two members, the
Mesgrs. Busch and Graunke as ﬂbﬂbh“ﬂ and publicans
because they have declared thelr disagreement with
his principles. As he would not rebract thew, they
have under these cilrcumst i

3,

?}3 E,Ja

ances geparated Trom hlm,
"And whether one wmember suffer, all the members sufler
Wi.tl‘l it”m I COrs 12‘,260

4}y Pastor Wagner nas, by hls prevarications and by
his denials of what transpired between him and several
mzmbers, lost the conlidencs of members to such an
extent that none of us dares to go to hlm without
taking along a witness. This can Le proved by many



OCCUrTeNces .
5)  Pastor "agner reviles

d abuses our brethren in
gregatlion in Lebanon,
we cannct believ
us o remain with
vituperabions,

iith, the 8t., Matthew con
; them "mob? and

of God counp

reby sanctlion and endors

reasons Tor our

These, among many others, are the principal

Separation from Pastor Wagner and

from his congregation, . Hoping

that they Justify our action M your sight.

Watertown, Nov.,3, 1858,

ﬁWQ'sign with respect
The deacons of 8t Michael's Congregation”

George Meyer

August Gamm

Gettlieb schult
Wilhelm Grunke
Gottlob Bewwe= (busch?
Ivdwlg Fricke

{(confer also 1.9,)

for a very shor:

Pastor Gradmann then served 8%, Michael®s

But 8t. Michael's called

time from St, Matthew's in Lebanon (L10)

e

Shortly thereafter the

o Swp [l
rastor Bading from Theresa to be thelr pastor on May 30, 185
egation applied for admission

5t have heon

8

Wisconsin Synod in the 1859 convention (1193

very optimistic congre
having just applied fo
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T d 63 s =
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for without
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in keeping with th

y the Watertown co
case wasg gubmitted an
| and explicit indorge
secretary and
! thereon, Kesolved:
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gsoon to end ite existence.

1

fJuly 15, 1860, n@%‘ﬁnly call

Michael's o@hgr@gati@n ﬁa JO
(éwgepﬁurngith Christ. 8t,

. Such is the history of the p
3% a Michael“sa

X

Although history record

controversy" in these two co

to this writer that the issu

Mi

Sans wag rcmoVad from QiTiGG‘

>

[
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chael's was,. a turn in events was

The liberal and unlonistic evangelical

Lutheran church in Watevbown, St. Mark’s, dismissed thelr pastor
Sans from duby in 1860. This put the members of St. Michasl'’s in
an interesting and gpparently influentlal peositlon., "When Pastor

9 ®ur cangregation in its meeting of

ed Pastor Badingﬂ but alsoe invited St
ih 1ta
Mark®s 100th anniversary book, p, 18,)

rivate confession controversy at

£

&

B

e
%

o
R

s this as "the private confession

3

A

ngregations, nevertheless, 1t sesns

e of private confesslon vs, general

confesslion was not the real issuve in bthese congregations. HRather,
the underlying issue seems to be the rights and priveleges of the

universal prlesthood and the

There seems to be several reasons why these congregatlons would
be particularly sensitive to this issue,

Let us return bto Germany in the sarly 1800°s. These Lutherzns
had left Germany beoaﬁse their church leaders - the pastors -« wers
forcing them to compromise the truths of God’s Word in many
conigregations. Whebther 1t waz the Prussian Unlon or raticrnallsm,

to these people, thelr

pastors

ir relationshlp torthe pasgtoral office

R ]t R B M
vhiem, andhad compelled

¥
o}

all of which scon came to pass.”

i
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them to give up doctrinal purilty. So they left.

Now follow the group to Lebanon. Already at Buffalo; N.¥., the
sengitivity of these confesslonal Lutherans to any threat upon thelr
privileges as the universal priesthood. They would not follow Réva
Grabau, whose dochrine lmposed on th@if’right<to adminlster th@
sacraments, among other things. |

Then the controversy over prlvate cdnf@ssion began in ate
1856, But prifte confession had been practiced at Immanuel since
18LL4t  Why the sudden disconbemt If this was the primary issue,
the meubers showed a surprising lack of patience, ZHven if Geyer
had not permitted the common confession along side private cdn

(e Badiag never waentous ¥ e didd

28 the '58 Missouri Report records', certalnly someone must have

known what was said about private confession two years earllier at

e

the 1BB£ convention. There it was made perfectly clear that

privabe confesslon was not the only way, and that the lssue should

be handled with great care and pabtlence inwall congregations,

Knowlng that the 8ynod was on th@ip@id@, 1t seems that Wetzel and

2.

the others would have been ready to show more patience, and try
more earnestly to use the proper chammels - if private confession
was the primary issue hereo

Instead, privabte confession at Immanuel and at 3t., John'’s

seem meraly to have been the conbtemporary itsm of devate by which

]

the lssuz of the pastoral office in relaticnship Lo the urniversal

2 ’ o~ 1 £ A N | - e v A s e b o
priesthocd Tound expression. The 10858 distrlct conventica had

strongly urged that private confesslion, since 1t has so many
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advantages, be practiced
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mmigrants Who-nad had compromise fore d‘upon them in Burope
perhaps f@¢t‘pr@ssur@ from the topf%gaing presgsure to comproumige
oA

on the dootrine of

go to the guliTotin@ rather thﬁn-p@rmit'priVata confession? . The

m@mb@r* kneq that the M?&aQMEi Sﬁ“QO dﬂd nmu u@lerbte auch an

ttﬂtud@ %iii,c@uld hmv .ﬁ@ r@ﬂpg%;Put:ihmV did prmLesL

to the Uy?@ﬂﬂ&@&T p?mceduf@ 0 “éstar aven m@rea The uGhQDl“

house issue“athe J@n c@% j@%fl @ueg and th1s decrca Ln the use of

an adl&phoyan @ll s@emeﬂ;;ikc an aou&e of the pastoral office -

'and am Lnerngomenu on uhair unlvergal prﬂesthsod@ Even*Bading
does noc men‘i nfp 1va;e con; uszon onge in his letter (Li) bﬁt
‘complains aga¢n°t the "ty r&nmica7‘and unevan5elica1" rule of
’Geyera v

Ste John'®s case ir even mor@ convinecdng that the relationship
"of the pasforal ofiﬁee to tha univeréal priesthood was the real

lssue. Remember, too, that these two disputes were over the

Same 1ssue at the same time, Now look at L7 and L8 again. The

bouto

on

o
(=

matter in quest

The "royal priesthood” issue is mentioned by name, but there ic

e mention of "confassion® It Involves allegead "CLyrannical conducs

ort Wagner®s part, and hie waligning of the separatists,

Noew zeview the five points of separation: (L8}, Agalr,

deal with the powsr exercised by the pastor in relation to his

members, not with private confession,

Finally,+even more convinelng is Pastor Wagner's delense of

. - ~ LR S PR T R }
himself, addressed to Muehlbduser and mtrelspgaths (L4

the Church. Did Wegner say that he would rather

8 encrcachment upon the pastor®s office (L7, P2)1
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Dec. 15, 1858 7

To the honorable Pastors KMuehlhaeuser and
Streisguth in Milwaukee,

Honorable Pastorsp

I received your lebiter of the 7th in the evening of the
8th. Had I not been sick I should have answered soonar. Bven
though 8till not well, I shall not let you wait longer £81r an
AnNsSwer. ' ‘

Mrst of all, I thank you for sending me the "Flve Reasons
for the Separabion," and requestlng my answer, stating "whether
these reasons arec valid ovr invalid”. This I am heartily
Wwilling to-do without your urgent reguest. But before examining
the enclosed "Five Reasons,” permit me first to answer some
of the asserbtions conbained in your letter: ; '

You clainm that the minutes of the meeting of cur Syrcde
ical Disttict are garbled == (Sinn und sachentstellende
Protokoll), If Tthat is your honest opinion, then no one can
hinder you from bearing witness against sald "mls-statements”
or such "garbling', Furthermore, "you hope that notwithstanding
this dlifference of opinion" I will belleve in youp well=-meaning
endeavors to Tfurther the pPeace and welfare of thehiﬂgdom of
the Lord in Watertown. I answers As long as I am convinced
that you honestly and truly mean this, I assure you that 1,
too, shall endeavor to further the peace of. the church in
watertown, Likewise I clalm, as you do, tht 1t i& not obstinate
pervenaclity that impels my actions, but the sense of right and
Justice as well as the desire to promote the welfare and peace
of God's Kingdom., This I lave proved Dy repeatedly impl
the congregation in its nestings during this sad controvers:
thuss "You see, dear peocple, that we connot come Lo a ISL-ERaR:
able solution, Therefore T mplors you to ask our presic
and <everal pastors Lo come and lavestigate our cnntrovers,
and, judge and decide who ia riuht d who 1s wrong. I will
not stubbornly claim to be right and will gladly confess Ly

tigators decide that I have done WL

fault 1f bhese inves:
1 in nowlgs congent to
£
43

But the opponents would
Thelr answers were similar teo trnoze given
his opponents. For example: "The Lord Jes
te judged by the Fharisces,”

I cannot agres with youx spinion on Ll
congregatlon and I had writton Lo =ie TiGT
' that 1t contains "the sreat pri
fall to see the "wistake” Had you been

21l

e,
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Terdlet would have been different, TFor it 1s not true that
1t our letter it was assumed "a priori" that the opponents

were In the wrong. On the contrary, 1t is spoken thersof "a
posteriori." The "investlgatlon af the reascns Ter complaind,”

(not the reasong for separation) have certainly been sufficlently
explored in the many meetings held since second Pentecost d&y.
from the Bible, from the spmbolical books, many citations from
Luther and teachers of our church, it was proven to all butb

the obduate ones that what the opponents defended as a sacred

‘right, was in fact, a great Wrong.. Repeatedly have I aslked

them to clte one passage Trom orthodox teachers to prove-their
stand-point, but it was not possible for them to do So. What-
ever they ¢ited from Luther proved to be a vefutation of their
argumeht, At one meebing they thought they had the proof for
thelr contention from a pamphlet gntitleds "Testimony of 061d
and New Teachers of the Lutheran hurch concerning the Spiritual
Priesthood", However, when I proposed to go through it publicly
with them, they would not consent - and for good reasonge-
even though they would then have had the opportunity to defend
and to prove their view; and neither would they heed my
petltion to show a willlingness Yo hear proof of their error,

~. What you write-=-with some "strong" language-- concerning
the transfer of some members of 2t, John's congregation to
Trinity congregation of Milwaukee, I shall ignore as not
pertinentl o the matbter hand, You may cunfer with Pastor Lochner
about that. But one thing I want to remark here: When you
declare that in the Lebanon case you have dealt according
to the teaching of the Gospel, I must declare that up to the
present hour I am convinced of the contrary and connot hslieve
you., This much concerning your letter,

Now I shall turn to the consciencious illucidation of
the "Flve Reasons for the separation®, 0T what I write, I
hold myself responsible before Cod and man and promlse that
1f unintentional and unwlttingly I should fall into an errvor,
and this is proven to me, I shall willingly and gladly retract
and plead for forgiveness,
However, before treating on the separate points, T

would like Yo make ceveral general cbservation, On the i5th
of Oct, , Pagtor Badirg and four or five of the separatists
quite unexpectedly caue to me to confer about the separation,
Two deacons of my congragation were present., Because I was
2t the tiwe suffering from neuralgia anl also because I could
noet have the munutez of the congregation meeting, I reguected
Pastor Badilng to postpone Lhe cornference untll next Morday,
as Pastor Bading always remained here several days alter oo
on Sunday. Dut they would not accede to wy wiskh, and
the confference which lasted ‘til past midnighc, Th: separ
had five reasons wtiltiten on papan and in the presence of
Bading they main ' and ceital

ntained that these
ground for thelr separaticn. Nowu aln
these (present) five reasons much Chimnged from the words rownd

(SN
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that evening by Mr, P. C. For on that evening, none of the
reasons gliven were valid and sufficlent for g 3eparatlion as
Mre C.P. had to admlt. Pastor Bading, therefore, admonished
thew: "People, rebturn--do not separate yourselves--preserve
unity",

I tried repeatedly to obtain a copy of those five reagons,
but was denied a copy, therefore, I cannot glve the exsct
wording of those five points, but some of themn were aboubt as
Ffollows:

2} 1 was supposed to have saild that I would sooner go

on the gullletine before changing anything in the, :

custom of confession, =-Thig was proven untrue by witnesses,

b} I hag gone to Lorgry Supper with an unreconclled

heart when at Synodical Meebing, --Thig I explained ang

answered to the satigsfaction of Rev, Bading,

c) That the congregatlion had resolved to excommunicate

the teacher as a heathen and a publican, =-This was re=-

tracted upon Pastor ading®s recommenéation,

d) hat 1 had removed the teacher from his office,

==For this I gave g00d reasons, == ete,

Some of these accusatlons are;now repeated in the enclosed
document, and I will afin answer Tthem, "they belng the most
lmportant ones® that Supposedly have caused the Separation,
==What right Mr, George Meyer has %o base his separation on
these "five reasons" T canmmob understand; for although I
begged him urgently to do so, he never once appeared at our
meetings during this controversy. Whether hig reason is the
one intimated to me by Rev, Bading in s letter-=God will Judge.,
But to proceed,

Ad. 1, According to this Fipst point, the separatists 58y
‘ that I do not dispute the right of Christians to meet
for private devotion in general, except in case & certain
time for, ang invitations to these meetings are stipulated,
I am glad to have this declaration in writing, because people
here have spoken and still speak differently. They claim that
I have forbildden all devoticnal meetings., They are not
gshamed to say that T have Torbidden reading the Bible and
bPraying, notwithstanding that I have urgently admonished mny
congregation to diligently read thelr Bibles and to pray, Still,
I had it thrown up to me in public that T am » pops and also
for the reason of having prohibited the Dible,

1.

under the lupression that 4t
s

Concerning meetins at g stlpulated time and pla
maintian that because of such stipulation of time and
these meebings arve of a public character, and therel
ls the pastor’®s duty to conduct such teetliss, he havin
ordalned by God, through the congregatlion, toido so. .
was Lot possible for me to CONGUL v 51283 dAzeblings becuuse I
was not Inforned of the Lime an Placce  OUnly alilerwarcs 1
other members, did I accic ntly hesr sboulb them, o Tirst

such meeting Chere pac



reading of 5oripture and a general discussion of Holy Writ,
Fearing to induce strife and contention, I did not at first
confront the participants of these meetings. “ut after 1
made known to them my Lew, they askeds "“an no oune then say

to his neighbor, come my house today or tomorrow and we

shall read God®s Word end pray, read assermon and bhe edifled”y

My answer was: That is Tery good and pleases me if it iz done

it the proper way., And I stressed then the duty of the Head

of the household as priest of the family. “nd this is the pivot

on which the first point of the controversy hinges, My

contention ig that at such meetings not one certain person , o
shall always deliver sermons {or as the separatists will term ‘
it "apeeches" -= which cegentially is the same as premching).

Note therefore, that this "First reason” 1is a' prevarication,

or, to express it mildly, it is & distortion of facts.

o <
Ty e
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Ad. 2, When it says heres "The discourse by one person on
God"s Word for a duration of five minutes I declared a sin and
permitted 1t not" - isn’t this connection an infamous lies

Les, I have spoken of ten--maybe also of five--minutes, And
who would not, in the heal of battle, sometimes use s hyperbole?
Any fair-minded person will know that this is done only Tor the
sake of contrast. To call a discourse a sermon does not
depend on the length of time of its delivery. There are long
and there are short sermons, but the latter are still called
sermons, Likewise, I have spoken of "gin”, but have applied
this to the preaching of the teacher Hass because {a) he

has no vocation o call to preach (though he claims +o have a
direct call from God) and therefore he had no more & right

to presch than any other lay member, and (b) he has caused
offense and disunion as is plentifully apparent. With my own
ears have I heard it said: The participants of those meetings
are the truly converted, the real Chkistians and children of God.
The others, says the teacher, are a rabble who knows nothing
about converfion and therefore the offense (at the Separatist
neetings), ut to sit in the groveary store playing cards he
(Hass) does not seem to conslider to be an offenss —- and Fastor

;

I

i
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Bading had to hear similar remarks. from deacon Schulte =t one

of our meetings, '

it dnd these are the reasons for my sayings  "Such adts and
i words I shall not, cannot and must idt
The principal contention here is thd questlon whether the

teacher has actually pPreachad., Thi
PTOven.  For examples right alfter
three deaconsg, anong whon woua !
Graunke, privacely cenversing nave ; :

Peacher dldl  We cannot geb by with Lris, de wust wtop 1t,"
However, sad to say, they Zept gulct about it,

STrmor,
Wilhelm

LN BNy
chiis the
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Ade 3. In order to confute thig "third reason® I need only to
explain the btrue facts of the case, : ‘

A1l the reasons or causes why bhelr self-excommunicabion
had to be amnounced publicly I cannot now produce ner deen
that necessavy. The main vesson, known also to Pastor Bading
and dlscusssd In his presence, is as follows: When M.

Busch for the second time amnounced his separation and was asked
for a reason, he went ot his house to get a Bible Trom .whilch:
he . then read Hos. 46, Applying this passage to me he saids
"That 1s the way you are. . .You have rejected God's Word,
therefore you can.no longer be ay pastor and therefore I sever
my connection with you"’ I shall not mention the vulgaritiles
and defamatlions aboub my germons poured forth by him and others.
. Concerning the separation of Graunke, the mimtes of our
congregation meeting states that he accuses me of willful
neglect of my official duties, This, too, was disproved in
the presence of Rev. Bading. Here, too, I shall not mention
Graunke's heretical ideas concerning the "power of the Word"
nor his conbemptuous, I might even say, sacrlileglous remarks
about my person and about my sermons. Both Schultz aznd Graunke
have always behaved in an unchristian manner snd would never
accept any sdmonltion,

And now this peritnent guestion: How can this "third
reéason” be a ground for a separation since the opponents
already weeks ago had petulantly stormed out from our meetling,
had begun separatistlcal church services and severed thelr
conmectlon with us? They had in fact and to all intent
separated themselves Lefore Schultz and Graunke were excommunlcated
as heathen and publicans,

Ad. b4, This "fourth reason” I wauld rather not discuss-at all,
for 1t causes me great anguish of soul, The Lord God will i
Hils own good time bring everything to light,

I confess that I am a poor sinner and have become gullty
hefore God during thils controversy as is so likely to happen

human beings in like clrcumstances, and I daily ask Ged to
rglve my trespasses,
Aut 1t takes a brazern profligacy to make an accusation

like this "reason four'.

hven the separatists will
pleaded, since 8o much was lmpli
show me where and hew I had comuitted an offer
would publicly, from my pulplt, apc r
congregation. However, no cuch pi

I would vealliy like Lo kno
not come vo me, the pastor, unles
along as they clalu can be prover

havs to adnit
catad alboulb sin,
ittt
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denying in public what had beeen gald between me and certalin
Individuals, I know of onlyg one case in points I mentloned
In a meeting that My, Graunke had told me in my house that
teacher Hase had delivered a Tine sermon on the gospels "Christ,
the Good shepherd". Graunke denied naving used the term "sermon”
but claimed to have said "speech, To pub an end to the guarrel
about these synonemous terms I proposed: ‘'lNr, Graunke, neither
you nor I can produce any witnesses, so let us drop the matter”,
Thls can be testified to by the entire congeegaclon, Although
I am still convineed that I was right ==yet, claining no G
infalllbility, I agree that it could be as Graunke claims. In.
private conversations similar ceses may have ogerurred, as they
do occur in any pastor’s official life, . o

It is inexplicable to mg how Mr. L, Lieske could put his
sighature to this "veason", e is such a dear gquilet man, who
liad assured me in the presence of his wife, that he loved me g,
had nothing against me, But the others had said that I .
was opposed to those "edifying gatherings”, , .

Ad. 5 This fifth and lasth sentence, as I understand it, Beems
to imply that all my utterance, both on the pulpit and otherwise,
follow the "Buffalo pattern,” in that they consist only of
abuses. and vilifications, However, only once, -in a congregational
meeting, when enswering a remark or a questlon, did I call the
Matthew congregation of Lebanon s "mob,” expressing my honest
opindon and conviction, and I hope on one will want to forbid
me To express my honest opinlon, At that time I also added
the remark that I would repeat this allegation as often as
necessary pntil convinced of the contrary, in which case the
term "mob" would never agin be used by me in this connection,
That this Tifth point also, according to their own constitution
was no sufficlent reason for Separation, was silently acyuiesced
by Fastor Bading, It is amazing that the pecple who claim Wy
"abuses and vilificabions® as one of the principal reasons for
Thisr separation have no gualme of cousclence about the iri-
numerable abuses o {the number known only to the omniscient
God) «= heaped Upan my poor perscon as will as upon one
whole synod,

Ihis is then my answer on the "five reasons', I hope
you wlll be able to orient yourselves., In our meeting, I
Should probabliy have besn more ¢xplicit on doctrine i points
1 anda 2, _

If Fastor Bading says anything about our correspondence,

bto
)

whlch I fer certaln Teasons no longer wish o continue, ugy
t&ll him in my nawe that I aw able o prove all conce: oty

with such infallible argunents, that they who nc
tencerity to call them {the arguments ) lics, w
foundsd and silenced,

Jhe merciful God give you wuch
K] Lo s p E SR T e e e S de oy
vaat we all, also the Staparatists, may



Ly grace for Jesu&g saka,

This wishes and prays for,
the much maligned Lutheran preacher
A, Wagner

Watertown, Dec. 15, 1858,
Ps 8. The document contalining the signatures of all the
Separatistd is well known %o VOus

On the Znd inst, there took place a meeting in Mr. Meyer's
house. There we discussed the subiect "Private ediflcation”,
now a certaln busybody, for the sake &° gaining a perscnal
ddvantage, is eagerly spreading a perversion of the outcome
of that meeting. This I have heard from very relilabls sources.,

Thls is ownly Dby the Way .
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entire letter, if Wagner defends himself concorning

to do with teaching, sermonizizing, and Zathering

7
vy
)
(I

r outside of church for Bible study. Note the guota which

&

the separatists brough®t, and which they felt addressed the real issues

L)
"Testimony of 0ld and New Teachers of the Lutheran ~hurch concerning
the Splritual Priesthood.” The only mentiocn of confession appears

in P8: "I wasg supposed to have sald that I would sooner go to the

‘gulllotine before changing anything in the custom of confession. e

This was preven untrue by witnesses.” The real issue was notb

s private confession, but as ﬁagher himself neatly puts 1t at the end,

"Private Rdificatlon”. Where does the universal pristhood leave off
and infringemsnt on the pastoral office begin?

o

Thls 1s not to deny that obher congregations were
undoubltedly involved in a knockedown and dragged- ocut controversy

over private confesgion; but here 1t was csimply the dispute in the

2

air at the time = used as a tool %o bring deeper troubles to the

surface,

4

e
4
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o
3
K
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: 1

Finally, this Waterown-Lebanon debate had unexpectad

- T O T i R
e Though private conlaessiocn

1
@
foly

- - - A
and Tar roaching

wasn't behind Lt all in 1% was the issue

-

(N

that captures the most abttontion on

e

¥
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llscussions within bhe “issouri osunod an? bBuffalo Syned even before

1.7
4

1154



o g

fi

£

on synodical
and pfd@tl@@

a

;858 Procee edl

The s

Practices

1n “emfrd~

hls

P.

re
hax

Ps

ma
Al

ye
pr

Du

delined its

delivered an

from receiving

8o, Wu@s*ian Ls

32. Questlon 2%
be used in dealing

fuses to introed

335 @U

d Trini whic

3P
lvate and genera
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ring the Wiscon

synod-level de¢ bac@ uvew pF1V&Le conf

36.

“be fnterprettua as bvrde;lng

smaller or greater porbion

v() £

m'oppo ed to the exclusive use of -
the other portlon refuses to

What methods or procedur
with members of a congres:
uce the geneval confession
private confeaalonn whlch members feel that thei

hristian liberty has been “Uftdllcdﬂ and who the
Ve Separatad ’“om the cong ‘egation or who have
vhe Holy Sacranment?

1 ’}a

s
8010
tter of “m@ congregaltlons

private cmnfe sion also the
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I while both belonged to the 8y
t fOL10Wbi difTerent practices w1th regard to
al confession.

re to

seilon dl& heve

Whmgh

This question desis with a practi
in Milwaukee (St. Stephan

nod,

U_l ('J

sin Synod meeting in 1861, Wisconsin

doctring and practice

cpening ed3say

and gensral cont

adopted. by Lthe

on 1t,
egalon

BYyn0od.

in regard to confession,
then Pachbmann presented

in the following thoses,

(lmflueube upon inter-synod} ea?~rela%i®ms and Tar-r agthg efTects

"ﬂéinPGTLZ$nH; conse vmmn=s.®f,cufﬁaljinﬁ Christian lj%mpix
Tifin a congregatloh priV@u@ confession is used S
'w:xciuijeijﬁ though a

: the congres aulgn

. o private confession, and

L Antroduce beslde the

general confession?

ooy efuilg dexzn@d thelr doctrine
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) Neilther nghatp nor generael confessinn as s church
rder 1s commanded by Seriptures.

)} Confession, th efeiowbg connct be a sacrament. 1L
all be an ald to gpiritual life. By the need in our

' ; 1T came t@ be lnstituted as an order in the

I , Christian Church.

o

3) Originally, confession was not connected with the
celebration of H@?J Communion; rather, it has 1ts origln

in the speclal confession of gins of such who were onee -
excommunicated, when they were re=instated in the congregation,
)  Rightly, the Lutheran Church rejected the order of
the auriculay confessiony which since the Lateran
Gouncil 1215 (by. xnnocent I1I) had been elevated to a
churﬂh law@

7

5) Luther accepted both private and general confession,

6) However, in the confessional writi lngs of the Lutheran
hu*ch private confesslon is usually given first placs,
and 1t was in the most general use at the time of th@
EReformatilon,

7) Private confession does not demand a compleﬁe
inmumeration of sins, which burdens the conscience;
neither is only the priest entltied to hear 1t, but it
extends to the sphere of the universal priesthoocd.

8) Because of great benefit, a revival of the forgotten
churchly order is desirable.

9) Introduction of private confession can be done only
when there is bOmPLGhD harmony between the pastor and
the congregabtion in the mabter,

10) Introduction of private confession 15 desirable,
but must follow thorough instruction conceruing repantance
and confession of sins before God and man,

N

11) The application and use of this aid Tor spivitual 1life;
sConfess your sins one to avnobther in all phasece of your

hristian 1ifa,

BN

The above ¥l CBOu were individually discussed and adophbed

by resoluti




: Notef¥@w gimseﬁy Lh e—uwiscon$¢n hesﬁ ogme to the Missouri

Sdiscussion of p%Lva“ Ecanfedsémn in 5ha 1WJ6 Nq;‘hern D¢Sﬁglgw

»;?rooecdlng“ u Undoubm‘ B N b1¢'Lp%0v:h Lre cmntrovef%je W sconsin

(especlally DBading). ﬂndvﬁ‘

:ﬁcre and more untéi
'*?of fe?low%hip LM 1898

This contWOVrzqﬁeaa yet another cor\“ﬂquonceﬁ quitg 1mnorhan1

T

S to bhe Wisconsin 8ynoag-whgcn still elfebtm syn0¢1ca1 aff air‘;

Py

v‘sven today. . Perhaps this iS'nne mOSt important resulua

8%, Michael's was the first Wisconsin ynodf
/» \\..

wred

1n W&LOLtOWﬂ -

. a s

and was ex tremely important during its Shﬁrt 1life, MNow & La
Matthew's in Lebanon had been servéd by Badlng since “58a> Later,
of course, he also served St Michaelase Through these two
congregatlions, news of Bading's preaching, hig firm orthodox

his name, spread. This good

!_—a
H
fete
o
)
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=
r
oy

stand, and simply familie
public sentlment and the natural urglng of St. Miche sal’s congregatlon
{of which prestigious Sen., Meyer was also a wember ) undoubtedly
nad decisive influence upon the coumbined members of 8L, Mark's
as they decided to call Dading az thelr pastor Irom Theresa.

Bading accepted. “And with him esme the presidency of the

Wisconsin Synod which he had recelved at the 18460 convention,

Dading was a powerful volce of orthedoxy in 3t. Vark's, and in

1861 8t., Mark's declded to Juln the Wiscorsln Syncd This tLad




in the synod, btooy The

1

that 4U.r/}mf, ( \.)6 }@ At iis

by

ﬂspoke outb Q?'@%Labllgbiwg nd ‘@ agmgﬂﬂmy angd 5u éauued

7

74Wacerh0wn" i”s ﬂ@ca610ﬁ§ Tn. 18699 uh@ t&p was ilaily takang

‘and WﬁhcﬁbOWH Uon out Qve% Mi&w&u&eep“5m190f fy likely 1t was
pr@mmr%ily.beca@ﬁ@ the gyn@ﬂ@s president was in Watertown -making

Waterown the center of eynod activity - that Watertown was chosen

only because of 8t Mat Lhemgﬁ that Bialng came bto work in Bhe area
in the first place; and perarily because of St. Michael’s that

's extended him the call. Therefore, Northwestern was

237‘
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8t. M
established in Yaterbown as an indirect result of the "private

N
confesslion conbroversy.

[l
O

low the college and seminary were right under Bading®s
watehful eye Who knows how a different
the success of Nprthwestern - or il being ;gtﬁher away From the

gtrong crihodox influence of U ling would havé changed the doctrin

P R O T v o} o oy T e ~ PO N EN [ i S .y - 7 ey oy e
vaughc there? Northwestern spent 1ts tender infant years ETOWLNG

: up at Badlng’s doorstep. TFrom hls actions and correspondence,
we know that Badlng wes deeply invelved withn Rertiwestern, Heo

saw to it thabt orthodoxy remained wilth the school, and thas sood

new men were called to

Mark's delegateg Mrs Daniesl Ku

[ns]

ol

Ty

¢

as the site for ﬁhe'Sqn@d g ferst college and Seminary. And it was

P



Lo,

When seen in this light, the private confession controversy

at the Hatertown and Lebanon chursches becomes much more than Just
anotlier controversy. ere we can see our God, through His gracious
guldance, bLring a strbngp truémteaching marn to the Synod®s head -

and place the infant school to tralin its pastors at his Feeb.

It was all in God's hands - and'in HiS'plgno What confidence this
$hoﬁ1d give us in ngﬂs_guiding'hand -~ even today when once ag@in"

a large portion of the Lutheran‘whurch is struggling with oonﬁro&ersyg
‘God preserved His pure d?étfine then; He is Jjust as interested in

‘Preserving it now., May He preserve 1t among us also,
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