by

David Kriehn

ChurchiHistory

ProfTessor Fredrich

May 2, 1977

L BYNOD S@ @@W

5

ERVA




Why Was The Termessee Synod So Conservative?

"If the old ministers will not act agreeably to the Augs-

o , \ , ol C
burg Confession, we will gynod In Tennessee, > With

o

of a chain of events

these words we see the

really unparalleled in Lutheran Church hist

turn avoided oo

f&@ @u es

"Why was T@n?

was

Ge 'V“Fiq N

Reformed and the Moravians ?ather

zgﬂmﬁﬁj@ﬂ

of the Tennessee Synod., What e

rough and

dramatic change of position?
In this paper I shall attempt to answer this

However in doing so I wish %o 1imit its scope to
of the Tennessee Synod only, The faect that Tennessee gtayed

conservative for many ‘years is a well known f

why they stayed confessional sre not all that

but the explanation as to why they began so conservatively
n

3

1t. It is this aspect of their history
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In doing so two main thoughts will be developed, The
first will be the evolution of the Henkel family, the second

s

will be a description of the historical developments that

=)

led %o the beginning of the Tennessee Synod,

The story o

cinating, that 1

giving special emphasis

The first

Henkel o v

also 1 thown as G@rha@dﬁe‘ He ca me‘fﬁam,a,i@mg 1

dating back to Drg’Jﬁiaﬁm Hank 21 of Ref

planned, 'AS a court’

migration to Amerieca W&S,ﬁ@t ]

ainst th@

5
e
ot

a
SJ"
=A
2]
GW

preacher he guickly lostg popularity b
loose morals. of the @@urtﬁ It appears that A, Jn would ﬁ“tn@f

2

switeh than fight so he choss to emigrate %o America,?

arrived in 1717 as one of the first Lutheran pastor t@j$é%

foot in the New World and Se%tléd in eastern Perm ngylvania,

working in the aregs of Newyﬁan@ver and Philadelphia,-
in 1750 Justus Henkel, who came from Germany with his

father, moved +to North Carolina, T¢ you learn nothing else

from this Paper, here 'is one thing. In the family tree of +he

ety

Henkel i family, which you gave us in class, vyou liste

[

28 the son of A, J, Henkel, Cerhardt: and A,

jng
ot
53]

= d

?‘) £
:
]

! Tact, one and the same persen,. Justus is A,
This dual name for A, J, confused me also for a
This tidbit of information has to be worth at

alone,
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a churech,
kniown appre for some
time, 7In his was

% Y,

‘ an. o Mvﬂ?ﬁf"n

j@ine

ERY
G l(/‘s axl

muh©ai5$4

M@Eybéﬁr

rom four Cﬁﬂgw@F@biQES in the area of New Maw%@ﬁv

He appeared bet
B b

efore uh@ Mznvsc@ immof Pe ennsylvania wi

o

and was licensed 4o preach for oneyear on June 169 1783 The "

ot

icense was renewed periodi ally until he was

by John Schmidt on June 6, 1792, in

::

He then moved into the Shenandoan Valley

through to serve

them

and while frequently

his base of operations
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» his annual missionary treks to North

8t1i1l1l had relatives, and to eastern Tennessee,

leo made freguent trips to his old howme
npinister to his family and relatives there,

kids on their relatives and

Y orth Carolin %ynmf on W

9

tn@ ba

d'@@nditi@ng

f@f@éd the
 B@g1ﬂn&mg in i @6 ?aul Henkel
trips all over thé pla ace, He was cammia@“@n@u bm the

vania Ministerium which paid him $40 per month. Tn

made a trip to southern Ohio

o

n a %Wwah@@l@dfe&rﬁg
had %o abandon at the mountains,

the Mad River in Ohio ‘4o the rem

20 miles from the Indian front

‘“?}
[t
D

travelled as far

Reading scc

and informative.

a place and a time for preaching and instruction, He tried:

£ [>4

to find friends vher@V@m possible and i% is amaz! many

8
fa]

S pede
7
o
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he ran into, He conducted evening and prayer services f

Although he refrained from proselytizing, that did not

pueto

o1

him from preaching a Pregbyterian Church., In hig sergons,
which lasted well over an hour, he crammed in a whole instruc-
tion ecourse, knowing he was seeling wmany there for the first

GeTmnen

LUEERen

sached mo

in Engli@hd» H@‘@E%@ﬂ'e@@@uﬁﬁcg

travelled wi ith any G@r~a, Reformed that hé i
Thus he made his way @V@f,?@untlesg miles until i
In 1804 Paul, along with Hi% sons Ambrow@ and

@&@d

@gtablighéd a*é?iﬁ%gng pf@%% at New H i~} @ﬁ;
hand-press by‘§ and WﬂA@h was in @@@ra%;an bj 1806, Thié,
was the ffrstﬂgéfman printin g’preﬂ » the South and S@fV@gz
the Tennessee Synod well, 1In 1816 Paul begen writing in

earnest and produced hymnbooks, catechisms, h@mili@@ and
even poetry in German and Lnfﬂlsha He was ind@@d a man of
many talents, 19

Henkel had an endless knack for being wh@r@kth@ aéti@n

a o

was, In 1812 a special conference of the 7@nﬂ§J?v ania Minig~ .

°

&

terium held its first conference west of the Alleghany Moun-
tains, The next year Paul Henkel was there and was recognized
as part of their body, In 1817 there was a movement to start

Iy

a new Synod and Henkel was one of the three

participated in the Ohio Synod’'s formation. Twe of hisg 8ON8 ,

Andrew and Philip, stayed with the Ohio Syn@dgia



founding the Virgin

the Vizpln»a,bvn@dg

high and ]u@wauiv@ p@giti@

°

ordin

of the fiﬁ%gt and heaviest black
he conducted any act in connection Wi
his serwmons
animated and eloguent as the serson jeis

This

the spli
not

in

o the end of Se

ay him he 5@‘@ orted h

Nary, h@me pun @i@thgs

s8ome
come o ial meet

April of

ptemben,

three synods
see Synod, Henkel was
ia ﬁénféfen@@ in 1793, which
1805 Solomon,

Augsburg Confess

ns, Wh@n‘a

T by wor

the ormj

slowly with Ffrequent blunde

pres BhE § ,l
wugh he had

819 Paul come to Tennessee from Virgini

Then he wan<

wium a

evident

8ilk,

o

unknown r@ag@m @5

roles,

drew d@@b

+

as a cooper,

travagance b

He WQT

8, but b

up to 1819 and the events that res

T en
7S

t 6 wee

8 and

0o North

" things about b

qéL..
8%

that he

2
g

gregsed

above, and,

L in

later became

ibes b im

ocky bn

frequently declined calls that promised

parish was unable -to

He wore

LYl

. ‘
&1 2 g

it whenever

ing. "He began

ecame more
A

ng of the N@fth Caroling
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While 2t Philip's house he was slre

£

of a new synod, this the North Carolina S

of 1820,7

rmation of the Tennesgsee

"
B
el
p*:gb
"
L8
bty
g
=4
=

remained in Tennessee Uuneii ehe:

he wrote, "We continued ar
26

ference,*®

He and hls

[

with them, merely pwi %b@ pl@L iﬁﬁ

worhﬂd up earliier,

The result was the gdo £ a cons *iﬁwb?@m@ which

1‘7 v

not ideal by our standards, but which was Ffar better than

-

anything that had existed up %o ﬁhaﬁ;uﬁMQe In it we read -
the following,

Article 2,
faith, and all
conduct, asg w
in the Chura:

in +the QQWVnc@ ﬂJ
mg@d and kep
in ace
the h@kv &@?YpiU”

o
g
§¢3a
ﬁ
ﬁ,-_#o

)
o
%)
0o
ﬁ/:-sa

e

:

‘,lg-g;‘

o
fo?
9

the doctrines

i, i
the Augsburg Confession, Amd Ly
shall vh@ y(ungp and others s, De
inst in Iuther‘s &Nﬁ"ll
AT le 13@@ve desires
wkwhl alsg ] ol@mn @bmigdbjﬂﬂg t. 16 ;
he %@ the Word of CGod
and ion and the @0@m
trines of o 4 Nﬂ? can any %
in our Cond BTICE , SEOW@M to Suﬂnd

niz
Cen

tg"ﬁ@ﬁ in conneg-

connec
al or Genersal

TLON G
Synod, . .

J




of our Con-
in“the pre-

Artic
feren

sent Careolina,
heesy true Luth-

Only eight yvears later we see a revised Constitution that

Why had %hc ﬁerh@lmp n@‘é33@tﬂau“

@mph&%is on th@ Aug‘bu?g G@n¢@%5i©

1the ran

and the inclusion of all 28 articles instead
21 or 22,

A

This can be explained by following

Paul Henkel's econfessional awareness,

o

say that Paul Henkel was more an 1%

5,

vhe Augs buww

a theologian, In his early ministry he treated

Confession rather loosely. His son Andrew sald that h@ Tavored

some of the changes in the Augsburg Confession made bv lel-

. 2 : R .
ancnmh@namg But at least he operated on the ba@zg of i

His fondness for it can be seen by the fact that when h@ bG@w

president of Garolina Syned in 1804, the Synod
passed a resolution S%lp”l“ ing that its members act in accor /




with the Augsburg Confession. ® That the members of the

Synod regarded the Augsburg Confessi on rather loosely, is

2

beyond dispute, But had it not been for Henkel it is doubtful

@

that North Carolina would have adopted 1t until

As time passed Henkel gradually changed,

~@hi@ and the Ohic

ﬂ“v’ﬂ m }.’

of the vwﬂlcﬁy@ ﬁugabw

5 ;

Th
proved by the Tact ﬁh apﬂ@ﬂm@a to the end of the

Synod’s pr @@e@dﬁﬂga of 132@7 28 articles of t

Confession,

One other thing

S0

beginning of S@éjz tural. rell@v Ai@ practices ig’avid@néeﬁ hy~-‘

)

5

Tennessee's refusal %o be in fellowship with both the 5@ﬁerﬂ

F

synod and North Carolina, Here also Paul Henkel as

[

his son David deserve the credit, Again we see how Paul -

9

developed in this regard, although even after 1@2@9 %*wis

3

doubtful as to whether he was completely cur@@ of al

L unlon=

istic practices,

kel was not averse to working

3

Literally everyone did it at that time, Some churches which

he visited were owned jointly by the Lutheran and Reformed,

He associated freely with Reformed pastors and worked side by‘

L=



language,

The

mmon. to these two groups was

that they both spoke Germen, Anyone who spoke German was

right in Paul’s book, As late as 1819, when he attended a
meeting of the Ohic Synod, Henkel seconded a

£

sented by a Reformed pastor for yearly fraternal

1t i8 well known that he

the Tennessee Syned's

C@n;ﬁlﬁuﬁA~xf”’ ‘@ﬁbuﬁin@”“@nd work

@

34

should be eond = G;%f]z‘g;}gﬂyj

| Fortuna ner soured ‘the Henkels on the Moravians

and the G disappeared from the area,’

thereby removing i to fraternize with them.

Thus, they reached

1féli@wéhip principles on @m@khanﬂ'by
means of the back door, | |

But the méiﬁ'E@a8@ﬂ°f@r Paul?ﬂenk@l"sﬂ@pp@si%i@ﬁ to th@
General Synod e@nters'ar@und the Augsburg Confession, It waé
obvious to Paul Henkel that the proposed General Synod would
not adopt the Augsburg Confession in any form, The result was
a fear of the prospect of a future union involving the Cene
Synod with non-ILutherans, This fear was well f@und@d'HQt'@nly
because of Shober‘'s unignigmg but due to conditions within the
Permsylvania Synod itself,

The result was that Paul Henkel opposed the General Synod

>

with a passion, He did so at the North Carolina Synod meetin

35

5
s

which was one of the reasons for +the split. He also solid-

o

o

iTfied the Ohio Synod’s stand against the General Syned by a

L=

letter written in 1825 in which he stated, "immer der alten




of 1820,

North Carolina Synods appear in the Tennessee (Cons

‘We sh

Bai’"iﬁp I’t

Furthermore, a krc shyter]

communion
Shober's u
of 1818,29
North Caro

conservati

ayved a key role in the Virginia Synod®s dropping outb

ne see why the articles opposing the General and

were developed a”l

g@dﬁeuo~th@ Geﬁmﬂm R@“@?Wﬂd

The @th@r H@nkelg*

all Léok briefly at Lwo Qong'

g‘

the North Carelina 5Jn©aﬂ

‘as awakenzﬂgs arise in our ﬁ@j

7 ans of 3 days®
1like 1is to De w% shed
in the faith, a trial of

be made with th@ Proviso
isters of our connection m@@bm
ings to which also minis 2 JMor-
avian and Reformed Churches, whether Ger-
man or En'li“} be welcomed, A%t each of

these meefings communion is fo be admine-
istered, 36

an pastor hel .ped him dia tribu

T@nm@gsaﬁlﬁvﬂﬁd was: .

In 1804 he presente

5

and he waz a member of tbe committee that appro v@d

3PP
of the General Synod in 1829, though they rejoined in 1839mﬁ7

®

nionistic book in - he North Carolina Synod meeting,

He certainly was ingtfmm@ntal in the split from

lina, but he contributed little 10 Tonn@%a@@@

Vi8m,
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Bunosts

on uh@ other hand there is David Henkel, He was clearly

the most prominent influence in Tennessee®s confessionsal
development from its inception to his death, It was largely

duz to him that the 1828 Constitution read the w

ician of the Henkels and wrote
1z >

the dogma

beh@zmﬂ in eh

n@ deve @nm@mt of
to Sgyg, He doubtless had
“;ibuE@d is un@?@qto
He, of course, studied under his father
time and in his middle teens he worked under

] . .\ : 18 .
South Carclina for one year, 0 In 18173

2 5%

AW

o

the North Carolina Synod as a catechist and %ucpe@%g
brother Philip in‘lin@©1% County, North Ca f;linao The %Jn@ﬂ '
advanced him to a licensed condidate for ordination in 1 81

In 1816 his congregations asked for his ordination bud

. ' : , . i
for reasons we will spealk of shortly, he was denied it.

bely

" L9

He was consistently denied ordination until Philip Henlkel

took upon himself 4o @P@alﬂ him at the "Timely Synod® of.

out him, It really

bolled down to an excessive championship of Lutheran doc trine,

L2 ALL

a

or 8o it seemed to the ministers in North Carolina,
these events will be discussed more fully later, The point

2 =

we wish to make here is that David Henkel clearly stood for

orthodox Lutheranism to the point of alienating even @h@




14
!EF) 5 2 F)
German Refoy m@d He apparently did not inherit the problems

that his father had in this respect, David was the most

In probing 1 guestion to why T

o

conservatively v
elopment of ﬁhe'
to go into detal

a

will make a detailed examiniation of ff@‘ﬁfTiﬁa 

1 th

sketch is al at is neecessary.

a

into ngﬁh Carolina around 1750,

Germang first |

Justus and Jacob Henkel must have been among them, They left
Pennsylvania in search of new, easy-to-get fa arm lands, News
of the success of at least some of the farmers reached Penr

o

vania and atbs

ISy

cracted more settlers, True to the G@Fmaﬁ 1life

style, they avolded towns and stayed mainly in the rural areas,

which at that time, were unexplored and harsh wilderness;

No Lutheran pastor came t@ North Carclina for over 20

vears, 1t was far from Shangrila, In the early 1770°s the
people became desperate and sent a delegation to Hanover,
Germany to Sg§g§r a pastor into coming over., They were rewarded
with Adolphus Nugsman who arrived inii7?35 Along with Nussman
came a teacher named Arends who was ordained two years later.

In 1788 a man arrived who would later be involved with the

Henkel split, Carl Storch, Storch came from the Helmstaedt

Mission Society and worked until he died in 1831, Besides



these, Christian Bernhardt arvived from Stutth

Arnold Roschen came from Bremen in 1789,

left North Carolina in 1800 4o go elsewhere

g
vt

Henkel began to visit

vears in 1800,

One ma

Ori gammwly,fzﬂm Seot tland he

1784 and was licensed
Methodists in North Cay
But there were not many of %

Lutherans for @fdinati@n; »

Roscheén énd,menh&was ﬁauhezed uL @Xamin@'~»

This was d@na wgﬁn‘tqe'hﬁﬂ ret anding

)

.3

frly

obedient to the laws o

with the Lutherans ir
join the PEpis

efforts, fellowship was, doelared between

*‘@nti¢ns¢% R@

‘J the fﬂﬁ h@@é

the Episcopal Church,
I T

T

~and the North Car@lina‘gyn®dm However, this

years, t goes without saying that Miller

a

Lutheran influence on the North Carolina Syn

As bad as Miller was, there was someone

T T
a2y

he was @lmaya;:v

n North Carolina until 1821'wh@n,h@

Episcopal Church, In that same year *hr@ug% hi

o
Dl

e ]

had no positis

Worse, -

i

t in 178% and

of these men
In 41785 Paul

Vorth Carolina and moved down Tor 5

MN.MJ

scopal’ Church =

sted only tweo.

Shober, a Moravian, joined the Lu theran Church and was @°d@i“

in 81@ Of him Bernheim state

festo

ﬂ
]

P

Rev, Shober was no Lutheran, he was
ber of the Moravian Church, and never

2 mem=
dig-

connected himself from communion with the
same; he T%Wﬂ@ and died a member of that
Church. This information %h%ugrit@r Te -

ceived from his own dauvghter,”

[



Shober wasg a thorough ecumenicist., He published a
hymnal for ithe Lutheran and Reformed "to pave the way to
universal harmony, union and love among our Lutheran and

. Lo
Reformed Churcheg,” "’

His most notorious schievement is a work tha

Cits title is A mi“@

a8

In 1816 at the Norih Carolina Sym@@ meet 1130 Phili;*”

Aintroduced a @C@Mﬁ%”

of the Synod in:@mglishq, Ban@ﬂ‘ h@bé?

was the logical choice to d@ th@ f@yy 50. Th@An@X% y@@r':

returned with a m©n$%r@u$ work which included, = n@mg ot

8

things, a liGGOTy of the Reforma ation, an analyglgkof Jvthgz"

doctrine and chara ?g'th@‘CQHS%itu%iGn of +the Synod,

translation of the first 22 artvicles of the AungUfg CQﬂI@
[

. 1

with frequent alterations and omissions.” Philip Hen

Miller and another man examined and approved Shober’s wo
which was then adopted by the: Synod,

To show the thinking of Shober we guote from the o
sion of "Lutheg"”

T have attentively examined the doctrine
of the Episcopalian Church, read many
excellent authors of the Preﬂka@r, ans
know the Methodist doetrine from tnelf
book, ‘Portraiture of Mgmhoma&mg and
am acquainted with the Baptist doectrine,
so far as that they admit and ad'%@
Jesus the Savior, Amang all those classes
who worship Jesus as a God, T o@@ nothing
of importance to pre emu a cordial uniong
and how happy would it be if ﬁll the
Churches could unit, and send deputies .
to a general meeting of all den@mimati@nquaﬁd
You have %o wonder why he stopped with Baptists., S
Moy e )
there were one or twmﬁchuwch bodies around that could be

16
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rk

4 Zhop

ncelu=

urely

included,
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depths in o &

One. .ol the ma?fz for

and 1820 was Th@f@

intelligent,

led %o and pl =3

plunged

in ngaed

One year

o

But this was not %o take place, Davi

did no% like the system

abandoned altogether,. In thig he

E.E:

was

and

s

ynod i

]

o o
L L

_that

thouvght

nto turm@w;a

@El@!f“

o =

e

it shoul

Ea

known that

tha’

gT )

" be

supported by Storch,

b

@rdain@ﬁa

Y€




would @erua¢o?y be ruined as a

b.-.—)a

Hoyle,

‘Shober v

19

and won,

" no

moved up to the

=

{;—.nﬁ Y

idered thi

ized th
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people,
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was not

went
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0f threes

unconstitutional because it was

story of

Other

meeting was a

the

Davig Henk&lﬂs

Py

ol

doctrines

»

s0 the trial centered on

pleaded not g

[re]
jaxl
o1
&3,

uilty =

Sjﬁédbﬁvi o

‘ﬁemiﬁrédr
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-6h

conservat

ibute to his own pr bl@malby'

Shobher allows

charges

w

sign of ¢

convention, he evidently

=

up six week £,

=

woes and review the
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When the

were present,

the pastors a

Bernheim and ¢

Tirst.

ell, and a vumi r of delegates assembled and decl

B

selves %o be the Synod of N@ Qaf@liﬂ% Sb@f@hg ©ﬁ =

ned a church bullding %o Henkel

8 and comps 1y but fo

and nothing else, Outside the

Bell and David Henkel,

been cheated out of ordination ]43@ enough, and

But this really was out of order as Bernheim and Cox point out

was on probation and it really was in

defiance of all law and @rd&rofa For some reason
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P

At

P
b

F73 T oo, LY
The courses

accounts into proper

icult L

e Fel

at one of

nly thought that

%@ @@nﬁ"efe Henkel, When the

{T

Syﬂ od began he found unified support for Henkel. At this

all the

stors were there as a8 many 1

P
ot
]
fy
=l
ez
@
T
&7
ot
Som
pos?
®
=]
==
[
st
P

were divided into

rch before

up to two guestions

you submit to

nd the lav-del

Aaif:

earences?



o4y
withdraw from the Synod, nor wi be ruled by a

but are ready and

according to the

Constitution of 4he Synod,

wg Cont

&

stand for the Augsbu

led

o

5

b@ﬂ%*ﬂﬁﬂ

-

lecision to

ough lates .

Out of

2,2

twe parties

tation nothing much

the mmrningggg

men took the

The
t

w0
A
D
®

In the afie fr@na 3h

the North Carolina Sid@'@f'neﬁ teaching Bmﬁtism




an

bty

of avoiding the Real Presence, and of favoring entry

£

which was against the Augsburg Confession,

L9
D
=
o
3
o
o3
<
—
o]
Q
2

Paul concluded by saying of the North Carolina Synod, "I can-

83

not wnite with such a body,”

olid backing of David's

o

we will begin our Synod

Schwirmer let

2 .

After the S“ﬁ@@ bitter feelings prevailed, On June 13,
= AR
Paul wrote a lf%t@r to his S@nﬂS@lom@n two weeks after the split

2% 2 g

> the @Mmmy?Qu of the Tennessee Synod,

and one month F@f‘

=
¥

lectad th@ bilitterness of

It was Paul, He

3

was, neo ﬁ@ubﬁgwﬂa turbed o see his cld Synod go down the dra
J

EQ@

N,
What he perhaps did not realize is that he changed more tham
the Synod, Alsc in the letter he ocutlined th@ position that
the new Synod would take., This shows that Paul did indeed
influence Tennessee®s position cons zdewabiy.

On July 17, 1820, the Tennessee Synod was formed, We have
already looked at its doetrinal position above so we do not

need to mention it again,

5
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